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Abstract: In order to obtain the laws about the effects of turbulent parameters on structural
surface wind pressure distribution, the grid turbulence generators were used in wind tunnel to
generate some identical turbulence intensities, different turbulence integral scale wind fields, and
some different turbulence intensities, identical turbulence integral scale wind fields to study
rectangular structural surface wind pressure distribution. Some correction formulas accounted for
these influence were propounded. The results show that rectangular structural body-form
coefficients in the positive pressure zone increase with the increasing of turbulence intensity, but
the absolute values of the body-form coefficients in the negative pressure zone decrease. The
change of wind pressure in the positive pressure zone has no relation with structural size. The
body-form coefficients in the negative zone are influenced by not only turbulence intensity, but
also structural size. With the rise of the turbulence integral scale, the absolute values of
rectangular structure body-form coefficient increase, but the ranges of different regions are
irregular and uniform correction is difficult.

Key words: wind tunnel test; turbulence intensity; turbulence integral scale; wind pressure;

body-form coefficient

K Fs B #7:2017-06-07
HEe&mB P EELER%IEESTH(2014M560737,2016T90876)
EEBN A M7 B, HBW VM A SR TR, T 241+, 1+ /5 , E-mail : baihua9810@163. com,



78 AEHAFE TRFIR

2017 #

0 3

BHEE AL T R FE G, Bl e B 1
TR X XU RO 25 2 M MG O . B A A BT AU
REAF 5T H AT 3 2O )R g . XU g B i
JZ I 15400 B9 A P o T i g 8 R 7 A R
BT DRG] 3 36 94 4% SR R0 o D00 7 JXUTIRD e AR i ) Bt it
B AR T BRI 3 58 B 9 11 A2 XU 5 AR Ak
1) SE B X 3 £E 7E 25 50 DT 1 B RUTR 2 46 45 S 1Y)
I 2% .

52 e IXUTIR) 3 6 4% SR R R 1 A%l PR R — L
WA EBE DR POT R, R R R RS
B ER SRR E N XS
— o LA UORG B X XU 3 6 25 2R i 1) 5 e AR AR 2
T5 HGA A, TS [ [ bR 2 51 2 (Ameri-
ca National Standard Institute, ANSD) $§ & I ™ ¥&
B0 28 It o B L 25 U AR A0 RUEE R4 T D B K
Stathopoulos™ 5 Hold %" ¥ i Iv] 81 | 77 7€ 1
G317, Tieleman'™ [ fF 53 25 S 26 B FUBAE AL (1) R71F
RAFRT 2 522 38R 4 RUEE S AR 3 R (4 5% ) 23
AR /IS AF ZE 30 i B S e 1 /N IROBE 25 3 B A P o R A A4
B DX EE RS2 R B 2 7 2 RS B, Bear-
man S5 AFSE & B EE B4 OB FE = 4 25 () i AH 1
A 30T 3 43 5 M KT o JE 2 UL % 25 9 AR
o REABUR. Vickery %5 5 1 52 I #4020 H7 A
RELT A5 R F T R T 43 AT B AR UL 38 I o
JEANAT Y o iR B AR T RN 2R A R L 3R T
7 Al LUk 58 81 2~ 3. Melbourne'®) ) BfF 55 B
RV A5 RO AR A /IS RUBE 2893 v i 36 23 T30 R R i
TR M AR 7 . AR I RIS X i L 3 HE AT T
GE s K I ZE U AR ROBE X 41 e 17 B LR 2R A
R 2 R AR DR SE T4 T BRI AR R
IERB AR R R R ZE 00 2 500 JR i 2K 0
Yk CAARC #4738 5%, & 30 25 I S B2 %
DRI R 6 45 SR P AR R . RS SR A I B R
ZEULAE S T R S B RO XA R 5 A
()52 e 5 TA A 25 0 XU S 000 2 HE AR AL T B AT AT 2
B UL 23 6F KU IR g 5 R P A . 2R RO
SRV AY T ZE R A3 RO o BRARLSP A 3 2k JE T T
R E L BT T 0 A K ) S e 45 SR Y < i 5 A
AT 5 250 A0 RUBE F18) 52 il o8 9T 0 3957 o VR AR
AIF 9% & B0 25 3 AR 0 RUBE X LI 1) 81 41 77 52 i) B 4
ZE U R FE RO BHIR O T R R AR R

DL b B9 3R W1 25 I RURE P 2 5000T R 2 X el S 4

[

Fag AR AR 2l 40 0 4 2R 7™ A 5 R 3 O R R Y AR
A5 AT BE R WUV S 8000 8 Al 5 BUR S5 R THI
WU 43 A A R A AR A . AU S0 B A 480 1 1 57 2
NIy — 5 22 ML 25 40 BT Ak 189 RS A7 AE i 22 O 1
F A XS B0 728 Al 0 82 500 45 g 35 17 KU 43 A LA
LM A SCHE XU PR AR AU T 16 FloAS [ 14 )=
TREE W 20 T BT 253 o R AR R (ELAR 2 JURE
A TA) 5 FR 3 RUBE AR [ {EL 2 0 58 B2 AS [8] 8 JL AR X3
LA I A AT 50 38 0 XU 1 2 5O0T R TR 495 4 2 T XU 3
A LR

1 FERBESMRORE

1.1 EREE
ZEUL R R IR R NG E RS
B, VAR — 5 FEAHT I P A KPS 2 XU AR A
Gy U FI @ ot RALES A bs 2R T RIS E] P50 DA
U= Vu, (O Fu,()*

u, (1)
U

K rw, (O u, (DR IR 2 WAy W8
Jok 2h G B4 5 @ P35 e, (o F ey, (o) B 52 H: T A
g R X3
TEFEA I B A G\ 1) Jok 3l KU o Co) FRAE [9] ik 3
GHE oo AR X (2) 115
u(t):uj(Z)cos(@)+uy(t)sin((15)*UL 0
()= —u, (D sin(®) +u, (D cos(d) |
i T XU Rl BL P AR P SRR BE AL FE 3 (E R O
AR 2 K K 8l o E 37 22 60000000 B SR
B A C A E - 00 O B B SRS =N «
B i 5B Z b, B

(D
cos(P) =

)

o

IuiU
_o

IV*U 3
— 0w

IwiU

ZEU R 5 i )2 XU I A £ b 3RORERS B RN
JEA OG5 2 5 e 45 K AU A 28 1Y) T SR
1.2 MHRE

S 359 A S N ) R 0 T A B IR R T
KREBRZE PR -G ERNYG . ZRREEE S5
J2 FR AN TR]RUBE it T 118 20 1 L ) ke i 1 . A T e R
JE s n R F S B R n (KB, O KGR U
BR DA R B BB P A=U/n, 502 W e R



% 6 4

B ML F TR AR T 4R 4 M R E T 3 R AT 6 R 79

U ROBE 2 ZE i XS h i e Y ROE .
TR A =GR REPE L VR A R R B g 3 A
75 18 B B S R w () o) v (D) B AFAE 3 A5 1A
AR o RUBE L IR 3 9 AN ZE B R . DUBTR
1] 25 3 B4 RUBE g 491 AR 418 B ML ik 2 3k B2 1) G2 3 4
Mt BU RE L £k R

1 [+
L= L] Ry da )

Godo

= R, ) R IR ] PG 5, Cey s yvi s 200 8) 5 (g +
Tayrez s ) BKENRGE w 09 5 W J5 25 bR B 00 R Bk Bl
WG w 17 2% .

20 () AT UL, ARG AR I3 RUBE S 032 9 Ik 3l X
5 Te 3% B A e 22 A D TR 20 I Bl T 2 A
PR o 7] — 7 1] 3% 22 A5 & 22 4> W0 5] fE DXy F 3l
TR AR B R U s e T I D A 2R 2 R AP
0 AR S . 5 B i) 3 b R R R ER AN KR
T E WA LAY 35 K 1) R i AT A% . T ik gl L s
ulx, st TR BN ulx, —xt) s Hop x=Uzr  3X 5L
Je R T ks X E D 0, 7T A AH O B
HOR U 7 22 R A i (D ATl 200G AR |

1 ("
L: = —)J R, () dr (5)

oo

MR 28 A 2 AT LR 22 a0 o e A Dy B S
i R AL TSR TS © Bk 2 7 2 IR R 28 i
PO AT B AR 4 RUBEJE & BT 58 (9 AR SCH R
W7 AT A B . RRG RUBEAE 45 4 IKUfr 28 43 o 2L
A S R/ NJE T 45 52 5 . R
AR/ NSy NG REZCE A B 1120 AN W ) ) D A B e i
BN B2 e 2 R] RE 23 HRIH L BT ABE SR AR o RUEE 31X
— B RO AT 5 g XA 2 5 o TR R T LA
HEMSHMNME.
2 R IE
2.1 FRRHES RN

T30 7E A 22 KA U S 3 2 AT L e B R
HJ3mxX2.5 mX15 m, KK 0~53 m-s '"ELE
AR B A1 R EE /N T 0.5 %0 KU I G
Ko BUER A A IR OB A 8] 09 )= 38 25 0 X
Y WMl B8 R an il 1 TR . 16 FhAS 8 A% #il XL
e o S WA RE R 1,2 iR, K
FIRITE  E SUARME 0. 1~0. 2 RoORMMTEE N 0.1
m FAS A0 FLRE SR 0.2 m A A% Mt KU 37 L K Ik
et . ARG AN RIS A 20 )5 B R A S s R
1L 6 F AR B0, 1~0. 3(E PR K17 %0, Blor R

(b) #%#0.25~0.6

B 1 RS
Fig. 1 Turbulence Field of Grilles
x1 EIREREE

Tab.1 Turbulence Intensities of Different Schemes
AN A A A0 AL SE (m) R B R/ Y6
& M58 BE /m
0. 60 0. 40 0. 30 0. 20
0. 25 35.13 37.97 33.44 37.57
0. 20 31.73 25. 84 23.35 29.13
0.15 25.65 25.98 20. 93 18. 21
0. 10 22.28 17. 84 17. 39 18.61
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Tab.2 Turbulence Integral Scales of Different Schemes

AT ARG 5 FLR T () R I R BUY RE /m
A% Bl 92/ m
0. 60 0. 40 0. 30 0.20
0.25 0.1224 | 0.2940 | 0.2555 | 0.3844
0. 20 0.1189 | 0.4086 | 0.2031 0.775 4
0.15 0.1049 | 0.3072 | 0.2919 | 0.2856
0.10 0.1006 | 0.0785 | 0.1011 0.2395

290,10 m) M 0. 1~0. 6 (ZEUIREE N 2200, B4y
RS 0010 m) 48 M 0. 25 ~ 0. 6 (35 Uit o8 & K
35% R RBEE S 0. 12 m) Z 3 3 i KU I8 36 45
TR A5 20 R A0 IR R[] I itk A 25 0 50 R 4 Al
T AU 43 A 5% W) 6 AR A 0. 1~ 0. 2 (3R 9
S 18% A REEH 0. 24 m) A% M 0. 1~0. 3(Z
TR R 17 %0 B4 RUEE Ry 0. 10 m) W] 5 35 3t 5 &



80 EHRAFE IRFZR 2017 %
A I 502 L3 FHE 45 4 T IR 534 F 320 ke
5 9 5t - ot ot ofe oo oty
1] i) X e
BRI R &l 2 s . o7, [RS0T ASOL ASTS RO 5 T
<1 | A801 A802 A803 AS04 AS0S
- o (] o (] (]
° A3K
AT01 A702 A703 AT04 AT0S
¥|o0o o o o o
o0
AG01 A602 AGO3 A604 AG0S
¥|lo o o o o
2
AS01 AS02 A503 AS04 A505
Ylo o o o o A2 3 CK
4, 6 , 6 .4
2 —_
< | B301 B302 E303
A401 A402 A403 A404 A4S | o o o [CEFTE
¥|lo o o o o E3[X
O
- 1 EE,OI E%’OZ E%)()S BIX
A301 A302 A303 A304 A305 ° E2K
tle © ° o B0l EI02  E103
© - o [ [
A201 A202 A203 A204 A205 [ AR
Ylo o o o o v E1X
<t| |AL01 A102 A103 A104 A105 AKX
¥|lo o o o o 20
N X o
(a) AR A (b) EXll &
B4 HEEUSAHE(EAG:cm)

©) KBE
B2 HELERK
Fig.2 Photos of Model Test
2.2 IR
A3 Al ROBE A TR /N RO ASE TR A 8 1 S 4 K
0.1 m WIEJ B, m 0.3 m, CK

R 5 KRR R
BB LS 2 | e ek
S AT PSS
B 4 5 R A 3 T R

A Z T Aoy DX A "
3 b R AR R A Y AR X -
BRRF—2

R DRIE B Y B P 3K

BANEERE S m s ' 510 m3 gasxzs
m e s R, B XU R Fig.3 Model Partition
£ 3 R F 6 ZH B T
PyfE . 6% B e PR SE (R PST 24 w] YR 7R 1 948
L SRAEM AN 312, 5 Hz RAERK 60 s,
2.3 ABERRESH
2.3.1 FRBEMNFHREZEG A

K5 2 i 7 R AL XUTE CA DO Al X T (B
DO VXU (C DO S35 WU 2 00 A3 1 B0 . 3 XU

Fig.4 Arrangement of Measuring Points (Unit:cm)

Hg 09 1E s o 1E AR AR BRAE A L 62 L O )
VNP N UANE S UR SR RASIE )R (s N
DRI 55 AT 249 8 B KT 67 A fEL HR R AE
i o e 1 D TN s R A O E A W = B3
B/ o P DXUHS 2R 000 A A B0 AT L L 4% TP 2y
Aiv FCE 20 MU PR B L TG 5 Bk A MR A
2.3.2 FREEAHKARE RKN Y0

K6 4t T ORI L /I TR ) 3 DX AR R AR B
H P 6 ] UL 2 A X b T30 KUTHT , 25 R T R 3K U R
B RS Ol IE R DX Y AR 0 O R /B A
DX AR 7 28 508 R 1 i 2 A ] o 00 JXUTE 5 IR T
M0 G 2R 06 R R 2 9 T DX AR T R R 4
XHEW/N . 285 BE Y 17 00 38 R F) 3500, KA A
B1~B3 X {A R 5 K 2 xF B 53 50 /s 33002606
320, /ML AL A TR DX 48R 43 0 e /s 1106, 800, 1105,
Br T E1 X, H A TR 5 5 XU T 670 XA A2 fl AL A
S0 XCE B DA [R] . 250 5 R T 45 48 B R IX
[LSREN QR AL RTR S (NN VRPN iy D
i S L /MR o A S DAL A XA 3800 X T
32 R ZE U Y S ) o 1 T DX B R I 2K U o R
RMTHE K S 32 45 A0 R RZ Wi e/ o AT 55 5 XL T
Y BT DX IR 17 A2 R i 25 U R T 45 R R A B 3
MARRIE SR IR 2 W . R AR 2500 2 52 25 1 A1 E 3
Wi A 0 28 3k 235 K 2 T 7 A i e L L P 4 SR A



% 6 4

g B, E . FARBBEARMNEHBERED Y RTRG YA 81

1.2840
1.196 0
1.1080
1.0200
0.9320
0.8440
0.756 0
0.668 0
0.5800

(a) AR

(b) BK

—0.2475 —0.3285
—0.3734 —0.3822
—0.4994 —0.4359
—0.6253 —0.4895
—0.7512 —0.5432
—0.8772 —0.5969
—1.0030 —0.6506
—1.1290 —0.7043
—1.2550 —0.7580

(c) CK

5 XEBERRETEARNERBSS
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