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Effect of Nozzle Lip Shape on Underexpanded Jet Impinging on Flat Plate
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Fig. 1 Computational Model
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Fig. 2 Density Contours (L/D = 2.5, T,/D = 0.1)
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Fig. 3 Density Contours (L/D = 3.5, T,/D = 0.1)
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Fig. 4 Density Contours (L/D = 3.0, T,/D = 0.1)
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Fig. 5 Density Contours (L/D = 3.0, T,/D = 90.0)
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Fig. 6 Pressure Distribution on Flat Plate (L/D = 2.5)
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