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Fig.12 Blockage performance in varying the proximity of the propeller to the ice blockage
250 100
200- —0-005dR 005 4R
o030 dR e[ o 0304R
£ 1oL 4 105dR = 60 -
= =
= 100 40
Q
50 A 20
0 0
—50 | | ! | | | ] -20 | | | | | | ]
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07
J J
(a) 11 BB IR (b) HARHIHIE
B 13 R[E) k3R 8 BE T B B2 HE SRk 3 71 1 BE IR
Fig. 13 Blockage performance amplitude in varying the proximity of the propeller to the ice blockage
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Fig. 14 Cavitation pattern induced by ice block
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