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Effect of Wing Tip Shape on Aerodynamic Characteristics of Three-Dimensional Wing
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Table 1 Boundary conditions
Boundary surface Boundary condition

Wing No slip wall

Symmetry Symmetry
Upstream Uniform flow
Downstream Uniform flow
Upper Uniform flow
Lower Uniform flow
Side Uniform flow
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Table 2 Main flow condition

Reynolds number [-] 11.72x10°
M ainflow mach number [-] 0.8395

Angle of attack [deg] 3.06
Mainflow temperature [K] 255.556
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Fig.8 Drag source element on wake of winglet (Sweep angle 0°)
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Fig.7 Distribution of pressure coefficient on wing surface and shockwave around winglet
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