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Fig. 1 Schematic illustration of two Fig. 2 Definition of growth pattern
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in secondary dendrite arm.
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Fig. 3 Flow chart of calculating
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Fig. 5 Variation of concentration predicted
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Fig. 7 Comparison of simulated concentration and
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Fig. 4 Variation of concentration predicted
by growth pattern function during
solidificationin in specimen 1
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Fig. 6 Concentration profile after
solidification in Specimen 1 and 10
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Fig. 8 Comparison of simulated eutectic
fraction and mesured eutectic fraction



