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A Study on the Effects of Ultrasonic forced
to a Twin-Fluid Spray
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Fig. 1 Experimental nozzle.
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Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of the experimental apparatus for the Fig. 3 Measuring point of
vicinity region. the spray._
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Fig. 4 Comparison of the SMD according Fig. 5 Comparison of the mean diameter
to the axial distance from the nozzle tip. according to the axial distance from the
nozzle tip.
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Fig. 6 Comparison of the mean Fig. 7 Comparison of the mean
diameters according to the radial diameters according to the radial distance
distance at 200 mm from the nozzle tip. at 400 mm from the nozzle tip.
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Fig. 10 Comparison of the distributions of

droplet size according to

distance from the nozzle tip.
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