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Fig. 2 Spray patterns of geosim models
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Fig. 4(b) Y-component vorticity on the plane of symme-
try(upstream): Fillet No. 1

T T o T T T T
-0.36 -0.3% -5.2¢ ~0.JE -t 12 -0.06
X

Fig. 4(c) Y-component vorticity on the plane of symme-
try(upstream): Fillet No. 3
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Fig. 12(a) Inlet Models
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Fig. 12(b) Inlet drag coefficient vs. IVR
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Fig. 14(c) Streamwise velocit;(contours and cross-flow
vectors at section I
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