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Fig. 3 — Lift coefficient frequency response obtained with Cr, = 1.5, Eh = 50, @ = 4° and Re = 2500 for various mass values
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Fig. 7 — Velocity vector field during gust penetration for a NACA0012 airfoil at Re = 2500 (T.E. area)

Membrane wing sharp-edge gust response
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Fig. 8 — Comparison of the membrane response to a sharp-edge gust with the response of a rigid airfoil with the
membrane initial profile
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Fig. 9 — Membrane response to a sharp-edge at initial transient
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