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Tab.1 Angle and relative position of wing canard and strake
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Fig. 1  Four kinds of contour
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Fig.2 Numerical experimentation
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Fig.3  Longitudinal aerodynamic characteristics comparison
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Fig.4 Section location
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Fig.5 Streamlines on Z =0. 4 section
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Fig.6 Streamlines on Z =0. 8 section
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Fig.7 Streamlines on X =0 section
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Fig.8 Streamline of X =1 sections
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