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Fig.8 Power spectral demsity S(f) vs.
frequency f at z/d=0.77
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Fig.3 Mean velocity Vy vs. normalized vertical co-ordinate z/d
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Fig.4 Mean velocity Vz vs. normalized vertical co-ordinate z/d
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Fig.5 Turbulent intensity Iﬁz/ﬁ vs.pormalized vertical co-ordinate z/d
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Fig.6 Turbulent intensity Nz/ﬁ vs. normalized vertical co-ordinate z/d
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Fig.7 Reynolds stress w—u/ﬁ2 vs.normalized vertical co-ordinate z/d
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