(2010 EXBEM AL E MBI S FHE)

MHEANZEEBICBNTHRET LT A -]

BRI

1. IZL®IZ

BETARDO KGR ORI % BT 5720, KIFBRZNEBREFVOMEKL, I
AU 72U D W TR Z 1T > T2 Y Fhex o lfE KM, LB O BEIEYE & R B4
ROBRERBT D L) Hiffbsh7zboTHhH S,

L FETOERTIE, ROBHRMAEEIKRE R DHI2ON, BXImEGER S, AT 5 WG
JICER L, SOHICHITORBAIREL R2EMHL5, S FTIE, EHRNET =27 A
IR KA F2ER & 6] LG T 5 4%, Fer DKM TR, FAELZBATRGERIET7 =27 A8 L1
Bl oT, TOMMAIWET L L AWM TH D, RFOMEEMFRENKEL 2DIZoN, K
PUEEASEIN L, ZOWMEREIINEL B w62 Y,

AWFFETIX, ZOWEMETLTIITAE—HETHD L WIHIRHE VT, TOTRAL—PHE
AHZARIZONWTEET S,

CCD camera
.

Cooling pole

(=]

«

Thermocouples ~—— E 4
Fluorescent lamp = & FO Working fluid chan % 3
e
_% Werm bath m 2
| !
=y
S 4
T 0
Cénstasit tem[‘:erature : 0 20000 40000 60000 80000
circul ator [N ST BRI #)]
Fig. 1  Experimental apparatus Fig. 2 angular velocity change of turn table

ZHH20114E11 H23H
s AR N I B2 R 1 A S

#4218 (2011) 313



314 =5

2. BNFERET IV - FEBIT

FEERIEOBBIZ Fig. LWIR Yo Hx OREAMOIING, kDT =27 2L 1d#ES T,
B E & F5O R = 140mm OM G TH B £ L THVEET A S ME L, FEHOEiCfL
BT 2WHBETHAIT 5 &) HIET, KEEEZARE, wHEZ e & R TC, Jefaki
BEDEMEE BB PR EZEBL L) ELTWD, BERAE OK) OBE ZKIEF 2cm O
Ay MEE PL—=H—THHILL, EFF I RX T TwRET 5. Hg SN72E)H % PIV#NT L,
HEEY; 2R B o

FBRGAME LT, B - BRI 5 CIZEE L, SR Il /B & sdife i | B e C
Wo D LS, MR T T LA THRA ZEEAREICBT NG0B ZRHET S,

I s £ 538 B O I =R S [ s ) TR AL SN TSR T & 2 B L H 1, WRHEEZ (1)
KD L) IS E72,

Q
0= 'max
\Q'max/\Q'min - t/tmax<g2max/g2min - 1) <1>

A VZBEIS, AL OB ANE B YR S R 1 OVEHET A L Y — AIERT S
H720 T, BIEAREWRD) LB DN HAERB) 2 I L T D (201048 H AR R FRFKR
KTOHE) . LL, REAEZILIC, TORMPEIKE 1 TR 2 Tho7z. BB 2THN
X, BEF 2 INEATEAN AL L TN R % kb, HbWiE, €ZT
FER S N7 2 OHGENLENS, REWEHI O 720 OB T ORETH Ltk %,

Po THMIL, X THRENETZIHYBRWTHEREZIT-> 7. &b, SHOEBETIE
Q o= 51rpm, Q = 1rpm, t,,=36000s TH 5. MliixE o nlzfH % o2 L)% Fig. 212K
LTHb, Q=0rpm » 55D, 10027 TQ=1.0mpm I TEHEE S, Q=10rpm % 1
MIMERE L 728212 Q = 5 rpm N TLORERI 2 T - < D NEES %0 Q o= 5 rpm 12F)5E
L7256, ZonfEEE% 1 RRMER L725%12, Q = 1rpm N THO10RH 220 T -
COBHET S0 Q = 1rpm IEL 725, 1RHFE U NHS#EE 2 #7345, £ 0kblEe1310
SHPTTQ=0I1T#L, #FI1ET %,

3.1 HRFHGEOLMEEK

Fig. 31, Wik F¥ (FEBKRM CTIIEMT M) L, P (FEBRKAE T I3 s
JE) DI0KMIC D72 HEMIERZ/R L TH Y, Fig 41&, W U kP U 7z oo i i 58
THbo WUEY = v NI ILISAAEL, #6mm/s DRE S TH L, FHTTH
PEBRICAHE T 2, TIRELE, (ZIFERRTRNSELE 2D, TOKRE 13#0.05mm/s T,

WA A TR 2



BEAREFEFICBVTHAET 20 A8 -3 315

Evolution of Zonal mean U (1-5rpm Evolution of ZonalMeanV (1-5rpm
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Fig. 3 Evolution of Zonal mean U Fig. 4 Evolution of Zonal Mean V
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Evolution of ul-[ul](1-5rpm) Evolition of vi=[vI] (1-5rpm)
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Fig. 5 Hovmoller Diagram of u’ at 45N Fig. 6 Hovmoller Diagram of v’ at 45N
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Fig. 7a  Hovmoller Diagram Fig. 7b  Low Path Diagram Fig. 7¢  High Path Diagram
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Table 1. Comparison with theoretical and experimental phase velocity.

Theory Experiment
c-[U] vyt —5.9mm/s —-10.3 mm/s
- [U] ARk AE —1.9mm/s - 3.92mm/s
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