(348)

85— S1131

B OomAADEBRRNK

- BHDOXFNE7HRAHNEEORN (B18) —

NS E KEB&KH

1. #¥%F
BEEODEDOLRNVRMEB I LEENIT,
HETELIRBLERL. FERE b L,
BAETHLTV B, AHTHE.
2. EBRAH&E
RS ER IR
(S45C) DFRPE—2EH W,

EX200m,

BHHOBERERETL.
EMHEYOY vy IREM TORBEER (27 VB 2iT0L.
FOEBERER, BLU. TOHMR o0 THAX B,

Ontm&E LHEFEH
HHMEE SEFE RARX

27 vETHB TORMEE %
E#Ric

255 (SWRH62B) £711
BERELO-HEHIET LD, K

o || 8|0 | &I
goo0CicmBA L., HREREBICLTHINE2ToHhe . EROMER
EMTOLNEAEETLHET 240, BENHOS sRET, 72+ v |Ringcenter] Ring Edge
~2ABBSETAELE, S5k, ERO ) v rRkEHoBEn v s2m  Fig. 1 Test piece
FL, LRRFRAMNE-2328REL-BAOBNSEHEIAE L, (Fig. — T~
1) 2ZT, 25 VROERLVAEKE., Fig.2 KR4+ EL, ®EF@A o E@ 8 1
TRUZ, CORD. VI XH (1,238 ----- ) kBFB L. xTESR R & X
My A xdURERZRBT ZOFENBESVAKRERD. Y v 7y -3/ﬁm $Ef
FP=30~120mOfETR2~4KEN 1, H & 3
3. EBRHRE d 'Center  Sectionl-3

() Fig.3 CHBOBAOEHARY LERLOANEED L
BAERTH, BHEROOTELELTHLS —HL %,

@ RESMIcLI2BBHRANEEE. BEL2UBERERS LS
DE—HTILLPEATE, Chickd, EBORESH
o, VYIREMOBBRBOKRNEEEHRETE 5,

B VYIRBMOEBLVTEORMNEERZ, Fig.4 tiRd
TeEL  BROBALHE~NETL., v YBEHEELLZAE
ERIWE 0% 4FXENRIIW6 5%TH 50,
BERDEV,
PDEDEBRBIURTERE b & KK,
B (ER) KT szy VRORERREAFEL &
8 (Fig.5), 1.7~25EELLED, O
Buxsre7 ABESHOSEBEILEEET 2D L
KESHh B,

4 BE

Yy SIRBMOBERDRERE DD, BRERESH
A TES LoD, TOHEAEHS b L 12,
<BEXW>
1) BAR, EES

#+ 4 Xic &

VYIS Dk Vs —

(7)
100f

Effect of cooling rate

ERHTE, Eadik 1972)

—351—

Fig. 2 Model of ring edge

2 30 measured calculated
Q L #53 o
8] o1l a -
g
E 20r =9 Ng=406xy 0.469
° b 00 _o-0 (0.8%C)
Q [}
B 1o} gt
2 —’f’ \a-xeex7044o
— ‘&6 -y
3 B . _ (0.4%C)
S 9% 10 20 30 40 50

wind velocity v/{m/s)
Fig.3 Comparison of measured and
calculated cooling rate

80

60

40

Z
3
L%Da -
e ?r
955, 3, %I
- 2 s
o
1t Alr b= ° Edge Center
fte[olm]| = .
Fig.5 Range of wind

Fig.4 Effect of cooling
rate (single ;

100%) velocity at Ring Edge



