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Fig.1 Different configuration of flying wing
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Fig.2 Comparison of range payload envelope between
conventional and flying wing layout
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Fig.3 Comparison of speed and altitude envelope between
conventional and flying wing layout
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Fig.4 Comparison of weight for different layout
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Fig.5 Comparison of lift and load spanwise distribution for
different layout
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Fig.6 Comparison of payload for different layout
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Fig.7 HWB layout features
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Study on the General Platform of Future Special Aircraft
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Abstract: Now there are kinds of access methods which are used as most special aircraft development platform. Both

advantages and disadvantages of these access methods were analyzed, and special advantages of newly developed

flying wing platform was assessed. Furthermore, similar application of such kind of new type special aircraft platforms

was prospected, which can provide a guidance and reference for the development of such aircraft.

Key Words: special aircraft; platform; flying wing layout

Received: 2016-12-14; Revised: 2017-02-20; Accepted: 2017-02-24

*Corresponding author. Tel. :029-86832378 E-mail: 262437492@qqg.com



