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A Experimental Study on the Underwater Noise Characteristics of
Ducted Underwater Propeller made of Different Materials
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Table 1 Materials of Duct and Ring Rotor

T A4 S
47 (AL) 170

=)= CRP 170
GRP 174

B2H SHFH|E(AL) 171

‘ Excitation : Duct Hull@Duct + Rotor in Air ‘
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Fig. 1 Comparison of Ducted Propeller in Air

Ring Rotor

Fig. 2 Cutview of Ducted Underwater Propeller

Fig. 3 Photo of Ducted Underwater Propeller in
LCC of KRISO

Condition 1[c=3.5, RPS=15.65, Pt=196.1(kPa)]
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Fig. 4 Comparison of Ducted Propeller in Water at
Condition 1

Condition 2[o=3.5, RPS=17 .64, Pt=251 3(kPa)]
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Fig. 5 Comparison of Ducted Propeller in Water at
Condition 2
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