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B OE MEITHBOTR RS R BT T A, BT E T EO RS HO [ 3 AT A et
DA RATHERE M M. EMCHE WECATIER, RA LARZ R RATSR B LN R, ASOHE T KEA XK
RERGARRE (B RT BRI W) KR, EAET, 15T U AT H R BT N RS A TR
(UAVs). #thh, xb$hah 3 KB BR BT T ks HVEHE W T 2000 5 WA MR, DLRJR Rt Bk €
WRW. W B DR S A S RN . SCRIE A R T AR S B BN B A R B RO R KL 5.

XE KEFRH, BRE HE DEUAALRUAS
1 51 §

oA 25, NIEABE KITH (N
UAVs) W3R ER R Tk E (561, H M
PR 8%, R P gkBE R A IE B AR B A%
YRR, TieTB AR & [ # RN UAVS #5#%
A E A SE R R IRAT S /N UAVSs B A8 ZE R i
HWALFE: DL 20~100km/h (12 ~ 62mile/h) f 8+
B €4T;  3~300m (10 ~ 1000 ft) FIATL &, A%
HE LR ARBEN KT AT /NEL UAVs [ 5¢
MHARA4 M, WHEEKANT 6m (201t), FiE
KT 25kg (551b) I KATAARAA M. FHH, HT
PR AL BAs . SRR L R B bR A B /N B4, R
BHIKT 80g (2.80z) HRE/NT 15cm (6inch) K4
B RATa8 (MAVs) MR B, HRE7E— e fe g b
AT EARFEFRAE S

RN R BE S R P e T /N RAT R 1 RATE
W HARAE (15000~500000). HFHLR LK1 H 5
FE A A 5 5EK  e BA FBR A = S 8 R
R B 1 ARFE TR BESHFHBO KRR,
HATLAE H /N UAV (8 MAVs) I ¥ATHE 6
V0 BB B A T 15 B8 R AT B 5 B T S R AR
X L AT TR 1 R BB B AR M R B
T REOREE R AT S shMERE, BXFFRDIER. BEREL
T b R K 51 i R TR AR T U, R, K

PR BE Iy o 1R 32 22 1T AR X 5 28 AT A% Iy P2 S5 AT
KA AR EEY.

109

5 nd
10 WE 73T
104 e
103 CE§SNA 180
102 -
20 .
S 101 o < : o8
e o /M UAVs - > g;@‘f W LAURA
w10 5 5 ; ® SENDER
1 - o 4 Dragon Eye
10 e = e @ Harris/Delaurler
9 ‘ & o T MITE 2
10 5 o NG O Black Widow
3 i P o UF
10 B E @ Microbat
10—* -
108 104 10° 108 107 108

B 1 ®ATSmRESHEHRENRR

RAENATT 43 /AN UAVs 7] BUFE 58 XUIR 25
T RAT, A8 A D AT B T BRI 3 1R R A SCRR.
HE b, HAEFHIR CATHROA RS, WA
e HE UAVs HEMKIEEHR., REWHES
SRR HE I BER AR JLEA BRI S . 4
WEHOT, BT, — 2% 22 58 iU MR 58
BHEARE. REMK, NAREARRYEH
SRR B SR N E R UAVs Bk RAE
BRHRSRX. REGEN IR (NRL) —H 2B &
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R/NR UAVs B9800 SE 0K, CHIREIF S W7
B5 A MR KIS, F 5, T AL SHR
UAVs FxmyAR W =8 Rt sE. £ m
AT, BAT DR AR LA AR Y ] s A AR
®ATEE, R4S X RAT AR B R AR SR Y
iRE i p

2 /B UAVs #1 MAVs #9355l

B2 FIHTE 1 RrREgAE UAVS Al
MAVs H) 3 Jie FUBT R KX R R, Hoh B T 1 2
RNAFHTHR VTS BREX—TUHEAHFZH
BRI ATA, HRE TR B Z R fE——75
H. B 2 R R KR 2 LAURA R51, XR&—ff%
IR AR AR VS R KA N B UAVSE~SL 8 3 3]
251 4 Ff LAURA R3] RATHMEAMFEPLE
AR, RS R RS, HEI R G HiE
ZERBIBLAINL THLE R B R SR 4 AR "B ATy
AIRBALA, R THTHLR B A R AR v R
.

108
102
WE 737
Lot CESSNA 180
E N m LAURA
100 A® ® SENDER
K 4 Dragon Eye
i @ Harris/Delaurler
T MITE 2
10~1 O Black Widow
g ur
@ Microbat
10-2
10—4 1072 100 102 104 106
& /kg

B 2 /N UAVs #l MAVs [RE 5 RE KRN xR

e R

M N
2
R
R
N

R

B 3 LAURA RFi 4 BB REE

K 4 #1 ) SENDER R T Selig SD7032 B #,

RETEREN RS (GPS), —FeE BN AFHE
3 UAV. SH R Fl IR CAT 88 N A & 4 i R
(CME T Hn e DA A ) « RESE T AR B9 S48, IF
B 91km/h (56 mile/h) s B 4T 207, &
SRR AT % R AT, B ICRR B R 58 v R AT
SERK.

Bl 4 frJE4 i) Dragon Eye (X £ %= £ A 5)
B JLIUm R o PEE. X /N UAV 7T RL S84 A H
T H BRI RE, I AP B AR 18 cm x 38 cm
x38cm (7inchx15inchx15inch) K7+, HE 4
—BEBE S 4 HE B xRl B RAT A R AERAE, B
GPS 3fii. Dragon Eye 2%t 2 H HAEEIK ), AT
fE 64km/h (40mile/h) FJHE T €4T (30~60) min.
B AT DA — ST I i BAE A%, W H A, KR
BEELIKRBEREME R IREERE. B
BT, Dragon Eye IEH Arro Viroment /A & #il BAI
Aerosystems /A & 4 7.

SENDER

Dragon Eye

B 4 EHNEER UAVs BEE

B 4 Hfg MITE2 & MAV # % 251 th & 4 i
R R RR AR S5 B B ARAE L AT — YR T B I B A ek
&, BJEN 36cm (14.5inch) (SM3C [9]). BR&H
HEEIR B I DR € AT 8, REMREBA W EH VAL
32km/h (20 mile/h) B3 E T €474 20 min.

B 4w RO dsc /N 50 BE AR B0A R8T =& L Aero
Viroment 2\ & #F#]f Black Widow[1). ‘&2 dyHafiE
3, BmARAZ152cm (6inch), JMEZ) 20g (2.80z),
REAR BB ARBPLAE LR 51km/h (32mile/h)
B K ATIE 30min. B3 Black Widow HI#E
4 6.8kg (151b), HAd o T B AN & f—
ANHEA 10cm (4inch) A s 2% 1048 85 20 kA7 341
E2 3

- 271 -



3B BLIR K22 R BB Rt RS N A T
MAV et ep 11810 B7 38 g 5 /N R AT 58 RUBEAX
A 15.2cm (6inch), B 52g (1.8 0z), FH i & K& sh#HL
K5, AT LA — MR VLR R AR LD (24~40) km/h
(15~25mile/h) BEEE 4T 15min (& 4). A1 R
JEKTF 25.4cm (10inch) f) AT 5% B9 KATIMIIRE B,
FPERAE KATHRIHE A B AR E R #YH
lé [13]‘

AR, AMINNE UAVs Fl MAVs [ #5313
B LR THASI R SR BEFML AR
RN RERE R T A =4 RS KT RS (S
B 3C [14, 15]). A AT R A B AL R BB 2K K
FTPERE, BHIF B IE 48 H0F 50 ax S sl 43 1B 1 3 7 2%
LRV E el i W A K o B T Sy A ) o o L
B S AR T R 3R R s MR, B Fh sl B A
ASHE IR TR B S R A sk g K T L. AR,
BT AT B R AT RS i TR A R

Harris/Delaurier 752§ B35 ] Z BB 10 24
AW RATARAEI. ERA T Selig #it i S1020
BA ZRALEBRKOBATLEARIBAE K ES
B, INEVLHIEER IV, DL 3Hz ZE4 sl
WRFE 54km/h (34mile/h) B RITHE T T Tk
3min. HAYHEL 227g (8oz), HRHEIEEH s
PR 7R DU B = iR iR g iR (LF 4 7).

Microbat Z 5+ E LN HH L AELKS), BEZ) 12¢
(0.4230z). % CATHS MG, FHREFITT [0 fE3T A
FiE HARREAZF, YU 12Hz K330 RAE
19km/h (12mile/h) KJE#E BT K4T 6min. H K Mi-
crobat [ ¥#3HEFSE T4E, & 2 H Pornsin-Sirirak
2 [17) 2F 2000 4E & E ).

3 BEEITHRMN=[INERHM

XA K RATART S, [R>S, BRA
MEBEFHRIBRS CTHERFETSERENEN. H
I, 75 SEELAR R PR AT R R A 4R T RS Ee R
BRI /AN UAVs it B A BAR. ©ATH
SEBCRER T LRI LL. K288 UAVs
) B T R 7 45 s 80T B B T 4R R RTRESE A K
LR SO e (181, Xt T M S A T 28 % Bh LR 31 fY
KATE, HBEAHIBERR TR AT, Brequet %4
HEHEA LT

fivgs =1 0k 20 1)
XHE g ABRREZR, c ARARERIEREE,
CL/Cp AFMLI, W, ARE, W, ARHRE

B RATAGE. AT RAERADRET, iR AXER
BHRT CL/Cp FIK/N.  Brequet 3¢ FUZIZUK A K
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Fras B 22 T

3/2
r_nCy”
ﬂﬁﬁf—c &

D

@pS)V2W V2 =Wty (@)

XE p HEAEE, S ANRER. X TEIRA
fiimE, BB C22ICp mFIRA. TEISH R
T2 (1) 1 (2) FEAE A 0T B A2 35 R8P
IR K AT ORI X T IR KT, it A
B R R4 R 1O RAT 4 P R TT R R 106 v 0 A 1 B o
MRS, 7ESXRIE B0 T, AL B Bt 2 1 B e i
A5 /AN 70 6 R 1 LR, O U4 A o5 30 3
TR,
AT AT, RMEATH FEOARESR

Cp=Cp, + 07% (3)
° " w(AR)e
2
ﬁicmﬁiﬂMﬁ%ﬁ,géﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁF

o B 5 SR R 59 B 3 — TR AT
RO T8 T 00 5 B (T
R R FE 2 ML),

WATRRELL (AR, Ji SR MR 1P 77 5 L
KRBT AHHK Oswald FH (o
MATURHE — L DUk U T DA
5 S0 (BIFH S ). AT F - RACH LS
B AT RAT RERM IS, 7 Oswald
FHOURSMA, PO — Lo R

m(AR)e
K AR REZBLK).

3.1 hRBEHEE

AR, EAFWHH (ETXK) KT 500000
MM RAEFHEBR T HERN, HTLRE
1 43 B8 F S Bl Pk fE 4 BE R R T 20 R T SR %
2 H, SR (BIERBIENLR) m4
e, HH (CL/CD)max s, BEIWRAMEM. HTF
/INRY UAVs B B8 B 24 30 000~500000, B
TR AR LR A 0 E

B AR Carmichael®?] %} FRF i HR B KIER T
F 20 BHEZET, A FARXEHRE WL E B
Ao, HMRMIAHERRS. FTHEHX 30000 <
Re < 500000 ¥ish X 8 K188k &2 T Carmichael
M TAE, HESHET .

(1) 30000 < Re < 70000 5 MAV %+ 2 Flfi
HIEE ZRAE W BB F GGG . T RRLRZE
o388 K S BE B V)2 ) i U R R, SRR R R K
MER (6% KLL) X —FinE0 BN AT 1 &
BEL 7 W 8 J 55N, 9T DA 53X — TR 50T e A R L 1)
FA . Y Re < 50000 i, B HBEYIEERKRE



JE 51 B Ja 7 BE B I RS 4 AR i I DA P B T 3R B R
M. T B R EA R B AT T, JH A BER TR, B
TIBER ETF, BEURARE.

(2) 24 70000 < Re < 200000 F, BA [ AF 5
XIS R A B R sh, B, — Bk e E
VO L A B AL REER A TR R (N BIM AR AE ik sy
B 1) R R AR AL, %2 MAVs Fl UAVs #R7E 1L
B kAT

(3) 24 Re > 200000 B, HHF 455 #AR AR/,
5522 HA N B R BHL BEARG, AT AR R LR i T B R P
. SRM M, KRS B BIAE R A 3K 3h i
R G BB KATRIRHRENE T 3X — /.

3.2 S\

A3 AT RT3 52 4 B R W U Sl R T AR
WECT BAE AR LSS B R, IR B BRI
FERE 7R3 AT T I B, EXMIRAST, BRI L
Be/NE 7 8RR RUEE AT R FEE W RS, R
BB EHBYIE. 2 Re < 50000 K, B8y
DIERE R AEBR; M2 Re > 50000 i, 4B Bi4]
BERAER. RS EREARRK, Wahnl s gt
E F A Ah 9 3R 5 B i BN T P TR A £ 1w,
BB R — N B 5 B g E X 2 g 4
BWHERMYTARZENRAREL, HE X
PR A FE IR B, FEIRHE W BIE LT, HRSER
JLEHETRBERE 15%~40%, HH R IL A&
M. B BRI R AR (A0 T 7 BRYERAN B T 3%
W) FRERW. ERREWHEPBRT, XE50EH
B, FHITHRE S AL Em, BEERHERE,

B - AT ER Y D1
\

BRESE

\ e
)
3 Fex

L

ad . o : = e T LY
4%,;'/:;;//& /{M? v i “t
/ﬁ%mﬁﬁ%wﬁ‘ BRI

D L smie

B 5 s B K RFEREE (Horton 1968)

3¢ ol 2 S R A L A Y G A T B B R o
T, MBEEHKEER, KEEWREEKEY R R
R, WIS BRI S, 4 BRI LR
TSN R 2 —. FEAMBEVTRES, W 5 T A
(B30 S MR B ) 2420 BT, Wsh R AR
W) TR B0, B BW Sl BRI SL e A

UE AR AE— AR RS R WS XK. Bk, X TR
R BRI K BET, RS HERT TN, 2 B v B B AR A
RIERARR R,

3.3 XR%EHNME

e/ UAVs [ B8, A AL
Xt HAKRK) UAV RS E iRk R, &t H01E
ARAEAEMHATHEHEHRR. flnE 3 F
LAURA %3] KiTSMFH T FX63-137, RF1165FB
M LA2573A BA 6 H b FX63-137 H¥) & F.X.
Wortmann!26] % 442 R ~f v 66 M FBL e 1. 1
T LAURA RA| K785, TEEMHEE TH CLmax =
1.4. 7 RF-1165FB (X E®@EW5 Bt R. Foch #%
7t) #1 LA2573A (& A F K R. Liebeck #3t) KJ
CLmax 2314 0.85 1 0.68. HERTEHIE F FX63-
137 WHEHMRAERNERL, HARKEBEHRT
(Re < 100000), ‘EHAEHFREREN R R
FX63-137 ) LAURA F %1 RFHEAE T X
B, WA R KATR M T WATIREE. KiFsER s 7E
W K TR LR AE 20~27 Z 0], HHBCARRPLR K
FHBE LA, T AT AR R LR A R AR LR K. B
F FX63-137 7EAK 5 3% B0 B i etk fE, AT
FERMIEST TV ZEANRPIIT. BT X H TP e
PR 2627 BBEA BRI FX63-137 T F
FIBFS TAE: BB ERERS B PV BiKLh
3.0~5.4 MHLRIGHERE B dEE W s xR ER
A B LRSS (253031 Khan fil Muller32) 38347 T
FX63-137 B3 AT G5 % T i 7 72 B ALY i i) 5258,
T Scharpf A1 Muller®®l JR 3 B 4 51 B 5 A0 T 4
i AT T WS

4R Z B RN UAVs #RH T 4 X
HH®RTW &% RE.  Eppler®, Eppler &
Somers®3:36 DL % Drelal3™ 43 B4 B T AATTH FH B
PR R B A it k. R. Eppler ALk
HERMEEF M AR Epper JFEF (Richard Ep-
pler Airfoil Program System: Profile 00). 7
Drela HjJf#2)F (XFOIL) thwar BLiaf BAF W hk 3k
f8:  http://raphael.mit.edu/xfoil/. Selig Flft i
BIEH R LRW R IET 8, AR AR ATAL,
T6 2% HL B BRI AR A /N R A0 o R R T K BT
WHRA B2 HA L SRR N T AR
UAVs. Selig RFIAIHE 1% B MK ERAE Re
60 000~500 000 K78 B P AT B 139~43], X s T4k
BRI BTN UAVSs R 35 B 5.
3.4 IRILLLHE

REHEB T/ NEZLLHLR BB AR < 2.0

MMEJM SRR B EIR D K. DALMY
THB T, B, B K =M 3B 0N g L
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RAETIZH0HS, EEEETREA T ZMARIE
=R NETX LR K sh P e,

REm, #2FAE - RE=AEEWNE
KGR B SE 5 PR, X ST R B 20 tHED 30
FAR ~50 FERVEITI.  Zimmerman4*3] Bartlett
Fl Vitall“dl DL Wadlin 28 47 75 Re > 500000
B0 T A NI LEHLR BEAT T 505, Bollayl*®l,
Weinigl*®!, Bera Hl Suresh[®”, Polhamus®:52 D) J%
Rajan Fll Shashidhar(53l i /ME & 3% b WL B < 30 1%
P 7E B0 1 MR R AR AT R T AT T — 254K, Bk,
Pelletier FiI Mueller® 5 Muellerl®®! #5% T Re 7E
60000~200 000 "~ RSN 2% H)/INETZ LA T 74 F0
BESEMPLRFSIMERE. X2 XA 5 F R
WFSE T XA i 52 1 F5 T IR0 S 3 1 i ) R
B R X PR AR S AR5 i i 3 — P S AT 2 L
X [56).

FEFEERT. EAKMNH, HoernerS™ Fi
Hoerner & Borst!58! Xt/ @k UL B 4T T8 A 52
BRI AT ALER.  Hoerner XFAE=ATE 1/NEIX L
MLERBER T THE, Sl THRS T KX
I BRI 09T 5 24 I B SE B BHE A T X L. RS Hoerner
JrWFsE B R BGE S T MAV B EKE#ES, H
Torres Fl Mueller® DL & Torres(®0 #f3 B H.< 5h 88
7E MAV Fr N H B AT A7 PE. 3 i B 32 AR Th i 350 0
|, AREBEVRE>EFA 0N LRSI
I TR i W TRE I . 3 2% i 4 Bl A5 B0 A I 38 K T o i
fmsE. X FNEZ LR, KRR TREEELRR
KR4 TR, AT 7E AR KPR B F) 5 i 3 1) <l P .
—BME, AR < 1.5 MPLRAAEELMRAE LR FR
F71. A TTHAERB MR EE, X5KEZ
HOHLE 7= A i T 7 A ). i AR Rk T2 T & IR 7
TR RER T EE, X5 ZARERBAR
B FIFEER T 1—3. LS T T &4 Kbl
YA B KR, X R VLR B A & R B 1R
&

4 IREEHAFOEEESHA

JLP A BRI B3N’ ATY) (B R HR, BilE
FEK) MEGHIE. XHET BAFHULPERIE
TR, BUB AT IR AR — E BaX R, S5
b, IERKET IR S R D LS TR RO, KT
MNGETS 05 A4 RAT R AR R, BT, AR — 23
PBE T X NI RAT B B REAL Fe HLAR S B ok 2
AR JUH R TR ARG T 3B AT 8%
MR, XAE— BT ATEBHT X — R $b
SR A B Pk AT AR
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4.1 BER#MR

ERPMINIBESIEBNAR I EEC T
1, BEMRIEFADERRZZ0E RS R, T
YRR A, BBRRATR A, BARmPLER %
EWN, WshRBEMER (A DRENRTSE),
XFEBAFRTE 100% FIRTZ% % J7. AR 3% Kutta-Joukowski
e O mra. AR ERERE THXEERY, 28
F+ AT B ALK T M &, BRHESy. @3 Xl
%, Kuechemann F1 von Holst2l 75 %} #hzh B i
TR APAH TARERIRAM TR E3n
AR R K

VRS 3 1 )
- #AY  1+2/AR

H AR AHLEMEZ . X E—FhBE AL I 4 5,
ZWE T Wish A BRI RSN, Bl B, 3
THREE AR AT DUEHENE s R B 100%, X A —
HRIVE CATIRME TS AR .

W AR NI E AR, 5, e E
BB IR, B, B MES, £ TR
BAUShHATREE ). X — BB Norbergl®® il
Ellington % 164 g2 5 B T b AT 1% 308 ©AT 1
WFFEH. T Betteridge Fil Arder(6®! 75 Xf K@% b $h
RIS LB EERG TR FAHET —E
RGBT MEE WA, Jones(90 15X — BRI 3k —
B, FUIALE MR8 m] R m ek s R,

HEFHANEHATFEREWAHLE ) B
W, ErHER E X

| dreEE U
wk - fhaEE  of

LR, X— &5 ITHRO AT TR ET S
SRR SRR RN, HE, X TR ENKY
KATAERZHIGH TIAFEAREWE. BFEAT, B
B0 T a8 B I /AT (B KT HELLATIA 10 &
%), B B30 J7 5 K.

X BT R AP E 3 B W RS A,
Garrick™ B yoxt A E W HE A T AR X
5T, X —ANEESLAE Theodorsen®® [yl i R
R EHT A von Karman & Burgers!® [t 77 W4l
BEM WA TR B HBRERRESRBER
— T b, AT BRI T 2% B e N A 7 VR AT LA O
TRIMERRYE.  {ERT B 7 8 E A AR 15 BT B
B, FAHTHRWERAITE. BABRERK
RSB ARME R, WS JRE 5 B 55 T 20 T 1 0N
HEBEEFZBEN. HE, 7E Garrick 197572 4 m L /i
G TTHIBON I AHE (FE LT X).

W HE AT A, HE AR R I A R B R

()



B, FEHEREEA
L_w_1U ) o
k wec wfc w
XEB w ARGHR, PARINE /s, c K. X T
AT YLE, FERTHEA 0 i, HEHHENR
50%, T 24 /i ¥ b 45 5, HEEESENK T 90%.
Fairgrieve & Delaurier!™ ¥ Garrick I 37 % 2 %
FERY 4 Je B Sk i AR P 1 R, AR IR Z R 1 R B2 3h
HL A AR R R RAER RN TN IE B
KIS RN A IE X & 2 s il e e — 18
B ERR B HE S AR AR, AT ST B
H, R LAl 123 (L FMFIF $hE R IE 5%
230 A B wHE B2 7Ok K 6 B, P
T R A % 55 10 2 i TR 8 A A R o [V R 40 1) i B R
WA+ 4Y4.  Hall & Halll™ 3t BA R & R
WM B HBRRIERMFRBER TRLLE R
Garrick #8 g H T8 R FP R PR B F 5
(72, H B B R R, B LR — AN
“HLOE (MR BIR), /A T8 — ot LRk m 7
R JIFERZ W ) (R RTEW 1) 5% Boul k.
THUPEs A X (B 6). BT LUT #mR
#: WA, BE, RITEFRIOE &R TN (H
MW SR SERAH). W, FEER BRKE
Fi B 18 5352 Jones!™! % Theodorsen 3 5 % 32 7
WTEA RPLE L3RRI &R, X E M TR
FE: WIS R BRI RS S —1E 5% o0

15

s 5 ) PR AL
O B R

10~

F+4 /1b
ot

[ 3 ]

0 ' s 2w

FlZZh PR LRI LS RS B ARIRD) AR D
st b A BIAR R AT ) 55— AR R A O
FESh R AR VR Prouty™) 8l Se g v I & 4 2%
. BR, XMBIEN MR RREE TRAE
BB B, PLR BRI RERKRE, ~—
TR W B KB I, Rl i Ab Bt A e K
LU R . Ao, IR R R O SN ROPL RS e ot i g
N7, H R W TR TN A AR, Bl R 52
Bk ¥ THLR KV REIRBE TR e M. fFASE—2D
DAL, Winfield!™) Rk — R i) 55 58 Sk i o R
WEBSATTXLL, WETSUE SHLET).

dN, 4 (dNe)sep

H
i

dDcamber

dDy

K6 R EMRHIREBHSH

X — AR N T AR IT R 0, AT
A ENLRASIN RIS, #H2TE (K 8). @€
W R JETT 0 A S, Bk (TR 2A), FEEK
MBS %, AUBIGE T, SR DR s
AT RRAS . Bk, AR LA RE A
5, HERT AR TR 1o

e T ) TR
O kR RER

Sy /1o

B 7 Bohin i RN R R

L T RML_E B4 S L 3R 5 o B A —
AP SRR B, A RPLR %O R M T ER
B IR HR (B 9(a)). Xt it [y Ay LLP A
b BIHL S 9B EL T W B AR E WO . bR e
B U7, AT A LR, AT B AP
RS REAR AT ARG SR, H A H I HERE R
A 54%, NiZE BLXAHESERCR AR R THLR 55 3
B 7 T 77 25 1 e Bt %, i DAL SK I HE 2 S8R %
REZANHE. I Eix—REHRE (X B E A

RERCR 5 Bt X SRS e SCHI 2R ML), HERERR A 79%.
Xt BT ST B R i RUBETT 3, X =N BOA A B 2
fH; BEHEDE R RN R R R T8, X2
H TR B e R e BT AT SN AT 100%. i
SRR R, X AL HE T EBOR A AT I EA.

FEX TR N A AR V3 K22 19 M. Selig R TT8EET
— MHAXT RS 15% KR (S1020), HRA T 1L
BLER, B7E IR B A A 2 s b TR
RARE. X R G 5 A0 i 45 19 B AR AR A,
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5 g B ) R, — B R ERAERE
Wi gk, HATGW A/, X Em s, b KR
AT B S AR &, DUEAHET.

T

FRAGE Ve

(a) Harris/Delaurier M3 HLHYLIE

{2 g
KB R R

e
i
i

—
S

/' s

{ 5

R I \\

T T N
RN P ' .

(b) Harris/Delaurier $M3HL0 [ Kz IEW &
B9

4.2 LR

WGP RSP E LR, BT B R
K, T FRHE T AR LS, R EOE B R SE e H
BRI B, B, 2% ) 8 7E SE BT 5T U7 T 8
SCHREE ) B> FERHTST.  Archer % 781 72 RUR
W T SR IR B B s PR LB, D5 e 4 g 4 3
REHMMAREEERBIE REAYE. A
T, BEAREL R % I 55 5 H 48 K 10 UE B0 A% 1) T R 45
RAARK T HE.
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Abstract In this review we describe the aerodynamic problems that must be addressed in order to design
a successful small aerial vehicle. The effects of Reynolds number and aspect ratio (AR) on the design and
performance of fixed-wing vehicles are described. The boundary-layer behavior on airfoils is especially important
in the design of vehicles in this flight regime. The results of a number of experimental boundary-layer studies,
including the influence of laminar separation bubbles, are discussed. Several examples of small unmanned
aerial vehicles (UAVs) in this regime are described. Also, a brief survey of analytical models for oscillating and
flapping-wing propulsion is presented. These range from the earliest examples where quasi-steady, attached flow
is assumed, to those that account for the unsteady shed vortex wake as well as flow separation and aeroelastic
behavior of a flapping wing. Experiments that complemented the analysis and led to the design of a successful

ornithopter are also described.

Keywords low Reynolds number, fixed wing, flapping wing, small unmanned vehicles
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