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Fig.1 Experimental setup

3. WEAE
B#E#® 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30(m/s) > &L
®, FNUIRICT 257, HBhzo—FELIlL
DML, RO, RQDEFIR > TIHERE,
BhREERD =, Fix, —HREEIBEFRAIZE
BOY MEIZLOHIZELE.
D=C,04,V°/2 ¢))
L=CL oA /2 @)

ZZIZ, DA, G VUREL o0 EROE
B, V. —FEE, A FhAmICHELRE
B LB, C:Bhal, A BAARICE
EL-HEETCH .

4. EBREER
Fig.2 |2/ 16R 8 & Reynolds BOBMARHE
ENE, Figl CFOTRESE 1%, Figd ZEN

— 294 —



f7# & Reynolds BOBIR(HtE = %, Fighl
ZFOTHEZ 2 ZNENTT.

RS Reynolds B ERICONTIHEE
E IHAERTH BH, THIEZ JIIEENRS
N, BHREIITHES THMEE L Himd
THLIMHEMERTH B, £, £HD, @,
®, @Oz o— FE) ALk 2KRETIE
FENDSZT DFEEADRENT-DITINFRE,
BHRBEHICE R> TV, THEZ ITBN
THEH TEEOBEMNEDFERD S, KBTIET
FFEnHsE<, ks S 8 FH(TE TILEEEN
B\OLENTN=. SO LS EEOEI» TR
HFEEADDPPOTNDEEHEZLND.

TtE = 0£EQL@D L TIZ % v M &
DHF2Z I L D IRARBBLTEHREE D
SRS, L LIBEZ 0XHGL@%T
WTae, Zv bEERLMFZZ IO AR
UBICBEAREEBICIERETS. Zhidxy b
ERDOHIFLEIEICLD, REOHEMIER-
I DICRBH TR 2RENDEL R DD,
PR CIAIERE HFE L R EHE QBN <
DA TICE S I hTRBEEILNS.

B = LTHEE L OHE T, HAREX
HEOEEDBRONZRNE, BHGRED 110 2
Eio@AD T 22 & Figd, Figh hSHRARN
3.

5. ¥r® ,

FOKHICBANIEH T OIARE, BARK
& Reynolds EOBIRMESNT=.

TS = ETRE S ICHN, BAREDED T
LT s, FENPLZT DHRAADENT b
wEInE.

v hERIFIIZILICLD, RBEHTIE
FHREBLUTBARENS LR L, PESTRR

FFREE LELREDEHLD T AP R SN,

BWEE . AR EARRMR A kL, PRBRK, B
HRMEK, BHAREROLRK2GHZETTOAE
L=, TZICEEL, BBoBERLET.

SEH :
LAE B S JEE TIROKEEEHEDRET, R
R THARE AR (1998)

07 - -
08 > - .
o —_—
£ 05t ,//)’/,}"# 3
£ |- R
g o [ L
| b
8 a3t [e-%#d]
< i
ERR L
St —
| A
0 . . - -
0 50000 100000 150000 200000 250000 300000

Reynolds number

Fig.2 Relationship between Reynolds number
and drug force coefficient (& =)
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Fig.3 Relationship between Reynolds number
and drug force coefficient (& %)
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Fig.4 Relationship between Reynolds number
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Fig.5 Relationship between Reynolds number
and lift force coefficient (FF® =)
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