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10 3R IAEL 3.5 /LR F IR ©AT T (Wootton 1981, Ellington 1991). 7Ei& K11
A R ST C O AT IR A, Bk L BRI S L SR E AT 25 (Dudley
2000). A0S H b (9 23S 8)) 7 27 IR BT A RO R X BLER T4 AL 24, I PN R
DAL o — AN B HURAT TR ) IR AR R AR K B ) B R RERE NS B HL ) AR B A
AT 05 AL AR DT TR AT AR R IR 52 i, A2 40 27 SR AR A 903X 26 [ il I 5 22 1 i <30 o 1
FEPE (Weis-Fogh 1972, Ellington et al. 1990). %5 — ANk RN A S 63 ] ~F o K
AR KAT %% (Davis 1996, Wilson 2001), b I148 2% > FAsi4) B i = 2E < 8 1 i
J7% (Ellington 1999, Ma et al. 2003).

B U RAT IS B SR 40 sl AN B . A3 G LT e 3R i R i R AR ) A
B RIS LT AL B A5 U5 3D, 15 B SR 2l TR, SRR IR,
I AR 7 ) e gy, R A2 an. B0, AATTIAC, B O S g 3 AR L TR R, A
PASE — Ty AR 22 s gly, R, B ™ A0 g B B BRI (L —F, 55 M el T
R B, A A TR 025 AT B AOBL I % o 5B 3
JIRURAT (R REFEINS, R BB 7 A 1) TH s AN~ B i R X2 R, B L
JOFAR /N (B8R 150 mm), BEI T AH O 38 AR A, T 1O T 0 R AR K, AT as AL 1 3
8% BRI, TS B R R I T CBUA EETHBLAS 230 ) 22 B A )
1] (Ellington 1984a).

MNATTR B 3L RAT I 208 S 22 I PR R ©AT 4 100 SR 0 8L A £ —+
ZAEh g TR EEE. oL, 2 TIRRA M RGN T fi# (Weis-Fogh & Jenson
1956, Ellington 1995, Sane 2003, Wang 2005, Wu 2011). 1956 4 Weis-Fogh #1 Jensen (1956)
RYGHVER T 2 57 I AH & TAE. 2005 4F 7547, Sane (2003), Wang (2005), Sun (2005) &
Ausai %5 (2006) 14518 LA 4H T Weis-Fogh Fl Jensen (1956) [f1VFiR 2 Ji £ 2005 42
AL S, PRI, AN S 3 2 4 2005 4 LUK I AR, ¥ ik B dUR K shiz s & B
RGEV I FEA Ty RE RN Z 5 (28 2 4%); SR A X 2005 4F 2 1 (19 AR Ty 22 et (28
3 7). Z G4 2005 FJE R RE R, MK 32 2 (5 4 1Y); ATZ 0 (leading-edge
vortex, LEV) (5 5 “17); PSR EAR I K AR 1052 w0 (55 6 717); s R im sty (5
7OM); B/ RS T IO (B 8 1); N B L (BR 9 ), MR L i e
(55 10 49); HLBh ®AT (B 11 79). S A4 Ja TAE R (36 12 7).
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2.1 RHEEBAFNIED

K25 B O SB ATABLAE — AN PR A 40 3 T T T T A 4 3 (B 1), 3 T2 — B,
OB 1 55 B AR I A 30 [ 5 1. K B O RS I AL — WM R, S B 1 4 3))
1Z5)) (B A X T S ARIKE 3) v 3 ANBRBL A kR Ti 6 ¢, #aTHA 0 A (JLAT)
Bf o (8 ) (B 1), J7ALH o HIARAGIR FERR A FOBh0E B (D); % T ANF I B, @ 294E
60°~180° 2 [8], KL H{E 120° /47 (Ellington 1984c, Fry et al. 2005, Mou et al. 2011).
XFRZHESR, BT 0 B/, /NTF 10° (Ellington 1984c, Liu & Sun 2008, Walker et
al. 2010); X2 A4 Fige « B OB RAE —ASF A s s CR A
B4k, A TR, KT 30°; Fry et al. 2005). B o 1% 2120 35° 83 K (Ellington
1984c, Liu & Sun 2008, Walker et al. 2010). As[A] B RPN (n) Z7E 25~400 Hz 2
[ (Dudley 2000).

A G 22 N | e o b 8 R 22 R e o 1 P K T S A R AN A N ] Y B S
FARTEAR /N (B SR, A5 B JLF-3 A, Vogel 1967a), A BT B H, ) drniige, A2 7
Z K (Dudley 2000).

2.2 RHAKMAMIZEFEMBISE

B UG n B O AN T R 4R, OF LR 2. i+ (AR5 0.02), H
B AR IE ST e 1 sl 7= 2R R s il K/ 2 AN g, TR AN AT 4 A et o B
(). BT A (Re) 1R/ (Re = 10~4000), H 3T (1) 874 )2 2 B 040 80 B 77 4k

R fY

v Z
1
A E S 3 AN A
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¥, DMy 22 D AEIT S, PBZ RPN N, 3L T A5t A% AN T s Navier-Stokes J5 F2

1
%—1; +u-Vu= —;Vp +vViu (1a)
V-u=0 (1b)

Forr w(x, t) AT, p(x,t) ARG, p HRAEE, v NIEsh#TE R EL EHCRE LK
¢ WS HRPE, IBEIREE A% vy AP INHEIE U WS E (U = 20ron, Hrf & N 413)
W, n HAAZNIR), LA s A E A T, A Z A (T, = 1/(2n)), 7R (1) 224

au’* * E * 1 2 %
St e +u*-Vu" =-Vp" + R@V u (2a)
V-u* =0 (2b)

A, f55 o RORTLRMNE; p* = p/(pU?); Re NHEIEL, XN Re = cUjv(=
20ranc/v); St A WIRE TS KL, XA St = ¢/UT, (= ¢/(Pra)). JTHE (2a) HRAE
AR R R 55 R St SR TR, XA S F M U S s
Ko, BEBN T, 54 1/n G St 5 & M ory/e U (ro/c 1E T35 1) 8 5%
th). KREHE R ¢ L7 2.1 47, ro/c LI1E 1.65 Zo47, W St Z10 0.3, R AE
R, B o R e BIEHL T R KR, B EEL Re IELL T n & R2. W0 1
W, AN E SIS RR (n) A7 25~400 Hz 2 18], R #F 0.5~50 mm 2 [8), # Re 281k
IRK, 7E 10~4000 Z [0 (B /MR HL, Re L5 /N T 10).

F B R A, AT N Ve, AR T NS HON Ve /U = Vo / (20721)
(YATHE 5B 2 P38 8 2 L, BROMRTHELL, T T ROR).

St ALK H AL, TR (2a) THIE RN S EA Re. X & ud, LT EARRURT
BIS B AL B L, B | 0 L AR B R IR RV, sl R ), HEE Re A
[ (I b ik B A R]), 30 g F EHE AR [R]. 3K R K7 468 1 AATT I sz 56 ot 5
WFFC. s b, AR (LB 3 1), i T B H B S8 (1 43 125 A 8] 7 70 3 iy 2 Ak 1),
T B Re #l /NS B0 (140, /T 50), Re A8 46X 30 10 5% 000 FE AR S AR K, AT 2
FR—RAEMRI LR, nTHE) 2 I R, EE S, XA IRERM T, K
NSRRI VT 2 B, 7= A8 J LB 2 AR F] 1Y) (Wa and Sun 2004).

3 2005 ZEI LERY S ZE @M

2005 4F 2 1 () TAE . 4F Weis-Fogh 1 Jensen (1956), Ellington (1995), Shyy %5 (1999,
2008, 2010), Sane (2003), Wang (2005) & Sun (2005) 25 [ 23R SCHEAT VRSN K 18, X B
S — i 2 [ Jit
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LI (20 T2 80 AR ZHIT) A K B HURAT B ) I I SR AR, T B AL e BT
KWL 2 O BIF SR s Tk B U B 38 B HEAT IR, SRAF I BER L B S
K, MATI A5 005 5 (4038 B T8 8E s K RS T RGN A SR A T, FEAH YK TR AL (Re) T
MRS B MRS (TF. BHL R 3L, O A Op, B I ER); ARG R “if 2= B
w R BT, TS 1 B PR R s S B AR A I 20 R R AN A, A
B HURAT T ) R REFE. X — SR (1 S A B 2 11 Bl (M AR 30 ) 2 M e ). S5 IR R
B, b3k e AP NI R B ) RBCE A B4y P B R R g e, B 2 R
Wi L S W R B A R TR B A i RIS AR A 300 I, O AR/, HAT 0.6
Fe A T ER T B R A X TR AR N (BRI BS H B A A, AR RSEARVS, O
/N, T E AR E BN REN T BIF RS Bk, A 2 A4 (XiE &
HUT AT I 1K), 33X U6 W AN RE FH o 5 I B Ve R R B SR AT BT 3 i i T (ORI
A3 (Ellington 1984a). £ [A]— I 1], Weis-Fogh (1973) ZEWF 9T G ¥ /N FME (1) K AT I &
I, 1% BAERE— T AT, WIS <A, SRJE P 4T JF7. Lighthill (1973)
H Maxworthy (1979) 73 A X # B 1) “& P 4T T HEAT T B8 40 B FISE 56, RIX—i8
AT e A AR K AR T 15 ATTRR G i T AL Weis-Fogh L. HAR K 2 % R
BAVEST I G123, (AL, Weis-Fogh ML) & ILAT F IR REHE 5@ i B 1) 15 58, (R4
AT Bl 1) A i 7 T 2 2 B s AR s T 1 1) R

WAL, PU AR R A RO T R e R e AR T X — ARk, R
2, HEN 20 AL 90 AR, AT AR BAR ST R d i) E e i B g R S 3L i pL
HT T — R B # 7R R B R PR JE N A 2 5 I F 30, AT B T R 2 )
FH B I L, B OR e 0% 2 & 0 I BLA, >k 28 2 88 (1 7 1. Dickinson #1 Gotz

& 2
R E R AT A AR %
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(1993) W&t T M R BNR 9FF F7 (Re = T5~225, %1% Fe b2 B oft). 45 28 W3 (00 45 K
TF 7, A0 LS e FR B ARZ 224 2 ASSRK T (IR ) (Re BKIN, 2200 ) e K . 4
01, Re = 1000 N, 25k 1288 3 A 35K [ 5 A1), — e, B ol BE 4 2 i, S8 B8 40 3 1 32
ST BE N2 4 A KK (763 COR BRI, B8 304 7 A% B, AR,
WV A R AR X B F AR . 2 1996 4F, Ellington 45 (1996) 8 i ) 8 ik €47
J50 B P SR B 0 %, WS B B I b 1 2 i 7 APl R rh A
J 7%, J5 DR R AL — I W, JURRE T R0 Ellington FRZ 2k “RI4” (LEV), I
3. XA UL, B A R H I T AR B AR e A R X2 TR L, Bk
SARIEMUB . 3 45 Sk LU 160 5 5 RVEC VS5 9FAE 92 (Liu et al. 1998, Dickinson et
al. 1999, Lan & Sun 2001, Sun & Tang 2002).

R TR b R AR e R AL T R A w T . 3B A A s T BLE
7y 2.1 LB 1S, AU B T4 4 ARy 2 A STE B2 AN E; 1
AR R R R SEE (E R Sh), AR 2 00 B R RO 2 i 3)
(BREL). bR AR S s 76 T 30 A o i @ T Jy BLABL. Dickinson 4 (1999) i i 413)
R0 SR I £ B 0 R, PR R T IR R R S /3 el L R R ok
FETE AT (BRF ) SR B, 53R R R I (R B TEAARY B, R AR
By 7 TR K 40 SR AE B0 (R 1) 4 RO B, AN FE B I R A0 (3 3) TR
Y B, Bk AT B (B WS ). AR IR, 15T B T I, 403 i
TF 7, 4030 TF UG R 45 SR B BT K TH 9. 4180 7B 6 Tl P AR 2 L e .
AT HY, 33D B K T g T R e TR b Y 3 i R A A A £, R
g <RI KM s 4030 4 O B GRAE VBB (9T 0 vl A 55280 (%% 3)
PR BBk T A T RORL) SR AR, Bk B BIAHLE . Sun A1 Tang (2002) FI$ME 7
VIR S A SRR 2L 40 B I B 3D, 3 ) 1 45 B Dickinson 25 (1999) F 2 I
SURAE. TR T M5, T S AR ) g (R B DR AR R B T
U6 2 phy TSI O RS 33 B 7 A 0, bR T 3 3 5 A S I AN I 4 I I

10 cm

& 3
1% R B Wk 38 48 20 32 o) BB RT 22 0% (Ellington 1999)
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S N O R A Y =S K (SN R A =S i o T o e S N (TP S = iy A G A S T
TPV AR ); T & AR BRI g e th TS AE <3l @Bs i PR B A s 3 e A
R, PR AT A2 A A8 S B A0 R IR 0] Py 7 A AR DR PR i 8 R I TR AR AL T A T
rTE ) (O RR D DRI AL A bR EATALE]). 2% T Dickinson 55 (1999) 4
(1) <2 Bl R ML, Sun I Tang (2002), Birch Al Dickinson (2003), Wu # Sun (2005) %
HImE 5 B, R 3 1) 52 Wi 32 L N TH I . 53 4b, Dickinson 55 7 Ji 2K ) — 22 3CHR
(#11 Sane #1 Dickinson 2002, Sane 2003) 548 1 W] F H 4 %5 20 fift Bt 32 PR3 4% 5)) 16 1)
KT IJHE I, $#& N Kramer 280N iR 2. Kramer 2NV 245 (Fung 1969): [n] {ijiz
B3 G TR 1v) i e sy I, R Gk Ak R VR K e e S AN T i B e B A AP Ay i A2 R
P A, BE Gkt I v — e iy 3 AR BN IR R AL, FOE BT e 3 A R
R SZA 15 i e s P AR I 3 pUAT (p AR E JE). B AR Kramer
RN R FE TR PR, HOE & Re 8, R BREMBUARE /NS IE, A& T B
B REK Re, KBUA > &R IE.

R R R TR R Y, R W R R ] 3 AL A e T ) AN R
B, DR T gL i A0 bR e AL, A f B SR A g7 Wu AT Sun (2004) 4
)3 R AR BE BN N-S R AR T JE R AL, 1R R AT B E — B AT IS B
128 1) Re. Usherwood Al Ellington (2002a, 2002b), Sun Fl Du (2003) & Luo Al Sun
(2005) f 5 T B HL RT3 I5 1 0 IR AN R 5% L K52 w4 T 0F 9. X L8 TAER W], w7 ik AL
75100 PA_ERGE R, BARHACH 25 R, REANZE LT CREE, K2 3 mm, it
27 0.8 mg; i, WK 52 mm, FiEZ 1650 mg), #J2 1 Lk 3 MK =450 h
(. fH R FE H, BUAR 3 AL AE AT, A RIAS 2 s L i 4 T F i TR 4, HLAE FLAE T
I 388015 38 )y 1) P2 AR, EZ L 7 2 R 3l o A F Bl B0 R R ) (Sun &
Du 2003, Fry et al. 2005, Aono et al. 2008).

X BB A T LA T R A, AT A XA s B s
] PG S5 5 v 7 BT 90 e T T TR AL 2 PR 3 TR i) e ) A BEAL A A
AL Yu % (2003) R Ansari (2004) J& T 28 20 7 R B T #0180 3 16 - iR AT 75
TETEE AR T LR 3 AT L (Ya & Tong 2005, Yu et al. 2005). Sane Fll
Dickinson (2002) K 52 # B8 P A T+ BH ) 28 BOH] % 50 381K S0 00 1A AR, 4521 1
BT BH D THE A 38 Pesavento FI1 Wang (2004), Berman F1 Wang (2007) t145 ) 7 2%
L 23 3 A ATT AR 22 X ERAN B T T S5 PR T A R A 2 AL AR T, H
&R IERA TS ST L B )

BAR KRy B IRAEDh e BT KA — X s, A R AL (i i) Dhre EACH
PR SIES. 5 Ab, i S FR A B0 1 T 1 BRGSO AR O, B N B .
B e 8 TPt ], A 1508 Bl AL, TR B 1 RS R A, A R
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4 ) . Wang (2000) HI 4k 3 DUBTRHT S~ 1 4080, 45 R W™ 22 103 150 2 ASCRS
I B . Sun Al Lan (2004), Yamamoto F Isogai (2005) 43 %l FH v & H1 S 56 (1) 5 v
WEFT T e fss AT RO B8 A J5 3 A TP ), W] 1 240 B 5 T 5 A s i (5 g A
SLURAFA BN R L k), PR TP A F, H A28/, Sun M Lan (2004) & §5 H, LA
160411 1) T T 411 3 %) 0 320 O FH T g D B A Y B g D 3 A S RE R ) 26 ) Wang

B JE B P A ST FF B R A5 ), 1K 2 N3 AT 28 A2 R ) VIR BI S kAT X R
A T 2 AR AT R ).
PL_E 2 2005 SFHT T AE B 2L A, N A 4H 2 5 i 3B T AE.

4 ZHFERN

3R 2005 BT TAE S, BB 8018 8 B A4 SR 22 35 F Elling-
ton M AAEFE XA TRE S A B AT 5 R (Ellington 1984b, 1984c; Dudley &
Ellington 1990a, 1990b; Willmott & Ellington 1997a, 1997b) 1 Vogel } Zanker 55X} %
BH KA 11 SR (R WL 45 SR (Vogel 1967b, Zanker 1990). Ellington 25 ¥ H H1 € AT 52 %,
PR A T — N, i BB ffl 0 s F1 S 0, 411 80 A RIAR T A e A
HAed BB A . RE AT s S80S Al YATIE — 2 M 20 (Fry et
al. 2005). IXLE ] T IR G T N AL S5 18 97 JE R I SE W (Fry et al. 2005,
Altshuler et al. 2005, Liu & Sun 2008, Mou et al. 2011). {H 4 %22% [& AT S (1 J) 356
(F1 -1l B AT IR BERE ) 8L, ) 75 AT SV M 1) A 3 S 4L

Fry %5 (2005) H 3 & s S A LRURH 2 ) AR A B 7 3%, DU T 1 e o 11 L g
(W02l 1, B R e TS B i 8] (19 22 46 OC &R Altshuler 55 (2005), Liu F1 Sun (2008) Al
Mou %5 (2011) FH ALK 732 43 5 I £ T 1 el o A7 110 6 e, e i R £ 007 g 1) 3 S 4
Wang I Russell (2007) 5 T &R ¥ KAT 50 1312 )% Z 40 Mou 55 (2011) M4 Hir 3k
B E 3 5 R0 A B0 A (R 252 3%, R TH AR (RR 22408 10%.

IR 5 B UK I 218 B A A RE AL IR I I B IE B 2908 110°, FRTFARDN, 4
h 100, WA L U IR, X 55 Ellington (1984b) PAfESZS 1R £ B i) &5 1 2
—FEM (3R, Ellington UL B AN BEAf € BUM, (HE R 6 M A8 ). R
WEHRTE AR K, 2 400, ARBU 2 — 3 U AR, B EE S, 3 3hiR RN, WA
29 90°. 1M BT WF W (1 RF KU, 080 T 12 BURH ). i E KRR AR AR Y. PR R BA, b
RINBA N IE ) S H 8 RARE T K2 HE R Nshzs). h ~— Syt 7k
fitlh.

TEES 2 e 3], Rz @l h —WIvER N, A4 G 3 ANBRRL A s fi, 46
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FHA B, kAR #1123, EIR N E TAES (Fry et al. 2005, Altshuler et al. 2005,
Liu & Sun 2008, Mou et al. 2011), #B 2 ¥ 5% U AL A — WIPEAR 1, 1 B dol 4 sl vh &
AARTEH). X5 M A7 7 B SEGERE: AFEER Y Taylor IWBFSU/NAL 4 & PR
(R B AR AL, I — P ol TR T, W T A BORAT (B IR R B R AT
(BT &) (R0 s (1 A8 T (Walker et al. 2010). 1E4%17, B 4 451 T #0883 25%M
75% 38 A A0 13 ) 1T R 0 b A I Z0 TR, AATT 0 45 SR D A AT & S HURIE9 T AR TR S
) ) 5 R4 T AR A

M iZda i, Bk Bl AT IR iz 1 e B L A e AT, BT R

5 HI%®m (LEV)

55 3 W UL 3 AN T I ALE R, PR s AL AP E AL & s AL
BT PO ] F 0 R o g bR b A AE B A 38 A R I TR) P9 AE AN [ A A T
[ AN ] PR g 0 S (B A2 7 AR DR PR i 8 IS 1) A Ak %), AT AR g T . Tt g — AL
i, BIAS RN, 30 RS (LEV) (025 A Ae KL RUE M (X B, RE tE R LEV
BB TS ANV X — 45 ), MBI HLBRE B 2%, Ji A, ML Al 2 A HL ) B
(W B3P, AZ ML AL BT D o A S8 B O 3. PR, AATTIE LR SRR
LEV 317 T #t— 29T (Luo & Sun 2005, Shyy & Liu 2007, Shyy et al. 2009, Kim &
Ghanil 2010, Ozen & Rochwell 2012, Jardin et al. 2012, Carn et al. 2013, Harbig et al.
2013, Garmann & Visbal 2014). T LEV & Bdsli Nt <Fzh (% sh) iR
LG, X LEHE G LT H B T 3AE S SO T A T ) (1 T BN DR AT E . T
A A AT A T T

0.25R

0.75R

_ i

48 8 25% 40 75% 38 K AL By R F T E T 40 H A& B2l R (Walker et al. 2010)
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—ANJT TS LEV 4S5 R BN (] (o038 FR) % A ) FR) s AR DL R v ORI B ) L AT 2
B (RRAE) Ksgm, EEA LTS LEV B B ) INTE ik, B2 400 5, H 4
Feg R i B I 1) PR AR A3 AN K T3 10 LEV R DR /N FI A i 38 R AT AL 1 488 K, 3 ALk
—HETE i (B 5) (Luo & Sun 2005, Kim & Ghanil 2010, Harbig et al. 2013, Garmann &
Visbal 2014). 7ERAMLT, LEV 5468 F T8 17 it i 77 17, 5 8 RMWAIF (Ozen &
Rochwell 2012, Jardin et al. 2012, Carn et al. 2013, Harbig 2013, Garmann & Visbal 2014).
Jardin 55 (2012) &t LEV £ 38 S PRI 0 5 1) ARES, 1 38 9% 3 ™ A 1A 1) Y )3 B2 A
LEV [l AT (1) Ak 03 A0 BAF R 45 2R

Re /NI, 140 Re = 10~200, LEV A HG BE Re HHGK, AT B B (Birch
et al. 2004, Sun & Yu 2006, Harbig et al. 2013, Germann & Visbal 2014). Lu % (2006)
(K] PIV SEI KB, 24 Re > 650 I, LEV S XGR & (B 6); Jak, NMITAKIL, 24 Re &
K, 1T Kelvin—Helmholtz AFe e P, #0145 LEV B2 (Hln) LEV $iiz i &
R )25) 2B A T/, LEV 2 2L 2 4 451 (Ansari et al. 2009, Ozen & Rochwell
2012, Carn et al. 2013, Garmann & Visbal 2014). 4 Re ¥ K (Z£1°KT 2000) K, LEV 7
B 2 Ab o LR Y3 Re BRI, LEV L& /N RES5H (Carn et al.
2013, Garmann et al. 2013, Harbig 2013). Harbig %% (2013) &, B4Rk Re ¥ Ki}, LEV
AR SRR, 43 LA R AN ROBE G5 ), {H LEV 1380 1 67 5 FITER AN AE. W Fll Sun
(2004) X3 FEAE Re = 20~1800 I [R50 B, T+ FMIFH )1 REAE Re < 150 43 fifi
Re BIC/NTAZ /N, fHY Re > 150 I, K3 S5 b Re 4L A K. Garmann 1 Visbal
(2014) 145 KB, Re = 3000 1 TF+ FHJJ RELS Re = 5000 I JLT-#H [H]. 1X 2625 5L A
NHEAE, 4 Re > 150 N, B3 Re (MK, LEV A 15 555, 2 IR Al 2401 H 40 /)
Gty 5 i T B AR B AN R R KA A, JLE T AT ) R B AN K. I — ARk
A K K 1 TAE TR 9.

& 5

LEV, E# 3/ 40° J& (Harbig ct al. 2013)
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& 6

LEV 2 X% &4 (Lu et al. 2006)

JESL L (AR) B K (RFF Re A72) I, SSTEE/INI) Re N gl H XU 45 44 S i
%4 (Harbig et al. 2013). ¥ LEV {EEE# AL 2 AN K b &8 a5 3R i, B LEV
JF 552 KA H] (Harbig et al. 2013, Garmann & Visbal 2014). M, ¥ [] AR K T4
2 I, BANK LEV A 384046 )5 241 (Harbig et al. 2013, Garmann & Visbal 2014). &
¥ LEV /£ R AN 45 B AR I3 KA B K AE, {2 Luo 1 Sun (2005), Harbig 4%
(2013), Garmann M1 Visbal (2014) HJ v+ K W], H 3| AR ~ 5.5, JF M ) ¥t AR
BT R KA (— R B AR < 5.5). Harbig 2% (2013) 45 H1 T AR = 7.3 [F 541,
K, TR T RE RN, B TAEIERAF AT T BE AR )3 K 5)) 45
F A B R AR T30y g F B A AR AN DR ) D A1,

KT LEV WFIEI 53— AN Jy i He ke vk (RIPR#E + B3R AN %) 3/ Ellington
& (1996) 7E I (Re = 3400) M AR F ok IUAT Sim iy, w2 8 74 — MR
B (R l ) . ABATTIN A 2 12l v A U A BB AR IR N R, S TR
AN B Kt A A 7, AR5 T LEV. {H Birch F1 Dickinson (2001) F Ak 77 H i 3%
(Re ~ 100) sk 56 I, &1 R I JLF-BA Sl i, LEV AN B3 A TS5 R A 2 il i)
111 0] g2 38200 1) R P AR B/ 138 AT S A Al LEV AV, J5 2K Birch 4%
(2004) X AT Re = 120 Al Re = 1400 (W45 4L FHEAT 1 8550, KL 2 M5 HL N LEV BA
it 7%, 15 Re = 120 I JL-F A Hh 10, 117 Re = 1400 I, A 4R K8l i s B, Al 1A A,
A BETE Re RK/NANFIIN, LEV £25E (1 J LA ] Sun A1 Wu (2005), Kim F1 Gharil (2010),
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Garmann 4§ (2013), Harbig 45 (2013) 5 1) 5298 FITH S R W] Re UK (KT-4Y 200) I,
LEV A7 EKMHE . iR 3 Re BRI &3 M A LEV A20E, IE4 &t 4 dLif -
AT BT Sun A W (2005) THERE T B B LEV (Re = 400), Jf# N-S TS
TR bR AR b, 48 AT R Al RN ) SRS 1 A R B R AR TR Al e g L R IR ) RS
Oy ABATTEIVE SR B, R BR B AR 1 D AT 0 g 3 K F RF K JT; Garmann FT Visbal
(2014) £ Re = 2000 ~ 5000 FMTFE R T RS H. AN A, Re B, & #
HEF ]S 1) Fs I 66 B R B 0 g = A Sl ) i A LEV A8 € 1.

Wojcik fil Buchholz (2014) & S Hi7>#7 T LEV HiREHIIE (Re ~ 2000); fh 158
Bl ) AR AN AL DA SE BT 5 R IS . AT, BT LEV i S E R, B
AT ki, ok min i LEV imE4GH, & LEV g R AL Shyy 55 (2009) 42
H AT RE AR AR Y R YEAE A LEV B T # (i (1), Lentink H1 Dickinson (2009) $& Hi ]
RE 2 BF B ) R0 D) AE LEV F20E 1A, AH AR 45 304l S FR i vk

B2, LEV IS E M 10 @, H HiE AT IE 2 1) T iR,

6 SHFERMEER RRE RN

B M 5 A RS (Rees 1975), fE4A 3N F2 th A3 B AR 42 JE (Ellington 1984c,
Ennos 1989, Walker et al. 2010). AATTXE B H 3 45 4 (1) 07 27 2k IR RIE 5T 3 B, 3280 1) 4 4
A AR B AR AR s 00 J A BRI NI BE (Rees 1975, Nenman & Wootton 1988, Ennos
1988). X UEHFFTIL T, £y T S JB 4 PR AR ) 23 A e JRRE ) A A, B R fBlis
ZJ) I PR A T8 T2 A W 1) 7 ) B L R K 1) IS Ok 1 e AT B R RO E 2 T
IX—Tl (Ellington 1984c, Ennos 1989, Walker et al. 2002, Walker et al. 2010). Du F/!
Sun (2008) HI v+ 551K J7 VABIF ST T B I 1) 28 44 (10 1L %% R0 25 AR T8 8 <5l ) (R 5% s 4115
VS LR /NBCE Wang &5 (2002) 00N Eodie. At (IR A2 1 38 55 WP 32 L%, WIPE 32
R I Ay BRA AR T AR [0 2 4% g AR BV THT O BOAR. &5 SRR BT 25 28 I Tt g AN RH D
I B T g AR /N G By, S RIPE AT LE, SHALHG N T vy LL P 3350 1 1
YAARIENT o LA EFITH B, Young 55 (2009) Wl H& T h HURT & 320 (1) 722 T i
I 18] ) AR Ak, AR i T BB v S 7 VERIE I8 T AR TE R U8l Jy R REFE IR 2. Al A1) AR TE
ALK AT I AEFE B 25 PR, Du Al Sun (2010) T Walker %5 (2010) [0 & %4, %
BV INENT T T il a5 AT I K AT 5 i, 45 R AR, SRR AR LE (M 3R
MBS R FE S AR TE I vy LTSI, TH I3 88 K20 10%, LI 1K 4 3%, "8 D)
29 5%. AT 2> B B, THBE g B 88 K 32 S ol T8 AR R, sl B 9 2 A
NHEAL ry WHUMASK, ro SNBUAS /AN, WITAE RS S ] R W A2 3l “3h i Ae
N, WUTB D AE AN 10% ) TE I3 F0 3% H BE g 088 I AN SRR, AH 10% 9 T 5 88 T, 7
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AT I T3 A SRR, P S5 G, S AP AT I REAE 308D 1X 5 Young
5 (2009) 1) 4518 AHH [F).

IR SR WO LR S I A T O R 45 1 A, TH AR TR R . B AT O
AR P FH UL IR A5 1 7 1k, L (1 AR TR RN AR T A B K S Wi S A o2, Ishihara 4%
(2009) I i Ak g — 4l 3, FH 5 SR BRI B S 0 ARATT I SRR, BAE BN N
(B RN i n] JE i AR T B B 5E . Vanella %5 (2009) 1 Eldredge % (2010) 5%
YRR AR B A S P B, IR SR e, ] DABEAUL B 5L 1) (RIS ) ARTE. X —
BRI 7 1 ) P AR, 5 LS BN TF. AT R R W, 9% ) AR TR AL T ) ek,
{H £ A8 1 BE L s A 39 K. Zhao %5 (2010, 2011) B AT 21k = 4 AT T 9256 0 57
S5 R AL TERT D3R LEV A5 B350 . (TR 858 . MRk s PR R %
T o A B BRAN ], PEAE AR B A B B AN TR (9 S R R ), A5 R
BB, HARER R A B 45 ). 5L, Nakata Al Liu (2012a) 416} B HL 38 %
J& T — MR SR AR N-S J5 R F0 45 k4 5y ) 2 J7 R U I RS 5 O V. LIS e hORn G T
(10 97 JEAE) it SR P 23 AT, KL AR Ak, 11 5 8 A A 5 S BRI JIRE (1 8L P A 35 6 52
B, AT X — D T I A AT I K AR T R H B 5 - (Nakata
& Liu 2012b). AATTTH 8 H K48 T 5 P 16 1 S8 Jie ) 7 [ ARG (B0 S i 17 5 ol
W) FErE AR FEL AR TS B Jisg s R i gh s R TR 45 R (Young et al.
2009, Du & Sun 2010) AH A, K AR JEALTH )R, B D . AT R BLASTEAL LEV (1)
i 244 IR (IR 1Y) Re ~ 3500, LEV 2 HE%Y).

DL b A L 08 T SRS 1A AR T, S 1 A RS S AR R RN A e, SR sh s
Wi 415 2 Du A1 Sun (2012) BF5T T P9 [RIAELE B (B RE P, ALAT BT X A /AT 1 i
WEIEATOIF T, DR 2 A 78 B R 40 4 1 o B 5 R R AR I, AR AR T 3K
25 9.7%, LB ING 5.2%; TEARTEIE, SRR AT 1k N2 6.5%, f B DG K4
2.2%. 47 TG A GEARE [F N AEAE T, FE IR E R 3%, 1B DN R 3%.
FEORE T D3 00 A ) 2 HR0H 25 BE AR TR R IE AR . X W, SR A AR B 36 R4 F N, <3
IR AN, IR 3 (B AR TG 3 vy AR S) AR LS 3R — B AF AL Bl 31X
2 B T R 11 S0 R 2 ), oA B R AR A FE 2 P S Meng F1 Sun
(2013) 25 T A 0] S KB A T D 9IS R JEU DT T BT %) AR T AR T AR R T W, AT
P AR AR S DX T 3 T ) AR Ak T DX, AU, A BB AR AL B T 2 A A R R
(1 558 it FIEG T X, 3% A ok /™ T T .

TG AR T AR 1R R BRI S T P A& AR, — R F S iRl E R
AT I AT, SR )5 F 52 56 H0a 45 52 i Al vE S s 38 vh i R 4 1, Sk <8l s )
— e FH U RS G U E SR 5 (R 4 R (0 AR T AR B gL X T —
wAR, BRI B R S M AR AT — e AE R, EX o B W] v R IR, 45 3
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(AR AR R I S . 5 2 FlR AR 77 24 HSBBS bS8 ORI B 11 73 Al A A2 4k, 44
(173 Al AAZ AL, i ROHL AR s PR R, 448, TR o IRXERD. P, T3 2 Mrige,
DA AN e AE 1 27 L SBLIES &5 R RO RLARE M, 33X — 3d A0 A AR A 45 2 v Afy 100 &5 R 1. L ik o 30
Du 1 Sun (2012) X #dac (s WAT IG5 At 175 BEAS T M ASRE S <8 ) (K5 mi 2
AHECHEH, PRSP B — AR G AL, o) oAt e 789 B HEAT AL B 5, 453X
G R E T A B AR WUHE S RS g I R R SIS 1) AR T R A, KK TR AL T

.

7 HEIEMEREH

B HCKATIN B NI RTE (RIR) A& B S S BAE I g5 31, Tk A7 L1
SR EH R i AL RIS R (AR A T — e R BT M AR ke, A, Rl
Z AN T H AR H R i (5 5 AR = A I BRI ATTRT BE H i 2 30 &5 ) A %
1, Ellington (1984b) {45 €AT ¥ B HO (W BF— U3 2l 77 28— IR R, R 78 1h i 2R
Rl 4508 B AR, P T A E T AT R A B S BE ) T d By AR RE W Al
T, BTSSR KAT 0 S IR AL Wang Al Wu (2010) JE TR PR B BEAL JF R
HIRAB )RR R F R LR, 45t T 408038 b FE T ) 5z s i
fif b ik 3, T 2 MR RE T IR ER AR I B ORI A . R TR T g g e, AR
NI T 46401 30 00 JLAN J5 30 1 T 7 A2 4 25 ) . Aono %5 (2008) i L 471 31 38 1) $i i A5 4o
R, BB R WAL — i ER (B 7). AR e B OR, 4924 160°, R T BF
YR B TT 4 R 25 o AR 0T, A S SRR AR T B, TR T — IR IR 1 2 R L)

,,,,,,,,,,,,,

[
\\\\\
Vi

AN
\\\\\\\

7
R R 20 69 BT A — R (Aono et al. 2008)
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SR BE B X AR R, 2024 1200 2247 (141 Ellington 1984c). Yu A1 Sun (2009) F #({H
JHEGE T HIBNIE R D 1200 A REAY B B RS KATI I R gi i (B 8) - A&
W IREE; AR AR, B R PR A - YA IR IR < R AR, IR S
ARFER) (BB B i 0 56 AN 2 T L m) R 1), RIS AE AR T Ty (FEE D))
A= T B ) (KF-J1). Bomphrey %5 (2009) X &M AE /NS T A AT (13RS LN
115°) IF R332l 73 A1 3 B 2 A S 1 2 30 2 20 T 1), AL ER T SIS0 2 1 B o, 2 i &5 R AN
T 4. H IR AR R 0 &5 8 11 58 1 4

8 E/5. ERBSKITHRMENL

DATHEAT B B3 Sl 338 1) S ST BT 085 T 0 — Sk 3 B ke — A S JB G A AT 1T 9
XS B bk oy AR T T S AN B AR TR A LA B A A AR BRI AR D, XS
S5 G BWE? Aono 45 (2008) F A AE AT 1K) J7 VAR 5T T A5 240 S e B A5 KA T I 1) B A /3
B () 0 e . 25 R, AT S RIS 1R R IS B TE BTG SR IN R T 4 2%, Yu A
Sun (2009) ZRALPIHE TR LY T AH A 45 8. Liang A1 Sun (2013) ¥ £50E AL 50 I8 %
J& TR LR HT K (AT HELE A 0~0.67), EEH L. N A (RUEkLE  0.35) LA LFE
BLE AT (BB AR AL, A SR B2 12 5))) (G . 45 AL A 5 AR I 55 A I A 35
SRR B SR R ZE BN T 4.5%. Wang T Wu (2012) 788 (58 CAT 1) 38 34 83 4 70 o
TN — BRI 5 1, 104 B8 H AR Bk rh B A5 5 Hh FOGE S 5% 1 5% . A AT %) &5 SR R W 5
A ) 5 Wi A AN [) B ERUPRD P38 T 00k 0.2%~8%. 3X 5 Aono 45 (2008), Yu Fl Sun (2009)
J Liang F1 Sun (2013) £ A1) 7 7 AT 19 KW 45 HA R Wang HT Wu (2012) FRIHE
R EARAE TR T4k, s 20 1) B A8 0 BRAA, KBS (M 4% R R B8 (I A
ST AR R — R (I ER AR 7K 1) A5, R R HTUE T R i 1) 32 RRAE. DR
IR 22 ) () D DR 5 2R R A B BB AT X T TR 1Y) S e DU A

8
B8 1200 AR AL B b B4F KATE B R R S (Yu & Sun 2009)
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R A1 Yu A1 Sun (2009), Liang FT Sun (2013) X 45 754 5L i [ B00E B0 5T
WEH T EA BT AR, TIERZEB/NG. B5 AT, 5> 4
S OLATEE, T 50— SR A AE S AT 308N 2 3% Fi IR, e/ SN AT 45
I ARRE A, 2o & 7R T — RANIR IR, Je 30 A B S B 2 B i PR A R
W AL s R IR, T s FA A T S R R, W N BRI (O
W) MR AT S BEAR D, A RAE A BRI Z A, 2 E AN (B 9), 2
BB FE /N, A 30T e 3R 52 ) Ay [ R AR RS

B HAT Iy 2 e A0 i 17 s 28 ALU 3 1T ) 0 1T KAT. Gao A1 Lu (2008) FHE{E 848 J7 V4
W T 440180 B RO TR BN, 7] 7 (Re = 100). 25 s BE RGN (RB & e 1 A
SZAC), Hi RN AR R R B (8T 058 OR); m B (R4 b4 1.5~3 15X K,
b T 2050 4D A P 0 A% s A7 () v P 0, b TR ARV 9 . R L R T 28N A g 9 2
15 I 5 52 B0 T FELAS 5 16 R e AH AR T 85 2R, E T (Re ) &4 RAT B
FEH, I A 5L 3 b RN AR T g N O BILER. BRI, T R £ R AR AT R

9 WUNRER

Wu Fl Sun (2004) 75T Re = 13~1500 K130 #1953 )1, KIL™M Re < 100 Y,
BEE Re B/, Fh 77 5 BORGH s i BH Ty 28 OR8G5 n, 01 RIFE 40 sz
&1, Re = 20 WF T 2B Re = 200 B 60%. Liu A1 Aono (2009) 45 T
Re =12, 134, 1123 M1 6300 K15 JE, ARG RALLM SR, TH /MK E, /£ Re < 100
I, REPEVE AR TS W3, LEV SR BEAR 59, S50 140 “Radiers InageFn b Am ™= A2 (1 308 )2 4
Bgg. P, 28 3 A YRR 3 AN E T AL A RE AR KT ) (Wa & Sun 2004,
Liu & Aono 2009). VFZ /I (K ZH 1 mm, K/, 40— Lo o 5K H A
0.25 mm), Re 7F 20 $£ %2 10 LLR. 348 B by A2 "R AT T /5 (K080 ) G A7 JLAR TR L.

9
FEELEBRNRIFZSN, “Z 3] BiFEMR/D (Liang & Sun 2013)
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10
&% (clap) 4T FF (fling)

TR R, SN (Re ~ 15) R “& AT IF ML (B 10) (Weis-Fogh 1973). %}
T “& T IF 1830, Lighthill (1973) [ H 18 7 H7 fif A1 Manwozthy (1979) [ 55 46 Wl 5% 4
FWH AT P24 K TF 7. Sun 1 Yu (2003), Miller F1 Peskin (2005) JT 548 A5 0L 16 J7 ¥: 40
HTEFE G Mz s). ERFRE R 488, Sun 1 Yu (2006) K bk
WEFCHE B =4 3. XU TAERW, b STIFA T A st )5, 6/ s
A AT RS T T ). AT T A R <FT TR AR AR T
T, AR A e T g ek 3 Al ™ A T RIEH D CRTJH D) 5 A5 BL L), BUE RIS
R I 2 W 3, Miller A1 Peskin (2009) #7571 221 38 1015 0, K ILZYER G T I
G AT AR RS T )y, HBH N T VR 2.

MEHRTHISCHR BE, BT v ANz A, A W B LA N B R <A
I 328, B iR o @K A 0.5 mm, Re = 15, A 3h 7 X5 — B B HRE 5,
WH “GIT I 128) (Tanaka 1995). AN [F )AL, HoBE S i — AT 0 BRI B % (B
11). Sunada %5 (2002) W& 73X FloBH 57 (ORS00 B (7 PR R AT T 4%, RO BT
By BB . R A RE) ) B ARG )AL /. R RLE, Sl B L (Re = 100
DU P F I N HREE G R R R B, B ARFR SN, 401230 4y, W5 48 R A, 7k
/N B UK 0 2l 38 (1) 0 B RN S R IR 2 ) 2 W RS B . 18 3)) A R R A ST I LI
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11
—ME L, MK K 0.5 mm (Tanaka 1995)

B, W SGREAT IR — T AR

10 H 4R F0ES BE

TR 5 At B e FEAN ) OB RS R s4 /N (PR /T 1), BB AN B, 0
FIBFAR, AT S AT BRI R B R AR 5. R AT 1) S KB ) R
ARG i g | A5 1 /D AR 22 RN A 32 238 8y 7 W A< 5l 7 18 58 14 23 #. Betts
FI Wootton (1988), Duddley (1990) F iy # £5 AL M T 81U 5y R ORIVEMLB) K AT I 5
PRFR S 1132 5)). Brodshy (1991), Srygley A1 Thomar (2002) 43 5 % 75 K H 4FE R &
AT AT AT BRI ) R A T AN B R SE 8. Dudley (1991) € & A 8h Jy E B
RIS AL ST RAT I H %6, Sunada 55 (1993) BFFT T W EES % B 132 B 2% F =S
gy @l PRI LAEH, H A Sunada 55 (1993) 1 LAE € &= HAFSE T HE 2 %R
B, VR AR E & ek oh 8 7R IS AT T 8) ), R M2 ] <&k
FI I MUK = A I I R T D 0. % TAE RS T 38 1 IR i 3.

RIEA 2 W LAE (Huang & Sun 2012, Yokoyama et al. 2013) X Wi € AT (1 i 20 7F
T E RS M. Huang A1 Sun (2012) F RS & (l K A#12 2) 75 B2 A N=S 7 R2 (1 773%, BE9T
T B R MR QN AR S RSN (BT R B 1) 411 3D 2 $EE T Duddley (1990)
() S DU KR ). At AT 38 Ik AN BT 5 BRI A A A A B R, R4S A AL S AT I R
il AT E A AR M AR A E) )L S SR EE L, R AR i
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KT EHE. THm, SAAREAD AR (RS A LT 2K 8), N AR
B 7 1a) ey O ), AT SR IR Al A AN BN ) JE KT b
T, SRR AR, 0™ 25 BB /IS B3 0 75 1) T i T )R B T e iR
AKAF D, w0 M A BE D3 R0 b A I A R ) i TR K D 3 3 TR S A 1) 065 400 7R
T H A B HO R A L gt i, At B R S SO R B I B (BRI
FRIAA BT ) KALE B g Fi 1w T 55 16 77 [a), T 0 i 0 e B A PR AR ACD £ 22 Ak R 55 2
I H . ARATE S T A R ) R & (B 12). BT S SR 2 8 AR R
R, TE R — I ER. AATTIA Sk, S AR B R TE D T RE S i A K. Yokoyama 4%
(2013) W1 — g i YO 0 B A4 dE S B 40 B 18 B) 2 K IR T B AR
SUEYI12 ) 2 BN B SRR N-S TR JE, tHE T A B IR g K; 45385 Huang
A1 Sun (2012) REL 45 G kEsh M shiz s B2 45 1 78 AT 1A AR, Ak AT
TEIEEE A RS & SR ARIZ 3 5 FE RN N-S 7 B2 5 VA4 T e i B vAT, K
BUILAR PRt 25 1 P15 RAT ROMR, R T AT RARER. Bk 2 BUTAEBI REA
AFr 8 A5 £ v T D BIL I At B2 H i) A AT AN [

o5 3 W UR R, b B R A ET K S 2 18 KRB TN KR, H PR AT )
W& 9%/ (Sun & Lan 2004, Yamamoto & Isogai 2005). A H [ TAE R E T8 N, 5
KNATTE— 5% T gL 1) 8 (Wang & Russell 2007, Usherwood & Lehman 2008), A& I
B AT (WAL ZE 180°) I HIF Jim 42 ) 52 Wiy B SR T s i AN K, ABR P A% Tt )
) BEFEAT W] S8 52 i A e Bk /N, BRFE SRl /N R BIL 520 50 AT 17 4 11 fit R

I S

i — U L4 R T KRR R

12
B W B0R & (Huang & Sun 2012)
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0t i 2 /D B RE A T AT I R HL 2 . Zhang A1 Lu (2009) BF57 T 98 F0 KAT 414
NS A R, ORI TR OR T, e TR ), ARG A TR T AT I
RE. ARATTE XA B K 2307, 45 T R I IR A RE: TS SR o T ) () B — A, A
U — AL 3R G T 4 488 3R, Jok T 4 () AU m s ol S ) 43 0, iR 3R SR A i 11
A& .

11 #z7¢4T

B W AENE) AT, B HLE) ©AT A PO s S . PR 4 | Saccade
(R f5 RAT PR 90° B 1)) | RN BEAE. AR ARIX L8R AT ] BB AR RIS
) D) RUFT B L. XTI LR 8 KAT, B R 2 O RB A0S B R g, (1R
D HCT A X S 0 8038 B A e I

Fry 4F (2003) 1 Bergo %% (2010) #ll & T M, Zhang A1 Sun (2010) & T #hi, 1E
Saccade M2 B B A BY 1118 ) %2 S 40 3 T2 30 = S 40, AT SE3 & (Fry et
al. 2003) FIECM 5L (Bergo et al. 2010, Zhang & Sun 2010) 3£43 Saccade HL5) 3 B2
()33 J3. Card Ml Dickinson (2008), Chen %% (2013) FH ALl J5 1543 HIWF 5T T R i F i
B A2 T Chen M1 Sun (2014) BFFT T AW )& K. Muijres 45 (2014) #F7T 7 AL b Y
KIS PRIE S Wang 55 (2013) WFST TS SE AT R IPRIE L ZS . IR WS R IN, Saccade
BUS)FIHT & P PRt B 25 vp ) Y3 ™= A T A ORI I e, T 3K 6 ) R i SE I 3G K — K <
2J) 73 [) B85 R 52 sk /IS 53— 1R S8l sk AR 1, B LN AT P 3 T BT I
TEIIHLHL; i ) IR 2B %, Ty SO K T3 o, GBI s T ) WL T S
R A R, AR K (1 T R ) Sk A I, TG S s T )

IR Saccade HLANHAIHT & H PR AL 25 ML 2 32 B R SCRIZ B Uy ). PO NI . &
15« BRI S5 R o AR 58 2 3 B 1 ML 3N AT I B B3 80 (138 3 2 2 B0l i, IR,
Se AT W T LR AT 2, NAE A R 1) AR R
12 XS EHRIENEIYL

(1) B HUHT N 2B 411 B 3 2y 1R I e Bk T % a0 e A, P A AR A A
BN J7 3, WEFURT I R s 180 g 1), R 2R W] Re A7 A5 1K< 8 J1 B HL .

(2) PRI . WOE () SEALSD AT I B K18 B2 I RN S AL B

(3) T/ EE L (Re < 100) 1385 411 3 32 2y 1) D 4 K <3 g LR A .

(4) BT RAT ™ A T I HL BRI 5T

(5) MiZrimtese (M) MPLE AT L.

o WK AREARE S (11232002) FEBHIHH .
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Aerodynamics of insect flight

SUN Mao'

Institute of fluid mechanics, Beijing University of Aeronautics and Astronautics,
Beijing 100191, China

Abstract Insects are the earliest, most numerous and smallest fliers in the world. They
can hover, fly forward, climb and descend with ease while demonstrating amazing stabilities,
and they can also maneuver in impressive ways like no other organisms could. Although
the wing of an insect beats at high frequency, the wing’s relative velocity is small owing to
the small wing length. As a result, the mean lift coefficient of wing required to balance the
insect weight is relatively high, about 1.5-2, much higher than that of an airplane at cruising
flight. The Reynolds number of insects’ wings is small, ranging from about 10 to 3 500. How
the required high-lift coefficient is produced at such low Reynolds number? Researchers are
very interested in this question and in recent years, significant progress has been made in
the area. Works before 2005 have been discussed in detail in several review papers, and in
this article, we review the advances made since 2005. We begin with an overview of the
flapping kinematics and basic equations of fluid dynamics. It is followed by a summary
of the works before 2005. Then we review the advances made since 2005, dealing in turn
with measurement of wing motion in freely-flying insects, leading-edge vortex, effect of wing
deformation and corrugation, vortex wake of flapping wings, ground effect and aerodynamic
interaction between wings and body, flight of tiny insects, flight of butterfly and dragonfly,
and maneuvering flight. Finally, we make remarks on the state-of-the-art of this research

field and speculate its outlooks in the near future.
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