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Fig.1 DLR-F6 Wing-Body / Wing-Body-Nacelle-Pylon Configuration



— 44 — SENAC Vol. 39, No. 4 (2006.10)

o T

B gd— J‘E'- ——o— wbCFD
0.6 et O  wboxpenimen
45 counts 2 T ~—— whnp CFD
o 15_3'01,,“5 Wt O whnp expenment
—
U 0.4 N ¥ 7 j/, v
[ 35 counts 2 a r,‘ 7711 40 counts
03 5 Ry at
A
17 LR D
0.2 7 o1 i T 10 counts
v ! N A N Y
iy Y/ 1 T Y UV g g
0.1 H A A0y AW (S
0.015 0.020 0.025 0.030 0.035 0.040 0.045
CD

Fig.2 The Results of 2n Drag Prediction Workshop [1]
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Fig.3 Drag Components and the Classification
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Fig.5 Partitioned Unstructured Mesh of DLR-F6 Configuration
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Upper: Coarse Mesh, Lower: Medium Mesh
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