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with lubrication condition

o

L

S-BE200L930KCEL, FKHT = i}
THEH Lo B4 BEIFADRES AT gf/gjgk\\\\‘_ E

57, NEOBEVMICHAIKE (% § — = 23
EL, TORNMENERLTRbo Ch - T :
ROPICA—pi@ b, ToT TR ans - o rereesse FPheeel e 2
ATbBCLH, <~—ombHEMOBRE | T
YEBLRBICE 277, (Top) 10 m"(ﬁm 100 a0

Distance from the top end
B)FA4 » PERDESE

on the variation of wall thickness

Fig. 3 Effects of temperature non-uni formi ty

Distamce from the top end

Fig. 4 Effects of bar rigidity
on eccentricity of wall
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