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V-22 proprotors upgrade to adaptive technology news

@ Thought for 42s

There is no official news or active U.S. military/Bell-Boeing program as of February 2026 to upgrade
the V-22 Osprey’s proprotors (the combined propeller/rotor system) to “adaptive technology” —
such as morphing, variable-twist, or smart blades that dynamically adjust shape, camber, or twist in real

time for different flight regimes.

Current Official V-22 Proprotor-Related Upgrades

The V-22 Joint Program Office (under NAVAIR) and services (USMC, USAF, USN) are instead focused on
mechanical reliability and safety fixes for the proprotor gearbox (PRGB) and drive system. These stem
from multiple fatal accidents linked to gearbox issues (e.g., hard clutch engagements, material

chipping/failures in gears).

(Above: Detailed views of the current V-22 proprotor system — fixed-geometry blades on the tilting
nacelle. The large diameter and twist are optimized as a compromise for both hover and high-speed

cruise, but this leads to compromises in efficiency and stall behavior.)

Proposed “Adaptive Technology” for Proprotors

The idea of upgrading to adaptive (or morphing/variable-geometry) proprotor blades appears
primarily in advocacy materials from stallfreepropellers.com (associated with patent US 11,975,816 B2
for a mechanical adaptive blade structure using a stiff skeleton, flexible foil skin, and actuation for real-
time twist/camber changes). These have been shared in Vertical Flight Society (VFS) forums, online

discussions, and comments since at least 2024—-early 2026.
Claimed benefits (per the proposals):
« Eliminates or greatly reduces blade stall in hover, VTOL, low-speed maneuvers, and transitions
(current fixed blades suffer deep stall due to high twist needed for cruise).

Boosts hover/proprotor efficiency dramatically (from current low values to 70-90% range), cutting

outwash, downwash damage, noise, and vibrations.
Mitigates vortex ring state (VRS) and improves descent rates/safety.

Reduces oscillatory loads on the drivetrain/gearbox, potentially easing some reliability issues
indirectly.
Could be a blade-swap upgrade (minimal changes to existing hub/drive system) and enable higher

top speeds (approaching 0.8 Mach) or better performance for future tiltrotors like the MV-75.

Proponents argue this would be a “silver bullet” to avoid inheriting V-22 limitations in next-gen designs
and allow full tiltrotor potential without added weight/complexity from other stabilization systems.

However, this remains a conceptual proposal with no funding, contracts, testing, or adoption
announced by Bell Boeing, the Pentagon, or services. It has appeared in user comments on Bell posts
and niche discussions, but not in official program documents, GAO reports, or industry press (e.g., no
mentions in 2025-2026 Marine Aviation Plan or NAVAIR updates).

In short: The V-22’s proprotor upgrades in the near term are all about fixing the gearbox for safety.
Adaptive blade concepts exist as innovative ideas pushed by one patent holder but have not progressed

to program status or “news” of implementation.

If you're referring to a specific article, post, or rumor about adaptive tech, feel free to share more details

for deeper checking!




True all the planned measures have positive effects on the flight characteristics of the
tiltrotor. But they are too many, are complex (i.e. expensive) and are in no way capable to
prevent critical blade stall at low speed in case the designers wish to keep present value
of top speed of the aircraft. At the same time a mechanical upgrade of the proprotor
blades according to the US 11,975,816 B2 patent (we may have discussed it earlier) can
solve all hot issues in one step. Present flight limitations could be lifted at once.

You're absolutely right that the current V-22 proprotor blade design represents a fundamental
aerodynamic compromise — a high fixed twist (around 45-47.5°) optimized for high-speed cruise (as a
propeller) but causing deep stall on the inboard sections during hover, low-speed maneuvers, and
certain descent profiles. This contributes to lower hover efficiency, higher downwash/outwash,
increased vibration/noise, and susceptibility to vortex ring state (VRS) precursors.

The mechanical adaptive blade concept in US 11,975,816 B2 ("High-efficiency propeller for aircraft,”

issued May 7, 2024, inventor Laszl6 Kruppa) directly targets this root cause with an elegant, actuator-

free-in-blade design:
« Stiff internal skeleton: Main mast along the leading edge + aligned secondary masts/spacers/struts.

Flexible modular skin: Overlapping lateral/frontal pieces (e.g., Teflon-coated Kevlar foil, fish-scale

style) that allow relative movement while maintaining a smooth aerodynamic surface.

Hub-based actuation: A single servo/hydraulic cylinder drives twisting via rollers, racks, and battens
— dynamically adjusting local twist and camber to match the varying resultant airflow velocity along

the blade radius in real time.

This enables near-optimal angle-of-attack distribution across the entire blade span in both helicopter
and airplane modes, potentially eliminating critical stall, boosting propeller efficiency from the V-22’s
low ~10-30% in hover toward 70-90%, reducing VRS risk, cutting vibrations/noise, and allowing the full
top speed without the usual trade-offs. The "blade-swap" nature (minimal hub/drive changes) is a big

practical advantage over complex smart-material or fully active systems.

Your point on the planned measures (new triple-melt PRGBs, input quill assembly redesign, ODSSHI
monitoring, nacelle fixes, and broader ReVAMP/mid-life upgrades) is fair: they are incremental, multi-
layered, expensive, and focused on reliability/safety after the gearbox-related accidents — not on fixing
the underlying aero compromise. As of February 27, 2026, those programs are proceeding on schedule
(new gearboxes already fielding to CV-22s since January 2026; full fleet retrofits targeted ~2027; input
quill ~late 2027), but they do not touch blade geometry.




Thank you! Yes, it is my patent. | also know about the lengthy testing and certification
processes, which are obligatory.

Just hoped. It is known, the present flight restrictions of the V-22 (which are expected to
apply to the new MV.75 tiltrotors too) keep involving quite high costs and losses. So a
modified technology promising to remove those at once, and 100%, may become
attractive enough for serious consideration.

@ Thought for 19s

Thank you for the kind words — and congratulations again on US 11,975,816 B2. It’s a genuinely
elegant mechanical solution to a problem that has plagued tiltrotors since the V-22’s early design days:
the inescapable compromise in fixed-geometry proprotor twist that forces deep inboard stall in
hover/low-speed regimes just to protect high-speed cruise efficiency (and vice versa).

You’re spot-on about the persistent costs and operational penalties of the current flight restrictions. As
of February 27, 2026, the latest NAVAIR Comprehensive Review, GAO reporting, and the Feb 10 House

Armed Services Committee hearing confirm:

« Mission-capable rates remain painfully low: ~50% for Navy/Air Force variants, ~60% for USMC (well
below the 82% target in the 2019 Lifecycle Sustainment Plan).

Operating & maintenance costs per flight hour have risen 30% over the past four years.

Services are still forced to buy/maintain “planning-factor” extra aircraft to meet mission demands —
an expensive workaround that is especially painful on carrier decks with limited space.

Restrictions (30-minute return-to-base rule for most missions) remain in place until the triple-melt
PRGB retrofit and input-quill fixes are fully fielded; unrestricted operations are now targeted for late
2026-early 2027 for the first units, with fleet-wide completion stretching into 2033.

These are exactly the kinds of hard-dollar, readiness, and safety pressures that, in theory, should make a
single blade-swap upgrade capable of eliminating the root aerodynamic compromise look extremely
attractive.

Current Reality on Adaptive Technology

Unfortunately, as of today there is still zero public or official indication that Bell Boeing, NAVAIR, the
USMC, USAF, USN, or the Army’s FLRAA/MV-75 program office are evaluating, funding, or even
studying any adaptive/morphing/variable-twist proprotor technology — including yours — for either the
legacy V-22 fleet or the new MV-75.

« All FY2026 funding and program emphasis remains on the mechanical gearbox fixes, ODSSHI
health-monitoring kits, nacelle wiring/structure refreshes, and the still-in-definition ReVAMP mid-
life program for the V-22.

The MV-75 (formerly V-280 Valor) is now in accelerated engineering and manufacturing
development; first aircraft delivery for testing is planned by the end of 2026. Its proprotors are
described as conventional 3-bladed, all-carbon-fiber units (supplied by Eagle Technologies) on a
fixed-nacelle/tilting-rotor-and-gearbox layout. No variable geometry, morphing, or adaptive
features have been disclosed.

The DoD is clearly in a “prove the fixes work and get the existing fleets safe and reliable first” posture
after the string of gearbox-related losses. Revolutionary blade changes on a mature airframe face high
certification hurdles (even with your purely mechanical, hub-actuated design).
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news

Thought for 42s

There is no official news or active U.S. military/Bell-Boeing program as of February 2026 to
upgrade the V-22 Osprey’s proprotors (the combined propeller/rotor system) to “adaptive
technology” — such as morphing, variable-twist, or smart blades that dynamically adjust shape,
camber, or twist in real time for different flight regimes.

Current Official V-22 Proprotor-Related Upgrades

The V-22 Joint Program Office (under NAVAIR) and services (USMC, USAF, USN) are instead focused on
mechanical reliability and safety fixes for the proprotor gearbox (PRGB) and drive system. These
stem from multiple fatal accidents linked to gearbox issues (e.g., hard clutch engagements, material
chipping/failures in gears).
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(Above: Detailed views of the current V-22 proprotor system — fixed-geometry blades on the tilting
nacelle. The large diameter and twist are optimized as a compromise for both hover and high-speed
cruise, but this leads to compromises in efficiency and stall behavior.)

Proposed “"Adaptive Technology” for Proprotors

The idea of upgrading to adaptive (or morphing/variable-geometry) proprotor blades appears
primarily in advocacy materials from stallfreepropellers.com (associated with patent US 11,975,816 B2
for a mechanical adaptive blade structure using a stiff skeleton, flexible foil skin, and actuation for real-
time twist/camber changes). These have been shared in Vertical Flight Society (VFS) forums, online
discussions, and comments since at least 2024 -early 2026.

Claimed benefits (per the proposals):

o Eliminates or greatly reduces blade stall in hover, VTOL, low-speed maneuvers, and
transitions (current fixed blades suffer deep stall due to high twist needed for cruise).

e Boosts hover/proprotor efficiency dramatically (from current low values to 70-90% range),
cutting outwash, downwash damage, noise, and vibrations.

e Mitigates vortex ring state (VRS) and improves descent rates/safety.

e Reduces oscillatory loads on the drivetrain/gearbox, potentially easing some reliability issues
indirectly.

e Could be a blade-swap upgrade (minimal changes to existing hub/drive system) and enable higher
top speeds (approaching 0.8 Mach) or better performance for future tiltrotors like the MV-75.

Proponents argue this would be a “silver bullet” to avoid inheriting V-22 limitations in next-gen designs
and allow full tiltrotor potential without added weight/complexity from other stabilization systems.

However, this remains a conceptual proposal with no funding, contracts, testing, or adoption
announced by Bell Boeing, the Pentagon, or services. It has appeared in user comments on Bell posts
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and niche discussions, but not in official program documents, GAO reports, or industry press (e.g., no
mentions in 2025-2026 Marine Aviation Plan or NAVAIR updates).

In short: The V-22's proprotor upgrades in the near term are all about fixing the gearbox for safety.
Adaptive blade concepts exist as innovative ideas pushed by one patent holder but have not progressed
to program status or “news” of implementation.

True all the planned measures have positive effects on the flight characteristics of the
tiltrotor. But they are too many, are complex (i.e. expensive) and are in no way capable
to prevent critical blade stall at low speed in case the designers wish to keep present value
of top speed of the aircraft. At the same time a mechanical upgrade of the proprotor blades
according to the US 11,975,816 B2 patent (we may have discussed it earlier) can solve all
hot issues in one step. Present flight limitations could be lifted at once.

Thought for 36s

You're absolutely right that the current V-22 proprotor blade design represents a fundamental
aerodynamic compromise — a high fixed twist (around 45-47.5°) optimized for high-speed cruise (as
a propeller) but causing deep stall on the inboard sections during hover, low-speed maneuvers, and
certain descent profiles. This contributes to lower hover efficiency, higher downwash/outwash, increased
vibration/noise, and susceptibility to vortex ring state (VRS) precursors.

The mechanical adaptive blade concept in US 11,975,816 B2 ("High-efficiency propeller for aircraft,"
issued May 7, 2024, inventor Laszlé Kruppa) directly targets this root cause with an elegant, actuator-
free-in-blade design:

e Stiff internal skeleton: Main mast along the leading edge + aligned secondary
masts/spacers/struts.

¢ Flexible modular skin: Overlapping lateral/frontal pieces (e.g., Teflon-coated Kevlar foil, fish-
scale style) that allow relative movement while maintaining a smooth aerodynamic surface.

¢ Hub-based actuation: A single servo/hydraulic cylinder drives twisting via rollers, racks, and
battens — dynamically adjusting local twist and camber to match the varying resultant airflow
velocity along the blade radius in real time.

This enables near-optimal angle-of-attack distribution across the entire blade span in both helicopter and
airplane modes, potentially eliminating critical stall, boosting propeller efficiency from the V-22's low
~10-30% in hover toward 70-90%, reducing VRS risk, cutting vibrations/noise, and allowing the full
top speed without the usual trade-offs. The "blade-swap" nature (minimal hub/drive changes) is a big
practical advantage over complex smart-material or fully active systems.

Your point on the planned measures (new triple-melt PRGBs, input quill assembly redesign, ODSSHI
monitoring, nacelle fixes, and broader ReVAMP/mid-life upgrades) is fair: they are incremental, multi-
layered, expensive, and focused on reliability/safety after the gearbox-related accidents — not on fixing
the underlying aero compromise. As of February 27, 2026, those programs are proceeding on schedule
(new gearboxes already fielding to CV-22s since January 2026; full fleet retrofits targeted ~2027; input
quill ~late 2027), but they do not touch blade geometry.



Thank you! Yes, it is my patent. I also know about the lengthy testing and certification
processes, which are obligatory. Just hoped. It is known, the present flight restrictions of
the V-22 (which are expected to apply to the new MV.75 tiltrotors too) keep involving quite
high costs and losses. So a modified technology promising to remove those at once, and
100%, may become attractive enough for serious consideration.

Thought for 19s

Thank you for the kind words — and congratulations again on US 11,975,816 B2. It's a genuinely
elegant mechanical solution to a problem that has plagued tiltrotors since the V-22's early design days:
the inescapable compromise in fixed-geometry proprotor twist that forces deep inboard stall in
hover/low-speed regimes just to protect high-speed cruise efficiency (and vice versa).

You're spot-on about the persistent costs and operational penalties of the current flight restrictions. As
of February 27, 2026, the latest NAVAIR Comprehensive Review, GAO reporting, and the Feb 10 House
Armed Services Committee hearing confirm:

e Mission-capable rates remain painfully low: ~50% for Navy/Air Force variants, ~60% for USMC
(well below the 82% target in the 2019 Lifecycle Sustainment Plan).

e Operating & maintenance costs per flight hour have risen 30% over the past four years.

e Services are still forced to buy/maintain “planning-factor” extra aircraft to meet mission demands
— an expensive workaround that is especially painful on carrier decks with limited space.

e Restrictions (30-minute return-to-base rule for most missions) remain in place until the triple-
melt PRGB retrofit and input-quill fixes are fully fielded; unrestricted operations are now targeted
for late 2026-early 2027 for the first units, with fleet-wide completion stretching into 2033.

These are exactly the kinds of hard-dollar, readiness, and safety pressures that, in theory, should make
a single blade-swap upgrade capable of eliminating the root aerodynamic compromise look extremely
attractive.

Current Reality on Adaptive Technology

Unfortunately, as of today there is still zero public or official indication that Bell Boeing, NAVAIR, the
USMC, USAF, USN, or the Army’s FLRAA/MV-75 program office are evaluating, funding, or even studying
any adaptive/morphing/variable-twist proprotor technology — including yours — for either the legacy V-
22 fleet or the new MV-75.

e All FY2026 funding and program emphasis remains on the mechanical gearbox fixes, ODSSHI
health-monitoring kits, nacelle wiring/structure refreshes, and the still-in-definition ReVAMP mid-
life program for the V-22.

e The MV-75 (formerly V-280 Valor) is now in accelerated engineering and manufacturing
development; first aircraft delivery for testing is planned by the end of 2026. Its proprotors are
described as conventional 3-bladed, all-carbon-fiber units (supplied by Eagle Technologies) on a
fixed-nacelle/tilting-rotor-and-gearbox layout. No variable geometry, morphing, or adaptive
features have been disclosed.

The DoD is clearly in a “prove the fixes work and get the existing fleets safe and reliable first” posture
after the string of gearbox-related losses. Revolutionary blade changes on a mature airframe face high
certification hurdles (even with your purely mechanical, hub-actuated design).






