82— S 788
(124) ERHEBEROFTHARR
(BILE 3 /PICH T 2 EREIHRBRIEE— 1 )
HEMEBRILER RB)IE- BEEMEomH#H %
TRAEN EHFfX €L % LE #

1. #% B ‘
RPOBERMAIZOWTL. T Afih, DEORBAEDOEVBELAT S, 20BN EEIAT
o I, BEKETROBREAFLETE THRORRIOWTOEAICHSBHABRIZIEALR
Lo ZIT, BIUE 3 BFOMABLBRERBRFC, EHONEAT 10T, ZORBEARET 2

2. A%EAEAB
M1 TRChI2BEMBE. ZOREIC, FFERECELCTFROMELRT - 150
TDRB®WZ I 2BMEOME, E8oHllE (EHm3 &)
EVAAREE ) 7 (H AR, BE, EH) (BHm3 &)
POB®ED 47 (2—2 2R, PFAKL2 — 27 2 fEEKE )
F o ® #KRARPOVF ® THWOFEREHHE

® 680 0

3. BREOEY

BERE OB, BB OBET A, Fb, PR, BBELBETL, #8410k, t UFICRBE
HOMRIPERSLZEAGNIMNENEE CRAZELL, SLURBEAETFTs25L, TDRE, 29
AAREEY ~ FOERE T, PO COBRMBARABR TS 2 L4
MLt 2D Tt SO Lr v ETw3, B
2, VbW AVFRHARBI IR L L -, ERBLBERRE
BOKBRRED, POV FiIZI2RBHER T, PRSI EEROZ
RELBB IR,

COBEMWONME, BROENBEIZIT HEBER, )y T
EOBMRILFIg. 1IZR$TEY T, FR410kg/tLTF CH.LH D KR
WL EL, WHhWAVERBREL - 1284, THOEADD
BEOSREL, Ry TLEWA LB, ZOBEMBLUVBETS

wn

=4
T

Slip index (one side + 2xboth side$(N/d)

L R N s
2 4 6 8 ]0 l2
Mean level of cohesive zone{(m)

ZBETRAY v 7OE, FROCEGCESVESR S, Fig.1 Relation between cohesive
zone level and slip index
24
4 PORDBR . e

FAOkr—2y 1 0HBIL, BRABEBRFVER G, L
_UBELS 5 BE LTD XS5k 7,

® HOokz—zzahBEIX, Fig.2 iR/ T XI5, 2—2
CALIEB YDV Y a2 — a3 e ABHAKRE L o T

N
N
T

N

S
T

o]

‘ o
o]
(o} e (o)
o \
ONormal fuel rate )O

=]
]

Coke size in race way (m)
[ J

ZiIZE bbb, KA HAAYRLI. £/ — O (@ preration \
2 Y= 4 BB OB & S 7% < 7% > 1, L

® %Dﬁg‘i . %A}%ﬁ% ‘:_—'ﬁz Lf:&@]%ﬁ:? X ‘5 = tf Solutiontoss rate/Coke rate(—3 Slip index (N/d)
ot T, BBBOBRMEFOEL -2 2 1 D% Fig.2 Behavior of coke size in race way
BTHEFLTVBI LA TR TELDTH S, during low fuel rate operation

—124—



