Can Airfoil Camber Enhance the Performance of VAWTs?
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 NACA2418 were chosen based on having a 2%
average virtual camber for the specific ¢/R
ratio added to the NACAO0018 airfoil from
Migliore's method. Q
* The force and moments experienced by the
turbine were measured through a set of load
cells.
* The blade only performance data were
obtained by subtracting out the force and
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