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_ e Simulation time ~3000 periods. (small damping at near-flutter velocities) _
Problem Definition + Time step ~0.05 period. Experimental Study

 Aerodynamic terms depend on frequency.->Solution is followed by a spectral analysis.
* Aerodynamic terms are updated, and the problem is simulated again until convergence. Test Setup Preload measurement
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e Higher preloads yield smaller working region.
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