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Effect of Groove Shape Attached on Blade Edge of Axial Flow Compressor on Stall Characteristics and
Flow Field
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Fig. 1 Relationship between annular and straight wing rows
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Fig. 2 Shape of wing end groove processing
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Fig.3  Change in streamlines on the negative
pressureside of the wing
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Fig. 4 Influence of blade edge groove machining
geometry on stall characteristics
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Fig. 5. Total pressure loss
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