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Numerical Simulation of Characteristics of Mean Wind Pressure
Distribution and Flow Field on Typical Spatial Structures

LI Qing-ya, YE Ji-hong
(School of Civil Engineering, Southeast University, Nanjing 210096, Jiangsu, China)

Abstract: Based on FLUENT 6. 1. 22 soft platform with Reynolds stress model (RMS), authors
implied the computational fluid dynamics (CFD) numerical simulated technology to research mean
wind pressure distribution on typical spatial structures, such as dome, catenoid and elliptic
hyperbolic paraboloid, as well as the characteristics of fluid influence around the structures. The
numerical simulation results were found to have good agreement with the wind tunnel
experimental results. The characteristics of wind pressure distribution and the flow field were
discussed by considering some parameters, such as wind velocity, wind direction angle,
roughness of terrain, scale and rise-span ratio. Finally, based on the structure shape and the
regularity of wind pressure distribution, in site category B, the local wind pressure coefficient of
every region was gained, which can provide reference for the engineering design.

Key words: computational fluid dynamics; numerical simulation; spatial structure; mean wind

pressure; pressure coefficient

0 3
it 25 B S 50 2 2 10 % B ARG ) 50 O SR i 4

i

Y5 H #5 :2007-12-06
BEE£mB :EHEKARBF=EASTH(50678036)

SRR S A e S L E R VS N LT
ZIIRE N R A B R A LR AR R SR R
A Ok R SR VR T . R B2 R T b R R

TEHE B W ME1982-) . 5 b B A, L2480+ 58 4 L E-mail : ligingya@ yahoo. cn,



%14

ZE e S A ) 4 M) T 3G KR S A RS R M 69 FIE BE 77

AT 19328 217+ 35 2 O FF Xk i B A 0 A 3 A3 i R e
SR M. UL UL KUZ B F R A A A sh o 3
G 23 AR B AY 1 (8 AH [R) g5 B3 0 1 A 22 I 7 R TR
22T L . A b BR T BH ) A R R
KD FZEA I N B s e h . Kig
23 () 25 P A A BL AR | Ah 3t 30 88 30 1 L 1K, 24 XL
Wik o T I 2 7 A A2 4 22 70 1) S0 43 S R R G
R 537 43 52 2% o TR 0 XU g 280 Ay 65 4 5 31 1Y) B
Rl . A E AT I CRE SRS M 7 BT ) (GB
50009—2001) H AL 45 H T a7 B4 TR 11l B2 4 IR A
BIUE 75 TR AE R R 250 RReE 2 2 =
Je S 1 IR 3 A e XUy 88 1 RN B a3 A

AT XoF 2 ) 25 40 11 - 2 XU BE 8% 305 17 4 o
MBEREL B TR TG, Ik A SCh 2 H
iz 8 7k 3) )1 %% (Computational Fluid Dynam-
ics, CFD)H A, 3 F FLUENT 6. 1. 22 & {4V &,
3 3 A a8 i, %o L S U 25 [ 25 44 1) 52 KU
AT THRARMGR . BJGHE B RGP 45 4
T8 2RI XU 23 A7 45 A5 X 25 0 1) 1 T 2 B0 47 T AR
AT 15 3] TR b S H A AR TR R R mT R R
&%,
1 HEAE

A T B ) XA S I A AT R 4 PR
AR AR TR A Bl g 2 A T S LA
TR EME R 6 B A AR U Bl RN AR AL 5 55 A
KIS R GBI 3T . T IR B 2 PR
ST PR A Y A S, AR S A A L B A ST IE
SR AR EE A, T REX A
it RS LA i RS
1.1 RETFEFRE

R AR TR, %5 o R i 15

du , dv  dw_
oxr 9y oz

AFuvw A NEEREw £ x.y.2 J5A Y
i,

1.2 ZHESFERE

0 (D

o(pu) | . __9p Oty
o +div(puu) 81,‘+ Y. +

oy + Y +F, (2)

o(pv) | . __0p_ 9ty
o +div(povu) 8y+ ye +

oty | OT-:
RA Ay F )
783/ + D% +F, (3)

o(pw) . __0p | OTw
o +-div(pwu) 8z+ or +

OTy | OTe
==+ F, 4
oy + Yy +F. 4)

A p IR HOTIR FRE ., “ T VT AT N
PRl 43— 8l P A R ™ A 1 4 AR oS iR 3R 18 2
PERE 1« W43 F, JF, JF. ROk By,

H AT AL e ) R i A I B 1 B AR Ty R —
A AR R TS 1 I B 4 R AL, B B TR AR
i AT i » 0T SR AR A 0y oK i . B AR L
AT A3 N T B R Ay 5 (DNS) FlE B 3 5
W7 . DNS J5 ¥ 5k )& A # H Bk i 19 Navier-
Stokes J5 &%t it T E-  HLIE b AT LA AT 20 A X ofE
(0 1A 5 S (EL S 1 53 L 19 P9 A7 2 ) R 5 o
M sRAEH M Bl TR B . dE EHEHE
A0 5 3 oh s AR A T L SR I 286 B TR R R 4
JIRERL (RSMVD #5 Z  AB HIT & 2R 145 1 [ 4 14 it 20 2
JE R 1S3 I A L T ME T 2 R e I Bl B U Bl O Tl
U] R AR R L 1 T MR T X e e A X R
7 R Tt A K St T B A ST iy O R O
F1oK M. 28 & oK M RGBT B Rl 2B o R A
RSM,

RSM J& F = & W5 800 I i S A Al . A [k
RE T B3 5 B 70 7 26 M 0 1 DL T R Bk sl 2 2 BE e
P TR BRI S DR I 7 3T BE X, SR P AR S i A BE
A7 PR AR DR A8 IE RSM AR AL, LA 0L RE T B 30 1) &2
Femsh B G . RETH PR BOE LB g — R AR A
2 T ¥ BE T A 9 B 5 R O X SR A
KA HERRER .,

2 FHRIES R CFD HE#&EY

2.1 tEER
2.1.1 JUfTaEAe

BERL DY J B AT JLAr 45 ROLE S 1 SR AL RS
Xy Xz B K R/ T 2 B ZE BN F 3%
() BER  fe 23t S B I8 T Iy by X ez K EHUCH
ax, HH,a=30.6=>15,c=10, BRI FE A H 17
MR AWK ER 1/3, Z2HLBR N«
AEJ7 18] 2R R 3t J5 Il s = J7 1) S SR ) s BE U7 ). LA
Bk A5 A AR L R R AS R A an i 1 TR L EIX
B 2 pros, AR KR .
2.1.2 BB IEH B AR 5

A S AL 24 XU S A0 2 T AR A TR, A5 [
BIHOE AR AT 1 a2 il XU =L 25 B 2 5 ek




78 AHAFE TRFR

2008

A

Bl BEMNENS(y#EATEAER)

Fig. 1 Partial Mesh Division ( View from y-axis Direction)

e

0 x

Gz~ G, 1l 1 I

G,

B2 HERXE
Fig.2 Computation Region

PERTFENE BE M€ . W15 071k SIMPLE GR
fife Fs 1A G T R AL 021 B =07 20 i sGH B 2 SIM-
PLEC, BpphiH — %1y SIMPLE 8. 747 %MK
TR 2 BT A f i O R 0 A G 2R BR A N T
1X1077, FLl 2 31 50 DX 98 i) Joi i 3k o 3k 3 B M
DLPR IR 0 2 B A <1 1 A B A Oy T A U 3 i

XF 355 DX IR AT A ) A3 B SR 23 B TRl
HAY O i S5 A BT LA T KR4 TR G A R AE
2By DY T AR A A A AT LA S T AR A A B
BLIEAR S T 4 750 DA o bt o = 6] D T R D) A 2R A7
T OB A 4 BT S T L TIIX Ry 7S T AR A (B 2)
2.1.3 #R%EH

A1 SR < R U XU T e B e BRI A A
b BRI IS 2 7 1) KUGER T (BEFU LG 12 SH IR
KRR U) =U,, (Sz/10), i Uyl 10 m @55
Qb P SF- S5 KGR L A T8 &y T )= 5 1] B XU, = H
YRR . R TR A P B R
K (UDF) H .45 7€ it I RE & Fllis SHAE AR €

k=S, D

3/2

K C, A RELC,=0. 0950 i i 1R L L
DRI #) d5e R RUST 3 T 2y i 3 5 38 2 2% H A LY v Y
WE™

AR A R T e A R IR N AT

B W T R o,EDg—g’=o,%ﬁHE Hy
R I R S

TR S PO < SRR B3 T A P AR T
VRS I BE AT R BT T R A Ak B T

(5

P WY BET A5 PF . THIT O R SRy O BLAE T3

AL TR 14 3 i T SR P A5 0 1) TR Kl o T G >4

KRG R R PR L.

2.2 HEERSHN
BLARRFE G5 4 R AR BEAT S B #r

2.2.1 B RUR KI5 R4 5 M6 A
1E 53 17 53 1
SE n e 45°
Lo R 3 5 N Ar .
[10-11]  pt
& E;I/J 2 ftE - g f) »
M. AT 3 C4B5ADD6G7H819
B (B 20
e f/i=1/3>m e yL
K R Lo X G o %
SOME SR ms tmmnsesREaES

A.D.G XK & Fig.3 Key Points and Zone

f}f ?’J /J‘J f/8 ., B Bits of Calculation Model
(ECHDXCOF D XA & B0 RR K. B4
BB R R 55 1 25 R L. BT 5 Ry R B A
VINILNEI P

(a) B (B (b) R i B

B4 HERMERSKEARESER
Fig.4 Numerical Simulation Results and
Wind Tunnel Test Results
1.0

— Mt
o5l - KR

K1 R %

KRS ’
Bs5 XBLALHENRK
Fig.5 Pressure Coefficients on Key Points
MIEL 4.5 AT RLAE L BUE LA R -5 X 5
ZE R WG AN 7 1 AR B0 o A AL 8 4 —
Bl DRSO BRI M 5 R A TR BR ST A A B T
T S IXUTT & i R4 X B 1% 22 0. 20, 1 R 4 T AR
B 29745 31 e [ i 280 0090 9 1A R R B iR 22K



% 1 B AR R AT ) KR 5 BG4 T 4G SR B 79

BN U AR SCEUE AL 58 S 8O B P L R .

0030 R 5 AT 7 A A R 1R 15 25 0 BH I 3 19 0
SRRl S ) | - N O B ) I e NN O R E [
B KR 36 2 A 8] 0 0F 5% 7 325 5 30 A 4
A AR S KU 50 A7 78 AS 58 35 b 7y i DA, 4
W B S & A iR 2 . (AR 2 AR B A
RIPEBEWI X 2 FpAF 5T T B B A AT AT BT DA SEBR T
& op DB R A L 25 A DA B 5 S BRI O AR A
i &5
2.2.2 RiEEATELEROHE

A 4 B RGE o, 4 51k 10, 20, 30,
40mes " AR 1/3 AH, EEEHSSEHA
AR A DL T o R AR fb X XU 19 5 1 4% G B A Y TR
FEBWNE 6 fra. hE 6 AL 78 B K FE W
DR AR A 6T 235 ¥ IR HS 43 A 169 5 ) AT LA 220

—v=10m*

KRS

6 AERERBENRY
Fig. 6 Pressure Coefficients Under Different
Wind Velocities

2.2.3 hdmAnAk T ARG on

AR 3CH A BT A [ A 2R R Y 4 28 M AR
(AB.C.D B , i+ B BRURAS , 2 54 [a] H 55
Xt 5 KL - 257 AU 1 5 ) [ 7 Oy 4% O g A 7E AN [)
TEMIET RECEAE . WE 7 AT RLFE 3.9
DR AL BV XU TET B T XUTET T S A2 b A e K
Xof AR 4355 W 2 /0N o 0 IR A % 5 R T S L
TV RS 5 4 AR T A XU 43 A R S AR A T
TR L X E 4% ABLCL D Y 28 M 5 AR R K
Forp A D WU A A T A5 SRR 25 . XU W]
AN [) Hi 550 6T IR 43 A5 1) 5 W) 2 A B 1 5 EG A A R A
FEZH T B B FRE
2.2.4 4R HAELEREG A

ARSCHBEFE T 3 ARG RO (1 5 1.1 ¢ 200,
1+ 400) S5 46 (173 WU - A 1 B0 . 1B 8 S AN [m] 46
RO & IR R A 2 5. NI 8 AT LA L 1
U3 A T8 285 B A WA A2 Ak e K 48 XFHE 3R 25
0. 015, 3 15t W 4 KRG A — 7 Yo L N 22 AT 5 | 2 1Y 7

N — AHLFR
I e == BXJu % Pty
LGN e CEIR o

&~ - DML >

I 4 7 10

7 AEMBTHENRY
Fig. 7 Pressure Coefficients Under Different Categories
0.5r

— 45 R H 11400
c— =45 R E 11200
e R 11

DX 45k s
B8 AEFERILTHERRY
Fig. 8 Shape Coefficients Under Different Scale Ratios

WA 5 X AUE HSESS R I AR
3 RUES ik

3.1 IREHM

K5 TR ER TS 45 M I R R T R A
BRI T EFHX 6 FhRE L (f/1=1/5,
1/4.1/3.1/2.1/1.3/2) it 47 T35, LIS 2 Bk 5%
5 K0y & T - 389 KU 1 40 A AR

I% 5 LU B 728 A 6] R 58 45 #) 2 1F- 38 XU 9 43 A
R I TC R RS, FURBE A BT 2250 e R 1/4
43 (C X B ) AR A R Z k& 5 1/4 3843
CH DX T B0 A0 1) A8 Ak e R F 28 5 3% — o5 78 95 B
TREPEATE. YREW/NTET 1/3 0,5 X
AT T 50 04 T B B 5 A O B S Ah F O R IXC 5 T XY 2K 5
lWRF 1/3 B A B BLE M L4 4 F iR X, an
ST NN TR Ot RN R N & i
Mo AL EHOR RS LA 1/4~1/2 B AEH
PREE - o R 22 05 B R 5 L A 388 R XU 28k A
TR Z 804 A AE 25 A X IUER AR BTG K

r [ 77 0T P 8 M T BRSE A M A R R R
BN AR R ZAL KB /NF 1/4 15, K
JE 5 R ] R g s R B HL R 1/4 B 30 R
SPIEFER . XFEE AL B B R A A . B AW
DA 3 6 k5 AR SC R B B IR ] T X — R
HAERE L 1/4 Kb, 3 00031 5 AN 68 6% °F- 1 1 4% .
10 R B (A0l 5 B0 25 R b . AUIEL 10 AT LA



80 AHAFE TRFR

2008

1.0r
—fli=1/5 = =112

== flI=1/4 — fI=11

PN —m fII=3/2

....
~..

...........

....................

DX 3k 4

9 AEXREBLETHEERE
Fig. 9 Shape Coefficients Under Different Rise-span Ratios

0.4 —1=1/3
—=f11=1/2
‘2\. ......... fI=1/1 .
/02N =z N .
4 N\ N == flI>1/4 /_./ N, 7
= \ N, e " 7
gt Ve N T
D S ———
N - - N —
— 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
C B 4 D E F G H 1
X358 G 5
(@fI1>1/4
0.4r

—flI=1/5
i == fI=1/4
7025 N\ e m<i/4

—0.4
—0.6 o
—0.8} T
1 . .
c B 4 D E F G H 1
X 35 4 5
(b)1I<1/4

10 BEEUSAEHEHRHLLE
Fig. 10 Comparisons of Shape Coefficients Between

Numerical Simulation Results and Code Results

A BUE AU S IS 25 R A SO B[R] L 3 X
TET P 00— 24 2R 2 S 0 WA L RBC{EL B UL A B ) X
M 3 B R 8 3 AR 52 s T R v AL Y Ak B 2 i
N4, REHHN 1/4.1/3.1/2 B, RAB > X5
MG W) & R B RESEE N 1/5.1/1.3/2 If I
WAEZE R W2 R BS HE O 1/5 I XU 268 60 {E B A
Pl /I TR 5 B R 1713/ 2 I XU 268 %) B Y
k. TR R SR8 /N T 45T 1/4 i 50
BREADL A5 SR S 7 7 20 KT B A KT (9 R FR AT 7E IE
DX T BRI A5 2R B O TR X
3.2 BHEEN

B T A i L7 R U C6) By B BE 2k (] 1D)
G — e % 5 20 A e th m (P 120, 5 A O
z=—alIn(|z|+Va"—a”)—Inal+h (6)
r=—alln(v/2*+y + V22 +y —a)—Inalt+h (7

P S RO B T R T AR @ AR A2 0,
ARSCH b/ a WBUE S R 3~ 20 , 24 1 1) - 1f 1] S 43

11 S

Fig. 11 Catenary

B12 BH#E=fTE
Fig. 12 Three-dimension of Catenoid
DX 4 Qi 13 B
Ny L/m=1,
K14 &
i 1] XU s 73 A
b/a WAL,
Bl 14 al LU
45K 200 R T e T
WU T AL T IE

452

D

D

“ clc
A B 4 E F
> B A E F
C|C m

1
y‘[ D|D
o x

Fi X 362 3 43 H13 BHEREAS

A F R X, X Fig. 13 Zone Bits of Catenoid

0 B TE 45 1 00 B o IRUTED b 9 A I s B Y . 7 AR R
o3 B T A T T 788 PR R 200 XU T T 8 A
N 1 8 DX gl Py XU 48 0F {658 A 43 0l 7 A e R )
ATy A DRI F DX A XU fi o 420 o 300 XU TR 5
T RTS8 A U 458 o B 100 7 A4 ) T 0 R B ORE 2

1.0
—AX — 5|3
0.6k - =EX
\~~ - _FE
B2 e ____
W 02 STIIIoooooomeo oo
®M_,,l
E02 e -
~ L e e
ol = ——
1.0 6 9 12 15 18 21

B 14 HERHMEb/aWEK
Fig. 14 Changes of Shape Coefficients vs b/a

BRI SH O/ a9 W, S B Aol 5% A A
JE 3 A7 5 A 52 W R I LB 6/ B 3% R A% DX IX
i 2 X AR A /N B s 2 b/ a9 I KU 73 A1
Ptk AR IR E



% 1H ZE e S A ) 4 M) T 3G KR S A RS R M 69 FIE BE 81

3.3 AR X ih 0¥ T 45 4

AV B0 XSt 440 49y T 7~ T B0 19 R i 2 L BB
REE 8/5 . R 15 e o B i 1y 3 B 45 o RSE L HEF T
K e or X 45 s =4 i R I 15,16 iz .

1
R 0
g 90°
B E i
&

15 H6E XN i 4 H X3RS
Fig. 15 Zone Bits of Elliptic Hyperbolic Paraboloid

16 WHENHMYE=HTE
Fig. 16 Three-dimension of Elliptic Hyperbolic Paraboloid

3.3.1 R &l B &R E A 6 7 v

B 17 R B ELAE 1/12.1/6 WA BT, KU
T At i 2 B XU ) g A8 Ak T 285 4 XU 43 A 7 A 1)
S, L 17 BT LA IR A 28 fh 0T 45 48 77 A 1
S5 R B O RN K, IF L4 K 15 00 T A
ER BN TR X

17 38 0] LA S AU £ o 0% 15 B, Sk it
TE o 5 o3 B8 SR A H T D B B s ) A D
Y FERE D X E XA R S (BB A K Bl XL
MR D X E X Iy B8 K, L H 2 E X
B A % 5 L 1 R AR AR B A 3G R s XUl £
5 Z I e R IR T # R AE B X Z 5 s U ]
MAK B RO s B X XU 3 g/« el E X F X
AW 7 A8 5 IR T £ 4 A8 AR XA R B IR i A XL C
DX 5% M /0N » JHG XU 46 60 91 20 W b3 L B R
LI 43 B 103 I8 5 TE 25 A SRR AR Y R
Az s HLARR 7 22 1A s A2 AT S 2
3.3.2 kB E®ERIES AW

& 18 kKL 1M F AE 0°,45°, 90° i - 2 KU 43 #i
bR L AR Tt 2k . ANIEL 18 T LLE L R 85 H i
AR Ak AU 43 A 1) A R AIE 2 S 2 R B L R
Ff1 R OB s B I XU A7 48 1A B 2R B0 e A8 Ab B K LD
N 90°HF E XV F X R A 3R B R B e, AR A B

PR A

ST /(%)
()fI=1/12

— AX DX
==BIX -=EX

[ZF

RUTE /()
bYI=1/6
17 HERHERNEOAEHEZN
Fig. 17 Changes of Shape Coefficients vs
Wind Direction Angles

0.2_ -
—0.1
E=]

R _ —fb=1/3
g —04 —=fb=1/6
s

_047-
—LO B C D E Ia
[X 35k g =
(a) =0
O_

—b=1/3
—=fIb=1/6
——fIb=1/8
e fID=1/10
- =fIb=1/12
B C D E F

DX 35k 44
(b) p=45°

—fIb=1/3

= —f1b=1/6
—10r  ——p=1/8 O\ Se—ooo__
......... f1b=1/10
- =flb=1/12
—14 A . . ; 1
A B C D E F
X 35 4 5
(c)B=90°

B 18 FERHBERBILMNIL
Fig. 18 Changes of Shape Coefficients vs Rise-span Ratios
R A [ G2 W ) R A o0 B ™ L BB R
LU AR 28 A 23 0 3 2 DI A — 0 Y B2 {H A LR
AR,



82 EHAFE TRFR

2008

4 SERRETHERRY

A SR P B E AU AE L LU B et o AR
F AR IEET 3 T A 3 SR EE R I R R A R AR AR
ps U 3 2850 C, i BUIMAS A P FED il B A » 41
TREITS% . R ~30m . L REC T

A )
c, =2 (8)

B qdu
R N TR s g 5% RUE g —
Fovhp—1.225 kg + m vy B R A S

SRS TR TGS e B8 ALk JX3E

x1 HRTEHWIERNFTHERRY
Tab.1 Wind Shape Coefficients of Regions of Dome Structure

R AKX B IX CIX DIX E X FIX G X HIX X
1/5 —0. 60 —0.37 0. 30 —0. 60 —0.59 —0.41 —0. 60 —0.41 0.23
1/4 —0.80 —0.48 0.27 —0. 80 —0.78 —0.54 —0.80 —0.53 0. 20
1/3 —0.80 —0.50 0.25 —0.80 —0.79 —0.60 —0.80 —0.52 0.18
1/2 —0.80 —0.50 0.27 —0. 80 —0. 80 —0.66 —0.80 —0.58 —0.19
1/1 —1.00 —0.75 0.24 —1.00 —0.97 —0.75 —1.00 —0. 81 —0.31
3/2 —1.20 —0.90 0. 37 —1.20 —1.18 —0.86 —1.20 —1.04 —0.50
®2 BRELFMNIEREHERRY ORI LU IR 1 O XU 280K B 2R 801 4 Xof (L AE 4 1 X
Tab.2 Wind Shape Coefficients of Regions of WERAG Pt A, Horp  ZEBR AT XU B AT 1/4 X B AR
Catenoid Structure fed R 20 O Ja 1/4 X, P 0 728 4k g5 o8 1
a*b”'| AK | BK | CX | DK | EK | FK Zi. BREW/NTET /3 0, 5 K T H# 0
1/3 | 0.15 | 0.56 | —0.68 | —0.40 | —0.40 | 0.09 PRk W i, b FIEJE X 24 85 Kk F 1/3
1/4 0.13 0.40 —0.68 —0.32 —0.55 0.10 Hj‘?]&ﬁtﬂfﬁﬁwfﬁ%o Lﬁﬁﬁfﬂ?ﬁ[ﬁtﬁ’%ﬁ’?ttﬁ
1/5 | 0.09 | 0.36 | —0.68 | —0.28 | —0.60 | 0.10 1/4.1/3.1/2 it s KB4 X B0, e 500 905 0 4 A0
1//6 0.09 | 0.28 | —0.65 | —0.20 fo.ai 0.11 RS LY 1/5 B » KU 46 6 (805 B0 i/ » 1 2%
1/7 | 0.08 | 0.28 | —0.60 | —0.18 | —0.35 | 0.12 )
1/8 | 0.08 | 0.25 | —0.60 | —0.16 | —0.30 | 0.13 BSHLTy 1/1.5/2 B WU XS (B L
1/9 | 0.08 | 0.22 | —0.60 | —0.16 | —0.25 | 0.13 (3 36 B 1 245 9 300 XU TRT B 5 AUTAT T i Ak T I
1/10 | 0.08 | 0.23 | —0.58 | —0.14 | —0.25 | 0.12 D HARHR AL T G X, R S A PN S KU
1/11 | 0.08 | 0.22 | —0.58 | —0.12 | —0.25 | 0.13 PR s 7 7 AR A o B AR XU R AR
1/12 | 0.08 | 0.20 | —0.58 | —0.11 | —0.25 | 0.12 =R I N 1 e Y S R O D A D S R (=2
1/13 | 0.08 0.20 | —0.58 | —0.12 | —0.25 | 0.12 KA s RE T S, MEHI S 6/a<<9
VL] 008 | 018 | 70,50 | 0L | 025 |0 AL g (R TR A XL 53 A AR B I B
1/15 | 0.05 | 0.15 | —0.55 | —0.09 | —0.25 | 0.08 BE25 b/ 10, 2% I IR XU 46 o (8 305 /I 9
1/16 | 0.05 | 0.14 | —0.54 | —0.09 | —0.25 | 0.08
. B2 b/a=>9 W KRS A 5 PR A R B R E
1/17 0. 05 0.14 —0.54 —0.08 —0.25 0.09
1/18 | 0.05 | 0.15 | —0.54 | —0.07 | —0.25 | 0.07 COO T T W TR 090 26 - XL 71 22 A X 25
1/19 | 0.05 | 0.13 | —0.54 | —0.06 | —0.25 | 0.08 FA -2 JXUHE G A 530 W B LS 52 T AR 5 2R B
120 | 0.05 | 0.11 | —0.54 | —0.07 | —0.25 | 0.08 ERRAK . AR5 00T 450 AR AL T 17 e
DX, AU Y 23 B T o MG 7 7 25 4 e L L AR AR Ak B AR
5 & i& by R HARX T 2 AR s AR S RN, K B

(I 2R Y0 KU 4 R L B8 22 A 0 235 4 ) S 249 KU
THEAE R R L/ T L 220 5 i TRDHLRE 2 AN 23 %)
O ORI R R » LR B (B b WA 22501 - 32 XU 4
XHEE A BLC.D UM EK I L Hok ALB 9
RIS 22 ).

(2) K 5 HU I 72 Al Xk Bk e 45 4 2 10 7 29 XU 9
IR I JCR R R SRR B A P 2 ) BEE

BU AR AR Al 2 X U 0 R LR i 1 ) T Y X AR
REF .

(5% 3 S5y 73 3| HEAT DX I8 3 73 45 3 A 2%
PRI 28500 22 ) A O (8 AR BT A T
S0k

References:

LU X0k d, Uil i85 5% WL JXUXS S5 4 i A P —— U AR



%14

ZE e S A ) 4 M) T 3G KR S A RS R M 69 FIE BE 83

£33 WENHMYEEHHNIRRNETRERRY

Ta

b.3 Wind Shape Coefficients of Region of Elliptic
Hyperbolic Paraboloid Structure

REWMWEA/(D] AR | BRK | CK | DX | ER | FX
0 —0.40|—0.63[—0.40 0.11] —0.08|—0.57

15 —0.41|—0.67[—0.40 0.08—0.05|—0.71

30 —0.37|—0.90[—0.45| —0. 15| —0.36|—0. 81

1/3 45 —0.38[—1.13|—0.48| —0.35[—0.65[—0.96
60 —0.30|—1.03[—0.44|—0.50| —0.96|—1.08

75 —0.23|—0.78[—0.44|—0.47|—0.90|—1.09

90 —0.24|—0.58]—0.55[—0.58| —1.34|—1.34

0 —0.43|—0.65[—0.43 0.15| 0.06|—0.73

15 —0.36|—1.03[—0.30 0.05 0.13|—0.81

30 —0.35|—1.03[—0.38—0.20|—0.23|—0.78

1/6 45 —0.38[—1.15|—0.44| —0.40[ —0.51|—0. 84
60 —0.35|—1.10[—0.47 —0.50| —0. 76| —1. 04

75 —0.30|—0.92{—0.42| —0.50| —0.89|—1.05

90 —0.34|—0.60[—0.46| —0.60| —1.06|—1.06

0 —0.40|—0.62]—0.40 0.12| 0.06|—0.65

15 —0.34|—0.72{—0.31 0.03| 0.08|—0.68

30 —0.32[—0.93|—0.30| —0.20[{—0.16|—0.75

1/8 45 —0.29|—1.02|—0.26|—0.42|—0.33|—0.73
60 —0.29|—1.02[—0.33|—0.42| —0.64|—0.75

75 —0.30|—0.82[—0.36|—0.42| —0.68|—0. 84

90 —0.31|—0.57[—0.33| —0.57| —0.84|—0. 84

0 —0.40|—0.72]—0.40 0.07| 0.06|—0.70

15 —0.34|—0.82[—0.29 0.02] 0.05[—0.70

30 —0.31|—1.01{—0.18| —0.27| —0.11|—0.67

1/10 45 —0.30|—1.12{—0.22| —0.43| —0.28|—0.74
60 —0.31|—1.02{—0.29—0.42|—0.49|—0.73

75 —0.30|—0.80[—0.26[—0.47|—0.65|—0.79

90 —0.34|—0.57[—0.30 —0.57| —0.80|—0. 80

0 —0.27|—0.90[—0. 27 0.03| 0.08|—0.70

15 —0.29|—1.18[—0.09—0.17| 0.03|—0.58

30 —0.29|—1.08[—0.05—0.33|—0.06|—0.59

1/12 45 —0.29|—1.05[—0.18| —0.40| —0. 20| —0. 64
60 —0.29|—0.98[—0.25[—0.40| —0.39|—0.65

75 —0.29|—0.75[—0.26|—0.43|—0.51|—0.69

90 —0.30|—0.55[—0.25[—0.55|—0.65|—0.65
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