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Abstract

:

In this study, the effects of the jet fan speed, heat release rate and aspect ratio on smoke movement in tunnel fires have been investigated. The jet fan speed was changed from 6.25 (25%) to 12.5 m/s (50%), 18.75 m/s (75%), and 25 m/s (100%). The heat release rate was set up from 3.9 to 6 MW and 16 MW, the aspect ratio was changed from 0.6 to 1 and 1.5, respectively. The lower the jet fan speed is, the longer the smoke back-layering length is. With a higher velocity, the smoke tends to move out of the tunnel quickly; however, smoke stratification also occurs, and this reduces visibility. This could make it difficult for people to evacuate. With a higher heat release rate, the smoke tends to move far away from the fires quickly when compared with other cases. Additionally, the higher the heat release is, the longer the smoke back-layering is. Finally, with a higher aspect ratio, the smoke back layering length in the tunnel is also longer. The smoke layer thickness is also larger than in other cases. The correlation of velocity, heat release rate and aspect ratio has been investigated to avoid the smoke back layer length in tunnel fires.
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1. Introduction


Recently, there have been many tunnels under construction worldwide. A tunnel is an underground passageway commonly used in transportation, and studying fires in tunnels is very critical for human safety. When a fire occurs, smoke and toxic gases will be accumulated in the tunnel due to the nature of a tunnel structure. Two parts of typical smoke are CO2 and CO, which are poisonous to humans. As smoke spreads across the tunnel, the smoke prohibits the evacuation of occupants and prevents firefighters from extinguishing the fire.



Many fire accidents have occurred in tunnels. These typically cause significant damage in both human and economic terms, causing many people to be killed and injured and many facilities destroyed; for these reasons, investigating tunnel fires is very important.



In order to prevent the smoke from spreading through an entire tunnel, mechanical ventilation systems are used to transport smoke from the tunnel to the outside. A jet fan is one of the main methods for ventilation in a tunnel; a jet fan can quickly move smoke from vehicles and fires outside of the tunnel. Correspondingly, investigating the jet fan speed on smoke movement in tunnels is necessary for decreasing human casualties.



João Carlos Viegas (2009) [1] investigated the interaction between a fire ceiling jet and the flow driven by the jet fan. In that paper, the use of impulse ventilation for smoke control in underground car parks was performed by using Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) simulations. M.G.L.C et al. (2010) [2] performed modeling and simulation of a jet fan for controlling airflow in large enclosures. A relatively simple CFD model of the free jet fan was proposed and validated. Moreover, the different series modes of jet fans in a longitudinal tunnel ventilation system were investigated by Guihong Pei and Jie Pan (2014) [3]. When most operational fans are located near the tunnel entrance, it is more conducive to increase the velocity and pressure inside the tunnel. Beyer M et al. (2016) [4] has considered the evaluation of the jet fan performance in tunnels. In a tunnel, due to the lack of space, the jet fan is usually installed close to the wall. However, this increases the wall shear stress around the jet, and thus, the effectiveness is significantly reduced.



An experimental study of the effect of the aspect ratio on the critical velocity in longitudinal ventilation tunnel fires was studied by Ryou et al. (2003) [5]. In that study, the aspect ratios of the tunnel were changed from 0.5, 0.667, 1.0, 1.5 and 2.0. The results showed that the aspect ratio affects the growth of smoke fires in the tunnel. The critical velocity increases with the aspect ratio; it was confirmed that high-temperature smoke moved along the ceiling and low-temperature air moved along the lower part of the tunnel.



Moreover, Haukur Ingason et al. (2008) [6] investigated the effect of air velocity on the heat release rate (HRR) and fire characteristics during a fire in the tunnel. The results showed that when increasing the ventilation rate, causing the maximum heat, the release rate increases. The effect of the cross-section on the maximum heat release rates in the tunnel fires was studied by Li et al. (2016) [7]. In that study, they made a model scale tunnel fire with heptane pool fires. For heptane pool fires, decreasing the tunnel height results in an increase of the heat release rate; the heat release rate is about three times that in a free burn test. However, in this research, there is a lack of information about the effect of the aspect ratio on smoke movement and stratification. On the other hand an experimental study on temperature evolution inside the compartment with fire growth and flame ejection through an opening under external wind was considered by Hu, Longhua, et al [8]. They also considered the characterization of buoyant flow stratification and flame extension lengths in the tunnel fires [9,10]. Wan, Huaxian, et al. [11] investigated a numerical study on the smoke back-layering length and inlet air velocity of fires in an inclined tunnel under natural ventilation with a vertical shaft. The tunnel inlet air velocity increases when increasing the tunnel slope and HRR. Besides, Ji, Jie, et al. (2019) [12] also performed a numerical investigation on the influence of the length–width ratio of the fire source on the smoke movement and temperature distribution in tunnel fires. Furthermore, many researches relating to fires or fans were carried out in literature [13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37].



Although there are many kinds of research regarding the jet fan operation and efficiency, there is no research relating to the effect of jet fan speed on smoke movement or stratification in tunnel fires. The purpose of this study is to analyze the effect of the jet fan speed, heat release rate and aspect ratio on smoke movement in a tunnel fire. For this purpose, a numerical study of the effect of the jet fan speed, heat release rate and aspect ratio in the tunnel fires has been carried out by using CFD simulation, as shown in Figure 1. The smoke movement, temperature, velocity and visibility are also investigated in this paper to clarify the impact of the jet fan location and velocity in the tunnel.




2. Theoretical Analysis


2.1. Jet Fan Speed


The jet fan centerline velocity can be calculated as follows:



Awbi (2003) [38] and Baturin (1972) [39] provide the equation regarding the centerline velocity and distance for the experiment. The equation includes the centerline velocity, um, the supply velocity, u0, distance, X, supply diameter of the fan, d0, and constant, a (from 0.076 to 0.080 for cylindrical tubes).



With a square duct, Kümmel et al. (2007) [40] provided another equation of jet fan experimental data. It includes the length of the potential core, x0, the side length of the square duct, h, and constant, m (from 0.12 to 0.2).



From these equations, the jet fan centerline velocity can be calculated, as shown in the Figure 2, with the supply velocity at 25 m/s, and the side length of the square duct at 0.91 m.




2.2. Heat Release Rate


In this study, the heat release rate was obtained from our experimental study; one car was assumed to be fired in the tunnel. The maximum heat release rate was 3896 kW at 1551 seconds as shown below Figure 3. Besides, the heat release rate was around 6 MW, and 16 MW for two vehicles [41] and truck fires, respectively.




2.3. Smoke Layer Height and Thickness


There are several methods to determine the smoke layer height and thickness. These include the N-percentage rule and integral ratio method. The N percentage rule was developed by Cooper et al. [42]. It is the simplest way to define the smoke layer. This method has been used widely in a much different application, however, it has a limitation. Depending on every region, other N values will be used; this may cause confusion when using N values.



He et al. (1998) [43] proposed another method, which was an integral ratio method. This method divided the temperature profile into two regions, which are the smoke layer and cold air layer. The integral ratio of the smoke layer is ru and the air layer is rl. The sum of the integral ratio is rt; when rt reaches the minimum value, the interface height can be calculated. As this method is not based on any external reference parameter, it is adopted to obtain a more accurate estimation of the smoke layer thickness in this study.





3. Numerical Analysis


3.1. Computational Domain for Numerical Study


For this numerical study, the effect of the jet fan speed, heat release rate and aspect ratio on the smoke movement and visibility in tunnel fires would be considered. The geometry of the tunnel and the computation flow domain is presented in Figure 4. The computational domain was extended over the exit and entrance surface, in order to eliminate the influence of the tunnel exit and entrance conditions. Moreover, the computational domain was expanded to the place where the pressure boundary condition was applied. Twenty-four cases have been investigated in this simulation. The parameters of the jet fan velocity, heat release rate and aspect ratio are shown in Table 1.




3.2. Numerical Method and Boundary Conditions


3.2.1. Numerical Method


The Fire Dynamics Simulator (FDS) is a computational fluid dynamics software developed by the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) of the United States Department of Commerce, in cooperation with the VTT (Valtion Teknillinen Tutkimuskeskus) Technical Research Centre of Finland. This computer program numerically solves large-eddy simulations using Navier–Stokes equations, which are suitable for low-speed flow, thermally driven flow, with an emphasis on smoke and heat transport from the fire to describe the progression of the fire.



The governing equations of FDS can be described as in [44].




3.2.2. Numerical Condition


In order to simulate the fire in the tunnel, the initial condition and boundary condition were set up as follows. The ground of the tunnel is adiabatic, the tunnel structure is also adiabatic and the computation domain at the entrance and exit of the tunnel was set up as a zero Pascal pressure gauge.



For the initial condition, the value was set up, as follows in Table 2. The velocity in three directions was 0 m/s, the temperature was 293.15 K and the gauge pressure was 0 Pa.





3.3. Grid Independence Test


For a numerical study, the independent grid test was performed to get accurate analysis results and the proper size. The number of grids was increased from 915,000 to 2,300,000, and a total of three cases, of a number of grids, were selected as Table 3.



From the above Figure 5, when the grid size was 0.1 m, the results showed the best accuracy, so in this case, the grid size of 0.1 m was used for a nearby fire source, and the grid size of 0.4 m was used for a location that was far away from the fire source. As it is less critical in this region, the coarse mesh was applied.





4. Results and Discussion


In this study, a numerical study was conducted to investigate the effect of jet fan speed, heat release rate and aspect ratio on the smoke movement in the tunnel fire for optimizing the ventilation system in the tunnel. For this purpose, the separate effects will be analyzed as follows.



4.1. Effect of Jet Fan Speed


To consider the effect of the jet fan speed on smoke movement, the heat release rate and aspect ratio were fixed, as below in Figure 6. The smoke movement is shown through visibility because it is directly related to visibility.



When the jet fan operates with a high velocity, the smoke tends to move to the left side (the exit direction), as there is a significant amount flow rate of the air entrained into the tunnel from the entrance. However, when the jet fan speed is decreased, the smoke tends to move in both directions; and the visibility between the left side and right side had the same distribution.



When changing the jet fan speed, the distances between the smoke and entrance position for case 1, 2, 3 and 4 were 84.75 m, 73.75 m, 60.1 m and 52.76 m, respectively. This indicates that the higher the jet fan speed is, the lower the smoke back layer length is. At location Y = 300 m, the smoke layer thicknesses for case 1, 2, 3 and 4 were 2.3 m, 2.1 m, 2 m and 1.8 m, respectively. From this result, when decreasing the jet fan speed, the smoke layer thickness decreased. Moreover, the temperature in the tunnel on the tunnel center’s plane was also affected by the jet fan speed. In this case, it was confirmed that high-temperature smoke moved along the ceiling and low-temperature air moved along the lower part of the tunnel.



For case 1 in Figure 7b, when the height (z) was from 1 to 5.4 m, the velocity was a minus value, indicating that, at this region, the flow (air) moved into the tunnel (moved from the right side to the left side). When the height (z) was from 5.4 to 7.6 m, the velocity was a positive value, and in this region, the flow (smoke) from the fire in the tunnel moved outside (moved from the left side to right side). Similarly, from case 2 to case 3 and 4, the temperature and velocity distribution were also different between these cases. In case 2, when the height was from 1 to 5.4 m, the air moved into the tunnel. When the height was from 5.4 to 7.6 m, the smoke from the fire in the tunnel moved outside. For cases 3 and 4, when the height was from 1 to 5 m, the air moved into the tunnel. When the height was from 5 to 7.6 m, the smoke from the fire in the tunnel moved outside. The effect of the jet fan speed on flow can be obtained from Figure 7, as well. In the lower part, as the flow was air induced, the absolute velocity value of case 1 (highest speed) was larger than the other cases. However, at the upper part, which was near the ceiling, because all flow was smoke, the absolute velocity value of case 1 (the highest speed) was lower than for the other cases.




4.2. Effect of Heat Release Rate


First, the value of the jet fan speed was fixed at 25 m/s, the aspect ratio was 0.6 and the heat release rate was changed. The smoke movement in these cases on the tunnel center’s plane is shown in Figure 8. In case 1, the velocity of the jet fan was 25 m/s (100%), and the smoke movement was totally different between the left side and right side. The smoke tended to move to the left side (exit direction). As, in this case, the jet fan operated with a high velocity, there was a significant amount of flow rate of the air coming inside the tunnel from the entrance. Therefore, it pushed the smoke to move to the exit direction. Moreover, the heat release rate was 3.9 MW, thus the amount of smoke was not high. However, when increasing the heat release rate, the amount of smoke was more significant. In case 7, with a 16 MW heat release rate, the smoke moved in both directions. In the region near the entrance, due to the effect of a jet fan, stratification occurred. The visibility was lower when compared with other cases, as a result, and it was difficult for evacuation.



Moreover, when changing the heat release rate, the length of the smoke back layer was quite different. The distances between the smoke and entrance position for case 1, case 5 and case 7 were 84.75 m, 70.1 m and 29.5 m, respectively. This indicates that the smoke back layer length was affected by the heat release rate. With the higher heat release rate, the smoke back layer length was higher. Additionally, at location Y = 300 m, the smoke layer thicknesses for case 1, 5 and 7 were 2.3 m, 2.4 m and 2.7 m, respectively. Thus, the larger the heat release rate is, the thicker the smoke layer is.



The velocity vector at the center plane for cases 1, 5 and 7 are shown in Figure 9. In case 7, at the distance 29.5 m from the entrance, the smoke and air from the jet fan were mixed. The velocity vector of the air from jet fan tended to move down. The stratification occurred in this region.



In Figure 10a at the upper part, the larger the heat release rate was, the higher the temperature was. Besides, the velocity was also larger when the heat release rate was larger. In the lower part, because all flow was air so that the absolute velocity value of case 1 (lowest heat release rate) was lower than other cases. When the heat release rate was low, it means the amount of air needed for fire combustion was also lower, so that the air coming inside the tunnel was low (case 1), and the smoke movement was quite weak when compared with other cases. However, with a higher heat release rate, the amount of air needed for the combustion process was larger and the smoke generated by the combustion process was also larger, so the velocity value, in this case, was greater than in other cases.




4.3. Effect of Aspect Ratio


In order to analyze the effect of aspect ratio on smoke movement, the numerical study was investigated by fixing the value of the jet fan speed and the heat release rate, and the aspect ratio was changed from 0.6 to 1 and 1.5.



First, the value of the jet fan speed was 25 m/s, and the heat release rate was 3.9 MW, and the aspect ratio was changed. The smoke movement in these cases was shown in the figures below, through visibility.



For case 1 in Figure 11, the velocity of the jet fan was 25 m/s, and the smoke movement was completely different between the left side and right side. In this case, the smoke tended to move to the left side (exit direction). As, in case 1, the jet fan operated with a high velocity, thus there was a tremendous flow rate of the air-entrained inside the tunnel. Therefore, it pushed the smoke to move to the exit direction. The heat release rate was 3.9 MW; thus, the amount of smoke was not high. However, when increasing the aspect ratio, the smoke could move outside quickly. In the region near the entrance, due to the effect of the jet fan, stratification occurred with the largest aspect ratio (case 10). The visibility was lower when compared with other cases, and as a result, it was difficult for the evacuation to proceed.



Furthermore, when changing the aspect ratio, the distance between the smoke and entrance position from case 1, case 9 and case 10 were 84.75 m, 77.8 m and 65.2 m, respectively. This indicates that the smoke back layer length was affected by the aspect ratio. With the high aspect ratio, the smoke back layer length was higher.



In Figure 12a, at the upper part, the lower the aspect ratio was, the larger the temperature was. When the aspect ratio increased, the velocity increased. This is because the width of the tunnel decreased when increasing the aspect ratio. In the lower part, as all flow was air, the absolute velocity value of case 1 (lowest aspect ratio) was lower than in other cases.



As shown in the previous sections, when increasing the heat release rate, the smoke layer length was also increased. The reason for this is that when the heat release rate of fire was larger, the amount of smoke generated was also higher. This caused the smoke to move quickly, so the smoke layer length was also increased. In contrast, when the jet fan speed was increased, the smoke layer length was decreased.



The result shows that when the aspect ratio increased, the smoke back layer length also increased. When the aspect ratio was larger, this indicates that the height of the tunnel was higher. For that reason, the smoke was affected by buoyancy force, leading to the smoke movement being larger, and the smoke layer length being longer. The higher the jet fan speed was, the shorter the smoke back layer length was.



Furthermore, when changing both the heat release rate and aspect ratio, with a higher heat release rate or aspect ratio, the smoke layer length was also larger. This was in agreement with the above conclusion in previous figures.



In the tunnel fires, the ceiling jet velocity is calculated by the following equation [45]


       V  max       g H       /  Q c  * 1 / 3   = 0 , 5812        l b   H      − 1 / 3   exp   − 1.567 . S t .  x H         l b   H      1 / 3      



(1)




where Vmax is maximum ceiling jet velocity, H is tunnel height, Qc* dimensionless heat release rate =    Q c  / (  ρ ∞   C p   T ∞   g  1 / 2    H  5 / 2   )  , lb is half-width of tunnel = W/2, St is Stanton number and x is the horizontal distance from the center of fire source (m).



Based on the above equation, the following equation can be derived.


   V  max   =   g . A R . 2  l b    .  Q c  * 1 / 3   . 0 , 5812      1  2 . A R       − 1 / 3   exp   − 1.567 . S t .  x  A R .  l b         1  2 . A R       1 / 3      



(2)




where AR is aspect ratio = H/2lb



On the other hand, the jet fan velocity can be applied by the equation as in Section 2.1.


   U m  =   0.48  U 0    ( a X /  d 0  + 0.145 )    



(3)







In order to avoid the smoke back layer length, the velocity of the jet fan at distance X (Um) has to be larger than the ceiling jet velocity (Vmax). So, that the following equation can be derived from Equations (2) and (3)


   U 0  >   ( a ( L − x ) /  d 0  + 0.145 )   0.48   .   g . A R . 2  l b    .  Q c  * 1 / 3   . 0 , 5812      1  2 . A R       − 1 / 3   exp   − 1.567 . S t .  x  A R .  l b         1  2 . A R       1 / 3      



(4)




where L is the distance from the center of fire source to a jet fan location.



Based on Equation (4), as the left term and right term are equal, it means that the smoke movement keeps stable. From that point, the distance x is the place in which the ceiling jet velocity and jet fan velocity are equal. So, x (smoke back layer length) can be derived from Equation (4). The results of Equation (4) are shown in Figure 13 and Figure 14.



The smoke back layer length in the correlation between the heat release rate and jet fan speed is shown in Figure 13, the dots represent the results obtained by numerical study, and the line is the results from Equation (4). The figure shows that when increasing the heat release rate, the smoke layer length was also increased for both the numerical study and Equation (4). The reason is that when the heat release rate of fire was larger, the amount of smoke generated was also higher, it tended to cause the smoke to move quickly, the result was that the smoke layer length was also increased. In contrast, when the jet fan speed increased, the smoke layer length decreased, as this depends on a large amount of air that has been transported at high speed. Similarly, in Figure 14, when increasing the aspect ratio, the smoke layer length was also increased for both the numerical study and Equation (4), because when the aspect ratio was larger, it means the height of the tunnel was higher. For that reason, the smoke affected by buoyancy force led to the smoke movement being larger and the smoke layer length being longer, obviously. In this figure, the effect of the jet fan speed on the smoke layer length was also the same as the previous figure. The higher the jet fan speed was, the shorter the smoke layer length was. In Equation (4), there are some coefficients representing the temperature and velocity attenuation. Besides, because the two jet fans operated, it caused discrepancy in the coefficient. For that reason, the results had a little bit of error between the equation and numerical study. The future work will be investigated to find out that correction.





5. Conclusions


In this study, the numerical study of the effect of jet fan speed, heat release rate and aspect ratio on smoke movement in tunnel fires was investigated. The effect of the jet fan speed, heat release rate and aspect ratio on smoke movement and visibility and stratification in tunnel fires were drawn as follows:



The lower the jet fan speed is, the longer the smoke back-layering is, as this depends on a small amount of air that has been transported at low speed. The smoke tends to spread in both directions.



When changing the jet fan’s speed to a high velocity, the smoke tends to move to the exit direction, because the flow rate of air that enters the tunnel is higher, thus, the smoke can quickly move outside. However, smoke stratification also occurs and the smoke and air are mixed. This reduces visibility, and it is difficult for people to evacuate.



The lower the heat release is, the lower the smoke back-layering is. With a higher heat release rate, the smoke tends to move far away from the fires when compared with other cases. With a high heat release rate, the stratification of smoke occurs quite strongly, as it is affected by both the heat release rate and jet fan. This causes difficulty for people evacuating; thus, it is important to optimize the jet fan speed to avoid stratification occurring in the tunnel.



The higher the aspect ratio is, the higher the smoke back-layering is. With a higher aspect ratio, the smoke can move outside quickly. On the other hand, stratification also occurs strongly, as compared with other cases.



The jet fan velocity has been investigated to avoid the smoke back layering as Equation (4).



For these reasons, it is necessary to consider the effects of jet fan speed, heat release rate and aspect ratio when designing mechanical ventilation systems in tunnels.
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Figure 1. Numerical analysis objective. 
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Figure 2. Jet fan centerline velocity. 
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Figure 3. The heat release rate from an experimental study (one vehicle) by Park et al. (2019) [41]. 
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Figure 4. The geometry of the tunnel. 
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Figure 5. The vertical temperature distribution: (a) Location A (Y = 120) and (b) Location B (Y = 300). 
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Figure 6. Visibility in the tunnel when changing the jet fan speed. 
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Figure 7. Temperature and velocity distribution in the tunnel: (a) temperature distribution at Y = 120; (b) velocity distribution at Y =120; (c) temperature distribution at Y = 300 and (d) velocity distribution at Y = 300. 
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Figure 8. Visibility in the tunnel fire when changing the HRR. 
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Figure 9. Velocity vector in the tunnel fire when changing the HRR. 
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Figure 10. Temperature and velocity distribution in the tunnel: (a) temperature distribution at Y = 120; (b) velocity distribution at Y = 120; (c) temperature distribution at Y = 300 and (d) velocity distribution at Y = 300. 
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Figure 11. Visibility in the tunnel fire when changing the aspect ratio. 
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Figure 12. Temperature and velocity distribution in the tunnel: (a) temperature distribution at Y = 120; (b) velocity distribution at Y = 120; (c) temperature distribution at Y = 300 and (d) velocity distribution at Y = 300. 
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Figure 13. Smoke back layer length in the relationship between HRR and jet fan speed. 
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Figure 14. Smoke back layer length in relationship between AR and jet fan speed. 
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Table 1. The numerical case studies.
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	Case
	HRR (kW)
	Jet Fan Velocity (m/s)
	Aspect Ratio





	1
	3896
	25
	0.6



	2
	3896
	18.75
	0.6



	3
	3896
	12.5
	0.6



	4
	3896
	6.25
	0.6



	5
	6000
	25
	0.6



	6
	6000
	12.5
	0.6



	7
	16,000
	25
	0.6



	8
	16,000
	12.5
	0.6



	9
	3896
	25
	1



	10
	3896
	25
	1.5



	11
	3896
	12.5
	1



	12
	3896
	12.5
	1.5



	13
	3896
	6.25
	1



	14
	3896
	6.25
	1.5



	15
	6000
	18.75
	0.6



	16
	6000
	6.25
	0.6



	17
	16,000
	18.75
	0.6



	18
	16,000
	6.25
	0.6



	19
	6000
	25
	1



	20
	6000
	25
	1.5



	21
	16,000
	25
	1



	22
	16,000
	25
	1.5



	23
	3896
	18.75
	1



	24
	3896
	18.75
	1.5
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Table 2. The initial conditions.
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	Physics
	Fluid Flow





	
	Gauge pressure = 0 Pa



	Cell zone
	x, y, z velocity = 0 m/s



	
	Temperature: 293.15 K
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Table 3. The number of grid cells.






Table 3. The number of grid cells.





	Case Index
	Number of Grid Cells





	Case 1
	2,300,000



	Case 2
	1,275,000



	Case 3
	915,000
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