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A dynamic analysis on the collision between dry-ice and contaminant particles in
the cryogenic CO, cleaning process
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Table 1 Parameter values used in the simulation

Symbol n R Ay 20 E

Unit Ea/m? m Jim? m Pa

Value  4.72x10*?  3.0x107 25 4x10™  197x10°

Symbol o K H v Q

Unit m - Pa - m

Value  253x10° 0573  7.1x10° 0.5 10x10°°
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Fig. 3 Plots of penetration depth vs. time
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Fig. 4 Plots of horizontal displacement vs. time
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