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Fig.5 The watering process of metal segment at 5.5 m/s
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Fig. 13 The calibration of the water entry velocity
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Tab.1 Test cases and the real velocity
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4 FHEME 5.5 5.430 1.3

Fig. 14 The vertical watering process of test model
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Fig. 19 Time history comparison of pressure between simulation results and test in different cases (sensor No. 1)
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Tab.2 Comparison of dynamic response peak between Simulation and test results
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&R /M 5.5m/s 25,9 26.2 1.1 230.0 220.0 4.5 2930.0 2680.0 9.3
HHFSER 1.5 m/s 4.3 4.6 6.5 46.0  41.2  11.6 3200.0 3000.0 6.7
HHMZER 5.5m/s  10.3 23,5  43.8  120.0 100.0  20.0 5500.0 16 000.0 65.6
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W {H 46,0 kPa. 2250504 6. 500 11. 620 WA RLAF S R 07 i R R — B 4 R Johnson-
5.5 m/s AJKIN e KRIL 2N 10.3 g Fe KT 120 Cook 5 R FIEE- 214k 2y 25 255 ofE DU i 52 4 3 70 Sl 35
kPa. B2 5351 0y 43. 8671 20. 020 AR BRZEIR KNy JH TR R A MR 52 vhify 8040 T 19 45 84 2 80 %)
65.6% . B e A KR 9 £ B 67 1 A7 T
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