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MOIEJIUPOBAHMWE TOPEHHWA MOMMEPEYHBIX CTPYU BOJJOPOJIA

B BLICOKOCKOPOCTHOM TEYHEHHWH B ITPAMOYT'OJIbHOM

KAHAJIE METOAOM IDDES*

C. baxns', B. B. Bnacenko?

AnHotamma: OnucaHbl pe3yjbTaThl TPETHEro 3Tara 4YUCJIeHHOro moneaupoBaHusi aKcrepumeHTa ONERA
LAPCAT II no BBICOKOCKOPOCTHOMY TOPEHMIO BOJOPOJA B MOAEJbHOM KaHaje. Ha manHom aTame pacue-
ThI IPOBOAWIKCH C YIETOM IIEPOXOBATOCTH CTCHOK KaHajla M HAJIMUMSI CTEKOJI Ha OOKOBBIX CTEHKaX. Takxke ObLT
o0aBJIEH TeHepaTop CUHTETUYECKOM TYypOYJICHTHOCTH Ha BXOJAE B KaHaJI, a HaYaJIbHOE TT0JIe ObLIO IOJIy4eHO
B ipensaputesbHOoM RANS (Reynolds-averaged Navier—Stokes) pacueTe ¢ MCITOIb30BaHUEM HETMHEHHON MOJIe-
1 SST-NL (nonlinear shear stress transport), 4To MpUBeJIO K BOSHUKHOBEHUIO BTOPUYHBIX TOKOB B yIJlaXx KaHala.
[Ipencrasiensl pe3ynbTathl pacueToB Ha 0a3e noaxona SST-IDDES (SST-based improved delayed detached eddy
simulation). [TokazaHo, 4TO y4eT CTEKOJ BIUSIET Ha CTPYKTYPY OTPBIBHBIX 00J1aCTeil, HO c71a00 BAUSIET Ha CpeaHUE
IapaMeTpbl TEUCHHUST W paclpeae/iecHre JaBJIeHUs BIOJb KaHaja. CyllecTBEHHOE BIMSHKME Ha BCE IMapaMeTphl
OKa3bIBaeT HeJIMHEITHAs MOZIEITb ¥ TeHepalldsl CHHTETHUECKOI TypOyJICHTHOCTH.
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