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Comparison Study of Tiltrotor Whirl Flutter Analyses with Gimballed and Hingeless
Hub Models
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ElE 2 (tiltrotor) &2J/= I Y 200 fAXst ZTE2E (proprotor)S 90° sl AIAH EelEH (Fig. 1(a)) ¥
DEo s2I|(Fig. 1(b)) 2E B0l JIS6ICH Metd 2EEZH= £ /== M2l HI0| Jiss &
OtLlet JI=9 SZ|ZHECH RAH2l L D= HI#E 2 Qlls HES 2=Cf 0128 01R2 22 2AE Al
D &AHZ| JIE 3Me)| L TAl 2 WE(Urban Air Mobility, UAM) S9f BI2tE ®J| £8 &% O|&FI|(e-
VTOL) BtZ2J|0l EEZE A2 HE0 2UROZ LHGN LERH AP MY ZAHIb Siistn U S8l
Xk 20224 12€, O |22 JI&2 UH-60 Black Hawk HMIE <8 FLRAA(Future Long—Range Assault Aircraft)
DT2BHAN 2E2H A V-280 Valor(Fig. 1)2 XM D X2l JIS sl®Ad2 HAF™s6c. olet
22 0] 29 ZFS ZUQ £3 0|E 2RI Y SEH ALs HYES 012 AHo2 HAEN, S
ZUNME Hetel2 29 MM DE =2l JIs 3A)| 58 saoz EERFH &2J|Jt DD UACH
Jeilt D=9 #2|SEE0 e A HI =TIt REQl ZEZHO X ME HIH =T= & Z24H(whirl
flutter) SFEAM0 Ooh MBHE 2 QUCH & ZpiEet ZE=2EH 2RI DA DT HI# Al LIEY £ =
DYEINSIN Z20HRM SAOCZ, DEO HIBMUHA ZE2F(proprotor)et 908 LIN/IIYE REZ29 AS
X2 o5t LMY LEZE & ZH A9 J|I= JHEQ DAl & Z2{E(classical whirl flutter)

1938 Taylor & Brownell 25t0 ol2=o2 DotgACHY. 012 1959 92 2 1960 3E,
(o]

HEZE &37|2 =3I L-188 Electraldt & Ze2iH ZMoz Qlst & B9 F& AIDE F2H HEIZS
010 et 2 S otE¥ Y HRI ZHLAGHH #IUCH. AU, HEEZE 3719 & EdH o3y
a2 2HM Sdiols, a8, & SHH6HH XXE A& (flexible engine mounting) AIAEIS & JIX XNREE
OlEol0d HlmE ZtctolH =80 0|2 €2l 2HE=ZEC AR, s ZE Al M2l HE# 852 2ot}
HEDZE a3J|I20 AF0 A1) RS TEZEHE AMSotH, g2sH % @I 2= JAE Hls D=
M2 96t0f MY MRS natural flexibilitydt ZR6HCHY, =, HEIE &2J|0 DEAQ & Z2{F iAol
Hiold E€EZEH9 & EdH a2 O H2 NSEZE 0ol 0F at22 010 et =2&s 2aa & o
WO QTPECH®

H20= EEZH2 Z2d01E, EMH, ¥ dE & FEH ) HaE OUSHH HESIH MU EE=Z2HC
Z0 HY £& 3ot 2 &3)| = HA=S S oy g7 & S A0 =" UCH 5o, EEZH
3010 detNoEz AMEEE HU Zd(stiff in-plane) &2 & E(gimbal hub) B AMAENM REXE
812 (hingeless hub)Z HZotDl s HRIt 0 2 L NASA S92 0= ARZAE SHOZ EYs| &z
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UCH VY s1EB= HEE olE(articulated hub)2CH XS0l H1D, U229 HU 24 ZHE= X4 3&(ground
resonance)22LH AFAEE JIXD|I RS0 XN2NK EEZHQ dE RE2 F2 AMSCDN O DAL HU
AA g 58 ZEHE YEZH IS T AU Sl %Eo SX Z2Y0/S GES LMAZICHE SHE0l ACHY.
BIo, R3IXE siB= MY EBEC HDA 2Acst X2 JINH, ofE 2 =2 UM selsc”. =5,
82| PE ZTS ZAAIIN JsSHZ2 =28 £ ADD Hoo SYA=2 SAAIN, RN Y B0t
20I5tCH®. E£8t, B R0 (soft in-plane) 28X HEZS g8 2= ZER2HS BHUY 2 0IE =S
HZOAZ & UTHs 0192 QI5t) &5 XN ZEZH ZII0 PEXE 6/2JF DT D UCH DL
Ol2ist PEIXE LEZEO st & Z2H HEAM AE L fia s Xgs 2E2FH0 HIGH0 O ARt
M[Ch 19564, ZEE 518 ZEE AIE8 2E2FH XV-39 HI# A8 = ZE=2H9 & ZH &0 M2
220g 0|5, 8 Zog SOFAMS 2ERH &H Al TR Y AR DHIYANY. 015 EZHN E
HELMOl TDEEIHSA OIFAM oA Y AE oIR= Bello MU AN Mgy =20z giRs Auy
geEzgol Xv-151" WRATS!? 2 v-2292 0]|26t0 CHLEHH =3 QACH 220l 0 2 L NASAN A
g U 25X GIEE 25 H2E 4 s Tilt Rotor Aerelastic Stability Testbed(TRAST, Fig. 2)2 0I25t(d
g 2 2N 2o LERHO s & ZH A 7RIt FHJACH, ES AE E£E 2 ST
HEOICHS 714715 oI, A U PR FHEO LERHE 22 [IE ZSY0IE DS AIREUI M2 512
SN 2 & ZHE E4 Hn Hps 23X RetUCH E£8 IIE 2 L#ME HP2AM, Univ. of
MarylandOl A B2 L 25I0E 518 HERHS ZS Al L HM 3R 2HEUJOL, A2 U2 58 29 2
2 ZH S42 HnE ot AP 29 ZFR, S2ERLFARAKARNNAN AU LEZE ANE
LO1J|(Fig. 3) WL ¥z =504 LEZHN s &2, M, L HE# AE JlesS L% 2U RIS
EERHO ZUEASE oFA R= OFENK BUOIA 2IX LUACH DA2Z2 MU PEXE
SEZHO &H 2 HLES ASIHME e L 251X 522 & ZH S4HO AS HINE S5tH 52 S

2 & Z2iF XA E4Z Mtotots ARt TR
etd 2 AR0AE EAD| =8 ol (rotorcraft comprehensive analysis) 25921 CAMRAD IS 0|20t
Sust TEZ2FH Z¥0/S L semi-span SN/ DN 6l XY L XS HEE 22 Mg
SERHO ZYEIMS QUas 35D, MY L PN LEREHO DHQ FEWAL B ZH HEA
NS 202 28IBICH 2 HRA AL HEZE9 J|2 24 (baseline model)2 0l S2 2L NASAOIA JH &t
TRAST R8IXE &8 TE2H 2 generic ZH/IYet 2D 21 KARIMA JHESH AQDIE f0oID|o &
38 ZE2H 2 /o a7tz o|gsitt, TE2H S 0159 X SHEe 254 J|8o HIME
EBEEEE Aol UEIMHEH, 26 HIEA 22 ol=(unsteady aerodynamic loads)2 22M 0l 2(lifting—line
theory) 22 2H HAMECH 22 |KF(uniform inflow) 2EE 018otl, ZE=ZHE EX ZZ(wind-milling
state)2 QIEGIE = EZEC OIXNACR NRX HAS S EEREQ HIE =52 IS5 A4S HAGD
X R 20 6ol & Z2iE HES XA 2 HIRGD 612 SN 02 2E2H9

(a) Helicopter mode (b) Airplane mode

Fig. 1. V=280 Valor tiltrotor
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(a) TRAST in the NASA Langley transonic (b) llustration of the TRAST
dynamic tunnel

Fig. 2. TiltRotor Aeroelastic Stability Testbed (TRAST)

Fig. 3. KARI smart UAV

2. A+ YUY

2.1 HEEH 24
2 AR0AME 2EZ2H9 IX B0 M2 2 ZH oHEN A
span ZON/IIYRl AIAES HZatst & JIX ZEZ2H J|2 2US 0|50 M8 Hie 201 X BN J|=
2ge 0 82 2 NASAS Z= AIEE TRAST R8I ZE2H 2L generic /MY 2470|0, &
2 2ee 2 HY 2EREHQ KARI ADIE RQIJ|(TRS)S As DZE=2F o /My a8t
2 ARNE T JINS ZERH J|=2 Y U5t 22 Hg 2 [ENE 22 MEN ¢ M50 &
ZE HAS £3EIQL T =20 ZEZH JI2 2O =2 MAS Table 10l LIEFH AL

2 flotd ZE=2H % semi—
H
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Table 1. Description of the tiltrotor models

TRAST KARI TRS
Baseline hub type Hingeless Gimbal
Number of blades 3 3
Hover RPM 888 1605
Cruise RPM 742 1284
Blade radius, ft 4 4.7
Blade mean chord, ft 0.5 0.63
Blade pre—twist, deg —40, linear —-38.3, nonlinear
Airfoil 64-x08, 64-x12, SF08, SF12, SF18,
64-x18, 64-x25 SF25, SF30
Precone, deg 2.5 2
-0.021 (Gimbal)
Undersling, %R 0
0 (Hingeless)
Wing semi-span length, ft 4.4 6.56

2 d70M=E 3ddll Sg ol REQ CAMRAD IIE 0186t ZESZ2H, semi-span g0H, ¥ MY
ANARS EHEZH IZHE4ds ZEEs Fdotd, 2 ZSdH dldsS ot ZFIH 2dIolE 2=
Sst2 Rete4 JIge HdE H$HAd2 2AE 0160 UEHHALM, EEZH TRAST & TRS ZdI0I=0
CHotOd 282 1500 & 8IHE ALESHRUCH ZEEH S0IEE HIRS AJAAEY0IE(swashplate), IIXl &3 (pitch

Wy £ Zgots 2H =8 HSS —?— A EEZH REUAN 25 2LHoACH HIE &

5
=
o
WE

(pitch horn)& EZ &5
(unsteady aerodynamic loads)2 &M

%*>

L =
EH 38 o=

(lifting—line theory)S JIBtSZ2 HAEZUSH,

HOZYS B3 HSE H(table) A2 Helot 2E 2 —2—11 2aa L ol Al OISolAC olM, TRAST &
TRS ZH =d0I=0 22 2101 2 20012 =8 mE2 AME2oIRCH, 22 |LF(uniform inflow) RS
Ol 2SI CH Yo & maded A|A"S X S9s DAIo) AL, TRAST generic semi-span /I 22
o8 Ao oA Lh/MYE AlARS DE sS4 2 FE HA HEH MBS 0[Z5HQUCH B, TRS
semi-span /I DS 20019 HIME BIHAE QAZ DAH2IGHIULCT Flgure 4“ TRAST & TRS EEZH9
CAMRAD Il 222 S0{ECH O, TRAST HEZEHQ Y 222 UM d8 ARV N =X D Vs L
2C A& HEHE 0|00 FEGI™I H20 Fig. 4(@)dle ESX LACH % HRNANE B0 E4Xo=2
EEZHO & EdH T2 0l=ol)| ot Zoi/mee AIASEN s 338 2282 L&tk EUACH

EEZHS & EZH oUE4Y 4 Al, €EZHS DHS DE(LH 24E==90°)E 0ISotA 20 (Fig. 4),
Ecife A A0l JIE Fast EXF AEi(wind-milling state)E UEIWHD| 26t ZE2E2 E3=0J} ZI&=2
ESoIULE 0N Z DRI &S Sol 2EZHQ HIE 58 S 242 IAL 0l 2 dFHAME
240 BESII 0N S22 HiHE =242 52 & Bl 52 HOl5HUL.
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(a) TRAST proprotor (b) TRS proprotor/wing/pylon
Fig. 4. CAMRAD Il models of TRAST and TRS tiltrotors in airolane mode
3. (7 &3

3.1 EEZH 1f S5 &Y

2 HA0AM =S ZE2H L Ui/ AlAHIS DR RS ofa ZWE 22 Fig. 51 Table 201
M MolRUCH. A, CAMRAD II1E Soll 222l & S{O €EZH 20 Uty 22 g 2 251X 512 A=
Al EdI0IE & £& B 02 0y dsS4+E diAdotACHFan plot a4, Fig. 5). Ol 1P X3
ZHO & HTE LIEHC 2 dI20AdeE F Bl 28 (IF) 2 1 (1L) 229 ZE2, collective 2=9
e e HR7 2H & HSZ(nominal RPM)UIA HQlstCH BtH, At

, Ag RE= cyclic 259 DA D= Z2H
3®™ =ZOA HQBHRCH Figure 51 20| J|2 20l 235X & TRAST 2 Aws TRS ZE2EH0 Cisto =
oo IE2H 3™ 08 &S oiA 2o M3 CAS”) & CAMRAD 118 A 21t 2+ A5 HIDE
£5l0 2E2H 2d01E X s9st @das S collective MX XE2H9)2 MR =Y
TRAST & TRSOI 2t2F 0° 2 10°9] 2t2 OI25HACH oM, LS ZEZE9 FL collective ¥ cyclic 2E2
S IJIX AHES0l EMelEZ2 012 25 LIEHNQACHFig. 5). 2 ¢3S TRAST ZE2H % TRS ZE2H9
collective ZEUHAM W=E Sd01&E & N XS=2It
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S NS4 A3 ol e 278 & AXISHCE LB, TRS
TE2H9 cyclic 2E(Fig. 5(c) Al 20I1E 38 DI Bs4 AAl A8 AP =8 202 SAGHA
SO{FCt MetA, TRAST ¥ TRS ZES2EHN s 2 oo ZERMH SY 0/ X Sost Q20| HEG
TEFUSS HOIGHRCE £3F TRAST L TRS ZE2H 22 25 2 529 collective 25 L 28X 522
SHO0IS 3@ DN =2 B BE0| A2 R SAIES 0I5t Table 2= ZEZF 9 semi-span <K
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Fig. 5. Fan plot analyses

(solid line : hingeless rotor, dashed line : gimballed rotor)

Table 2. The fundamental mode natural frequencies of wing/pylon

Wing beam, Hz

Wing chord , Hz

Wing torsion, Hz

Pylon yaw, Hz

TRAST generic
wing/pylon

KARI TRS wing/pylon

3.43 6.83

6.30 5.55

8.63

20.08

14.67

34.88
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3.2 HE=ZH & EdH &4 7 HF (TRAST)

2 PN AIRE HERH # Z2H oA DY AZS stel A8 pol # Zf A 2 19g9
Huw HTRE SHOIQACH BE LEEZ N TRAST HU S REIXE 38 ZE=H % generic /It 22
Olgstden, ME HIY 0 M2 dsS=(Fig. 6(a) L 22(Fig. 6(b))2 HIIE W=dIACH Figure 60A
H#l(dash)de £ CE gd)| S8 o4 D=0 RCAS(Rotorcraft Comprehensive Analysis System)& 0| Z &t
s aila Aol Ans LIEHHM, 4] & &(dash-dotted)2 MRS CHEHS] &I diA =0 UMARC
Il(University of Maryland Advanced Rotorcraft Code)E 0188 8 oA 2192 LIEUCH A8 2 CAMRAD IIE
MNESH 2 379 & EH ols 2UE B ECH

Figure 6(a)= YIH2 ZE O CHotod 22 2002l Mt 252 3JHe MK 2E0lA g8 £ G2 MsS42
BglE UEIHCH Ol 28 25&= 1XF 222 XS (vP=v/rev)E JIE2CZ FOHD, ZE 2 collective 2=(v),
regressive  @S(v-1/rev) 2 progressive DS (v+i/rev)2 UEHHCH®. 2E9 collective DE0 ot AE

) QE9 A2 HOLZUL, 2H2 collective 2] 2EE HMS ZEH collective
2 Xs+8 JIINEZ 2 ZU0l LIEFHR &LACH DXL Z, 2 M Al=st

SIXNE olE9 Zg=2H 2U2 HUl KH(v<i/rev) ZEO0IZ2Z (1/rev— v9)S AME0IH ZE 2| regressive i
LEE Moot DA 2= Bt 20|, Bl =50 e S Blg HE2 ZHQ regressive 28
2T, YO beam 2 chord 2SO0 CHEI0I S8 dia o1 2710 & AX|EHCHFIg. 6(a)). 2E regressive
M RSO AR, M3 gia oip 29 orgtol xj0|JF QUKD MEIROZ SAGHH MESECH 2EQ
collective 2100 @S0 HGtHAS RCASE 0188 A Z2nVJF A8 ARNAM THXX LUSS2 UMARC IIE
olgst M3 sial 2n"9eor HIWGIACH OlMf, 26 collective i1 2ES F=S4 gt 282 120 knots 01F
CiA CH2H YOROLE, UMARC 1I10¢F = o110 CAMRAD Il diAl Z2DOIA 26 collective 20 2= L
chord 2=9| &SIt 2+2F 90 knots®t 100 knotsOlA WXISt= RAISH HES2 &QIGIRACH L8, 2 AFRNANE
S siA oiol UMARC 1199 ol=1 SABEH 200 chord 229 26 collective 2] € 2F ME49 DX
MO E0 chord 222 ZAIt Y20AM S5 HR= HSZ2 WHSoHACH HIE S0 GE 22 23
Bigle 2etNoz 2EZHS & EHHS 5T O Al 018ZM, Fig. 6(b)0IA 202 MXH &I 2=2 3J42
MI Z2H SE0HM 220 et 25 HSIE ZAIGHAUCEH Ol, =H collective el BEL| 2 Agtel 3L, &M
e A2 HMBEX LACOZ = AP0l 2RSS MAIGHACH A8 sia a7 2719 Hnsids

==} A
— =2
M, 2 AF0AM oisst 2o g2 O XH0IJF ALt ™A HE0l st MPHEQl He A2 FAGHA

™ o

A
U for

fau

)
[

ARLCE Figure B(b)MIA BOIS, 2 A7 L M8 g o110

+

=] 2 2F0AM Z2E 2 Z(collective i,
regressive 2] 2 Z)O| LA ZALE HIE =& B WHM =28 2HS XN ZYEetystoz
OIEES  BOIGAULCH. 2= A ZDOA LIS beam 2E= 30 knotsOlAl  REBEIMSIHOR
S 0rN (unstable)stA O LE &3 alilal o129 RCASY), UMARC II"8 & = o120 CAMRAD Il dH& ZDOIA 242
50, 45, & 75 knotsOll M 2t (stable)oll &ICH. B, ZIHSl chord 250 ME 22 80, 70, ¥ 85 knotsOllA 242
S50 LUAM SO A2 HSGIHH ZHEMSHNOZ SOHAGIAS &0I5HQUCH WetM TRAST Sl 8¢ 28IX
e 2o & Zif =E= RCAS”, UMARC I8, & = o130 CAMRAD Il dHA ZDOIA 262t 80, 70, & 85

knots2 HAMEICH 2 o139 gid Zo= A8 giA o1 RCASY 2 UMARC 11199 & Zpif =& aiia
209 2+2F 5 2 15 knots LHQIS XOIS JIXB2 2 ¢3RO 2EZH RAEIME el U & ZH A

JIgol H&0l ZSEULCH



Wing beam mode
Wing chord mode
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Fig. 6. Validation of whirl flutter analysis for TRAST soft in—plane hingeless tiltrotor
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3.3 HY /A EEZE9 & Z8E {4 (TRAST)
2 HHAs A 3.2HNAM 0128 TRAST B 9% R8IX 58 TE2E L generic ZH/IIY D0
ot Y 522 B3 N25US M 2 ZoE i8S 36D, ¢ P3IX 5129 & Z24H ofld 2ot
=] 9|

HIWSHHCH. Figure 7= 28X d=(ad) 2oy g 5 & ZdH ol Ze HuwE
HO{EC Figure 7(a)el & 512 RAo ZUNAMsE & 3222 Zuet GEH ZH regressive &Y REI}
MEAH 2ZEUCH DM 20l R8XE dE REl Z2, 30 knotsUlA EIH beam & ZE regressive

] 229 As£I A2 2EcIH, IS beam Z2EIJF My HJE0A ZHEHSIHOZ 20N ES
SOIGHACEH E8t 32EUAM HHS Hie 201 YI12 chord 2E0HA S Zal2 256t0 85 knotsUHA &Il
chord 252 & ZHEHII ZMOIQUCE. 2Lt REIXE JAEE MESH ZH2 regressive 28, regressive cil
2 collective 2l 2= ZTASH ME HIE ST He LHOIA 261 2AHES 0I5 CHFIg. 7(b). AY e
22, 28X JdE ZEo Zu2t SASHA €IS beam Z2E= M= FHUA 0|0 SHELSFHO=Z
FRICH Ol €00 beam 2E2 Xzs2It MBZ0MAM ZE regressive cil 252 S22t FALE

saoz ECEICH AY 2 REX JAE 2L Zi beam &= 22 90 ¥ 75 knots
EtdstR oz QHASHEQACH DLt HU w9 Hgd 2E=zH 229 Y chord 25= & 95
knotstl A S HEHSHoz EHFHAESZ, REXE 2 LS AE6tH 22 ZUEC 2 10 knots =4
2= YJH chord £ ZH collective i) 2E 29 a5 &2 HES0| XY ELEU
MBI IH20ICHFig. 7(a)). dellk 2& 2H 2 E(collective e, regressive Z8 &
&= (o]

—~

cH)JF ot Aol 28l ol Relte Zel dY 5B 2o AR, 2 45 knotsOlA ZE2| regressive il 1
2 Zg 2o XN=sZ4Il WXolH ZH regressive Sl 2E9 20 3258 240t 2 55 knotsOll Al
SEOCHAOHAICEH BtH, ZF regressive &Y 2 E9 24l= ZAE HIE 55 B WHM =230 240 OetA
TRAST Bl | ZTEZH2 5B S0 2 & Z2H HsS ¥ £== HluWotYS M, £k sl 2282 85
knotsOI A £ chord 2E29 & ZEZEJI ZMsIFeLE, &Y dE8 2 AR 55 knotslM ZE| regressive
] RE9| & ZEHEII ZMEES 2I5HRUCH

J

o

TT

of 10 knots LclAH &
51 K|

A

Qlr

ol

Blue : Wing beam mode
Red : Wing chord mode

Regressive lag mode
Regressive flap mode

Black : Collective lag mode = = = Regressive gimbal mode
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Damping, %critical
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Fig. 7. Whirl flutter analysis results for TRAST soft in—plane hingeless and gimballed tiltrotors
(solid line : hingeless rotor, dashed line : gimballed rotor)

3.4 WU Zd HEEHS & Z3H a4 (TRAST & TRS)
3.4.1 TRAST 2

2 ZElldeE YHU 24 E€EZHY % JtX SlE S0 0ot & EHH s =oAL Figure 82 H
B D2 20l TRAST HU 24 =ReX 518 ZE=2H L generic &oH/Tieel 2ol 6t 281X
SE(AM) & Y FHE(UE) 2L & Z2H did Hlw Z2UE BOHECH 2 REW T2t 418 K50
0e 2 2 Z2H e dS=(Fig. 8(a)) ¥ ZA(Fig. 8(b)2 BsIE &S HlWsUCH & Eie o4
Z20= ZIH2 beam, chord Z torsion &2 R8IX 32 ROl B regressive il ZE2 H REE
HEEGIRUCH U Y 38 LYo A=, 22 torsion ZEE UAIGHH HIWE Y2 Ass+ &0l =2H
regressive &g DEJ} EECQUCH HA, TRAST ZE2HS J|I2 2490l 25 XE slE0ME ZE regressive
i REQol It =28 22 A0 SHEHsSHo=z oSS HOIoHUCHFig. 8(b)). U ZH
regressive 2E=2| XES==J} 150 knots OIF Yl beam RE2Q S0 Z2EEW et 170 knotsOlA EIH beam
SEo & ZHII 2MSIRUCH 2 ZEHH HZ= M beam ¥ ZHSQ regressive il 2E29| XS0t
WXSHE 179 knots 2221 170 knotsOlAl €I chord 259 22| B850t L=0A S4&2 HEIH L FCH Ed
=IHel chord ¥ torsion 2&2| &ls=It 160 knotsOlA XtE M, €I chord 252 2= SItote BHH
2OH torsion REQ 2= ZAdt= I 242 =SS IFEYESA A0 2FEC. U822 TRAST
IS2H9 AY o2 PO AL ZFE regressive ] 2EQ =S4 Bigh HS0| 28X o2 2HEsE CHE
2A2 I, =H2 regressive &Y Z2S0 MEH &EECH Y 25 =)
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25 S S|SAGHH Z2OHA[C Y JE Y AA REXNE 8 SN 201 ZIH beam ZEOAN &
ZiEDF EMGIR oL, 28X olE DEo & EiH HZ 20 2F 85 knots 2H2 W2 85 knotsOIA & Z2{E It
SEMGHACH. Figure 8(a)lllAM EO0I%, &Y o129 <2 beam & ZH regressive &g ZE9| Hs4E= 2F 60
knotsOlM W XtotH, YIH2l beam RE&= 85 knotsOilA ZSHEHSHOZ Z0HGEC. 0IFHE ZEHC
regressive A& DEJL 2F 95 knotsOlA EJH chord 2E9Q A=S4E JIZXE20 ZItot], 012 ot <M
chord 2E9 24JI 2238l ZAdls HS0l FIEC=zZ EECH 2L, ZE Q| regressive &g & i

2= SAME HIE £ 8P WO S20 2AEH SSEELESHCZ QHEGH

A

Jon U

3.4.2TRS 2™
S UM EE=2H JI2 220 TRS MU 24 L ZSZ2H /Mg 222 01850 FE S0l o
2 ZdH o4 & Hluw HPE =oIUTH Fig 9 S B 24 EE 2 REX 52 EEZHS ZH
ZH ZE0 CHotod HI” =0 GE dsS+=%2 24 Y 2 RelA 2 2289 £
t

SE)I ZAEC D12 29l

42

0

Ec2iH ol Z200= YIS beam ¥ chord 252 & e ZH RE(Efs g
TRS TEZHQ &Y 5B &SR, ZH regressive &2 L Y chord 222 A =4I 300 knotsOl Al W XH(Fig.

&
J
0

| 5122 ZH regressive 21

0
n
Ir

9(a))et =, I chord 2=9 A= 2A0H5tH 2ZA8HCHFIg. 9(b)). 0=, Y chord 2Z=&= 360 knotsOlAl
240 S5t S22 HOIH SN oz SoHYMAICH TetMd, TRS HU 24 A 58 2Eo & Z2iH
£=C = Y chord 2E0IAl 360 knots2 HAHEICEH Figure 9(b)0lA 20I<, 2E 2| regressive S BEE ZALE
Higd =T =22 WA =286 2422 JIRCH 222, REX B RHo AR, UM FY jE2 gy
SAGHA €00 chord 2E9 & ZE2{EJF 2EECH T2l 28K 512 LA & 2248 == 310 knotsZ2,
gt olE 240 dHlot 2 50 knots WIEH & ZEHEIJF LMGHACH Figure 90 =M USO0l, HI&H =TIt
SIOHEN et =6 regressive il 252 AS2It ZA80H EIH chord 2&2 AsS0 ¥25t1], 0148t
Si-2H 28 &5 HE82=Z Q50 EIll chord RE2 SHEHSIA St H0| LMEICH =, ZE 2 regressive

COF €00 chord 259 & EZHHE SEs 2102 BOE), Bt 28!

|

02

= =)L Sotg =5 Z 2801 SItotRUbh
3.4.3 21 Fe
M 3.4.1 & 342252 ZUES QACHMHY, &
[um) x

e ZH 220 gt 8 SdH oA
2t Hlw Al, 2r2f TRAST &KX 52

=]
oM & Sde =01 = 2™t =5, 2
5}

Z2H sTE 229 JI2 o ZYeZ2H =) = o2 Z2YUA O =H HSZ/JACH.
0l48t OlR2= TRASTZ TRS Jl& R2Eo dIf ¥ H 2E AOIQ As= 2tAH0l Mz CEJ| M2z
THHEICEH 8 HIE S50 U2 ZE 2 regressive &Y 229 XS4 HI ZE AAl X0I1IF =M ECH TRS
g 5B DYAN=E 2E 2 regressive Y REQ| XS4t 2HUSHAH SItot0d I chord € 2E regressive
g Qo XNs4 Wi ST HwE XNASC (Fig. 9(a)). BHH, TRAST &g 512 RAA= ZH regressive
A Qo MS2Ib ML AN SAH6HAH SIt6tH 0 chord 222 sS40 =S WEN 2&6HH (Fig.
8(a)), YIM-28 2t &5 A2 I)Hss EIAZIC JDHU B KE0 Ot b8 s 2H 29| s
B1gL HE0| IS0l 2YHGHH ZEECH OetMd, 8 EHHE 229l= ZI-2H 28 45 HEUHA 32 w82
ZH RO ANS4E HIAZCEN & SHH 24 & =50 IS 0|80, REXNE 382 B, TRAST ¢
TRS EE2H ¥ RSF0HAM 2 252 2 EH 2AHH2 ZH regressive il 2E2A2 A5 Hg0=2
OlGt LAHGHACEH OI0f Btoll, Y 5122 EL, €M %L =ZH regressive &2 & 2t S0 WXz QI6HH
9o 259 2 ZEHHIr LML Wetd 2EEZ2HS & ZHHE |26t EI-2H 22 &5 &g Hse
B2 SN et CHE2 HOIoIALH DU Z 22H 250 Uot6dAd= TRAST & TRS HU 24 HEZEHQ
Y L RS o8 P D5 ZAE HIE 55 Hel UM SHESSRHOoZ oHFHALH



Damping, %critical

N g o
IS =) ©

Frequency, w/Q

e
N

Blue : Wing beam mode
Red : Wing chord mode
Black : Wing torsion mode

Regressive lag mode
= = =Regressive gimbal mode

200
Velocity, knots

(a) Frequency

20 T
e . R ~
10 -z = 4
- -
- -7 N
=== \
\
== - \
0 = ﬁ’-\n \ X\
T~ Q
===
\
\
10 I | \ .
0 50 100 150 200

(b) Damping

[RFAICH

|.

ook
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4. 4 E
= oIROAE SFO) S8 S DSQl CAMRAD 12 018301 EERES DHO QS Al FY ¥ 28X
S22 ASS DEREQ # BE HAHS LHAACL LERES B B2AE HHES st 0 S2I
NASAOIA  JHZESH TRAST 28X dE ZES=H % generic /Iy 2Fs H BN JI=2 =2
OIS5I220, Ollf TRAST ZE2EHE SIlf R L 24 2EHA & 2 2US 25 DASIACL & BN I/
SURE, KARIOIA HZE S 24 FY 2 LN/ 2US 0I8FIACH = ARNAME LEREH J|=
2% FY U LN 22 MEH HF UL NS0 B BE HAS

QAo 25X ¥ ALY E0 ot =2 A
4= SHBE AL,

CAMRAD IIE Olgst 2 72 ZEZH TRAST HUWl |9 ZH % TRAST generic £IH/Oigel 2d9o &
ZHH ol Z A3 oA HFO RCAS & UMARC I oild Z2tetel &S HIwE S50 2 H+9 & 2
ole JIgol Uist 25 ARE 8oL 2 A7 83 ofld A2 & ZE2H o4 20 Hlw A, €EEZHQ
2O 2 Z2H S0 i MEHFQI JZS L 2A2o HHE A0 RLE oA ZWUA SASHA WSS ULCH
TRAST U |9 Z2H2 A, Y chord 252 & Z2HII 2 85 knotsOlA YIHS chord ¥ ZE 2
collective il 2E2 A5 X200z Qlot] ZLMSIAUCH DLt Y 8 2ol AL, ZH collective i1 ¥
ANZ DXsol M2t ZE8  regressive 2 Z2EDJF 2 55 knotsOl Al
OS2 £ 9 Sl U4 ZEERH DA 2 EdH &&=
GECH 2F 85 knots, TRS &g §lE RE0| R8I 52 BELELC 2 50
knots =H OISZIACE. OIMH, TRAST L TRS =REXNEH EEZH REUMNM 3SH2= ZH regressive i
QO YO 229 E ZE2HE KYols HSOl 2ZEIIRUCEH 0|2 el JLE EEZH Y9 F, <

| —
[
PO REEHSN SOHHMHES 2F regressive A ZEQ Y ZE 29 AMS HZEO0Z 0ot &

regressive &g 2E9 XS
DEEHSNOZ E0EHEES

0

ME=s
SOIGIRACEH. ChAl Zoll, & ZEHEHE fKYsdle YI-2H 2t9 &5 &g HsS2 52 KEo el T2
OISERACH REIX 5B EEZHUWAM Yl 222 & ZEdHe 2H 2 regressive L= collective el 2=
FZ2 NZSO2M LMOIFLH etH, AY 52 EZHO ZE regressive Y D= YO = 22H 20
s =0 YL 28482 ot J, 2 AFR0HAM=E €EZHS SHEHEH otEH ofd Al
2NN EZH 20|l UotHAME ZH regressive i) 2E9 XS4 =L AH HLEAS SQIGHULT.
gt 589 EEZH YW A= ZH regressive B ZE9 ASHI FTL EA HEZ SHEC
MetM, 2 d20lMe 2EZHS 2 REN Oet 2 EHHE RYdte EH-2H 2t &5 &2 HEs0|
CtE =+ USS oloidl, &Y L REIX SlEHA SHEEsSE FH0 IS 0llse =2 ZH REESE
Otol el D22 &% 2EZHS & Zd4H 58 =01 2otoiAe, €EZHU AE8HEs 5B K
et M2 T2 =R ZH REE oo, =2 ZH 2= Y 25 2t JSEIF HEGHH g 4+ UAE=

S ZI0{0F BT
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