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Computational Analysis of Vortex Structures around Wall-Mounted Bluff Body in
Boundary Layer
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B AT E KimEWol Ak W BAe AAE forcing ol fae] AA2AL WEIEs
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ou;
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2.2 Momentum forcing
2 (3l A 15 wle Lotof &1, momentum forcingS Fi= A fIE Aelsd vy gk
k k—1
e T ) 20 P M) ) @
714 UFE momentum forcingS 7P3]-°4 forcing pointolA @azbstE £xolth. UFE Fig. 19
A9p ol BA AAA &7t ‘00 H=F 7] fd Ui el Fasit. Fig. 1dAE 234
g% 9 linear$ bilinear interpolations ®oJFaL Itk Fig. 194 P2 HAAxAS F= Holx, U,

Uy, Uy, U P EUME X ARt

— > ug

—> U

(a) (b)
Fig. 1. Schematic diagram for the interpolation scheme (a)bilinear interpolation
(b) linear interpolation

2.3 mass source and continuity equation
21(4)9] ¢ Fig. 20148} 2ol whel Wi B4 Wil YAstz, ub =
St} FARE ETahsts A4l Bha %A At A4 A% e a%dH oy

k &
L S
7" Az Ay (8)
o} o] Ak ey wig Wi AW AG)E E7] Aol & F glorg 2349 Ak Gt o
F2 F4 gowA aloh o'e oAl ALgse] gejahd thgt ol Wil
N ~k
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7 Ax Ay 9

Fig. 2. mass conservation for a cell containing the immersed boundary
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