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1.1 HMROER

BRICIIEEHFESHESE, ShEZ I CORL RBBFEDFEL TND. 0 RO 2 k72
EEFET DD, HDHWIE, AR—ULHT, RIRICFIAT 2720, R Y OEERLLEDRILE B
& LTWIERFE P R 3 el T 5.

AL BT IR NS O R EIIFE TH 503, BLRICITEER EORR N 2% 5720, #
BICE > TREOTZRNLF=NEEIND. BRTRLX—TOMRE T RLX—HGE [1] 12X, Fen
E D FAE T H LT — O 5 B IEIC 2 FR G NERHMATED LN TEY, WiXohFEIicks= L
F—IHE OIS CTEERPETH L. £z, BERED L S R AJJOBBIFEIZBWTE, AMERF
BT 52LDTELNY =0 RRPFAET D700, BERHEZ LTS 7-OITERNICL 2= R1F—
Bt & BT 21E03 720, ZORIZBNTH, TRAF—HEORKBIZTEETHS.

BEISCT XL 2 BT TR E LT, M4 EAREEEICE T, (1) B b Tl
G D T2 DEMET RV F —~ DM, (2) BYATHE D ALE T RV —~Dfsif, (3) Hif & OEEIC X
D, (4) ZZ5EEHT (BRI E LEEND) ICXDBRRENBEZLNDLR, FTHLEERKE VD
M (4) DEKTIEHTH D, (1) OEMT R LF—~DEEHIT, BRICE>TRET2Z 13 TES. (2)
DR T RN~ DR, T2 BBET 5 = & 2 e TREERTE 5. (3) OHfE L 0
BEERIZOWTIE, NEITEImAZFEAT2 2L Cont ik L7z, i & i & OBEIRGT, Wb N
DIEPUL, ETHECLOLTIRE—ETHINOETEREL LT 213 ERBINS< D, Znbiax
LT (4) OZEKHUINTEITIEED 2 FlTHH L THRT L5720, ETHENE L RHIZEREBIIREL
5. TobxiE, BEMETIT 60 km/h, HERE TIE 30 km/h BEOHEIZET 5 & 225108 BELHE T
ERVREIIRDEEDLNTND. b1, HEREOHITIE, 40 km/h £ TIHET 5 L2570 90%
RN ED DI ERANT/D (2], 2O LI, ZRHNEH 5L BEFEIZB W TG T
ERVWEBZTH DD, ETRICHAET HETIEN AR 2 2 &2 BHY L L2 it A3 Ik I B2
Lb.

ZE) DT THAR~ v NOIFEMEETRAVOMHTIX, BEHEAZII U O LT HEERNLOFHENRKREV. K
BRI (Computational fluid dynamics, CFD) OS2I R CH V , BARFIERRE T
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2 RN

TED, FHENRELREECTH Y RIEGLEORMN S S, RS E2 L7 0T RRKOERIFELIKTH S.
ZEROBIEITB LZ 1075 m? /s OA—F—Thr0b, EZIFREREE 1 m, REHE 1 m/s BE
(BITEL BVDEWEN) THoTh, LA /AR 10° OF—F—I10iET 5. Moflz2255 L,
Tol ZITHEBETIXHENB LT LA L3 D 72 Re ~ 106, HBEHE CIIEIZ 1 HTE< 720 Re~ 107 IZ
Hied. ZOXIIE, EROWIIEEGETALT 2720, ZERITIZIB W TELFH R IX M B AR " K &
5.

L OBAEFH R OB IS, ELIRFHR ORRITFHE ORI L L L bith o7, BRGE Rk bRE
R < #H T % Direct numerical simulation (DNS) 1%, 3 &It E TIXL A VXD 9/4 FlZ LA
T ARG HEPMLETHDL ZENMLNTREY, £ 054, HEEFEOMBEIC XV FHEA 6
ThD. FtEBEDTREN R EZ RS, FEEERT 7 VA7 —VICBEEL L S & LTV DBEICZB N,
T, DNSIC X DENMITINEEEZ D 5. ZO7DEliiEET /MEL, L0 bRWERTHETE S
FERVETHD. LTIV E L TR KAWL TWS DA Reynolds averaged Navier-Stokes
simulation (RANS) T 2. RANS IXELIEIC & 2 Wiedvih ORI A B O O 2 5 E W FHE T, &t
BARPD ThNSWET L THDL. MRBERICITETT VNEAIND Z ENEL, BREZ g
DWLER 72  FHRME TR L IER D 72 < Fe. BLIRET L OHR TId b e WEHEE IR CHENT 21T 9
ZENTEDLHOT, Pl = — F ANSYS Fluent [3] 7e E TIRK Wb TE 2. LavL, BEHIRIREER
WX DEEDKEE DN+ TRWGE B H Y, K VKEOEW Large eddy simulation (LES) ~DOB{73
RKDHNTWA. LES i RANS IR 5 L OFEEREZLE LT 500, RANS OFEZEE AN
AARIHA E - 72 1990 FEARUICHNTBAED 2 > o —Z ORI+ ~E A bia ELTEY, LES
DERERELSDBH L. 2D K 57 RANS 7»6 LES ~OiEIZH - T, &fifRED LES 35 % &
IRICFATCEDRIAFIELFEL, EMNRRBREE L £ T 5 2 LIk, EhiiyIa1r—3v 3
N2 T HA L b6 T 0L LT THEHETHD.

1.2 BAIEDE

AT CIE, R OB PEREH PRI\ T LES 12 & 2 BEERIKIE 1 0 FEFEMGMETN 0 K 2
Wb 2 EHT 52 LR BT 5. MR _EBEILFO LB Thb.

E2ERETHIEFRILYIVEDEADLEN

LES IZ RANS (2% L 2 < O ANV ET, 2oL, FEICHRER BEE, THE b0k
BEEEbBWDND., ZNEEORMBEIRZITY L2 &, MEROIEFHEFIETIEIW S0 0fE
NAELB.

%1 OB, FREOKEFROFRENERE LD Z L TS, FFEMMETI ORI FEAL
Navier-Stokes HERAI L QKON TH L2, Z 09 bl O a3 72— fRIEHORT Y 057
BB IS, ZHUIHK RN LR T ORI EFF O —RGFBRROME KEEIZ LV KRD D
HLOTHY, ZOFHEET, FXRT7NVTY XL THSD SOR VE (Successive over-relaxation) % H\\ 7245
ATO(N?), HRTAVIV ZALTHLYNT 7Yy RIEZEALZSEETH O(NlogN) THART 5.



1.2 %o B 3

M RN 2 1% ERHREREE OB EZANZ 72 v, BAHESCEREE L 2 D81 88 & O KB
BOERMIREEL 705, 0, FHEEN ON) L2 E2B A OHATIEOEANLETHS.

FEEMEMETTAVIZ E R 2 R & OE L TR Y, RETIREN OREIIBR R~ L nE SN D.
L7 o TR OFIEOMPIZIBNTIE, ENRT Vo HRXE G0 PREMRIERA 3 — A2 RRE S
DEBIR. THRAENRET 5120%, MBI THMIENBERRK TIERWAROEERERET 5 Z
EDRHENTH D, ZHUIIEEMMERN O EM T (L7238~ v ERD RIS DT, EHE
BOMBEEENFTHCTHEIN D720, O CFL &40 72 S a8 BV TREmMIER O 2
XF—LEWETHZ LML D, B~ v N EROFEODE D TEIREHRIZIHB W TR Z I TV
DH DT RNLY~ 05 4, 5] b D, MTARLY ~iEiE, KRS TEMOKRES #4258
WAy~ FRRERS A A2y 7727 LV ThDHH, Chapman-Enskog B [6] (2L Y
Navier-Stokes HRER AR 72 3 Z LAV RSN TEY, FEMHERNOFHEIZENTRETHD. %
FRNAVY 2 AEOBBESRRITTZNTEN 1 SO FRETTHH20, 7ur 7 L0REE, @kkEE
FE BT DEMEPARBIEL Y b AT ZRORFMENEG ROFERH D, iz, BT
[ ORERESA~OZ P GRAUCHRICEENTEY, K FITBDRWEHEIZRIE DR S 2 R
CEHRTEZ2Z MM NG, 2O OREND, B FALY < 5L, F v VR L LENEL
b [7], #BARUR (8, 9], AMAREOIMmEE [10] 72 E, Rx RELRFHRICEH S TW5. £01Eh, Exa
#1: PowerFLOW [11] =° Next Limit Dynamics #:> XFlow [12], FluiDyna #:® ultraFluidX [13] 72
EORHa— FIZHE T ALY ~ AEPNHAAENTEY, EERAPOLORLLEEY 2>2OHDH I LN
@z 5. KEAEDNMITE2FEBT 2 E VI RMROBIICHERLTEBY, K THRLY~ Bk Hik-3<
KHE LES HRIC K D 22N FIEB KON E ORI R a2 — FOBRBENMLETH S.

EXEFA—RAOBEEHAMERFEOLES

LES IZBWTHFREBBRIZ/R D Z LIC K558 2 OfEIE, K TARICREWIRERZESTL 2L Th
5. 1Ek, RANS TIZPUMEAZERIC K 2 IMER ARV OILTE 20, HER I3 RM IR
WET M EERT DIDICERABRER A BT 5. K TARORERAFEOR MLy 712785 2 L
6% <, BHEPEEER T OB TIEIKR FERBERRECZ22 2L b PHREND. 20D, K
BEZETIRATIZ IS N TUE, A& AR LI B AR 2 TN D 2 L R E L.

MRS 7 & LTI, BHRSEIRAE RIS R BE O 1 250 B THEMRK F2 5 5. L
ML, ZENTBNTAT =L O/NSWELTIBAFEET D DR FHIR b, 25 TIIEE DR E W
NBZETH S . LRI 7 Tl RE T OBL OMROEIRIC HIBEISHA VS 2B D Y TTLE
D728, T EEIT T D REE OBRBE. Z OIEDOREER 1 & L TR MR 70 M 4 A R
DEFRELBBEALNDD, ZHUOEFEMHERMEIEET 2K TE2RI0 Y TLZERNETHY, *
72, BFARNLY < ARCEBWTHEREDIK T2 < 72w, AWFZED B L TIEIRETH S .

TRy = ARZB O TR D m 2R 28 A 2 239 5 7201243, FERIRAR O FRRIR 72
BFELEZHER L2035, MR RIS E WG E 28 ) Y THORFPSLEL L. ZOHKNO
7o, AW TITE A MLk 775 (Adaptive mesh refinement) [14, 15] 28 A3 5. @AM L
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TFAEITIE, IEREER e SICEDE TRV 12810 T OB RE S O Mk, B X0, HiEfFED
72 A28 2 BB U CEVRYICARGE 2 2 4 D6 OB e Mook H 5. AR, RIEDOEHMEIY
Wik a5t L Ui a EfiT 2 2 LB TH D000, MEIEHICHI V250 4T 5%
HI7RM I LV EHRATRE CH D, Fio, HToE v Y ThHE L, BHERDEICH L T—EDT
NTY XA THBICHMER F2ERTED DO TH-> T, KFERICHEBZESRNLOREEL
V. ZHUSIEART — A EEE VRN T LT Y XA (16, 17) WA TH 5. FHREE A AREEIC
EASWTHIRMIZHE L T SO T, FHREENEOFIBIEEMAOE T 2E 0 4T 2 LA

2%, AREEICESEEMAE FEICRY, BTREDTZ O TEEORREZUET D 2 LR
TE, KRHIBLZENfENT 72— RO KRIFRDEP IS ND.

B GPU St E~ADEEDRLEM

IAREIC BT 25RO IR OB MIZHE T, KBEEHE 21T 9 7291213 Graphics processing unit
(GPU) ZHWEHEOFETEETHS. GPU XL &b L ITHBABEERICHE SN T nt v ¥ T
HHH, CPU L LEBEMRESCAEY 77 B AEEIEN, RO LD Z2EiiFEREICB W TEWN
FHRMERENG O D Z LD, BIEFHRZ T Cotkc RILHGHRICHW O D K910k o 7. BB
Cg (C for Graphics) #irH &35 2 —7F 4 7 G HWEEEIHOLN TR, 2 Ea—
BITTT 4y ADEMMBEVELT L2070 Z7 I OB EREN>TZ. LvL, 2006 F
|~ NVIDIA #£26 GPU oA E TR /I v /D7 L—LTU—2 Th s CUDA [18] BEE SIS
&, TNRT L= AN—L72o5T GPUGREBIAS E LT DX 91227 2008 FZ R THERFN
HHRF D GPU 25 L7 A —/"—a ¥ a—% TSUBAMEL.2 OB ZHIaT 2 &, oA —~—a
YEa—XbIhEBEL, GPU IXEMEEEFHH (High performance computing, HPC) O3 86 b
HEHIND L) Zheote. D% 2010 FRIZHE STy 7T — IO T E 2 O R LU R
H GPUDOERZ#HHFLL, SHE TV 2HD GPU A— —ar Va—ZRNHRINTE. RO
AT a—H OMRET L% v 7 T B Top500 [19] DEHHE (2018 48 11 %) 2B+ 5 &,
1 2 oVERER 7 5 K[E Oak Ridge National Laboratory ¢ Summit, [A] 2 iz T& % k[E Lawrence
Livermore National Laboratory @ Sierra, [f 5 {iz C& % Swiss National Supercomputing Centre ™
Piz Daint, [ 7 fih2>HAREN 12T 5 pEEFAMFREM5EHTD Al Bridging Cloud Infrastructure
(ABCI) 7¢&, GPU ###iL7cA—R_—ar Pa—ZNIREETEBEH L T80, TOFEREHE LT
WHZERDND. LTeRoT, RHIDA—/N—a L o — X B\ CRBMRZE RN % ZHT 5729
1L, BTl TRy < ikl KOG s 71E% GPU BHREICERET 5 2 LIINATH H.
Flo, A=N"—aryEa— R 3B TENLELTE EEZHD GPU SN TEY, b DM EREIE
42 7-9121%, Message passing interface (MPI) 12XV #4 GPU R a— FEZBR T2 L Lk
bhbd.

FREOREIT G LABIZE T, &ALy <~ ARCEE MO FIEEZ 8 AL, B8 GPU I254E4
28T, DO GPU A—/"—a B a—% ETOREM LES 2Nt 2R84 22 L2 AL+



1.3 BAEEATSE 5

5. WHFELOGEELEZITY, WSHEHRICEBOWTROEMN G REMREL ERT 2 22 BfET. £,
FHE I — FORFEOARTKRDLOTITRL, EAMRCHFEZ RS Z LT, R THET SET
ER Lo — ROFHMEEZRT. Re~ 10° A— % —0ZHOIEHERE L LT, BEY oRIzE T3
NI w7« 774 AOFRFREMT L. MobEFL2EAL, »o%HD GPU WD Z &I
LV, INETCORBETEBONRNP ST RT v« 7 T4V AOHBEHEEZITY. 512, Re~ 10°
F—=H—DZENOISHFIE L LT, BERHEFEICR T 2R EEITORRRE NN 2 Eii+ 5. ZhE
TIE< RANS THTbN T & 7 ASEBE O ZENFHRIZHOWT, LES i~z BT L & big, K
FIED AR =Y TEA~DJSHATREME 2R

1.3 EAEWR

AT OFERERTINTH L MRy~ k), TG b iEl, T GPUFRE) @9
b, 2 0EMABEDEIMMTILIINE TICHIALTONTE 2. TRy~ ARICEG M bR T1EE
MAT B L0 L LT, RAMO 1998 420 Filippova bORIZ [20] % 2002 40 Yu b OBIZ [21] 72
ENZEF bL1EA, 2006 420 Rohde b DEELRAFAF— L [22] X 2016 £ Kuwata b OFELHTIZE
(7 % Imbalance-correction i (23] 72 &', FHEMEZWE LI A F—2DABNBAETHHIT ST
L. WA~ AEOEE GPU BHE ORI, EMREE T TIEBRICIThNTE Y, 2011 0 Wang
5 [24] OFEEEII LD, 2013 FO/NEF L O HRIATE [8] D & 5 RFEMFE DM b ER S
TW5. 7o, HEMOE 75O GPU SEEDSTHGNITE LD 720Dy, #2013 2010 40 Schive &
DORFFHE 22— F GAMER [25], K[E=3x/1L¥—4 + Exascale Computing Project 7 L' — AU —7
AMReX [26, 27] 7% B 5.

KAy~ k), RGO FiEl, [ GPU GHE] 23T X CELMFRITRITIC R 5 £ TIT
bIvTWZRh ol ARBFELSN T LR 3 R A G LHEMI L L TiE, 2017 0 Geler HDEKE Y OiiiLd
G5 (28], 2018 #:0 Onodera © T & 2 JBBLAENT [9], WL OIRFIRFHR [29] BT B L. EDIED,
P = — R ultraFluidX [13] &, 2019 4 1 A8IE, #HHGPU R a— FZEET L LTS, Wi
NOFEFNZEBNT HHEH GPU AN EBL S NI DITRT 2 LN TH O, ARHFF & FIEE, BUE S @l
ERRBUEAL A HED LTS, £z, ZIUHBENITE L i LT, AUFFEOMAM L LTiE, MR
Wik a ST FERFRICHB N T, KK 192 GPU OKRMBEFEZER L T\ Z EnZE T bd.

1.4 X DIERK

KA SCILLTO 7T BRSNS, 1 ETE, EOERBICENIZON TR, F2ET
1%, AEFE THW B E FIECTH AR LY~ i L OSES LR I OW T L, REE
HEOKEREZ/RT. 3 ETiX, NVIDIA tto CUDA 7 L — AU —7 Z2HH L7z GPU #HE D3k
DNWTIRARD . AR TIEE BN LT TR Y ~ RO RIEZ SN TR, BEFO Kb Fik
OB LOH LWEB L FIEORE L REAITH. S 612, FITHREZNEL, &dbFiEofa ot
ZRME9 5. % 4 = Tid, MPI (Message passing interface) % AW 7=#4 GPU sHEOFEL RS,



=

il

#

1%

AR LA I BT DRHEBIRO S GPU ~OE O 7 IELHEI I 0 1@ O ki kic >V TR,
WHIFHICRE T HYERERE 24T 5. 45 b % T, ZEHMRHT 0 SRR A AL T b 2 BRA 0 D OF
BIZHOWT, % GPUIC L2 KB H OB EELRT. §6 =TI, AZHEITa— FOAR—Y T
FADHE LT, BEEFRICKIT 2EMETORBBE RAZE/mT 5. 87 ETIE, KaXofks
B,
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BFRILYI VEB L CEEHSERS
&

ARETIX, AFETHWDIFETIETH DR ~ kB X OEA M bR IOV T ORI,
B LOWGEF R 2~

2.1 FRILYT UL
211 EmAER

ARV~ AEORBEET L E LT, FR - IEEMIEOBEIRKDET MOV THAT 5. K7 R
WY AETIE, RS FEMOMFIES B AR T 2R vy~ o FRXEZBEIL 5 2 & TR
FREAAPESL, EBEEMEORLY< L FRERIFIUTO LY IcFzINS.

of _ of
G e VI=9) —a- g

[N FAZE R EORURSY T DB, o, € 1EENTIHZEMOZERMR Y hL, HERT hL, ¢ 3R
ATHDH. alIANTL VAT LIEE, Q(f) X0 FRLOERELZFTRT2HTH L.

¥Ry < AR T, EPNAEEMOEESRY ML ERRBEOERE ¢, (a=0,1,...,Q — 1) IZHRK
bt 5. KBTI, co & LT Fig. 21153 2 %0 9 #E (D2Q9) EF /L

(2.1)

(0,0) (a=0)
Co = (£¢,0),(0,£c) 1<a<4) (2.2)
(e, +c) 5<a<8y)

F720E, 3%kt 27 HE (D3Q27) TV

(0,0,0) (a = 0)
. (£¢,0,0), (0, £¢,0), (0,0, £c) (1<a<6) 23)
“ (¢, +c,0), (0, £¢, £c¢), (£¢,0,+¢) (9 < a < 18) '
(fe, £, £0) (19 < a < 26)
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o 8 %

(a) D2Q9 model. (b) D3Q27 model.

Fig. 2.1: Discrete velocity model of Lattice Boltzmann Method

RS, HEICHNDER c1E, TRy < ALORER TR HET 5.

Cs —

(2.4)

Sl e

PR T RO DICAET VIZERMEE AT D2, < v KW 0.3 LT & H41/h & FruddeE
FEPEMRAICERT 2 2 N TE 5. EAMITE, MNDORIEE Upax (I LT ¢ = Upax/0.1
€= Unax/0.03 22 EMBIRE NS, 72, 3WEDOEEET VI, I D3IQT 75 9<a <18 %
B 15 3 (D3Q15) =, 19 < o < 26 #Bxu iz 19 8 (D3Q19) DEFANRD L3, ELROFHE
(ZIB W T AR T DI HE D 2 E il S TR Y [30], & LA A ZEOFEITIT AR
ThHHEOEMLRV. LLED X ) diEFmoBRItic LY, FTRoOTBRA2E5.

%%+q,vh=9a+xx (2.5)

X (2.5) 1THERAR VY < > 2 (discrete Boltzmann equation) & MEEND. fo IFBEHGEE ETosy
TOEESMTH Y, BERCHEE FCIXRHCEE S BEE (velocity distribution function) <oA% B
% (probability distribution function), F 7213k % (particle distribution function) 72 & &
FHEND. £z, Qo 1 3M#%8E, K, 340H (—a - 0f /0 ITHETHH) ThD.

I 2236 KO OBEBUL 21T 5. HEEH c I3t L, ¢ = Az/At i/ —EDM IR Ax B X
ORI At #RETDH. ZHICEY, 1KZAT v T TOBRENRD X 5 EBOKTRER DD,
(2.5) DEBICT 7T Y afinaEMT 22 & TRAPHBLND.

fal® + caAt,t + At) = fo(x, t) + Qo + Ko (2.6)
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iﬁ( 6) 1I# Ry~ )AL (lattice Boltzmann equation) &I S, MZ2IEIE, FKOHEER

HEERAEL, OXHE [t t + At] ORFFEINICA U 2D kit ok % 5 JQT%ME#Z@%) EZ2IHDE
TITN O H 575, bR S 0 & LT Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook (BGK) 7 /L [31, 4]
W5, Ziuk, KEGFREREZERY RS 2 & THfiBEMRBCEERRIBICHNE T 5 L E LB T T
NThD. AV Y~r FERAUCBGK €7 va#MT 52 L6, #+F BGK £7 /L (lattice BGK
model) EFEENLD. T BGK 7 /L CIHEREIILL TO LS IR END.

1
Qo= = (fo = £ 27)
Z T, TIIEMEEESRETH Y, UTOXTHEALND.
1 v
T = 54‘ Cg,At (28)

vISESETH D, (2.8) OEHEBRRITEMETH D72, FEMILAAER A TR D, fOU [T 4y A B
BT, KRR OB 34 Tl D Maxwell-Boltzmann 347 & it w @ 2 ¥k T Taylor B L= 5
KOEHITERSIND.

Co -t (co- u)?—c2lul?
Fipou) = wap (14 S Lo

g (2.9)
ZIT, Wo IIBHEEHFBOELSDIFRETH D, wy 1L, BWHEENNABZEM O E 7RIS

DEELEMERD LD, TROXIICERIND.
[4/97 ‘ca‘ =0
D2Q9: ws,=1<1/9, lco| =1 (2.10)
1/36, |ea| = V2
(8/27, |ca| =0
2/27,  eo| =1

D3Q27 o= 2.11
VT =050, Jeal = v2 (211)
(1/216, |co| =3
WRDBERE p RO w1, LLFOX I ICHESMBEBOBRFINLRD LS.
Q-1
p=> fa (2.12)
a=0
19
u=-3 cufa (2.13)
pa:O

BRI, ST K, 13, UTFTOXSICERSND. AL > TINRE a 20 S ik, B2
A At DRI paAt 72T EIHEZIENSE LS00, Ky i

Z co Ko = pey - alAt (2.14)
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Table 2.1: Applicable scope of lattice Boltzmann method.

Kn<1 Kn 21

Ma <0.3 applicable not applicable
Ma > 0.3 | not applicable not applicable

EWT-THERDD. Ky 1Z—RBIEEE LRV, RIFETIX (2.14) -7 Ho—o2L LT, LT
DERETMT 2.
c,, - alt

c2

S

(2.15)

Ka = Wap

JEDNE, ALY~ AETIEHBICERE SR, HEUE 1 OREEZRET S 2 & T, BELEFHRD
ERAHE L TRATRO BN S.

p=cp (2.16)

212 #®FRILYTUEDEREE

¥RV < 15D Navier-Stokes FHRAUTIRA 415 Z &1%, Chapman-Enskog &R [6] 12X VR
INTWD. FEIZHOWTIEfHER A Tib*%7%%, Chapman-Enskog BB TIEW < OO REDE DL,
TR VT ARNLY ~ AENERH TE HIAEOHBITHIRIND. £F, 7 X—t I Thbs
TEMRESNTEY, T72bb Kn<1 Thsd. Licho Tl I EpeisIchlR S, 7 X—
T UDOREVTENTH D AERMITITEA TE 2. £/, EEMITEL (p ~ const.) 2MEE ST
LI, HEME BT EDTE LR~ v HifiL (Ma S0.3) ICOBEHFRETHY, ~ v D
BRSO E R EOWMAICITEA TE RV, L OMFRAERICEL®H D L, Table 2.1 DX H I
3%,

213 FREDHRETIL

Bt ALY~ 5O BGK 7 /WVIET LT Y XARBEMPAOBENRR WD, K HNGITE 2R,
LA NV ZEOFEICB O THIEIREI R L, SHERENARLEL 0D 2 EBAER I Tz, BLRICE
Héiﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂﬁ%@f:&), BT > T OO BRET APEE I TS, Charman-Enskog
JRBHIZ X, MBEBOBIRD OB 2RUTOHE O fao, . Caifa, Y CaiCajfa) DHFPEMBITTIFE
il Egi‘?ﬁ_é 0)’(3’00’( 3L LEDI (3 cqicajCakfay Y CaiCajCakCal fas - - ) (ZERAIEICHERIGR T
bo. LI > T 3RO 2 H52i itr I (2.8) IO THER O E D Z LT, £
NOZHBICHEST L2 L CHAREZ R EERELEEEZRD L LN TE L. HESMBEKD
FETRBFRBOENRS Y G- TOTRAREZ SBET 5 2 LA TR0, WES Mz £ —
AU b (REZEICHBESZIEH) ICEBL, E— AV R F'ﬂf@IﬁfﬁfD%nﬁ’%ﬁb’C% V2O S AT
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BUCHERT D, EWVWIONRKBEETVORERNLRFIBETHD. RETIE, ZRETVE L TRENLR
MRT EFABLRF 2 LTy NEFICOWTEHHAT 5.

Multiple-relaxation-time €7 )L

Multiple-relaxation-time (MRT) EFTNVL, HREOKBRETVORTHHHNRSEG LI-FIETH
% [32, 33]. MRT 7/ Tid, #ESMBEBEZESEEMSELOTIE RS, T—A MIEHBL, £h
%n@%~f/b%%ﬁ£ﬁé@%ﬁﬁMﬁfﬁﬁb EESABEBIC T #HIEEAT . 22TV HE—
Ay b e, HESMBBOBIMATHY, X, BE

Q-1
. (2.17)
a=0
R
Q-1 Q-1 Q-1
Jz = Z Caxfou jy = Z Coayfom Jz = Z cOthO“ (2'18)
a=0 a=0 a=0
IS TIT 2 MRS B IH
Q-1 Q-1
Pxy = Z Camcayfav Pyz = Z caycaZfo” ce (2'19)
a=0 a=0

RENDD. WESMEE N ST — A h~DOEHIT, MIEELTHY, U EBRNFEL VDL
ERH 5. ’@i5ﬁ%@iﬁ@@%f??@mﬁﬁﬁé_&ﬂf%étw,MHT%Tw%ikﬁﬂ*
Rl X%, MRT 22T, KLERICEL &, koXTREINDS.

) = If) = MTESM(If) = 1f°9) (2.20)

K (2.20) I©OWT, D2QI ZBNCFHE L BT 5. £F, 7 v b2 MDA E 72 13T — A
v R EAAEFINY FATHY,

) == (fo, f1, fa, f3, fa, fs, fo, S, fs)T (2.21)

DEINTERSND. Fy bR MVEERT DI LICED, T—AY F~OEBEATHIO A TR
TELEOIERD. L2, BER

p=Ap|f) (2.22)
(pl=(1]=(1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1) (2.23)

LEEWMZ L ENTEL L, HEEIT

o = {a | ) (2.24)
(ja| := (ce| = (0,1,-1,0,1,—1,—1,1) (2.25)
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RELTHIENTED. FRICLCEFIEOBIEMNLRE— A > M EBETL, HELSMEK S E—
Ay NOEBFTHINEZTE S, D2QI 1B\ T, Lallemand 5 [32] OEFICH, F— AL hoM%E

Im) := (p, €, €, ju, Qws Gy Qy» Doz Pay) ' » (2.26)
(e] .= (=4 +3(c2 + cz)‘ , (2.27)
21 9
(] := <4 — ?(Ci + ci) + 5(0?5 + 03)2 , (2.28)
(Ju| = {eal, (2.29)
(qo| == ((=5 +3(c2 + c}))ca |, (2.30)
(Jyl = (eyl, (2.31)
(qyl := (=5 +3(z2 + c}))ey | , (2.32)
(Day| = (cacyl (2.34)
LB L, WESMEENOE—RA L hDEHE
Im) = M [f), (2.35)
(| 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
(e] -4 -1 -1 -1 -1 2 2 2 2
(e] 4 -2 2 2 21 1 1 1
(ol o 1 0 -1 0 1 -1 -1 1
M=| (g |=l0 -2 0 2 0o 1 -1 -1 1 (2.36)
Gyl o 0 1 0 -11 1 -1 -1
(g o 0 -2 0 2 1 1 -1 -1
(Paa| 0 1 -1 1 -1 0 0 0 0
(Pay| o 0 0O 0 0 1 -1 1 -1

LELZENTED. MITE—RAY NEHATHITH D, RIZ, FONIZE—AL FOZTNEIITHK LT
BGK BEHEOFHFAMHA T 5. BGK H2EHE CIIEE p B LOEBI & j,, j, ITRGFEISNL0E, E0 D
6 F— A MIOWTHEEREMPITOND. BEEEMBZEDOE—A L M L EIRFIFCRT LT DL,
ZHIFRDO I HITES LN TES.

my =mg —sg(ms —mG)  (8=0,1,2,...,8) (2.37)
HHWE, ATHITETE, UTOLIR5.
m*) = |m) — S(|m) — [m*)) (2.38)
ZIT, mY I3 EE— A FTHY, FEomBEEoE—A e LTHEADND.

M) = M| fe%) (2.39)
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S T EEEFMREATHICH Y, KDL I

Tl
oo
Nk
)
)]

»
)
o O O O

(2.40)

OO OO OO
OO OO O oo

»
(=)

DO OO OO oo

)
I
coococooococoo
VA
K

coocoocooco® o

cCoocooco0ooO
coocop
cCooococooooOo

SO OO OO

o O
)
»
oo

FEFGREL 51, S2, S4, S6, 57,88 PO D, 87,88 (Pya, Pay PEFRED 1ZIRAKDIE ST > Y WZxHET 5 H
Thdizdh, BEENLR (2.8) ICZL o THREIND. KD ORI 51, 52, 84, S6 I[CDOWV T EE O A 3
SIENTED. BLA JNVABEMHCRBNTRERBEOMEZRE, LTOLYICR5.

$1 = 89 = 1.4, s4 = 8¢ = 1.2, S7 =83 =T L. (2.41)

PAEiZXY, =—A 2 FZERTo BGK HZEENTIR ENTZ. &EID, FEEOT— X N E2EEST
RS WAL+ % = & C MRT 7/ L AEZSEME BN E T+ 5.

) = M~ ) (2.42)
-7 L,
)= 1) +19) (2.43)

Thd.

3 WL D D3Q27 ET /MTEBW T HREIERIC, 27 EOMMNL2E— A > M2 HET 5 2 & T MRT f#i%e
HAEMKT D Z LN TE %S, D2QI ITHAD L' — A v FROBIMRE OBEIRILEMR H 5723, D3Q27
BT 2827247510 5 b O—HA Suga b [T IZX > TEHA I TWD. Suga b OEHIZ LAUE, £—



14 H2E LAY~ ikl SO A Uik
A2 MEBATIEB L OBRIREBATINIUA T O L 91252615,
$1 1111111111 111111111 1 1 1 1 1 11
1 -1 0 0 01-1-.1 1 1 0-1 01 0-1 0 1-1-1 1 1-1-1 1 0
01 0~-1r0o0111-1-1010-1 01 0-11 1-1-1 1 1-1-1 0
o o0o0oo01-1 0009001111 1-1-1-1-1111 1-1-1-1-1 0
-1-1-1-1-1-1 0 0 0 O0OOO OO OOO OTI1T 111 1 1 1 1-2
2-1 2-1-1-1 1 1 1 1 1-2 1-2 1-2 1-2 O O O O O O O O O
01o01-1-1 111 1-1 0~-1 0-1 0-1 0 O O O O O O O O O
o o0 o0o0o09o01-11-1 00 0 0 0 0 00 1-1 1-1 1-1 1-1 0
o o0 o o0oo0oo0o0oo0o00o01 0-1 0-1 0111-1-1-1-1 1 1 0
o o606 o0 00000001 0~-1 0~-1 01 0 1-1-1 1-1 1 1-1 0
-4 0 4 0 0 0-1 1 1-1-1 0 1 0-1 0 1 0 2-2-2 2 2-2-2 2 0
0o-4 0 4 0 0-1-1 1 1 0-1 0 1 0-1 0 1 2 2-2-2 2 2-2-2 0
o 0 o o-4 400 0 0-1-1-1-1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2-2-2-2-2 0
M = 4 0-4 0 0 0-2 2 2-2-2 0 2 0-2 0 2 0 1-1-1 1 1-1-1 1 0 (2,44)
0o 4 040 0-2-2 22 0-2 02 0-2 021 1-1-1 1 1-1-1 0
o 0 o o 4-4 0 0 0 0-2-2—-2-2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1-1-1-1-1 0
o o0o0o0o00-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4
4 4 4 4 4 4-2-2-2-2-2-2-2-2-2-2-2-2 11 1 1 1 1 1 1-=8
-4 2-4 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1-2 1-2 1-2 1-2 0 O O O O O O O O
0-2 0-2 2 2 1 11 1-1 0-1 0-1 0-1 O O O O O O O O O O
o o600 00 0-2 2-2 2 0000 00 00 1-1 1-1 1-1 1-1 0
o o0 o o0 o o0o0 o0o000~-202 02 0-211-1-1-1-1 1 1 0
o o0 o oo o0o0o0©o00-29029020-201-1-11-1 1 1-1 0
o o0o0o0o09O01-1~-11-1 0 1 0-1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 O0 O
o o0o0o0o00~-1-111010~-1 01 0~-1 0 0 0 0 0 O0 O0 0 O
o o606o0o0o0O00O00O011-11-1-1 1-1 1 00 0 0 0 0 0 0 O
o o0 o0 o0 o0 0 0 0 0 00 OOOOOOOTI1T-11-1-11-1 10
S = dlag(O, 0, 0, 0, S4, S5, S5, S7, S7, S7, S10, S10, S10, S13, S13, S13,
816, S17, 518, S18, 520, 520, 520, 523, 523, 523, 526), (2.45)
S5 = S§7 = 7'71,
S4 — 154, S10 — 15, S13 = 183, S16 — 14,
S17 = 161, S18 = S20 = 198, S93 = S96 = 1.74. (246)

EEL, diag() 1E, BIERH IR ORHITEICH 5.

XaLFVEETIL

X a7y MET VL, 2015 FIZ Geier © [34

%. MRT &7 /L6 FITEfEZ

EMRm ELTEY, MRT 5 /LG
WL A I NVAEDORN S EERNCHET L ENTES., $247 0 VETATIE

2 ko TRES N, HHH LVEEEF L Th

XFHREDMERES 2 & O D TR

(1) F=AL bOROVIZFLE—AL MEHAVWDLZET, BV LA RERBERELTLHZ L.

(2) FLE—ALV MEIBICF 2 LT N EMENDMERICEHRT L Z LT, HEHHMSIHEDO E W

EREETH L.
@Qﬁmib,ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%kﬁmﬁibfwé.%h%hﬁ??%%?é.if hLE—AL B E
X, B— AV MNIEMBT AR FEEORFEZHET TRMZID DO TIERL, o rHELREDZED
%%%%ﬁf%ﬁ%mok%mf@é.#@bB,MRTT%w%hé%~%VBﬁ

Q-1
Mimn = Y ChpCy € fa (2.47)

a=0
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LEBEBINDIDICXK L, FLE—RAL MT

Q-1
Klmn = Z (Can — u)l(cay —0)"(Car —w)" fa (2.48)

a=0

EERIND. I,mn e NIFENENE—A L FELIFHLE—AL N 2y, 2z ST RIORETH 5.
KIZ, FabT U MIOWTHMAT LS. F—A bPbFa T b, SAEEOS L FEORERIMEE
ERTETHDLN, 2Ty MIFHTHEREROFEOMSIMEN K bR < 78D L 9 ICEKEF S v kidEt
BEThD. T, Gaussian SBT3 E®ULEOF 2 AT "B TRTOIZRD EWVWHEE 2.
WEDMBEE fo ICRHTD2F 2T ME, D FEEOERE L THRESMBRD T 7T 2% KD,
D AR A RBEHE L U Taylor BT 2 Z &L THOLND. T7hbbH,

Q-1

F(E X, Z) = L{fa} =Y fae™ EcortToaytioas) (2.49)
a=0

M(E,Y,Z) =W F(E,T,2Z), (2.50)

olomonM (Z, Y, Z)
OZLOTmOZn

—l—-m—-n

Clonn = ¢ (2.51)
==T=7=0
Ths. DIQT BT, [,m,n € {0,1,2}% &FHUE 27T MOMSI 2% 2 AT > b ASEHTE, MRT
& FERICZE it L OIS FRECTH D .

A (2.51) 1T DB fo OWERELE L TRATE 52720, FE RIIMREZ RO 2 L 9 7284E
LR, F 2 8T b A~OBHR, WS L OESSEO ST Geier HIC k> TEMENTEHY, F
FROFIETITOND. £7, BRIV BERBKOEE, MiEHZRDD.

Q-1
p=3 fu (2.52)
a=0
Q-1
u=(u,v,w)" = fl) <a2At+ Z cafa> . (2.53)
a=0

ZIT, alIMEETHD. I, BE, MEEZHANTHLE—A F2RDDH. K (2.48) TRDHDTH
FOR, RRHEZE NI E ST 52T, KVDRVHARTHTLE—AL FERDDH Z EN
TE 5.

Car W
Rijln = Zfijk ( P C) ) (2.54)
k
. w
Kilmn = Z’{iﬂn (] - C> ) (255)
J
1
w
Kmn:§:mmn<h—c>. (2.56)
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INBIE, UTOL5I7PIEAATEL I L TE 5.

Fijlo 1 1 1 fiji

Kijh | = —1—w/e —w/c 1—w/e fijo (2.57)
Kij|2 (=1=w/e)* (~w/c)* (1—-w/c)? fij1

’ii\(]n 1 1 1 Hiﬂn

Kijin | = —1-v/c —v/c 1—v/c Ki0ln (2.58)
Ki|2n (-1- U/C)2 (*U/C)2 (1- U/C)2 Ril|n

Romn 1 1 1 Ki\mn

Eimn | = —1—u/c —u/c 1—u/c Kojmn (2.59)
K2mn (—1-u/c)* (~u/e)* (1—-u/c)*) \Fijmn

2T, WFO 0,5,k T ESAR B OME S RO x,y, 2 WTEERS T, (4,7, k) € {-1,0,1}3 TH D.
72, 1=-1ThD. firld, ca=cli,j k)" 24T o OEESMEL fo THD. &S, Hb
F—AV IO F a2 ATy FAOEREITI. 0K, 1IROF 25T MIEEEIZEE LW, R
WAHMEIIRN. 2, 3IROFa LTy ML, FLE—AY MI—ET 5.

Ci10 = K110, (2.60)
C200 = K200, (2.61)
C120 = K120, (2.62)
Ci11 = K110- (2.63)
AW EDOF 2 5T 2 MIFLE—A L MO/ G L LTEZ LN, UTFTOLIITRDEND.
K200K011 + 2K110K101
Co11 = K211 — ) ) (2.64)
K220K020 + 2K7
Ca20 = a0 — p =2, (2.65)
K002kK120 + K020K102 + 4K011K£111 + 2(K101K021 + K110K012)
Cla2 = K122 — , (2.66)

P

Cao2 = — (4K3y; + + + + 4( + + )

222 = K222 K111 T K200K022 T K020K202 T R002K220 Ro11K211 T R101K121 H110f€112)
2(K120K102 + K210K012 + K201K021)

p
2 2 2
16K110/101K011 + 4(KT91 K020 + K§11K200 + KT10K002) + 2K200K020K5002

02
BB, WEONEF LR -% 2 5T ML, ALOFLE—A Y FORTE R UIEFICIE 82 %
ZLTHRBNS. k2T, Coun 13 (2.60) LY

0011 = KRQ11 (268)
ThY, OX 2T MEEKTHD. WIS, WATREINDLIF 2 LT MEREAZEET .

Cl*mn = Climn + (1 - Wlnm)ceq

Ilmn

(2.69)
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Cf o FEIEEDF 2 5T VN, wipm 135F 2 5T 2 PORRURE, Cp) 13 PHli¥2 L7 FToHD.
BFREILI 2 ROF 2 5T > FOIERARSICEBNT 77, dF 207 MIBWT 1 THD. K
Fa Ty MY, 2RORAMIITIBNT

P
3
ThHV, OFHF 2 L7 MI0 ThD. HEFHEODL, 227 b HLE—A L M EFEH
LT, WESHERA~DOMEREZIT). F2 T EPLHLE—RAL F~DOEHIL, UTORTHS
ns.

C00 = Cozo = Cooa = (2.70)

K110 = Clio (2.71)

K200 = Ca00; (2.72)

K120 = Cla0, (2.73)

k111 = Cii1s (2.74)
. Ra00K011 + 2K110K101

ka1 = Ca1p — P ) (2.75)
X X K3g0kt20 + 2(K510)?

K320 = O — P ) (2.76)

KooK on + Koonkino + 4k5116511 + 2(K 01 Ko + K10k
Ky = Clyy — 0027120 0201102 011F111 (Klo1K021 110 012)7 (2.77)

0
Ky = Cogp — (4 (“T11)2 + K00K022 T Ko20K202 + Koo2kiza0 + 4(K011K311 + Klo1K121 T K110K112))
. 2(K120K102 T K310K012 + K301K021)
p
1667 10k701R011 + 4((Kio1)?Kd20 + (K§11)* K300 + (K110)*Kdo2) + 28500K020 K502
p? '
ILROFLE—RAL N, BEERESESZ LT, 405 (X (2.6) D K,) IZHYS T 53#EDOE S
(Au/At = aAt) ZFLR T2 LN TED.

(2.78)

K100 = —K100 (2.79)

BB, PLE—A Y M DERESTBEEA~ DU AL, K (2.57), (2.58), (2.59) DHiTTH|ZRD D5 Z
LT, LTFOLYICEHAEINS.

Hﬂmn 1— (u/c)? -2 -1 Komn
K0 mn ( (u/e)? —u/c)/2 (2u/c—1)/2 1/2) (/@’{mn> (2.80)
ki) (/e +ufe)/2 @ufe+1)/2 1/2) \jy
:ﬂn 1—(v/c)? -2 -1 Kilon
Riom | = | (W/e)? =v/e)/2 (2v/c—1)/2 1/2| | Ky, (2.81)
K1 ((v/c)2+wv/e)/2 (2u/c+1)/2 1/2 Kjan
z‘*ﬂ 1— (w/c)? -2 -1 ij10
( S0 | = ( (w/e)> —w/e)/2 (2w/c—1)/2 1/2) Kiin (2.82)
B (w/c)> +w/c)/2 (Rw/c+1)/2 1/2 Kijla



18 H 28 ALY < AR KL ONE A MR 1A

: solid wall

Fig. 2.2: Bounce-back scheme.

214 IWRRZH

Bounce-back
Bounce-back Ffi%, X0 72 LBEIZH T 28R &M LTUAKHOWOLA TWDOEREHTH D, BE
B IEIR A~ & TRAVIATe 75 A0 B2 fa E LT, PR O Culim & O & £ oA B SR O & A
T 5. A
falz,t + At) = fa(x,t) (2.83)
72170, alfcay = —co ZMil-THELTATHD. ZOAF—LEHRMIcEKT L, Fig. 220X 9127k
HREE AT BRI AR IR D BEVNT K W BECTIRAT L, Wi & O TIrIuoM - RIcR > TL 5.
Bounce-back FfFi3# LEEZ T TR BEBEG R O Z L AR D [35]. BEMALE TOUHENEE DB H)
=82 K512, BEEECTKH T 20 Mm%k L TkED X 5 280 JHEZ IR 5.

Cqo * Uwall

fal@,t+ At) = fa(x,t) + 2wap(a,t) (2.84)

3
Uatl FEEEOBIEETH D, 7, wgan = u(w@,t) LT52 LT, WYBEOEREMEZEZ5HZ LD
TEB.

Interpolated bounce-back

Bounce-back B fHUIFEF 1T ER AT —LTH LD, AN 6H X9 E Ax/2 ORI H 58 L
Wo ZENTERWD, EHBRMEERRT DL EORBERENE VWS ERD D, FEREIEOR
7T 572, Bounce-back IZAfifHIBI% & B W Ai17- Interpolated bounce-back 7% Bouzidi & [36]
MHLIBRINTWVD. BIEKEZ Fig. 2.3 107, B MITREEMEZ RS, FERONLANL, R LD
i, £721%, TOMEPBIRLTZEOEERL, BHERORNFNIHFEIZ L > TROONIMETH DL Z L %2R
. FE T, BERORENIMEERIEL R L, BT VDM, $IZITHH TR b2 RS
AL TW%. Interpolated bounce-back TiX, #1 & BE L ORRBES FIEOY5 L0 /S WEGEE &K



2.1 KERLY <95 19

1 solid wall 1
) 123
; Ax X qAx . Ax i qAx
i< e—> i< i< >
i Ja  fa fo(t+A0) | B fg(t) ,i\fa(t)\
~~~~~~ l/ \s\~ \
oK f fat +A0) = fz(6) |
- a \\~~
fa ), Ja ‘A ........... l'/

Fig. 2.3: Interpolated bounce-back scheme.

SWEE TR RLRD. ¢<1/20LX13, BENPLORRZHRTH L O EHFALICBEHL TS L)
IRNLIE O 3 A1 B A& ZERIARNIC & > TR, ThEaBIiSE D 2 & TENLIAED GBI 53 E
B ERD D, q>1/2 08 &1, ETHESMBEREZBI S, Btk o1 BI% & 22 i
T5Z L THENMBBEZRD D, Znb6E2NTERTEUTOLIITRD.

1
falm, t + At) = 2qfa(x, t) + (1 — 2q) fa(x + ca AL, t) + 2wap$ (q < 2) , (2.85)

S

R 1 2g — 1 1 Co - Uwall 1
= — T~ _— - > = .
falx,t + At) 2qfa(a:, t) + 5 falz,t) + 5 (Qwa,o = ¢z (2.86)

A~

q (0 < q <1)FVROKA S L EER & ORBECET 528, uwan (FEOBENHE, f, I3 Interpolated
bounce-back BRLHEIC L > TEZ BN A EESMBEDOMETH 5.

b

AL
TMABERRMETIE, B pi B EOTH wy & —EMEIZEES S Dirichlet Z&F 2 V5. AT 5
FEARBEED P A TH D LARE L, FEROMEEIAMBEEIIRO £ 5 e HEEEZRET 5.

2 2

Cq * Uip Cq * Uip — C5'|Uin

5 +( ) I s [ ) (2.87)
Cs Cs

i 2B

e
=

2

fol®,t) = fS9(pin, Uin) = PinWa (1 +

TRHER
TEHBE SRS TN, EESAAEEOEIT H I L TBEEOARNE e TH 5 LIKET 5 Neumann
FHEHAWD . BRAFMC Lo TEZ B NDERE « Jil % W CORRE o Am B 2 R &, SER O E
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SRR LT 5.
o Cq * Uy Cq * Uou 2 - CQ Uou 2
fa(w>t) = fOeéq(pOHt7 uout) = PoutWe (1 + C2 : + ( t)c4 S| t‘ ) (288)
S s
Pout = p(x + ncAt,t), (2.89)
Uout = (T + ncAt,t). (2.90)

7212 L, nATPRHBE R E D S AN s D ERAN Y PV TH S

215 HMADEFE

T BRI 2511 % Rk 572, Momentum exchange method [37] 2 H\ 5. BE& ki 7D
E2=2DT 1Y —m5, Bounce-back F7-1% Interpolated bounce-back §e4:12 35\ CRE & 36 B 454 B %L
OE CHEBEN AW IND SAET D, WIREE CHEE /5 B K 2 Rtz 1261 2 EB) & D21t
BEETRELADELZOL, Ritxk &b 27O HZZ2E ChREAET 5.

Q-1
F = Alt Z Z coB(x — ¢, At) (fa(:z; — o At t) + fd(cc — co ALt + At)) , (2.91)

xze a=0

1 is fluid latti
Blay) = { (xy, is fluid lattice) '

2.92
0 (elsewhere) (2.92)

72721, fa 1% Bounce-back %713 Interpolated bounce-back ™=k (2.84), (2.85) =13 (2.86) |2 &

DWROOENDEEFMEETHD. QIEEMERNMOK T REROES, B(xy) IWIENIOS M 2 B4R
TLODHETHD.

216 —YIT4Y3al—YarvDEA

LA VA OENELTED 3 WItiHE T, Kolmogorov A7 — /L DS & it 2 5 72 DI B2 k-
BT VA VR ED 455D 9 F(ZHHI LT RT L5720, EHEFHHE (direct numerical snnulatlon;

DNS) #zZEfid % 2 & I3FHREROBLAN HHIER TRV, ﬁL?ﬁf%?\/V%%)\‘é‘é%\gﬁj@éZﬁ’ A
HTIET7—Yx=7 4 —¥alb—ar (Large Eddy Simulation; LES) €7 /v % H\%. LES Tl
BTG A O ) (Grid Scale; GS) £ TIHEMERR L, HFAEELLT OLE) (Sub-Grid Scale;
SGS) ®AHEEF LT H. RANS &Il LT LES 1%, GS RAICET ARAENRBA LRV -0
R, KERIZEEH I TH D I2ORRNREB BIRA D ENTE DLW HIRFEDDL 5.

74 LB

¥Ry < /{i%'?%ﬁ@%%/i EFRIEN D BB R R T T, WBRZER 4 8 5 % 118 CRERUL T 5.
7V L CHER L L7256, DEEITZERE IR CEI SN b DT REEINDS 2D, SGS ik
SITER SN, fﬁ‘éﬁkfta/h% rm)\a“é SGS o3 #ET LT B8, 7 4 VZ BRI L - T GS sy
& SGS sy DM EAFAEAEH T 5.
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b HWEE f(2) ITOVT, UFOX DR 4 A LSRR f(z) 28AT 5.

f@>=/miﬂww@—yMy (2.93)

ZIT, w) Z74VvEEETHL. TANVIBEBORITMEETH L, KRR bOELTHy T
Ny N7 4 )VH

1 1 1
— ——<zr<< —
w(z)={ A < 2A ~ 2A) (2.94)

L, WU T T4 0H

6 622
w(r) =14 —-€X B 2.95
(@) TA? p( A2> ( )
BIWY, AT MV hy AT T4 VE

T

2Sinf
w(z) = (2.96)

T

NETF NS, 7L, A7 4 AZIETHY, LES TIEA=Ax L T50R— R THSL. 74 1L%
I & > TEEDD GS A DOHNE HEND SET D L, Bl f & GS S f OZENSWPED
SGS KoMKk HND.

f=f-F (2.97)

T4 nHfsnie HFREXREE 2 5. FEEEEREO AR FREATH 5 EHE O LY Navier-Stokes
FRRIC 7 o V2 EMEEET &, UTOoOXnEons.

Ou;
= 2.
52, = O (2.98)
ou; a@iﬂj 1 op 32’[@ 8Tij
= — — 2.99
ot 8xj pasz * V@xjaa:j 8(Ej ( )

Z I T, iy 1E SGS plisr D LB GS BRTICE 2 D2 K TH (SGSIEHH) T, RO K HITERS
ns.

Tij = Ul — ﬂiaj (2100)

SHIT, wuy FUTOXIITEAYT D Z LR HkRD.

wiuy = (U; + ul)(u; + ;) (2.101)
+ upt; + uju) (2.102)
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ZHRIZEY, 7 BUTOL Y IZEREND.

7i; = Lij + Cij + Rij, (2.103)
Lij = Wi, — U, (2.104)
Cij = Uity + v}y, (2.105)
Rij = uful,. (2.106)

L;; 1% Leonald 3, C; 1% Cross X, R;; (X Reynolds J5 W EFFIND. 2 b DHZ GS b IE
BERO D Z LIk, ETAVEEATLILERDS.

Smagorinsky ET /L

Smagorinsky €7 /L [38] 1, SGSJEHEDET VL LTALEONTNDET L THD. 7 4 /L7
TER LA 7V RS OMEE ARG 73 2 &, 36 KO Reynolds Jix 10353 TR K 20577 & RIERIC
TERT 2 Z &2 0UEL, SGSIENHEIZU FDOET VA EZRAT 5.

Lij ~0,Ci; ~ 0, (2.107)
1 _
Rij — 30ij Rir = —vsesSij- (2.108)

L, Sy HOFHEET L YA THY, UFOLIICERSND.

sz«j=;<§z;+‘2zz) @1

F£72, vsas 1T SGS iy DEEIC & 5B 2R TIIELEETHY, UTOLIIZEALNS.
vsas = CA?|S|, (2.110)
S| = 4/25,;5;;. (2.111)

CITETF VR, AZ7 4 VAETHS.
7 4 N Z AL S Tz O ks LY Navier-Stokes 5 FEIZ Smagorinsky €7 V&2 w@AHT 5 &, K
(2.98) 35 KT8 (2.99) HELFO L 5 e B& iz 5.

ou; .

9 =0 (2.112)
31‘% 81_Lil_bj B 1 8p a2ai
ot dx;  pox M O0x;0x; (2.113)

72120, v 13 SGS IS Z ML LI ERMRETH Y, 7 V722 LOERE v &R vsgs O
ThHhzbhs.

Vg =V + Usas (2.114)
INoDOXREET N LOGRALLAD L, WHERT A V2SN GS O OAZEICF>Z L, B
K OBIRE SRR I vggs DIMA DN TND Z L OB RR D, F28E 1T, IHVEREZ RO TH+
KEICE LADbE LT TR, HEa— ROENREEDHTLES #8AT 52 LN TX 5.
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B E—L > & Smagorinsky €T /L Smagorinsky €7 /WZE T 5 E T /URE C ISR O EEK
FRAEORETH L. —HREFMEELIRO X 5 W EER 28 £ VORI CTITERD T T AR R
ETE DN, MEERZ2 &l G 3B A2 EAT 20 EDET MRBERET 2LENH LS. EED
BHEERIETIE, BEEBOERNPNETH D720, AIEDET MEREARET 21E5 BflifETHDL.
T IR RTET 2 FIETW S OFET 503, AR T, HEORATEN & < KEEEHRICE L7 F
EThH 5=t — L MEE Smagorinsky €7 /L (Coherent-structure Smagorinsky Model; CSM) [39]
ZH0D. CSM T, 7 MR C ZLTORUIZE > TRD 5.

C = CCSM|FCS|%, (2.115)
1

Cosm = 20 (2.116)
Q

Fog = o (2.117)

_ Lou; ou, 10u; ou,
_ L E= 3975 2.11
@ 20z; Oxj’ 2696Z ox; ( 8)

BFRILYT VEAD LES DEA

ARV <= ETIE, EREICENDEMFRRE 7 2L T D 7 ICEE#Z 52 & TLES #8A
THZENTED.
1 Vi
5+ 2 At
72720, v 13 SGS IS A NN U= @kt ch v, KX (2.114) TERIND. £, BTrHALYy~
AETIE, OFTHEET Y NV a R D T2 DIHEDZE M A 2 W2 DT <, WE B Z v
TRDDHZENTED., OFTHBEET > VL &4 B O BRI Chapman-Enskog JER 2> 6 LU T
DEIITEIND.

T = (2.119)

1
Sij = _W;)Caicaj (fa — £59) (2.120)
2.2 BHMMERFE
221 T—AE&
MRS T OREIEIZIX, Fig. 24 1R T L9 2K T — XM TR I 5 BRI 2EEREIC L - TE

ﬁéﬂé*ﬁk%ﬁﬁb\é 3Tk T O, 1 BOFEESHENZ K> TIHHOMEBIL 8 DIZaHI S, octree
T2 L 7%, Octree DFAHIR (Fig. 2.4 (a) IZBWTHBEOA, BELOFig. 2.4 (b) IZHB W THA
DIEFTEMEDONADOFL S TRINDER) &/ — FNEMES. ETICERTORANT , — R

BPBARICHDL EF, Elo /) —FE8/—F, TAO /) — &/ —FEES. Bl — F2AETh
589720l LD — RIFAEWIRS /= FThHD LWV, FEFLRN ) — RV —7 LTINS,
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GPU HHECTOWFINEEZ MR T D720, TNEND Y — 7 X — T O 1 CTHg sk X 1 5 5 MRk 1
ZEIVYTS., J— R X —OKFEEZHAV, 1 V=780 4 THRASHITIXI X9 £40F
17x17Tx 17 &4 5.

Octree ®V —7 D /) — RES Z, ik, ER3HEICLLE XS oL~z —7o
B LR HEL, LoL ]l OV — 7 O RGE Az 1X

Axy = 2wl Ay (2.121)

max

WCRESIND . lpax 1 ERRKOMAILL VL THS. 1L, Fig. 24 (a) TiX, HHHWY —71%2,3/4,
I bMNANY —7135,6,7,8 TH Y, BIKT2ROMGE &rRkE) DEND L. Fig. 2.4 (b) OfFIT
1Z, EwbMPVEE D) =T DML~ 2 T, BT 4B TIBEERDS. o, SHRO%
EMERRT 5720, AWVCHET 2V —T7 O L~ L2EF 0 £7213 1 IRET 5.

KT — A REEIZBNT, H—0 Octree [TIEH B E 1213 HERTIR OFHREERICKHET 5. K0 —#x
E"J@Eﬁ%i ToIXE G R OTIR DGR AW O 728, #HE D Octree % 1#fE 3 5 Forest-of-octrees

i [40] ZEAT 5. #HED Octree @i U727 — # ikt L O+ Dl % Fig. 2.5 12577, ¥

AT Forest-of-octrees O AT — Z fiE, KAMIIAMEE xS T 2 /ML T CTHh 5. MLk 10
B CHEMITH—D Octree (T3t T DA, WHRIE Octree NO Y —7 %2R LTS, ZOROH]TIX
6 & Octree ZH#fE L, Mkt 4:3 D 2 IRTOFHHEBEIREZFRE L TS, 3WTOHEBRERIZILT, o
TS Ny 8, y @5 Ny, BEO 2z @5 mic N, o Octree 2 ~2 Z & T, EEOEKL
DRI ZF>TZEFRIROFEER AR D Z LB TED.

222 FREIZIADEY

Ry < AETIE, HESMBEBROBENEE c 3T OMMME L~ VKE T —ETH 5. HE
¢, BFIE Az, FFHZ% 'J«7>Lfllaa At EDORICIE ¢ = Az /At DRRBEH D720, MO X 5 1IcRie s
FRAGE DR A DAHET 256, FFZIAE G FRERICER R DMEZ MO BERDH L. KM WEF OMSY
BV~ % Lnax, RERIZIAEZ Aty & T DL, ML~V | Th DRI 2 RERIZI A8 At
X, WOXTEDLND.

max

Aty = 2lma=lAY (2.122)

bbb, ML AR E O 2D DT EITRFRA AR NE2I220, AT vy 7BIL2 /52705, #
E LT, 3 2o0MSL LV O EET D56 OB OIEF % Fig. 2.6 (287, EHRO KT
MREHEALEL, WHEORENTRR DML L DT ORI TORMMROERIELZHRT. k)
2, HOVEFR 1 AT v T ORI R AR T 2, 1 BV TIX 2 27 v T OFREEIT 5 ~L
FHALAT v T ORENVLETHD.

R R Z 208 23 o0 LS MIZ Ko TR D Z ST, ARV < IEDORREMEF R 7 2L S
WTOMER DD, ML~V I OREFIZB T DRGSR 7 1L, & (2.8) O At Zfli5{bL~Lic
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Refinement level

Whole mesh Octree

930r 172 grids in a leaf
(b) 3D mesh.

Fig. 2.4: Data structure of octree-based Adaptive Mesh Refinement.
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b o
2
G A

Fig. 2.5: Refined mesh of rectangular computational domain with multiple octrees.

coarse grid

fine grid

> Time step
0 1 2 3 4

Fig. 2.6: Multiple timestep sequences in refined mesh.

U TR LS TRD 5.
1 v 2.123
T = 5‘1‘ CgAtl ( : )
223 BZEBEHEREUVLANILEHR
ARy < AETOBESASZRIZENT, BEE T ROMOE L~V 872 2554, W /A0 B

DRFZEFMH ZAT > 72 Db, LV EHRIC K> TERESMBEKOEZELET 5.

FUVEFH SHD LM F A~ DR

REE M3 K OB JEIE S MO Z N E SO W TRIBME 21T 5. R oL, Fig. 2.6 O
DRITRTHEY ThDH. O TICE—RZNCREL 2 T > TR T D355 1213 ORZIOfE A W,
FLE IR — R DR A 7 T RFEE LR WIS B ICIERIE ORI AT » T OV EEZ D . 220
M OFFTIE, B I &R —EE LI O FREET 255 8 LRWEERH Y, TS T
CEFEO 1, 28, 4 mEIE8 HOVHEEID. 2 IR T DA O R ONLE & 2R o3
H—2% Fig. 2T IR 7. AREOREZWVIITHNE - TH S, B, IR, FOIANTZEMMF S 7=
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Fig. 2.7: Two-dimensional spacial interpolation from coarse to fine mesh.

MWMEFTHY, ThEZh 1R, 28, 4 ROBWETMHOMAE SN meE£T. RBELOFRDOKH
DI L ORAIE, ZRENARIIH 52 BT O mids KO S 7ol Vs 1 0 R 2 £ T
F7o, 3WILOHE, TNHICIZ T8 ADHWKE T2 LA N T HIFET 5.

HAMEF D 5 M LM F A~ D
MW FICBIT DL AT v 7B KOBEMEICIE, MPrVEFALTHFEL TS, LER-> T,
KD R OWRFZ] « FEFEIZEE L CHAET DNV ME F O RO E Z O E EMMME L T 2.

RESMBROLANI)LEH

KRN~ AR I 2 REZE I, RO E TII R EEAMBEKICT L TE SN D.
ZD=, OTHEET VIV HEERIEICR L CRERE & 720, FEMBER RIS IR AET S, OF Bl
BT Y VRIS T D720, M S B MREER O AEIET 20BN H D [20, 21]. AHTIEE
I BGK ET7NVEHNWD Z & & LTL_NVEBROXNEZENT 55, MRT €7 4% 2 A7 0 MET
MK L THIRE—ORZENT 52 LN RETHD.

Chapman-Enskog BB LA, EEGARREE E OTHEET > VORI, LTFOEGERS 5.

Q-1

D Caitai f3°0 = —2pcITALS;; (2.124)
a=0

FF L, fRed (I B O TR T, KORTERSND.
faft=fo— £33 (2.125)

for fEUIIMHMERIEICR L CHEETH DD, fd L EdfiThd. LoL, EMKFEFRE - BLO
BRI 22 At 23053 MV«wc;ofiﬁétm U%&LfT//Wiﬁ HMb L~V ZEOBE S CAE G
LA BB L SNV ORI COTHEET VL EEEICT A0, TRTOMSME L~
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Ok TN ORMRE /=T LER S 5.
flnea)
T At
FERAEW T2, IRy [ DEEAEET HA (L) AT 5. Vg0
B F-~DRIRNCH T 5 LAVE#HL, RORTREIND.

= const. (2.126)

f;leq,coarse f;eq,ﬁne
= 2.127
coarse A ¢coarse 7-ﬁne Atﬁne ( )
f(Illeq,CO&I'Se _ TC:—::ii::befgeq,ﬁne
coarse a
= 2 faeatne (2.128)
[FIRRIT, MO T2 B~ ORI 2 LUV E#IT, o TR 5.
n 1 Tﬁnc n n
faeq,ﬁne — 57-Coarsefoéeq,ﬁ e (2129)

VAVEHIC LD OFBRET Y VR SVEOSRE TG S R 578, ) — FEr SO T &
HOTWa 56, mbA )V ZBORMFICE O TREOE LR L OEBRICAHEAEC L. 2
Fig. 2.8 ® & 912, BEFHE O m EITH &0 5ok 5 f”ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ#w%%ﬂ%%éLrAﬁ%
BREFELTNDTDTHD. —EORESAMBELIZ Lo L VEBOXDEH STz, FEFEM
o OB v OEZI> TLE D, BWELEHEORMFMELZUGET 5720, LULZEHIZ Kuwata
© @ Imbalance-correction [23] ## A¥ %. Imbalance-correction TiX, L~YVEHIZIIT 5 o5
B AR T 270 DB L ORHEICHIEHAZIMNZ .

[ = 12" u"), (2.130)
pT=p A Apep, (2.131)
U = U+ Ay (2.132)

A BEDR Ay = My Aoy Ao) T BEAMEETH D, MV T2 DO ~DOZER T, L-ULEOE R
DFHAN x FiiTh DA, BEMREIIRXTERSND.

1 Jcoarse 2 -1
M=d=|1-g (1w | (14 (2.133)
-1
1 coarse C2
)\U = )\w = 1-— E 1-— nm 6*2 (2134)

€p, €u 13 Imbalance-correction 7¢ L 0 L~ LB M TH AT L5 Ll E O R BT E T, LLFOX T
Ihs.

neq,coarse ne ,ﬁne—>coarse
fp= Y Jrereome 3 g (2135)
QGAC QEAC
gu — § ch;leq,COal‘Se + § Cafgeq,ﬁneﬁcoarse (2‘136)

a€A. acA,
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Fig. 2.8: Coarse/fine distribution functions on the level-interface lattice.

23 REEEtE
2.3.1 Fourier fEITIC XK AEERE M & FBE DR

BUEFHR FIEO L ENE &R 2 REBAICREET 2 515 E LT, % B/ 12 i L CH— OBk
oy T & DIGEME MRS T D Fourier i A B VWL, Lo, FAOKE HFEXTH D Navier-
Stokes HREATIE, MBI L > TEIEEDORABER SN D720, H—OEARET 5 Fourier
fRNT 2@ 45 2 L1XT& 2. AHiTlE, Navier-Stokes FFEUCHELL T 28 TR CTH 2 Bt
FERXERWT, BTRLVY~ 30 Fourier it 2 £+ 5.

1 REBRILBARRDEFRILY T VEIC K DEIERX
—RRIREESC BT D, EAWEE o(x,t) O 1 Wit AL, DUToXTtRan5.

2
9 | 0 _ 0%
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2L, U BBIREE, s LR TH 5. Bt U ST o A0y < o A, BT
DEIIEKRESND.

ol + ab, 4 AT) = fu(,t) =~ (falt) — (1) (2.138)
U
P — <1 + ch ) | (2.139)
Q-1
o= fa- (2.140)
a=0

72721, ZREIC BGK 5 v &2 AW, 7 I3EMEEREETH Y, JEHURE £ 1Ok L TR OER % 3
7=

K= At <7‘ ~ ;) (2.141)

FEEEE T T 1T 338 (D1Q3) EFAEI, Ca,Wa, cs 2L FO L 3 ICERT 5.
(co,c1,¢2) = (0,¢,—¢) ,c = Af, (2.142)
(wo, w,wa) = ,é, é) 7 (2.143)

(2.144)

von Neumann D& E KT
BITRLY 2 AEOREMMBITZIT O 720, W OOREREIHT. £, BIrRLY~rHFRRA
IZBWTC, EHORESHEAROEEEZZAZ 5.

falz, t + At) = fo(z — coAt,t) — j_(fa(x — oAt t) — [z — co At t)) (2.145)
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WIS, AR fS9 2 ER TR L, S 51T, fSANICEIND ¢ 2B B ORI TR 2.

1 2
fo(l‘,t + At) fo(l’ t) - = <f0(£L’ t) — *(fo(l‘ t) + fl(iB t) + f2(l’ t))) (2146)
filz,t + At) = f1(z — cAt, t)
3U
1+ —
folx — cAt,t) € (folx — cAt,t) + fi(z — cAt,t) + folx — cAt, 1)) |,
(2.147)
fo(z, t 4+ At) = fa(x + cAt,t)
v
—i folw + €At ) — — € (fola + cALE) + fia + cALE) + fola + cALE))
(2.148)
oIz, FHil% fo, f1, fo TEET .
fo(z,t+ At) = <1 - 31> fo(z,1) t3 fl(fU t) t3 fz(JU t), (2.149)
3U 3U 3U
14+ — 5— — 14+ —
fi(z t+ At) = 6TC folz —cAt,t)+ | 1 — 6TC fi(z — cAt,t) + 670 fo(x — cALt),
(2.150)
3U 3U 3U
11— — 1—- — 54 ——
folx,t + At) = 67’C fo(x + cAt,t) + 676 filz +cAt,t)+ | 1— GTC fa(x + cAt, t).
(2.151)

T, WK LTl DB R OEELS S Mb o7& Z e 2 BEL, HWESMBEEROEZRD & 5
®£T5.

[y

™
H} (

fa(z,t) = foe2mike (2.152)

FOITHEELOENE, ( IIEEEATHY, kK ITEETHD. BTEEE N 58, BTV ERE
U, B0 E N/2REOEKOMEAID. D&, B8 oM Es /L, X (2.152) ©
EREZRATDHZLET, UTOXoichExb6n5.

Falz £ cAt, t) = fOe2miklrEcar)
= fa(x,t)eizkaAt (2.153)
= fal@ e (2.154)
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72720, w=2mkcAt LEW. wiIRFIETHRBIESNTZEET, 0<w <7 THD. A (2.153) 230
(2.149), (2.150), (2.151) ICHRAT B Z & T, W4 EOEENATEL fo(z,t) & WL o(x,t) T
MR SN DMIE L AT AOREHFRDELND.

fO(:Eat+At) fo(l’,t)
fl(.fC,t—f—At) =1L fl(l',t) y (2155)
fQ(xat+At) f2($7t)
. 1 2 2
37 37 37
3U 3U 3U
I+ — - . L+ —
e—zw 1_ e—’LUJ e—uu
L—| 67 67 67 . (2.156)
3U 3U 3U
== - St .
67 ¢ 67 c 1= 67 ¢
fO(xat)
ez, t)=(1 1 1) | fi(z,t)|. (2.157)
fg(x,t)
LIIREATHNICH D, fEEDLA LAT v T n (nAt = t) I3 LT EXEFRMICEA TS 2 LT, L
ToOARHELNS.
Jo(z,0)
o(x,t)=(1 1 1)L" | fi(x,0) (2.158)
fa(x,0)

RS, B w OBEELICH L TEETH D Z L OMEFSEMT, %@ﬁﬂL@+%#%ﬁLﬁ
WZEThY, EAEMECIFETDZZENTES. 170 L OEAHEEZ Ao, M1, 2 & T DL, ROL
PEELUTOLIICHETAHAZENTE A,

max(\)\o|,])\1\,|)\2]) <1l %
max(|Aol, [A1], [Az]) =1 H3
1 K&

LIE (2.159)
max(|Aol, [A1], [A2]) > E

ITHIOEA I, B w, BARERGRE r BLOBREE U285 3 EBEEKE D), 13U
DNTNPZEEEICT D E#EmPHETH L. TRy~ kT, 7=05 0L EBRTREAC
U=00&EEBTREANIC—ET L. 71=05 DL EOEAEDIM%Z Fig. 2912, U=0D& ZDI[H
AIED5 R % Fig. 2.10 (R, FEOEDITLER, BEOESIITLZER, REDOEZIIANLER
Thod. £z, BOERITIEAMEOHIELN 1 OFEEGHRERLTWD. FENLETHDHOITIE, T

U 1 1
waﬁﬁwmﬂbf%ﬁﬁﬁfkéﬁﬁﬁ%é.Ltﬁof,ﬁﬁ%#ﬁzﬁggﬁiﬁog;§2
THb.
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Fig. 2.10: Eigenvalues’ w-7 dependency with U = 0



2.3 MREFHH 35

RARRKICHT HBE
B RS HIHIEEL (2, 0) = ™% ZMA W, BEBMIILLT O X 5127 5.

Pexact (x7 t) = eiw(:z:—Ut) (2160)

=07, BFRNY = AR XD EAEMRI, A1 OB SR A M S RET D L, UTFDX ST
5.

(Pnumerical(xa t) = (1 1 1) L"| ¢ eiwm (2161)

Z1ZL, t=nAt, T = ;’C“é?)é. U=01le, n=10 & L7t ED, 2 =0IC8T D Pexact, Pnumerial
DOiERHE &R % Fig. 211187, BOFERIIEER, ROERIIBMEHETH L. mEEONRDIEERK
AR & RO TNARE L Lo TS, @B W THEIEMR OIS 1 K TH D2, i,
Onumerical SPFERIREE fo, f1, o DR LEDE L L TRIBIND 72O TH D, REMHFITBWTHREITSI L
DEAEOHEREITET 1 Th 225, BEELITRFRAYICHE L2V,

AN~ AR K DA OBERZEZ MM T 5. ETRDZ pexacts Pnumerical 22D, 1 AT v 7
B2 OFFFREAE (Gain error) 36 L OMZAHFAZE (Phase error) 2L FORIZ L VKD 5.

1
n

3=

‘Qpexact (xu TZAt)| - |80numerical(1') nAt”

Gain error = T ‘
‘Spexact ((L’, TLAt)’ "

=1|1- ’@numerical(l'anAt)’% (2162)
arg (‘Pexact ($> nAt)) /TL —arg (Sonumerical(fva nAt)) /n
Phase error =
arg (Pexact (€, nAt)) /n
arg (@numerical(ﬁ’ nAt))
=|1- 2.163
—wnUAt ( )

FIEN KT DRFRAZER KX OCFHRAZE D 04 & Fig. 2.12 (1R, @ E0RIC RO CRRZE DN BRI
LTW5. Zhix, ROMRICED b0 EEZOND. HIEORBELERTIE, FIERE L HERER, £
NENBEEICH L TARE 2IRDBEX T/ > TS, LB - T, 1ALy~ kOB RT3
T HRREIINAIRRAEN BN TH D Z NN D L b, B ARRITHT 28RV Y <~ LD
RAERESREZER] 2 K CH D Z L DR TE 2.
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H2E TR Y < ik L OE A AR 1A

1 —— T - |§0exact|
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(a) Absolute value.
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S x| N |
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\\\ arg((pexact)
arg(g{)numCriCﬂlj\\\\gf <
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5 ; i /2
w

(b) Amplitude.

Fig. 2.11: Exact and numerical solution of advection eqation.
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Fig. 2.12: Error of Lattice Boltzmann Method for 1D advection equation.
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Fig. 2.13: Exact and numerical solution of diffusion eqation.

MR ARERICH T HIEE
PEOTRR ISR L o(x, 0) = e™® ZIN A T2Rf, BEBMRIZLL FO X 51272 5.

2 .
Qpcxact(ﬂjat) =e tezwz (2164)

—F, TRV~ AR L DAL, WO GBS A P oA EIRET D L, LFD X H I
wh.

wx

g™

@numerical(xa t) = (1 1 ]-) L iww (2165)

8™

.
&
8

| O RW| N

Q)

ZIZL, t=nAt, U=07Tbs. IEHEGEATIE, AHOLALITZR AAHBREIIEEIC 0 THDH7),

PAEIIRISGRRED R L 70D 1: 1.9, n=10 L L7z &ZD, 2 =01ZBT D Yexact, Prumerial P %
Fig. 2,13 (oA T. BOTBIIHEM, ROTBIDRERTHS. Bk HRA L Mg BRAKE < 25
I EHIERRDBERKE < o TU D, SDIT) verct, Pomericat 0B, 1 AT v Flote 0 OFEEUT
ORI VRO S.

3=

(Soexact (LL‘, TLAt)) " — (Sonumerical(xa nAt))
(Saexact (55, TLAt)) B
= [1- D (prumeicar(z, nAD)

Error =

(2.166)
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Fig. 2.14: Error of Lattice Boltzmann Method for 1D diffusion equation.

BWHN KT DRRED A% Fig. 2.14 17, BT BICR LT 2 ROMEEIZR->TEY, Lido
T, IEBTRRAUTKTT 28 7Ry <~ RO R ENRZER 2 IR Ch 5 2 L MHEGE T & .

PLEIZ LY, BREESBFERERICHT 2 TRV~ VB0 EREE L, BiES L OWEEeE o W71z
%L CHREZERH 2R CH D Z L DR TE 2.

2.3.2 Standing vortex

FEMRIE I & & e Navier-Stokers HFERUTxH T DRV Y <~ AEDOKE Z# RAET 720, BEMROTTF

1 1
19" % Standing vortex OfENT & Ehi4 5. FHRMEEKIL 2 Koo ~3 <z,y< 3 DIEHFEHTHY, &
TOH MK U TEBER S RHRE SN D . PIEESIILU TORXTERIND.

u, = 0, (2.167)
1
or r < 5)
ug =4 2—"5r 1<7"<2> . (2.168)
57 5
0 r> 2)
)

L, (r,0) R TH Y, upup ZZRZIEED ¢ HIARSY, 0 FERSTh s, AMMELEC
B BWEDSTE Fig. 2.15 DX 510725 . MHMET (v =0, Re — 0o) Z{UET 5 &, MEMILH)
WAMZOLDOTH Y, b5 EREOHEE TEE & b0 = L — OsEn b EER % BATD
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Fig. 2.15: Initial vorticity profile of standing vortex.
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Fig. 2.16: Vorticicy profile of staning vortex at N = 129, t = 3.
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Table 2.2: Energy error of standing vortex.

N energy error order
33 4.25663 x 1073 —

65 7.99351 x 10~%  2.70349
129 1.92211 x 1074 2.09548
257 4.69807 x 107°  2.05355

102

107 E

Energy error

\ \ \ \
33 65 129 257

10

Number of grid points

Fig. 2.17: Energy error of standing vortex.

HTEINTED.
AR < L AEOEE T T LR L OES2HEIC D2Q9 BGK 5 A2 AW TEHE L. BT Ak
N x N (N = 33,65,129,257), HwKEEIZxHT D7 —TF %K (u/c) % 0.1 £ L, ZTRENERITHEH
t =3 £TEREZITo7. N =129t = 3 ICBIT DIMEDHA % Fig. 2.16 \Z7-7. AXMEOHETH
D, REIFTADOIME, FAITMELZERT. AAOFEBOMWEZ 0 THY, MBPFLELRNI L2 EKL
TV, YIHOROIBRPR B RESNTEY, KFRLY v AR XD TREHR O Z M WD MR T &
H. BB, BT S OFFEE RIS L TR X — 0O EOHRHEZ KD, 2T - 2RO
BER -7, fER%E Table 2.2 8 XV Fig. 2.17 I8 T . TR AF—ORENKE TR L TR X% 2
WOREETHE L TS, LB -> T, FERBEICKHT D TRV < RO EIX = R L ¥ —Zxf L
THRFZEF 2IRTHDH LHEETE 5.
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=N

Fig. 2.18: Lid-driven cavity flow with oblique computational area.
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Xy BT 4 MNOF IR OIS 1T o Y )V ORMIEICA L DRREIC XL » THEMB RN K E < Z1L
TH10, BRAEHORBELZRGIET 2 X F~—JMEE LTHWS Z ERHR 5. FHRBE AT 7=
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Xy BT 4 MNOFREBEE TH Y, KEOHSITFHELZITORVWAAFIRTHD. 7,71, LIFD
KO MREBEEEHIZ L > TRDDH Z ERHIKS.

()= (0 m) (5mi)+ < ) -

22T, (wo,y0) HEEOERO R LEETH S, ok 4,0 b RIS 53R 5 = & R S.

<Z> N <:Eifa 2222) ( ) (2.170)
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Fig. 2.19: Results of lid-driven cavity flow with oblique computational area at Re = 100.

Xy BT 4 HNEE SN BEE O ER T AL NX x NY ThE2 b, EETbRVET55S
ORI NX x NY THEZ615. NX,NY, NX NY %, LT X9 R ERE-.

NX = NY,NX = NY, (2.171)

NX > ]V)?(sin@ + cos ). (2.172)
FHREROREXF0<2,y<1 & Lz #HEEEDO 4SOOI XTIZ Interpolated bounce-back 5
RaitbzmMAL, 2=0,2=1,9=004 WO@%EE&E,yzl@ fl@%’@jﬂi‘(uzl‘u:
cosf,v =sinf) IZFE LTz, %%T/V/v/{ﬁ@ HEEE 7 V1L D2Q9 %, fHZ2HEICIE BGK €7 v %

T m 3r

Wiz, BHRSEROB M4 0 = 8 T g LA VA Re = 100, 1000, 3200, 5000, 7500 D54 C&t
Ba{To7. FERTEEIE NX = NY =513, EEEROBB®ELE @ ISR+ 57— V8% (a/c) 1%
0.1 THd. FEAT v 7HIT, WANEFITRDDITHFDITRENERL LT, LA /BTG T T

TN E T AT v TICRE LT,

MR R Z Fig. 2.19-2.23 107, KICITFHREROMEE A 2L OFFRMERZERTRTL L BIC
Ghia H [41] ICZE2ZBEZ A TRL TS, EAENOMD (a) 1THES MO FREE & = 0.5 238617
DHITHOME a4 D43 THY, (b) IFMTMOP R g = 0.5 (28T DT M OEE 0 D534 TH

. WTRO LA JVAHITE N TS, HEAICKLTHEFRRPIZER —-THL 2 Lhbnd. %7,
ZNOOFHEMBEIISREL I —HLTEBY, B HBho T FMOERTZT TR, ROFmoEERIC
ML THIEHNT I NVEZIELLFHMECE CWA I ENWZ 5. Lz - T, Interpolated bounce-back
BESUTRAE T AR LR W SRS E R BRI Th D 2 & 3 D b7z,
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Fig. 2.20: Results of lid-driven cavity flow with oblique computational area at Re = 1000.
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Fig. 2.21: Results of lid-driven cavity flow with oblique computational area at Re = 3200.
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Fig. 2.22: Results of lid-driven cavity flow with oblique computational area at Re = 5000.
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Fig. 2.23: Results of lid-driven cavity flow with oblique computational area at Re = 7500.
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Fig. 2.24: Computational area of lid-driven cavity flow with 2-levels refined mesh.
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Fig. 2.25: Computational area of lid-driven cavity flow with 3-levels refined mesh.
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Fig. 2.26: Result of lid-driven cavity flow with 2-levels refined mesh (Re = 1000).
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Fig. 2.27: Result of lid-driven cavity flow with 3-levels refined mesh (Re = 1000).
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(a) v on = 0.5 intercept. (b) u on y = 0.5 intercept.

Fig. 2.28: Result of lid-driven cavity flow with 2-levels refined mesh (Re = 7500).
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Fig. 2.29: Drag coefficient of a sphere with various Reynolds numbers.

Fig. 2.30: Computational condition of a flow in a parallel-plate channel.
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Fig. 2.31: Result of a turbulent channel flow with uniform mesh.
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Fig. 2.32: Result of a turbulent channel flow with adaptive mesh refinement (the vertical dashed

lines indicate the coordite of refinement levels’ interface).
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Fig. 3.1: Hierarc hical structure of CUDA threads.
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Fig. 3.2: Example of warp divergence.




3.2 AR A0 GPU 323 & |k Tk 57
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(a) randam access (non-coalesced, non-aligned).

(b) partially-coalesecing access (coalesced, non-aligned).

(c) fully-coalecsing access (coalesced, aligned).

Fig. 3.3: Coalescing of memory access in GPU.
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NDTERMGFATNR D, AFZETHNTND ) —7 O SEIT 172 L/hEWiz, FaE D Warp
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ROFFERRIITIEICE L 72 D.

FhE D Warp 1%, 28 [EOWNEHE T & 4 HOINEME T OFEZIT S . BIZIE, Sk 7R o i m o
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. MEERREBZALDHIZF ATV T 7 R ARITWKRT D503, 2T Ly v u LRI X0 FEATRERNIX
HAfE S 4, Time-to-Solution M FEITHEREN ) L35

323 Y- —TEKIZKHNBETFRBDELR

U — 7 OIS T IS SBIRDO AT Y 7 7 A SF — U N | ENIATHERERNE BV, Sk
&1 DEABNEHE T ISR THAMIC D2 WIZ E, SHROFITHREIIEL kD, V=7 &7 DIk
F O, 3WITOEE Y — 7 DT EID 35D 2 TICHHT D720, V—7 DT EEE 173 15
333, 653 7o K LIS WD 2 L THRKE T OEMMICEL SN TES. LrL, V=70
KA RN 5 &ML O S AR T T2 (BB VR F AL <ED) 2 EIToRN 572D,
AR FIEOEIEL LTHE L TW7RW.

B3 G 2 HERE L D DN T OB A HIT 2 FIEL LT, ¥ — U —7EE2EATSH. v —1U —
TIETIE, ARRIGD Y — 7 RRFORER %, Wb ) —7 THROTI@EOF /) — F (¥ —V—7) T
Ffrzt b, R/ — ROHRICY —7 LHAR D ) — ROMW G NFET AT, B /) — RIZHROK
FEHEIDY T, v —V =7 CEDTEHRT L. HHOD, Fig. 3.4 1277 2 oo Flz VTR
. (a) 1IRY— 7T F 2BV ST LS Rno7— 21, (b) k¥ —Y —7EEH0Ek0o7F—4
HETH L., AEEICBWTRATRLE / — FIZH L TR 7F250 4 TCn5. Fig. 340k 912/ —
R 234,567,808 —7TbhbdxLo7%84, Fig. 3.4 (b) Dk 512V —7 56,78 DIkt~ F—U—7
1 TEBL, V—72340K1FBEIYN —F1DOEROKE 2~ —Y—70 TEHT S, Z0kx, <
P—U—7 0,1 OEHET 5 TIIEIOMGE O TN ER > TIHFEL TV LD, MV (w3 —
V=7 1) oMW (¥ =1 =7 0) ~ORZERMH 21TV, O OEZ #fiHEE T EEE 5.
o, v PV —TEEBEA LD ETHRFAEEN 1T 2D 33 ICEB SN2, WKk T o&Em#E b
FHEOEEZUTOLIICEEHZ D, ATUT FLADWHOEREZ TIE, 116 x17x 17 & 1 x 17 x 17]
Z 132x33%x33&L1x33x33) ICAEAETD. ILRRALVy FREGEitHE T, Half Warp T 1 41
O 15 HONEME TR EITTER 1T REFRET 5] & 1 Warp T 1 51H 0 31 HONEK TR LR
R1IKFREFHET D) ITERD.

~ PV — T IEITM R T OGS 2 B ST D 2 L < Ak TR AT 5 Z LT, T
RUACHRETE 2T REEZHENEE2 ZENTE D, FHRBER OB T TR ST & I



3.2 AR A0 GPU 323 & |k Tk 61

THRERY GBI RT D8, BT AEOMKERE, A/ — ko5 b 750/ — Ry /—F
BT D &5 AR B A 4R 0 IR L7 A T HIRRT 4.50% (limg oo (30 g 78 4+ 77 x 8)/ 00, 71
THY, TTEALHEICHT ATV HHESCHERIT NS V. v P =V =T 0K a%, V—70 173
IZRFLT 333 2720, 209 LIRS TS 8UT~F— VU —7 T 6146 il (332 — 313), U —7T 1538 i
(173 = 15%) ThDH. ~¥—VU—7 1 Dbz OIEHEREUT Y — 71T T 4 ERE MY 50,
HEEE T O~ —U =7 ORIV —T7 D 83D 1 IRETH AT, FHREBERER DR S5IT
250 1 BEICEAT 5.

~ W=V =73 L [FEERIC Octree DV —7 O—B EEFIHT 5 FiklX, BRI D0 EI LT
5. T2 Z2E, Cyril bk 2R 7 BA_X—20D CG Lo ¥ Y v 7 F ik GigaVoxels [44] TiX, A€V =
E—L U A0HERY — 7 OBHEREREFET 2 AT BEOHIBICAS THL Z N FERSNTND.
Hsi-Yu 5 OXEFHF = — F GAMER [25] TiX, VU — 7 CHlfEik 2 B 5 E3E 236\ TRIBEIR O # 7 5k
ERIBICHIRTE 22 EMRENTND., —F, ~P—U—TEF, ATV T 7 EAHERO L TR
SNBIE T ROBEANT 2 Z & THAEOEELEZR LD THY, ZNENHMREZR>TWND.

324 CH+ToTL—FMZEBNBHEFOA—RIVER

SRR TFITIE, B DOMBIZ L > TEEBOT 78 2% — U N FEET 5. Nalve REETITZFDOT
7R AT — 2 = FIVN DRI SCTHIE LT e, ZEOEMMEN S D728, G0 O
M RARHFERENESLSNT, 7278 ARE = ORI DT M3 E— Warp N TRFE SN D Z
L2 L% Warp divergence H %42 L, EITHEREITE L KT LTV -,

NG TR E O SR D T-DI121E, TFAET DT 7B ANE— T _RTHIZE L, SO L —F VB
B L TRk T2 HENEZBNRS. UL, D3Q2T KRR Y < L dEICB W TIE, MRS OA
BEIZL ST =N 26 BYVHDHZ LITNA, ZOENENIZ27TEBY OMBESZERIL LD, i
LOMBEDHIZL DT 7 BANRNE = OREIT T02 12T 5. ZIUTESE DN Z — 2 % F#) Ttk
THIEE, Tas T AOEENEEE XD EBIENTR.

AHEFFETIE, Harris ® C++ 7> 7 L— b & AWz GPU B — 3 VARRIZ L 5 fci{b 5 [45] % it H
L, 7027 5O pEWZER S 2 L, K FICB TS 70218 T XTOT 7B ARZ =25
T 0ERMEFEEZRETD. 7, BFRAOMEBEZF—O7 7 ¥ AN = ZLIHETL. V—7
DT AT ONWT, BES~DT 7B AR — 0 T L O % Fig. 3.5 12T, T7hbb, V—70kK
FRUTIRD 27 R Z— TS5,

(i,7,k) € {1,2,...,m —2}* (3.1)
(i,7,k) € {0,m — 1} x {1,2,...,m — 2}? (3.2)
(i,7,k) € {0,m — 1}* x {1,2,...,m — 2} (3.3)
(i,7,k) € {0,m — 1}* (3.4)

m3 XY — 7 O S THY, (i,5,k) € {0,1,2,....m —1}31FV =T DT HOAL T v 7 ATH
%, A (3.1) 1INERES T, X (3.2-3.4) 13RI T TH D, S IEE Bz, K (3.2) @ 6 FEEEO M,
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(a) Traditional data structure.

O °
@ @ W 4

(b) Data structure of mother-leaf method.

w
N

|\|
— OC
N

T O

Fig. 3.4: Mother-leaf method (2D example).

X (3.3) ® 12 fED, K (3.4) O 8FEHOTEAIZFITHND. WO I 1 SOBEY —7 258 L,
VWOKTIL3 2OHEY — 7 ~OBREZNE LTS, HEKRTFIZIZT 2OREY) —7iIc7 7824 5%
H—NEET D, BESASRONRY - TR LTEE T ONRY = R TEHKE LT, gi,97, gk
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Outer shell lattices on a face
(6 patterns)

Outer shell lattices
on an edge
(12 patterns)

‘ Inner lattices

Fig. 3.5: Classification of leaf lattices based on stencil access patterns.

Outer shell lattice of a corner
(8 patterns)

EROELHICERTH.

-1 (i=0)

gi=40 (1=1,2,...,m—2)
1 (i=m-1)
-1 (G=0)

gj =10 j=12,....m—2)
1 G=m-1)
-1 (k=0)

gk=<0 (k=1,2,...,m—2)
1 (k=m-1)

(3.7)

gi, 97,9k 77 L— F5l¥ L L, Program 1 ® X 97 GPU »—x VB EZLRT 5. F£AL > RO
YTV =T DFEZETROA T v 7 AL, gi,g9j,9k BELOAL > FE5 (threadldx, blockIdx)

DFHEDLEICEL > TEDSD. Program 1 O —3 V%,
leaf_bound<-1,0,0><<<gridDim,blockDim>>>(...),
leaf_bound<1,0,0><<<gridDim,blockDim>>>(...)

el gi, g, gk EEALSHETHERHT LT, CH++ T o7 L—FDOHEIZL > TENRENDOT 7 &
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Program 1 C-++ template kernel for boundary grids.

template<int gi, int gj, int gk>
__global__ void leaf_bound(...) {
/* BFRILVYI VEOEESMBER +/
float f[27];
/¥ V—TDES 1 BIUBRFROAVTYIR i,j,k E5E */

const int 1 = ...;

const int i = ..., j = ..., k= ...

/* BEFRILYIVEOULEBEICEICHERSE «/

f[0] = read_stencil<gi, gj, gk, 0, 0, 0>(1, i, j, k, O0,...);
f[1] = read_stencil<gi, gj, gk, 1, 0, 0>(1, i, j, k, 1,...);
f[2] = read_stencil<gi, gj, gk, 0, 1, 0>(1, i, j, k, 2,...);

/*x 5&Y 24 D read_stencil PBIMILEHITEUHET */
/* BFRIVYIVEDEHRELZHE */
f[0] e
f[1] = ...;

/x £[]1 DFEHREZTO—NILAEYIZEERAD */

Program 2 Detail of the subroutine “read_stencil.”

template<int gi, int gj, int gk, int si, int sj, int sk>
__device__ float read_stencil(int 1, int i, int j, int k, int alpha, ...) {

float retval;

const int ni = (gi == si) 7 si : O;
const int nj = (gj == sj) ? sj : 0;
const int nk = (gk == sk) 7 sk : 0;
if(ni !'= 0 || nj !'= 0 || nk != 0) {
/* BEV—JDBFRESE +/
retval = read_stencil_neighbor_leaf<ni, nj, nk>(1l, i+si, j+sj, k+sk, alpha);

} else {

/* BREBD)—TJDRFRESE */

retval = fg[ idx(1, i + si, j + sj, k + sk, alpha) ];
}

return retval;
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Table 3.1: Execution environment.

CPU Intel Xeon X5670 (2.93 GHz)

Main memory 54 GB

Operating system SUSE Linux Enterprise Server 11 SP3
GPU NVIDIA K20Xm

C++ Compiler GNU Compiler Collection 4.3.4
CUDA driver version 6.5

ARG = THIRT % 26 Y O —F VBN ER S D, 723, leaf _bound<0,0,0> N T-IC
G LTRY, EETITEM Lo,

read_stencil IR OMEEZ ST 57 A ZAEBETH D, gi,g7, gk [TMZ TR D 0
BRTEK (si,s5,sk) € {=1,0,1}3 277 L — h5l¥UC & v, Program 2 @ X 9 (Zilik+ 5.
(91,97, gk) OMAHEAE DT 26 WY, (si,s],sk) OMAEGDLEIFX 2T B HY, &FHT 702 HY O
T IR ANS =TT D read_stencil BN T 7L — FREREICI o TAEKESND. £,
read_stencil_neighbor_leaf I%, B U — 7 O (ni,nj,nk) ([ZH-> TH#E Y — 7 0K B LW
KT OEDOBRETI VT N—F o ThD. idx 13V — T NOKRTE BT 720D T v 7 ZFHH
OB THD. fgi/m— L AT Y RICEE I TV L HESMBEOME~DRA 2 ThD.
Program 2 |[251J % if SUXBEEAN Y — 7 RNIZH DN E I 0OHETH Y, AN Y — 74 (B
U—7) IZhdLEHE, BEANR) —T7HNICHDL L EBLERD. BTANY < AEDOSGE LSS
ETHTHLHID, UL X7 78232 — 2@ E LT 7 L— MR a 31 L
R SND. ZhICKY, RIS OFHRIZET % K< Warp divergence & & 2 FEZTHERROIX T
W 720, FATHERROM EAXKD Z LN TE 5.

A=V EHAE 26 BV IZHEI L2 L TENEND A =P YT T JEBR D<o TE
v, DW=V T GPU RIS ERs ZLnTsiany. £2T, CUDAOA Y —
LEHRNWTEBO N —F NV ZRIRFFATT 52 & CHWIIBEHRT D, AN —LDETIXT v F A LI
KB A Y2 —Y 7 3573, Table 3.1 IR T FATREEICH W TRK T 11 D I — R VA3 AR
FATEND Z L EZMHERL TN D.

3.3 SEITHRERIE

3

A FIEZE AN LT TRV < LRI 3.2 Tl L@l b FiE2wH L, SEfTimelle s
Tol-. WEZefMRCEE R Al 7e L DR R R U &2 & £ R VAT VU VRFR Oy O CHERE 2 I E
B2, RFHFEMEETY —7 OMMEL~UIE—E, BERSITEAMBERSGMEE Lz, BB NOER
X _RCHREE & Lz, FHATE8REEA Table 3.1 1277 L, FHESM:% Table 3.2, Table 3.3 (2777, 3.2.3
HTHHA L~ Y =V —7EOBEMAICLY, R—0ORETH-> THRET A, WNERT SR L 04
BT BN T D20, =V —TEHY - R LB ORMESREEZRL TS,
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Table 3.2: Computational condition without mother-leaf method.

mesh size per leaf 4913 (173)

number of leaves 512

number of total grids 2,515,456
inner lattices 1,728,000
outer shell lattices 787,456

type of floating point number single precision

Table 3.3: Computational condition with mother-leaf method.

mesh size per mother-leaf 35,937 (333)

number of mother-leaves 64

number of total grids 2,299,968
inner lattices 1,906,624

number of outer shell lattices 393,344

type of floating point number single precision

Fa—= T EFT 5 TR0 Naive 7 EEECx LT, 3.2 8Tl Li-md(b 5% 1 > T2z 51
THIALTVE, 144 LAF v F7OFAMMERET 5 = LT, ThEROFEONREHD DL, 3
FRERIE, WERKS T, AMEEE T, SRR TARE (NE+HME) OZnZhIC oW THIE L7z, sHEE ORI
EWZIX CUDA 717 7 A 7 (nvprof 3 X OV NVIDIA Visual Profiler) % vy, WHEE 5 — %L D3
TR, 36 KON 26 M DANBHE T — R D D B D T —F )V DREN N B e le DA —R VD FEITE T %
TORHEZRIE LTz, 728, GPU I —/VORENZHENDRHIT 1 h—x v Hl 0 HET /B LIRS
2w, JENBERS L.

3.3.1 EITHREOBIE

1 27 v 7 ORHOFFEEZFATL, EITREEZRE L2, WERE% Table 3.4 12777, Inner IXNH
¥ O FHEFE, Outer Shell 134V 7+ O REER TH Y, Total 1IZAFOFHERMZEL TV 5.
Table 3.4 @ [3.2.1] iL@E#E L FiEE 5w H LT Naive 72 E3E% 5 LT 5. Naive 72 £%E TIINED
K1 LA Rl — 1 —F LV TEE L T 2ie), BRtOFEREOAZ R L TWD. [3.2.2], [3.2.3],
[3.2.4) 1L L7z@B{bFEER L TRY, ZOHFITHEOFFITHIEL TN D.

PNERKS 1 & SVl - D T — V53l [3.2.2] I 5 T 5.39 (D md b & R Lz, Aakts 1 oFHHIC
PRS- D 8.98 5 FRIE DRFRIZ B L TR Y, AN FIEFFESENIER IR 2 L bh 5.

~ W=V =7 [3.2.3] DEAIC LY, SRS T O T B HIR S 11, SMEREE T O A2 1.96 512
EHAET 2 2 ENTER. NEME I, BT RN L7 72 D ISR HRIFR b DR L TV 528,
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Table 3.4: Computation time on each tuning applied.

Inner Outer Shell Total
time [msec|] speedup | time [msec] speedup | time [msec] speedup
3.2.1] — — — — 142187  —
[3.2.2] 2642  — 23.731 — 26.373  5.39
[3.2.3] 2.705 0.98 12.111 1.96 14.816 1.78
[3.2.4] 2.705  1.00 5.270 2.29 7.075  1.86

SNBFE A DEBEL DT RITRE L, BIETH 178 D mndlbz EZmk L7z,

CH+ 77— MT R DNBHE 1 DI —F VAR [3.2.4] 12XV, S 1 OFHRERE 2 2.29 £5121)
EF22 N TERE. NEETOREICITE (LR 72, &L LTI 1.86 fFomEike o,

Lo @Ed b FEOBEMIC LY, Nalve 7 EELITH L THENT 178 5D mndfb 2 Zm L7z, Fric~
f*U%7%B2ﬂ%iUC++?V7V%F’iéﬂ RS DA —R VAR [3.2.4] T, FHARBEZE
TN 178 53 LN 1.86 fiFlcmndifb L7 i, #EM ks HEICRA OB LW FETH 5.

3.3.2 Roofline ETFILIZ & A5}

331 HICBT 22 TComMEbFEZEH L, FATMREDO LIRMEA 7795 Roofline €7 /L% v TiE
fid 5. HifliZz Roofline E7 /v [46] TIE, FHROPTEERERICK L A€V 7 7 & X DK & R8N TE
B OEVINE S 2825,

Preachable - min(Ppeak7 Bpeak X I)7

F (3.8)
=3

ZC, Poeax [THFEV/NURHEBE RO Y — 7 YERE, Bpeak 1A T Y NV RIEO I X 0 FHRETH S, F
F—HF ROV ORB/NUEBEREOER, BIZ—HKFRbIZVDOATI T 7 EAETHD. £
7o, TIXEFRRE L FFIINLET, FE/NSBEAEORRE ATV T 7 EAEDOLE LTERZD
N5, REEEHIZBOTHE, Preax = 3953.23 GFLOPS, Bpeax = 249.6 GB/sec, F = 377 flop,
B =220 byte, I = 1.713 TV, L7z > TIEITHRED LIREIE Preachable = 427.6 GFLOPS & Tl
E#LD. Poeak/Bpeax = 158 IR L THBEIREN [ = 1.713 LW D ZEMnD, IRV~ U IETAE
U7 7 RAPNEROHEATHD Z L0 gnd. ZO%E, TFOWEM Roofline €7 /L [47) # 5 &
FRRIEO TR EEZ D L ETHZ N TE S,

F
F/Pyeax + B/Bpeak
I
"~ T+ Poear/ Bpeak

FATHERE D EIRAEIE Preachable = 385.8 GFLOPS & TPz 5.

Preachable =
(3.9)

Ppeak
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Table 3.5: Results of performance.

Performance [GFLOPS] Ratio of resulting and reachable performance [%]
Reachable 385.8 —
Inner 265.7 68.9
Outer Shell 28.14 7.29
Total 108.7 28.2

KB Roofline &7 /WIC K 5 FATVERED LIRIE, 72BN, WEME T, Mkd& 13 KOV +65to
FATPEREZ Table 3.5 (Z/R7. FEITPERE [GFLOPS] 2z, EFRMEICKHT 2 FEITHEREDO R Z R LT
5. PEKS 7 O RITHEREIL LIRIED 68.9% TH Y, 333 L oa/hEn~H—U —T7 DK% GPU Tt
B2 0B LWSRHEO T, tocElbIN-HiETH D Lz b, EHIEE 7O F CIE%E
ORI EIT > TOWRWEOBEHEOEIZTE RV, SMIEKE 7 EREICS LW EITIERE S EK
ENDERELTHEEZIT). 20L&, GitOFITMHERNG, Mo O RN FEH R 1
LT 282% L0 b2, EMREE LY bETRHEBELS D2 RNV D. T72b5, KT
REE 450 1 U TICHT 2 Z 8¢, AEVFEHARERZ T T < Time-to-Solution OFHHHEIZI\\T
A A TIEDMBNL L 72 D

34 KEDFELED

AN < ARG bR FIEEZE A LT — GPU FHROEE & @b FIEIC OV TIlR <7z,
HWEREIE T DV —7I1ZE 0 Y4 THN DT RIS MBRE AR IR Th R0z, GPU T
HIZRAHIGTHRZAT O Z LB L V. RS, U — 7 OB H D08 IS RO -0 1o U —
TOKFEBRTDIULENDY, T 7B A = N EWFEITHERED 72 . Sk - s B % 18
T 5729, Octree D 1B LD/ — RICHKETE2EHDV U TDH I=HF—U—71k) #REL, ETHET
1.96 15, 2RT 178 o (b2 ER L. 51T, AR 3R TR+~ 7 7 B A% —
ZWMYNCOE L CEETLINENRS S0, D3QT KT ALY~ AR LD 3 RTeFEOSSE, V—70
IBIEF DT 7B AR = AL T02 BV IZRY, TRTONRNZ =2 FETHZEL TEETLZ LT
07T AOAFECIESFIEOBLE DN LEEN TR, ZHUE TR FR LY ~ U ERE A MBI kI
TSN TR [C++ T 7 b— M2 kD GPU I — VB AR OFIBEICE Y, FATHEREDK
WAV R R A 2.29 fEICmE b L, 2/ TH 1.86 (o mdifbz R Lz, 1 EHOLDT 7 L—
MBI AR L, 77 L— M E B S EIEBOBEETF R LI D 3 U/ A VRRIZT 7 7 AR
B—rOHEETHIET, 7al T AOEEREHRF LN DHEZRBLTHZ N TE
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FA4E

BEH GPU St HDOEE

ARETIE, WEMDKEFIEZEAN LB FRLY < o EO#ER GPU HEA~OFE IOV TR~ S,
MPI (message passing interface) ZM\y, 1 GPU 2 1 MPI rt& X %%V 4 T% Flat MPI T3
T%. GPU I —x/V0FEEE, EAMICHE H— GPU RO IE L &dk) 28BS, 270,
% 3.23%W [w¥#—VU =71k [ZoWTlE, MPI 7 rEAM@BEICEWTHREEZHEDL Z ENTE Do
Tele, FEELpWZ &L L.

4.1 ZEMEFIEMRICED EEREIE

B GPU #HHE AT 9 721213 % GPU I T RAIR Y 0T 2 NERH 5. FERIFRE T 0% 6 1 X5
DRE SIS CTEHERET 27200 Ty, BEMobs 5E TIREBEIC X o THGEN R 5720, B
W72y EI T4 GPU OYF 288175800 w0 NAECZMEN S 5. 2 2T, ek HiEicsn
TR EEBENPELL DL HET 572007 VY XARKEIZRD. 728, MAMMLE &%
AL FRNY  AERINAVT ZA LAT v TDFEETHY (cf: 5 2.22 1), MRBEIZL > THRT
R DT OFEAMBRR D720, WP RBOH %% L GE LIZGEIZ—EO GPU IS8
L L, BEAMDEYICTBRINENBENRSS. LrL, GPU TiEAE U F&ED LR CPU I
HARTORSL, FHERABZEELSCT WD, ZOOFREAR AT ADELEZFTFA L TTH AT UL
HEZYFEICBTHIENLETHD.

AL TIEIZ 3T D RE A BIvE & U TR E D 2h =iy e ik & LT, 22 e iR & H
WD T 48] A D . ZEM AR & 1E, FIRAIIC OB S - ERIC oW T, TRTO/NMEREZ X 1
M2 5 &5 it TH 5. WARELIFINDARTHMES N IAEEOREEEZ —~EDT LY LT
W2 ZEWMTEDD, fHRE 1 RTEINC~Yy B 7T 25FiEL LTESHVWGND. K2R ZEM
FeE A #R & LT Morton #iff [49] 45 X O Hilbert it [50] 23% 0, Zhbid Fig. 41 DX HickRI N
%. Morton Hi#RX Z FO XS RINEFTY —7 %5728, Z-curve & HIEFEND. ZEROFIRHI 725y
Bl 2 £ ARG 2R SEIESE ( Depth first serach; DPS) TV, ZOJEFTY —7 &5 L
T, BHIHELENTED., FERESTHLN, ML n3E/ed &, Morton HifRDEFF
TIEEEY &5 TWD U — 7 MNZERINTITEVMIEILE D £ O il TV x 7 BET L (2L 2,
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(a) Morton curve.

(b) Hilbert curve.

Fig. 4.1: Example of space-filling curve on single octree.

Fig 41 (a) TIIHFEE 12FEDOY —7). Vv 7 OEBZLY, Morton HifRIZHE-S < fEIE Y EE

¥, mElSh A Eiko =M RN E LT 28 H 5. —JF Hilbert #iffI%, 2 OFRIONEFT
V=725 bDT, LYLTLIZanFE@EUIcAiEsE T, fMEOEFICHL Y —T7R2EMPTH
VPR &9 KO ICEEF STV D, IO EIOZEMBFMEN RS 250, RSERTY —7 28K+
HES, WV — 7 BB NEFN—E TR\, FEND LA 5.

Morton i#¢ ¢ Hilbert #h#f & H—d Octree Ll Z &N TE W =®, EITEROFRE A 5
Forest-of-octrees #1528 CTiE, BIIi& Octree DIEFFZRD HLENH 5. ﬁf%%@iﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂi (0,0,0),
(1,0 0) » (NX = 1,0,0), (0,1,0), ... (NX — L NY — 1, 0), (0,0,1), ..., (NX —1,NY — 1, NZ — 1)
D EHIT, FEMEHET O ijk A— & —IZHEL L 7ZIEF T Octree #0725 Z & THh 5. Octree [H]% ijk
F—H =TV, Octree ND U —7 % Morton Hh#t T2 ik, 73V X LD EHCTIRENEHT
HDHIDEEAEMETH L HWSRTWD [17, 40, 51, 52]. L2avL, ZOHETHEBESEIZITo 258
DENS NI RN ZERIIC S D [Vx o 7] BRAETLIMERS D, Vv 7T IAET 28y
ElDOHI % Fig. 4.2 1287, KX 2 RcOFIT, ijk A—%—& Morton BFROMASDEIZLD UV —T12
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Fig. 4.2: Domain pertitioning for forest-of-octrees by the space-filling curve using ijk-order and
Morton curve.

N

Fig. 4.3: Domain pertitioning for forest-of-octrees by the space-filling curve using accordion curve
and Hilbert curve (to be utilized in this study).

NEFFZ 2, 3 ook (F, & ) KHEL W5, MoflTlE, REotkiconTlifio Yy
Y] BRAEL, 2EHIOEMICHBEL TV D ZLRDND. ZOXI BRI TNRELRNEDITT
5728, Forest-of-octrees (ZF T Hilbert BifRD X 52T X TD U — 7 &2 ZEMMIZ 2T D EF T
Yy BT TLTNAY AANLETH L. ABFFETIE, Hilbert #i#iCMATT 22— 4 A ik & v
IMEOBREMAGDED Z EICL Y, Fig. 4.3 O X 9 7S RaEN s S - 22 e E iR A E A

L7-. AREiTIE, Hilbert #ifg & 7 a—7 ¢ 4 RS < EHEREROZEM FER O AR T v 3 Y
A LEFHT 5.



72 F47E HEGPUEHED

A
i

Table 4.1: Terminal table T%m for generating Hilbert curve.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
000 o001 011 010 110 111 101 100
110 111 101 100 000 001 011 010
101 111 101 100 000 010 011 010
011 001 000 010 110 100 101 111
000 001 101 100 110 111 o011 o010
110 010 o011 111 101 001 000 100
101 001 o000 100 110 o010 O11 111
011 010 110 111 101 100 000 001
000 100 110 010 011 111 101 001
110 199 000 010 011 001 101 111
101 111 011 000 010 110 110 100
011 111 101 001 00O 100 110 010

RS S EHQEEDQE RS

4.1.1 Hilbert B$RICE D B— Octree D) — T DEE

Forest-of-octrees Tix, D Octree @V —71Zx L Cix Hilbert HiftIZ S EFEZ 52 5.
o7, (T UOIT Hilbert ffROAERT VTV XL Zik~5.

Hilbert Hiff DAERIE, RSELRRICNV Y 7T v T T =T NEEA LT L TY XA (53, 54] 12X -
TITbND. Wy I T v TT=T M, F—IFTAT=TATEN A By v arT =7V T Rb
5. ZZT, v1% Octree DX HiRIAHT HEMET, ve {AB,C,D,E,F,G,H,1,J,K,L}, 7T~ Ik
ST 8 SO TFOIAR & BIART, i€ {0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7) L RSN,

N 0Ty TT T LB & 5 2, ABIETIX Zhang & [55] DERE AV, & — 3T
T —7 )% Table 4.1, f > X7 v a7 —7 /)% Table 42 (I RTEVICERTH. ¥—IFT 17—
7ﬂﬂ$mﬁﬁﬁﬁvfﬁéﬁ/hPﬂﬁwf,%%HKM@%/*F@&%%%E?53EVF@2
T, H1EY F2LIEIC z,y,z M EOfEZRLTWVD. 3y hOEE S/ — ROALEDOIS
X Fig. 44 [ORT@Y THD. £, F—IF AT =T MLV RESNDIERIL, ZThEnogik
WEAﬂl”WLKﬁLT,Eg45®£5Kﬁ5.O?K,%Vﬁﬁ?aV?*f”TW”ﬂ%ﬁﬁv?
OB — FIZBWTC, ( FHOF /) — FICHRETDHEMEEZERLTND. ZhbDVy 2T v T T—T N
\ZH-5< Hilbert HifR D& T VY X LOF = — R % Algorithm 112737, 72 2 T@MEy=A D
B — R, 1/ —FELETFA = L FR - A ER - & EFa - A EFai— AR > H TR -
FFEFOMEFE WY, ZNZhoT /) —Ficy=1,E E,D,D,F,F,K ORHE 5% 5. Zh2ho
T/ — K%, BFOEMEy EX—IF AT —T NS> THR/ — F&2WY, ZnEhotfk/ — Rioxt L
TAVE I v arT—T VIS BEE 525, ZOXIRUHETXTOY —T7OEBERKTT S
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Table 4.2: Induction table T;‘;d for generating Hilbert curve.

Wilo 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
A I E E D D F F K
B J F F C C E E L
C G K K B B I I H
D H L L A A J J G
E I A A G G B B L
F B J J H H K K A
G C K K E E J J D
H L D D F F C C 1
I A E E J J H H C
J F B B I I D D G
K G C C¢C L L A A F
L D H H K K E E B
0:!.1
ya
S
YA 7
000 100 010 110 o001 101 o011 111 /
000 >
X

110

111

Fig. 4.4: Binary indicator of 8 children of a node. (Left) octree expression of a node and its children.

(Right) coordinates and binaries of the children.



74 4% 5 GPU EEO

A
i

A
\%
y=A B C D
N
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E F G H
N
y <
z
&
) / v
I ] K L

Fig. 4.5: Tracing order of 8 children regulated by terminal table T ;zm shown in Table 4.1.

* CTHIRHIZHE YK Z & T, Octree 1254 % Hilbert BifR 2N EN 5.

412 7aA—T4FA 2RI & B Forest-of-octree M Octree NDEZE

XD Octree % & Tr Forest-of-octrees i TiE, % Octree & ED X 5 RNEF T BN EIRET HT
NTY ZANLETHD. KR TIE, 7a—7 4 4 #ifIcE-S5< Octree DIEFAFTF 7TV X L%
WANT D, T a—T A HRIZETE O Octree ST HERET DIERF & 725 K ICikGH Sz ©H
%. Fig. 4.6 \Z-THID0 X512, (a) O ijk A= —TIINEBET 572 CIZHELZ Octree & EET 5
[Py 7] BEELTHDN, (b) OF a—7F 4 A HIFRIEHEICEEY & 572 Octree Zill> TS, 7
a—7 ¢ A U ifRlE, Algorithm 2 IR T2 — RO L H 7 3 Y XA TAEKENS. Forest WD
% Octree D 3 WTEA V7 v 7 A& SMIEHK -0 L 512 (1,4,k) LE£TL L, 1EL0I2 (0,0,0), (1,0,0),
(2,0,0), ..., (N —1,0,0) &, 7 =0,k =0 DFNZ2ONT z fili 712 Octree ZHEET 5. 2XIZj=1D
FIOEERZITON, ZOLXijkA—F—D L ST (0,1,0) 5 OT/2<, (N, —1,0,0) (2B LT
% Octree 3% 720, (N, —1,1,0) 2T 5. Z0%, o MOADHHEIZ (N, —2,1,0), (N, —3,1,0),
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Algorithm 1:  Generating 1D order of leaves in an octree using Hilbert curve.

let T octree data structure
let M: empty array
Function H(e: a node of octree, : property id, M):
if e is leaf
append (e,7) into M
else
fori=0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7
let ef: TSi™-th child of e
recursive call H(e Z,T;’;‘d,M)
end for
end if
end Function
let n': root node of T
let V4" € {A,B,C,D,E,F,G,H,I[,J,K,L}
call H(n",~",ref M)
output M

., (1,1,0), (0,1,0) ®NEIZ Octree Z#EEL, j=1DFOEEEETTH. j =2 DFITIX (0,2,0) AR
z HOEHFINS, j =3 OFITHE (N, —1,3,0) 225 z BIORFHIC, E0) LI, 1512 &I o foE
EQﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁéﬁfM)%]— y—1DFIETMDZ LT, k=0DEOEELZETT D, KIZ, k=1
DETIE j =Ny — 1 DFIGEEL, ERLEFERRC z SOEETMZFZ EICKEE LR S j =0 DF)
FCEETD. UREKRIZ, k=20ETIELj=026 y@MOESMIZ, k=3 DETI ;’aj =N,— 1D
FIG y BORATTEIZ, EWVWH IS 1B LI yMoOEED T MERKES 2RO E=N, —1%T
WaHZET, XTD Octree DELENETT 5.
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(a) octree-scan by ijk order. (b) octree-scan by accordion curve.

Fig. 4.6: Sample of octree-scan in forest-of-octrees (to be utilized in this study).

Algorithm 2:  Generating 1D order of octrees in a forest using accordion curve.

let F: forest-of-octrees data strucuture
let N,, Ny, N.: number of octrees in F
let T;j5: the (4, j, k)-th octree in F

let L: empty array

let d; «+ —1

let dj < —1

fork=0,1,...,N, —1
dj < —d;

let jo « (N, —1)(1 —d;)/2
for j,=0,1,...,N, —1
let j < jo +djjv
d; < —d;
let ig + (N, — 1)(1 —d;)/2
fori,=0,1,...,N, —1
let ¢ < ig + d;jy
append T;j; into L
end for
end for
end for

output L
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Algorithm 3:  Generating the 1D order of leaves in a forest using accordion curve and

Hilbert curve.

Function B(T_1,Ty,T7: previous, present, next octree):
let (’L',l,jfl, ]{2,1), (io,jo, ]{30), (il,jl, kl)Z indices of T_1, Ty, T} in the forest
let v_1: property id of the root node of T4

0 (i_l < 20)
. 1 11 >4
let b (i1 > o) )
the first bit of 7™, (i_1 = i)
| * (elsewhere)
0 (J—1 < Jo)
. 1 (J—1 > Jo)
by — )
the second bit of 2™, (j_1 = Jjo)
* (elsewhere)
0 (k-1 < ko)
) 1 (k 1> k}o)
b <
the thrid bit of T,;I;rilj (k‘ 1 = k‘o)
* (elsewhere)
0 (i1 < io) 0 (j1 < ]0) 0 (]ﬁ < ko)
let b9 <= ¢ 1 (iy >ig) by = Q1 (i >j0) » BT (B > ko)
x  (elsewhere) % (elsewhere) % (elsewhere)

select 7o where TG = (b, b, b)) AT = (b1, b9, bO")}
return vy
end Function
let F: forest-of-octrees data strucuture
let N: total number of octrees in the forest (also defined as N = N, N, N,)
let T},: n-th octree of F' in the accordion order L generated by Algorithm 2
(valid in range of n =0,1,..., N — 1)
let T < NULL
let Ty < NULL
let M: empty array
forn=20,1,2,...,N -1
let v, < B(Tn-1,Tn, Tri1)
let 7,: root node of T,
call H(ry,yn,ref M)
end for

output M
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(a) without in-out property matching. (b) with in-out property matching (to be utilized in

this study).

Fig. 4.7: Example of the rectangular space-filling curve without/with in-out property matching.

(a) space-filling curve for the domain. (b) three partitioned domains by the space-filling
curve.

Fig. 4.8: Example of the rectangular space-filling curve by the accordion curve and Hilbert curve.
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Fig. 4.9: Setup of halo leaves on multiple GPUs computation.
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Fig. 4.10: Optimized halo grids in the halo leaves.
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(a) even timestep t = 2nAtine (b) odd timestep t = (2n + 1)Atfine

Fig. 4.11: Optimized halo grids with multiple timestep method.
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Fig. 4.12: Optmized lattice Boltzmann distribution functions by direction.
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Fig. 4.13: Complex refined mesh for performance measuring.
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Fig. 4.14: Performance of inter-GPU data transfer with each optimization.
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Fig. 4.15: Simple refined mesh for performance measuring.
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Fig. 4.16: Scalability of the computaion on simple refined mesh.
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Fig. 4.17: Scalability of the computation on the complex refined mesh.

HAESGH L) RARBRHEANRAR T — RIZL YV ERATRETHD I ERER X, —F, MATFr—J 7
PEREIX, 8 GPU 225 128 GPU T 23.0% & D TIRWIEFHERIHE Th o 7=, ZiuL, HMiE-oO3HE &
FlEk, 8RR —U 71280\ T GPU B x5 & 1 GPU 720 O mmnb7e< 720, MPI#(F
DT —HBEPHEFICRKELSRDZENRRTH L EEZX NS, WA —V U 7I3FEH EICBWNTY
F LTV Z RV TH D72, Ra— FTICHEEEZTT I BICIE GPU AE Y @ BRI < F TR
BaWHWINEEAT O RNETHDL LN R D.

44 KEDEESD

WA MR TIEZ BN LIk 7Ry <~ EOEE GPU GHRE O F23kE LU OFHREMERIZ OV T
AT BRI OF R E A B Forest-of-octrees # &2 B\ T, 7 2 —F 1 4 #hfr & Hilbert

iR 2 KL S DR T B o2 SRR A VD 2 LT, ZERRATEO @O EE A A L. F
72, MREEGEE O R L ATV, BoE{bATC T MPL@EOT — 4 &% 4.3% £ T, BILOWERM
%Z 20.9% £T, TNENKRIBIZANK L=, Bk GPU HEOFH A — U o 70%, Bl FEE IS )
T 90% LA EDIIUL R &2 Bk LI21E2y, HiR#HO X 5 2E8HRIRE2E0HESEICBVTH 8 GPU
76 128 GPU DA — VU o ZIZB W TR 72.8% &, EH E+aktkieTcho7-. 72721, 1 GPU &
7o) OKTRED VIR IR DA — VU 7 Tl 72ERRn G o Tk 67, Ka— X GPU A€
O ERRE E TR AR D K5 7205 LT D Z L AVRIBE S Tz,



89

lrh-5

H

] DBRNDRKIRIEAREICKD T Y
{f‘ '5717‘f',/311f)ﬁiiﬁhff§§

% &
OH

ABFFECEHFE LT 22 IfRAT OFE GPU 3 = — REHWT, KA Y OO KB 2 Ehii 5.

EKJE Y ofiihix, %234 THERLIZE DI, FEMBBIRCE NN OMGEEHRE & L TEHWS
NOEHLDTHDHN, LA VAEIN 10 T LAT O CHREEICEDILD 2 &8 Z V. ZiuE, T T+
DRI T« I TAVRALMEINLIBREHEATHIAT L2 ENHEL WD THD.

KA OWRNICEBT D LA VA EROREORERIT, BIRER S, A Fig. 5.1 DX 51225
ZERMBITND [42]. LA VRIS 103 D 10° ORITHIRES 0.4 FREE TIRIE—E TH 578,
LA S VRN 20 TREEZBA T ERT DL, FUMRBDBERIET LI, LA VX050 HREET
POOMREUX 0.1 2 FREIDIEE /NS RD. RT v T« 7 T74 AL, 20X ) BRI R ME T
THHRZOZ L H WD, B, RTv 7 I ITA4AVABBEDLHER LA 7 V2L, BRoF MR EE
FEERONEE DR 5 EREREITI S TORWDS, BRE SR ISV EEA 13442 20 5~30 5 TH
HETFHREINTVD

KT w27« 7542 A% 20 HACHIEEIC IFEICERR [57] ICL > TRWE SR TV SR TH L2, &

BV T TRVWRGENER SN D720, URMICKBIBGE L 20, BHHELERT S 2
CVFEHREIE ORI BITEE CHREECTH o 72, IO G CIIAGE O R R L0 FEIHET 2
Dy, FIITEE R BEREN T D WTC R T v 7 e 7T A yxﬁ?ﬁfﬂéﬂﬁw* EPHESIND. EBE,
ARG 2.3.4 HOEKE O OFNOBGFERHRICE O T, BREAICKH LT 25.6 #1 & W 9 O Tl
LES &7 /VIZ X DS PER FEM BRI K ICFHli S, Fig. 5.2 IORTHRRO LS, FIv 7 -7 7
ATRZBT AR TRHFHRCTE ol LESEHHREICEWTHIH T RI v 7 « 774V ADHBLC
FH) L 72 D% 2012 0 Muto & O IEREER 1% AW IC A IRIRRIEICEE D G 58] Th 203, BHRD
FERAVFE R 5 100 FV A 2/ TR Y, FHROMERN AR 7- S 2 2500 - 72 Z ENREZ 5.

F?yﬁ-ﬁ?%yxmﬁﬁﬁﬁi,%ﬁ@%%ﬁ%%%&#é%ﬁ%&@%ﬁ?%ékw,kﬁﬁ%
BOISHEFICHE L TWD. Fo, BOTEW LA S NVZEDOGMNETH 57O FHEFIEOSME L EE D
BEEE LTHRATH DTN, LA /I ZBICER IR RBR CTh 57, BRI Z2BIERERAD K5
BHEAF—LATERTI VI - T4 VAB/F NN L TRIN, #EFEOBERIEE LTH
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Fig. 5.1: Drag coefficient of a sphere with the drag crisis on Re ~ 2 x 10°.
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Fig. 5.2: Example of invalid result in the flow around a sphere at drag crisis with the coarse mesh

(Az = D/25.6).
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HRpHREICRD EEZBND. £ TARETIE, AW CEE LZEAMO LK EOKFRLY <
NEOBE GPU =2— RIZBWT, MRT €5 VB L 0% =2 LT hET LD 2 FEFHDOEZETE T )L CERE
DOWNOKRBEHEZETE L, FTT VBT AIEELZEESLRT v 7 « 774V ADOHBREE L
T 5.

5.1 FHEEH
HEAEIR DO E B Flg 5.3 127”77, Forest-of-octree I2£ ¥ 2 x 1 x 1 DKRESOEFEMEHAREL
(0.5, 0.5, 0.5) OfLEIZERE D = 1000/65536 DERABLET 5. WK OEKIZL D FAZEENIT 0.0182% &

—f—%cabéhk%ﬁ*ﬁfé‘ . FHEEOFNE z = 0 OmITHEE U, = (1,0,0) OWRAZTERSEE, %
Wi x = 2 OEITFHHEERSEM, y=0,120WN22=0,10 L TFEAEITEAMNERSEMEE TS, =
o> CFL #%i% UAt/Az = 0.03 T 5. EkFEifilZ1E Interpolated bounce-back 5 [36] Z i L,
Momentum-exchange method [35] WCROHNZRD D, EFRBEIL, D 10 A v ¥ 2 INO &k
F#&FC Az = D/1000, ERNHIEWVMEFIZEMCREL THY, KT Ax = D/2 OFIRIZRS.

Muto & [B8] IZXkAUE, NT v « 7T A 2 ZADOHBUTLE LM MG L L ERER 17 O Jg i fUg 2 S
B \KFET 5. F£7o, BEREE S OfEIX

(D/2)v 1

o5 =3\ g, 3P\ 2Re (5.1)

ERMONTWS [59]. ERICESTIE, HE2ERNT 7 - VT4 AR HHEMO LA ) VA
Re =2 x 10° TiF, BEABE ST 6 = 4.743 x 1073D L RS b b, AHRELMEOREROK T
fRG 1T Az = D/1000 THH0 5, op = 4.734Ax, T7bbERBERAE% 4 # 7L ETifg LT
D EWbinD. £z, PIMREDOBUMEZERD LA L XE Re = 5 x 10° TiX, [AHEICAIED 5 &
6p =3Ax THY, BERELZ 3HKFTHE LTS LIchD. 3RTFHLIITENENIC 3 KK
TP ENTZEHET a7 7 ANBELNLT-D, GOIBREGVEECRKI v/ - 774V AEFHAETE
HTENTREND. E6ICEWVLA AV ZEIZBWTE, 72&2iE Re =1 x 10° Tl §p = 2.12Az,
Rezlxm”mi@:ﬂmnAxk&étw,:@;okﬁV4/wxﬁ@*ﬁTfim&F#KE
L, BiERAEEZELLMETERY. ELWRIIEONARNEEBEZOND D, BIERENEDRGEIC
ST, TRHDE LA VABOFR BT .

ARy~ AEDOERET VA T 5729

1) 3 _CTOM+TMRT 7.
2) BKH 10 A v ¥ 2 INORIEHEFTxX 2 57 2 MET /L, o5+ MRT €7 /L.
3) TRTOMTTHa T MNET L.

O 3HEHOBRETHEL L., WIThoiHEY, 2t —1 > MEE Smagorinsky €7 /W2 EE-S < ks
PEZH AL LESEHATHS. 228, 2) 132 2OWEET NV EMAEGDEINAT Y v RET LT,
Detatched eddy simulation (DES) [60] ® X 9 (ZEEZEEME & FHRREE 2 Wi 32 & 2 2 FIESED
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Fig. 5.3: Setup of the computational domain for the flow around a sphere at drag crisis.

NLZEEHHLIELDTHS.

52 FE#HER

AFHEE, WA ET D ETIZ 200 T AT v 7RREORMFERZE L., RIS TE¥E
KD Aa > TSUBAME2.5 72 5 ONZ 3.0 # V=, TSUBAME2.5 (2017 458 H % TB#) Tid 64
B NVIDIA® Tesla® K20X® # H - 651G T 2 HE O FHRR 2 18 e L, TSUBAMES.0
(2017 4E 8 A7 BH#) Tl 16 5D NVIDIA® Tesla® K20X® % 7= 51FHE TKI 6 H 0 FFEIE
I3 0o 72,

HEREE % Fig. 5.4 17T, FHOT vy ME [T_TOHKFTMRT €5/ &V RER,
ROWUAOT 7y ME TERPD 20 A v ¥ a2 UNOFAGEHRFTX 2T NET L, OiEFTKTFT
MRT 7 /v OFfER, HO=MF [T XTOKRFTHFa LT METIV) OFERTHSH. BREADOKITS
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Fig. 5.4: Numerical result of the drag coefficient on a sphere at drag crisis.

FRfi [42] THDH. MRT ETNVOHERWDHETIE, KTy 7 - 774 VARFELESN, £, #ih
FREDME T L D LA 7 W ZHUE 20 T, 3FEOHFELRMGOFH THREICKR HITWERIC R 7.
L, RI97 7543 AE0HE0 LA /L REICB O TILEERRLZEICRY, Re> 10° TIX
FIEDHE LTz, ARG, MRT 7 /WIEEHRREIZE WD, AR LR+ CRWEEITIEEHE
DARBLEIIRDRT W ENEZLND. RIS, F2bTF72 e MRT oA 7V RETATIE, K
TGS T TAAPELNIEN, BER LA VBN 40 RIS E EBE D b REWEE ot —
TEAEZEMITE <, Re =107 LIEFITE LA /LA TY, FIAMREIIBREL L2V LD
BEICHAETD LN TE., ZNLOREND, 2 b T2 T T L EMED OSBRI
N MRT £7 VL0 H5R<, MRBENAE L TO DA ICITEEREIC K> TIRLOFED L A /L R4
RS MZ DR EFSEEZEZDND. KEBIZ, TRXTOEFTX2Lb 7y FVETAEHWEHETIE,
RT 9T« I TAVRERDZENTE o7, T, 2O IZ I TG 23 KIEIZ R
L, ¥2bT7Y FETIAVOEMRAESBRNCITZ5L 28T, FROED LA VBB HL TS
h=boeE2 N5, LD X511, MRT EF /MEEHERERE VR EHEINICRLEIC R )02
L, X2 T2 METIVITEBMELEEDSEOBEMRMEN MRT €7 VK0 b EVEINICH D Z L 3o
Mol Flo, ¥a2,T7 hE MRT ONA 7w RETIVE, FabTy NETIVHERIZ SR
3R < 72 <, 2o, MRT €7V LD b BEZEEPEWHERET LV ThH D Z LR R TEZ
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53 AEDFLH

AT, ¥ GPU OXRBFHICLY, BHEY OMIIZENT Re > 10° A—F—D@F LA /v
APGAETHANBIAETT D KT v 7 - 7 T4 Y AOFBEH A EE L. ISHFHEODLE>L L
TERE Y OWNICHEIT D KT v T - 774V AOHBBEHREZITo 2. B GPU O K REIZE D,
Re > 10° &A=& —DE L A ) VABEMETH AN EMITIK T T 2080 BHGH R 2R, BRLy
~VEDEEETNLE LT MRT EFAEBL0F 2 LT FETIL, RENIENDL AR
A7V y RETLVEMAV, ZNENOET VOFRIEE LEELZEEZ R L. FHE/BRENS, BT
DFADBF BT,

e MRT €7 /W%, KT w7 « 774V AOHIREENEH BV, Re > 100 O LA /L A4k
TR TRGIEE N R L, BIERNICARLEIC -7

o X ATy NET VTR EEN @ OAEAES MRT £7 L X0 b@WEHANICH Y, F =
LTV NETOVER T ERE 7 T OO TSRO CGREIZR SR E N X 72 iz iz, Bl
ROTFETIINTG T« 7 TAVRAEHRIETEX o7

o X2 ATV NETNE MRT €T NVEMAEDEDZ LT, FabT 2 MET/VHEMRIT E RS
PETFR < 22 <, 2, MRT €7 VL0 bEMELEWDNEANA TV v RET VAT 52 LN
T&E%.

F72, #%% GPU OKBUEEHRIC LV, EROERICH LT 1000 47 & W 5 fied TR RGO FH R %
ERTEX, FIv T - I7F343 20N E LA I IIVAEILO LA IV ABIKGFEED B W 2 iR = &
INFREIC R T2 2 2D, RFEOFRAMZRTZENTE . B, AHEZIToZ0L, 201747
AIZx 2 5T NETVOBIERMEDORIEZ GE Lz 4 RIEEX = 5T > METRLY < UIERHEE S
M [6l], RETMIED NI w7« 7 T4 L AOBBEIRIVRESNIZ [28]. A RKEXxF =2 LT MET IV
FFHERBE A RIFICEE SN TR Y, MRT €7 VICIEHT 2/EA G L TW5. IIioX 267 M
TN D & A RIEEET VITBELZEEME T T2 00, HEBREEICRY 22 D 7RI
BOTRCHEZLZELSEDL Y I X —BNHTICEASNTEY, MRT 5V EOREZENEE
HLTWD., Z0), AFEETHW X267 e MRT ONA 70 v RETLED G, 4 RIGE
FahTU METADIEINEY EVIEECTEHAEITZ D ATREERH 5. BEHEZITVIE T L O Lk
EITOMENH DN, AFETIIREAREEXF 2 LT FETAOFEENZTLTELT, 5% O
BMThD.
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FEITORRIEZE

i LLLI
C-

BERERRICHITHS
F R

ARFFE THRIE LI 1RV ~ ik L ONE S M k& FEOER GPU R 2 — FE2 W= Z MG
DOELDE LT, BEEFRICKT H2EMAETORBKGHEEZITH . KEONFITFER (2) 2 &L

IR TETT 2 HBEBHEIIENORELRZIT DI EDMLNTWD. EBFNZIT 2 LT
DEITITBWTEEH O 90% UL EE HoTEY [2], EREAE2ERT 2 2 L ITABHEFE O/ 7 +—
YU ALMESED ETHEFICHEHELRD. EERORBFENEMTETT DERICIE, hoORFEOR T & E
v, JAERTE LTRIAT S 2 & CREKIESIA RIRICHIET 2 2 L8 TED. 2L 2, 2 ADOEFLRHES
THEITTDBITIE, %G OBRFITHND 2 2EKGNTREETREOHRRE E TRBES NS [62]. 4 A0k
FOMINEITTHH I ORFOFAMEMEND Z LIXAETH L2, JiFO 1 AT REWHL) %%
i, %D 3 ANOHNIEL e D72, FEHEETRLE 2 NEV b 4 NOEFHIODIT S BRZEIHIR3NHE
MR 785 [63]. 2NN X > THEEETROFEBFICHN D ELXNEZTET 2 2 LT, 2EHIC
=D BWEIR DL O RSCHE N O ERY 72 EOMBEREICEIR L, BEBEHEO N7 r—~v
ADn EICEHET D 2 EnHifEsnD.

H BB O 22 TRt & — k> CFD OFNCIFILY, FHEH BB EERICRE <IKEFET D 2
LM s, HEHDIRWEIR TEHE TE 2 RANS SR HWSINLD Z LR E o7, BHEMZEICKIT 58
fED CFD sl & LC, BAEEITORE (64, 65], 4 ADTF— 280 2 — FOFHHE [66], 725N
121 Ao~<nv b AAEFOFE [67) BT o258, Wb RANS @i Th 5. Defraeye HIZ L 5 H
TREATORHT [68] D L S IC—ETIE LES IZ X D3R BRI SR TV D2, FHREEIROZRANE LU
7, HREITOMITICHM S D OHTHEMAEIT~D LES O#AFFEITE 2R o, ARiFRTHE
UM EAS 8 L UM TRy~ U EO#E GPU 2 — REHWT, @b KB 222 5
HAEA{T5 2 & T, LES IZED < BIRHBR OEMETT O RMZE Tt 2 EBLT 5.



96 96 W HERHBEIZ IS T D AT O KRBUREZ2E ) it

1632 mm

1755 mm 576 mm

Fig. 6.1: Specification of the 3D cyclist model in upright posture. TurboSquid, utilized with royalty

free license [69].

6.1 HBHEED 3D ETIL

BEZH.D 3D ET /WL, AV T4 VTSN TWDLET LV [69] # WD, FET VEMEL, #
FOERBORD 2FBEOIRT — X BT 5. B 1 OFIRT—#1%, Fig. 6.1 (27773 Upright &2
DT —XTobH. Upright BT EERZEZ LTV DO RTHEmAEN KX < 720 22 NENITARRZ,
HORWESRTH Y BFEOEF /NS NTZD, B— L —ZAFHRICB T2 MTE<HVLNRS. H2
DR T —# 1%, Fig. 6.2 (279 Drop BEOT —# ThbH. Drop BENTETN K v 7y RV Ff
b EEEZRNC R E BT 7248 C, Upright 8 XV i m a2/ & < ZZHHNTHEFITED, 97 LT <
WA BT 2 2 ENEEL W2, I LEBTOR T Y > R CEREEICE O ETHRE A R L
WG HRCTHWLNS.

RETFTNVTERITEREZH, LREBAIZLIAETHIEISE TS, EEOBFEE TIIFLEET
EHRIZEEE L TWE R, ZHEHIEL TV LD LT HADORELEZ D, AEHEEHKICHBVT
ARENVOREERSE (AT A) 12100 rpm (1.7 s71) Rk, 777 B &120.2 m iz WERETH
L6, NREVOEERIIE D ROBENEEILZ7E22 03 m/s L8 d. Tl LTr— R L — g
ICBT B ETHEEER L2 40 km/h (11 m/s) THHNE, EOBBERLHEEOEITELED 3% I
LM, 2O XD ITROBE ITEITEEICH AT H2IGEL, RO 28H L it~
ThanweExond. £, YHAEEIL TROFEHINE L2 LB LMD, AFETIES
JELTWRu.
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1424 mm

1755 mm 623 mm

Fig. 6.2: Specification of the 3D cyclist model in drop posture. TurboSquid, utilized with royalty

free license [69].

6.2 ERE&EH

FHEME O K& S12 4194 m x 2097 m x 2097 m TH 5. HHMEEIL, AEIEITEORK SN
T T4 mm, WHIZHA— FVFLEOHPET 4,8 £7/213 16 mm, =5 DO LV T T 16 384 mm TH
%. Drop ZBAORFOHMKEITOHEOYE, IR X OFHHEK 713 Fig. 6.3 12" T X 51275,
FTRTOHECTHEHERO KX SITEE, ABEORBOALZEET DL LT, ZTNO AEEOIE
WZFRERDOHI A F A2 R T 5. FTo, BEOBEHENAEEIN TG, BEEEMOZERICITRKT
16 mm £ CTHWEF2E0 4T, =& xiE, 4650 BEESHHIESEEICBVW T, Fig. 6.4 O X
IS TV ERR S D . ERTEEZ 16.67 m/s, B bWV TICBT D% A E % 4.20 pus &9
%. 20 COZELKEREL, MEOEEZ 1.205 kg/m?, BfEZ 1.512x107°5 m2/s ICRRET 5. i
DLA JNVZEE, MEHRFOHDIILEE TOE I ZARE I IR 7254, Upright &&C 180 7,
Drop Z#-C 157 F T d. T HRNY v EOGTFHEIZU/c=0.03 L5 XOICRELTEBY, &
LT 320.8 m/s, ~ >/ U 0.052, Fofs 11231 2 RERIZI A8 1L 7.20 ps &7 5.

BERFMIUTO L OICHRET H. £, FHEEBETS O AmR L O#% GO I3HER IO
W [E 7 O Dirichlet G2 H L, &Ry < 050 BRI B MBS 2% E+ 5. —fxicix
TR 3BT 23 E OB R T AR 2O Neumann &N 5-2 550, RetRIZ&E LA VA
FETH D POFHEICH W T2 E TS5 2 EMORABALEICR YTV, L0 EmnEiEs
EVEZRLT-OICEEBOSRNEZ G272, 7220, WHEITHEENS 2 km 2L EE 5355 OMEICH
Hicw, AEBEIOMAUCITIEFEAERBLRNWE B bND. FEBERO LA O E MR &
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4194 m

2097 ; .
m e —— 16 mm mesh around the cyclist

4 mm mesh close to the cyclist
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Fig. 6.3: Computational domain and mesh near the cyclist with drop posture.

Fig. 6.4: Computational mesh near the 4 cyclists with serial arrangement.

==

L7z, REEGEIO FHi2iE, 16 mm LA F Ok+-1Z Interpolated bounce-back (2 X 278V 72 UBEZ R E
L, 32 mm P EOHVE - TIE E T CAMERE L., EEOBE CIXABENBE L TWAHTZHAR
RHRSRAE LT R D0, Tl A # L ST RR I8 5 CThd 5 72 OBEE O BJR EERCBER R TH L <H
VRTINS [68, 64, 70, 66, 62, 63, T1, T2, T3, 67].

AFEITAGER LR TOBEME IR E SO EN R LTI 07 <, HUERENE% fE
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WCRHRAX — A% BIRT HDLERH L. PhatE E LT, 22— L MEi Smagorinsky €7 /M2 HED
IEKEMEZEA L ET, MRT EFVBLOF 2 LT FETFTIAETIL, RLENTENLDANAT Y v
REF ML DREEZFERLIZE 25, MRT £5 /b, MRT/¥ =L hOnA 7V v RETF L THEG
BAHFEL, REMNICHAECEDOEX 2670 METAVHIKOFHAEDAR TH o7z, 22T, KTFHRL
YV EOEEBEIII R b EMEZEEORE VT 2 ATV MEREZ WS, S50, BEZEESCEE -
B RORIFMEE A E X 5729, Rohde & DOICHER [22] (]I 0 fiRERE D F e 4% 7T W T LLZE
WaztThir b oL Lz,

PN EFHET 2720, —MBOZENFNT CIITIMREE V22, BIEREFH T, FERICBWTEFD
LI " — BRSO ZENHEL L, MimmEELZFNT 22 EPRETHL. DD BEEFEEO
Z27)CIX, Rl EEOBENSLE LW ER (drag area; CpA) AL HAVWSRD [72]. HilmEI,
KA TEELEIND.

CpA=—— (6.1)

D i3 Th D, KFHETIE, Momentum-exchange method [35] IZE-DWN72HT ) D BRI A3 4 g4 A
Ty I THLIL, FUEES RIS AT v 7 CREEN G b 5. FUOmEORZEOE & LT,
Drop ZEAORT O BMAEITFHE CTH LI EEORZIEL Fig. 6.5 (O, BT, fitdh3st
HEFETHD. KDL H1Z, 2L TFOXRE (low-developing interval) 1238\ TIERIHASAED SR
HIELTWDERIZH Y, FLHOEBNLE L TRV, 2 BLIEEOXHE (averaging interval) TiIHi/s
DEENI—E ORI E > THEY, WABFDICHELTNDEEZOLND. KETIE, AL+
FEL TV D XEICBWTH I EBEOFEEA KD, FEBRIE L ORI LOFHI AT 5. 7ok, W
FTMCHET L E TORBOBIEITIEEEOREICL > TR EEZOND. FHXME 2~5 L —
EETLHDOTIERL, TNENDOFHEERIZOWTIRAIEZHIE L, TNZNICHE L-BELZHRET 5.
Fio, FEOKTRZIZOWTY, 5R#HE—ELTLHOTIERL, FEEEILICHAEV averaging
interval 233 L DRI Z R ET 5.

Fig. 6.5 OHNZ>\T, averaging interval O XH TOHLNHEFEDORFH LR 2 7 — U =28 L, JEHE
AR NIVIRIT 2 AT o T R A Fig. 6.6 1279, B3 E s, ftihidiREch 5. HROERIIT —
JXZBHIZ LV BONIETH LD, /A AOL D RIRENKRE S AT MLOBmAZ RS Z &N TE
. ZIT, T U BRTHRONIZANRY FVITH L, JEEEZER TRENE 2 Bl T R 5k
MCRL TS, BEAOKKIE-5/3 FAHIOHEBIMBMTH LS. ZOKNG, FUUmEBEO A7 Fuid, 80 Hz
PLEDOBEBIZE N TR F =R hAD-5/3 FHNHES> TNWD Z bbb, Ellicd % YIZHET
X CND I ENERTE, £7-, 80 Hz LLFOHFNOEEBZHOWTIXLES TET /UL TE D2 L0 Z
%. 80 Hz OHLAEET, FHHEN 16.67 m/s THDHZ LD 21 cm FREOMICHY T 25 S HEJ T
. ETIRBEEL, AESELNEEE R O NS ZE ORI TRHLOH 2 IV T, £E4 4 mm 72 5 TN
16 mm CTH Y, 21 cm FREDWD A7 — Tk L THBITHNAY. 2072, ARFHEICE W THIEGHET
BB X OF DRI D8 THHME 1L LES TRHET 2D H0RMBENRSH D E VR D.

LT~z X018, AFHRTIXAREORH TR/L O H 2 HUI8ICIE 16 mm £ TOMWETF2ED 4
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Fig. 6.5: Time history of the drag area on the isolated cyclist with drop posture.
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Fig. 6.6: Frequency spectrum of the drag area on the cyclist with drop postrure.
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(a) 16 mm mesh in the wake.

(b) 4 mm mesh in the wake.

Fig. 6.7: Velocity field bihind a cyclist with different mesh resolution in the wake.

TTW5b. PINEBOEREHANRY Mo, BiiOKE FREEIT 16 mm THIICHNANWZ RS
TWDN, HIIZH 4 mm & F2F 0V LTI NI VML VRERZ D Z ENTE, FHEBENM
THZELTHEEND. UL, BIEOEOEHEZ 4 mm ¥ CTHET 5 I3 BOK T RALETH
v, FHEERED L — R4 7 ORENRAET D720, BRI RN 43I 5 R 2B 0
TRHNHNVEFEE VY TEHRETHD. £ T, BMOKFIEEN 16 mm THHTHHI L%
R, 16 mm T OfEKZ 4 mm & CEERATZGAEOFE L O EITo 72, %% 16 mm
¥, 4 mm ¥ TR L7756 OME D0 % Fig. 6.7 (27, FHEEKE Lo R EF7=KTHY,
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HE 5 0.5 m O T 2HESMBS LOBEBEELAMOKE FREZ R LTS, B, BEED
% CRALOH 2 HEEE LT, 16 mm £721% 4 mm TS L7 o2 E£T. (a) 13%H% 16 mm
TRt L3RS R, (b) 13%i4 4 mm TREB LIZHERKR TH L. (b) OFRREDIT S L0 HIHN
WELEHZIZ OGN TND I ENHERTE S, 2L, 2EOMBEOHEIIE T, BENOKT
TIHIZIEFA CIEOBEAE SN TEY, 16 mm O CHItE HolcifgTtE g, £z, Pim
DFERBFRBE TH o7z, LI > T (a) DX HICHIEE 16 mm O LMW TG L7255 Th,
LES IZ X > THAITHZICET LS NTEY, 4 mm O ERBEOBRBAHEOLND Z &R HERTE
2. A mm KT OREI, HEETTHHICHL»b 0T, 64 50 GPUICL2ISIFHEZELTEBY,
EHETOFRICET T 2 2 LI EEROBLAN BB ERN TRV, Len-T, RFEIZBWTIIHE
FEOTEEIC 16 mm A& T2 H VU THZENRYTHD ENVZD.

6.3 IRILFE
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Fig. 6.8: Result of the drag area on alone running cyclist in upright/drop posture.
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Fig. 6.9: Result of the drag area on the group running of 4 cyclists in a row.
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Fig. 6.10: Top view of the disturbed row arrangement appeared in Shirasaki et al. 2017 [73]: the

trailing cyclist is X [m] behind from the other 3 riders in a row.
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Fig. 6.11: Top view of the dusturbed row arrangement appeared in Shirasaki et al. 2017 [73]: the

trailing cyclist is Y [m] laterally displaced from the other 3 riders in a row.
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Fig. 6.12: Result of the drag on the trailing cyclist with longitudinal distance X in the group of 4

cyclists.
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Fig. 6.13: Result of the drag on the trailing cyclist with lateral offset Y in the group of 4 cyclists.

Fig. 6.14: Top view of the diamond arrangement appeared in Blocken et al. 2018 [67]
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Fig. 6.15: Drag ratio on each cyclist in the diamond arrangement to solo cyclist.

Fig. 6.16: Arrangement of the in-line group of 8 cyclists.
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Fig. 6.17: Arrangement of the rhomboid group of 8 cyclists.
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Fig. 6.18: Result of the drag area and drag ratio on each cyclist in the in-line group of 8 cyclists.
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Fig. 6.19: Result of the drag area and drag ratio on each cyclist in the rhomboid group of 8 cyclists.
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Fig. 6.20: Result of drag area and drad ratio on each cyclist in the two closer in-line groups.
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Fig. 6.21: Result of drag area and drad ratio on each cyclist in the two closer rhomboid groups.
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Fig. 6.22: Result of drag area and drad ratio on each cyclist in the two in-line groups with 10 m

displacement.
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Fig. 6.23: Result of drag area and drad ratio on each cyclist in the two rhomboid groups with 10 m

displacement.
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Fig. 6.24: Result of drag area and drad ratio on each cyclist in the two in-line groups with 20 m

displacement.
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Fig. 6.25: Result of drag area and drad ratio on each cyclist in the two rhomboid groups with 20 m

displacement.
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Fig. 6.26: Arrangement of the large-scale running group of 72 cyclists.
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Fig. 6.27: Result of the drag area on each cyclist in the group of 72 cyclists.
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B 5 BT, ICHEHROOE DL LTEHEY ORNCBIT DRI v - 7574V AOBRBGHRZ{T-
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NZEND BB EDEINA TV v RETAZH, ZNENOET VOHREREE & BEL e %
WLz, FHEREEND, UTFOMmANELRT:.

e MRT €7 /WL, KT w7 « 774V AOHIRENEH BV, Re > 100 OFE LA LV A4k
IR TIRGIE N AR L, BIERICARLEIC e > T

o X hT L NETIVITEMELEMEDN B EAERES MRT €7V X0 bEmWHAICH Y, F=
LT v NET VR TITM LR T OO 2B W CREI 22 BRI X 72 D ic iz, Bl
WROWTETIIRT v T « VT4V AZHBLTE o7

o X2 ATV NETNE MRT €7 NVEMAGDED I ET, FalhT L METIVHEMRIT EBEKS
PEFIRLS 72 <, o, MRT £7 0 K0 EUEZEWEN @A TV v FET VAT 52 &N
T& 5.

F72, HEk GPU O KRBMEERICE Y, EROBELICK LT 1000 #1- & W 5 Hb THED O R#E B D iR %
FEHTE, RIv T« 7734 ALV E LA I NVREDDO LA IV RZEELEED & W 2 iR < = &
WAREIC e o T2 2 & D, AFEOHAMEZRTZENTE . 2B, AtEE2ITo720b, 201747
HIZx 25T FETAVOBIEREOMBEZ S E LI A REEX 2 LT 2 METRLY v VIEREES
[6l], METMIED KT w7« 774V AOFBGRENRIN (28] 4 RBEX 2 L7 MET IV
ITEHEREEE R KIBICKE SN TEH Y, MRT 7 /ML 2 EE2 A LTV, o X =25
TINHARD & A WIEEE T MTBEZEENMET T2 00, FHEBRLEICRY D20db DFF Rl
BOWTRATMIZHREZZELSED Y I X —NH7ZICEASNTEY, MRT €7 VUL EOEZREMN %
HLTWD., 2D, AFETHW -F=24F & MRT OA 7V v REFALLD G, 4 KKE
X2 LT NETADIEI NI EWKECHEZITA S ARMERH 5. BEEEZITVEET L O
EITOMENHDHN, AR TIIRE AREEX 2 LT FETFILOFEENET LTELT, 5% O
BThD.

%6 FETIX, ATFEOAR—Y TEA~DISHEF & LT, ML TE28A LI RLY ~ ik
BSOS KHBL LES #HREIC K Y, BEREFH o BREITI L OB AEIT O 2 1T & 20 L7z, BREST
B4 NOEFEITORGEFE ATV, FEBRE & R L CATIEOZ Y2 MR L. JSHHEE S L
T, EHOBIRSL 2 EF OB DR & O5&MEEZ T OO EEITo 2. 8 AOEFEITOFH
TIE, EHEEROFTHE 1 FNW SHEVIELE S L VWD, B EDRFORS ZiRESE 5 B TR
FIZHEHN 22 /ML LT WEBEAIZITO LEEED L ) ICHICANIEEREI THH Z 2R LT,
2 DS HIR I A TE SR OF R T, Ri5 OEIZH% T OEICRRT & LTRSS B8Zhnd 5
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Tl ZOXIICKRIMEEFFREICBWTHEH L+ RMRTHREZIT) 2N TE 570D, AF
EIIHE AL HEABRORFELZ G N EHOE BT ~DOISH B ARETH S, £, RiEIT
LES SR Th W AEMICIEEHIE THDH. O, 4%, WHHENRMEDOTIRCMEO LT 2 &t
HESMEL LT, RNV OERE KOERORBI O, il L& ETT A5 TOENEERY, IhE
CJEGA FEER° RANS T TIXFM T E R0 o7 L 9 REMET, EBEO BEHEEIE VR 217 2 5 7]
BEMEA®H D, ZhBIcL Y, ZhE TEIC RANS TN M THOI T & 72 AlsdgiE O£ M EIT DT
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PRI A 2 R AT TV D, EMERERE (HPC) OB TiE, 10 4 THEMHES 1000 f5& 725
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ZEIIFEREETHD. T T, ABFFE TR LI NN 2 — R TIEIC OV T RO A3 v
BT DA =Y T 4 OTPHZRT. AFETEA LIEHAETRIETHIB ALY < kB L0 2
b — L M Smagorinsky €7 /WIZHS < LES 1%, BE2BEETHY, 1A T v 7H-0 OFHE
BIIHMEREF COWRICHEE LD, SHBOFHEEOREL L HITE bR D KBEEFRE~EX7r—1
JHRETH D EEZDLND. — 5T, WAEMSEEFETIAEEICESSHR/T LI XL THLHIED,
BT ARRIC B B R SR BRI TR T 2 82 H 5. L L, i biciks vy o4
FUSHIRRE TIThN D DR TH Y, F72, H 5 HEBLOE 6 T CTITo A EICB W TR AR D
RENIE L L AR ISR TO TN Thololod, I/ ETREND. RO
k0, FETFTREARRMBED LA VBN 107 O —F —(ZBE L, HEFEOZE)) A L ~0 O
PERBHEENS. 7L, B GPUHREOAr—F U T 4 IZOWTIIRENED. Ak
FEEBAN LR FRLVY ~ ARTRBE D L ICR R AEMA A ZHRET DINT XA LAT v T DE
ETHDHTD, RIFED L D ICERMFEHEBARIZESW T R EZE L B LGS, sHEAMNT
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728, FERM OIS SITEANC2 D, 2ok, FHREMZEAIL, Ka— Rk b Kz
TIERTIZT=0372021 000 GPU BREDOHENEH EORRTH 5. BUEOHR by 7O A a3 gE#7
% GPU %u3BEIC 10 000 DA —F—IZiE L TEY, 5% bZOHEHEPL LT 2 L TFHRINDL 2D, Bl
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NZNVRIBIZHI LdfE 2 @b Lz 2 L1, GPU 225885 # 7 28RO A Sa 2B W CRitkRE /e %2
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iR BB O AT D22 )M A Fhie L, AR TR L7zft i = — RAUSHF RIS L TEM B+
REHEHE A7 2 LE, FEAMR KRB TG R 2 — RZBE T L WO RIFSEO B ZE LT
T LARTHEERHEMRTHD. &<, BEBEEFHEOERETOFEICENTL, &K TT72 A0
FOFEZ 223 BT LWV O BRI T SEE AV, 4 0 W) EMTRER CHENETTH 2L
Lo, BB L 280 BisE 2 5 EMEITOMITIX, 3Tl RANS T3 Thiv T 5238, LES &
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Chapman-Enskog R

REEIICHR [6] 22 BIMER LT, BRIy~ ARIERE S FIEE O 7 - a o —70 B S 7
HFETHL—T, MEITEGEE L TOROTRAPTLE SN DIERNRBLTHY, MEN—HT
LINEINIABTRY. £/, BGK E7 /MBI HE BRI 7 1%, KRS OWBRAIFE A RS
R THH 5T, (2.8) DLIICEMNFEETHL2EREZEATWVDD, ZOBGRARILIZONT
IEE&R L TWaeholz, RETIE, b 2RI RT 729 Chapman-Enskog BEIZ- DV THERL T
5. 70k, RETEXNOERZHHEICT 720, EMX7 M ER—L FME () TRITHPDYICIRTE
g k. ZRAOT wg,uj, up, ... ERELT D E2, BWFHT wu, = Zle{myz} wiu; O F D ITHERI OBLH
I D LTS,

£7, I X—RUVEIRLAOMINT A—F e HAL, HWESMBEABKEZLTOL S IZEHT .

fa=fa+efi+Ef0 (A1)

€ UM DIEIMANTh 5= WET 5. £7=, HENMEORIHRETH S f2 BLO 213, R
MR Th A ER - EHROEITEFS LAV LD LRET 5. T72bb,

Q-1 Q-1
dfr=> frr=0 (A.2)
o a=0 Q_loz—O
Y caifi = caifit =0 (A.3)
a=0 a=0

EY5. abic, BH, ZHbRECRMTS.

t* t**
t=1% 4 — A4
+ -+ (A.4)
m:x?+33 (A.5)

I, 2% I EOEB PN EHE TE 5 H I K& 2R - ZMETH D, %, ) 135 - A
7= DRFH] - 22, i?fﬁﬁxﬁv—ﬂ/@ﬁﬁﬁf%‘é JEHORFR IR ED B WEBR TH H 729
JERA 7 — VO ZBRRIZEATE 5. EXOEMIN s, KB I OZMOBMIE-NFZZUTOX S|
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BT 5 Z R HRD.

R
ot~ ‘o ¢ ot
0 0

=€

(A.6)

(A7)

FT2 L, 109, 250 O R — LTI RO BB SR TX 5720, 9/t = 0,0/0259 = 0 & iE LT
W5,
S R L 50 0 BOK EFC L AT R Y <o fifests

1
ol + oAbt + AN = fo(@.8) — ~(fol@.t) — f23(a.1) (A.8)
e Caill CaiUiCojUj — Cguiui
4= wup <1+ = + J22§ > (A.9)

Ths. (A8) fZEfH] 2 IRE T Taylor BT 2 &, LITFA/RHNDS.

0 7 At? (67 0? 92
{At <8t +Cazaxz> +7 (at2+2cazatax +Calcaja ax3>}fa(x7t)
+;{fa(m, t)— [z, t)} =0 (A.10)

T, WE G, RO S () € z,y,2) THY, FROOBBICHED . LIEORR TS X
U\H%EQJ#—ETS?)%)@T, (1) OEREREWT 5. X (A.10) 124 (A1) (A7) 2RATS L,

at(ed 29 8+A—t2 0,29 0 20 0
o T ot T iggr ) T T2 “or T e T o T ot ) “our
2

0 1
atCag 2 2 iy 2 frx - : 2 = A1l
+c cjeaxﬁh§}](m tefat€fS) +o(efa+€f7) =0 (AL

LD, e DWETEML U LOHEAERET S LT, UTOXREZE5.

eEf + B =0, (A.12)
= At (a(i* + Cai 621 ) fea+ f;j, (A.13)
2 2 2 2
Ey:{%;<£ﬂ+”wm%ﬁ*”“%%é%ﬁ>+ aw}fm
+ At (8(3* +cm )f + f** (A.14)

EEDOWINAT A =4 e I LT (A12) BV SL2T20IliE, B = B =0 BEFESND.



121

EFROXDEH
€D 1ROIENG, WHHONZEHT D, A (A13) IZBWT, 2EEHROMERS &,

Qil 8 Qfl 8 Qfl 1 Qfl
* eq . feq - *
> E; At > OfS + At D caifS+ TZ fr=0 (A.15)
a=0 a=0 * a=0 a=0
NELND. FOE 1 HB LU 2 HOKRIE, KRy~ 951 LI E R L ONEEN & O E

HEFA—OHEIC RS TS, £72, 0% 3 HIT (A2) LV oc***u\ LiziioT, AT 5L,

dp  Opu;
ot* + ox*

%

=0 (A.16)

L7220, HEEOXNE NN,

JEEHE Euler AEERXDEH
WIZ, € D 1IROIENBIHEHE BEuler T2, 372705 Navier-Stokes A7 BRGHEIE 2 B Bru 72
KRBT 5. 3 (A13) ITHUE oy BHNT, RHEELHOTMERS L,

Q-1
> cajEL = At— Z Co [0 + Ata . Z CaiCaj SO+ = Z cajfi=0 (A.17)
a=0

i q=0

NESND. PO 1 HOBIIREDOES RO EXRZTO LD THS. TUE 2 HOBRFIE, 91T
K (A9) 2RATHZLT, UTOLIITEETE 5.

Q-1 Q-1 2
CakUk CakUkCall] — CULUE
E_ Caicajfzq = O?_ CaiCajWa P (1 + Cg + 264 5 > (A18)

Q-1
_ 1 UpUE 2 : U UL
=p - 202 W CaiCay +P 2 g UJaCazCaJCak+p 20k E WaCaiCajCakCal
s

€ a=0 2 a=0
(A.19)
= (1 - “;;k) 2 +0+p ; TR A (8101 + Sid1 + 60 (A.20)
= puiu; + pcd; (A.21)

72iZL, 6 X/ xy —DTNVEThD. X (ALT) ofing 3mHE, X (A3) Xv0THs. L
BT (ALT) BUTFOL S IZERTE .

Opu;  Opusu; ~ Op
at* ox; ox’

i J

=0 (A.23)
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Fiz, EXZHEIIRATS L,

ou;j Op ou; 8pul op
P o + uy Bl + pu; 8 ot =0 (A.24)
Ou,j Ou; 10p ‘ 8p Opu;\
<8t* tu ‘oxy  pox; B AT orr ) 0 (4.25)
L%, RO KD EIDE LW, a5 L,
Ou; ouj  10p
5 T Uit = e (A.26)

DX oI, FHEM Euler TREADFEOND.

JEIEHE Navier-Stokes HFEX D EH
IHIZ, eD2WRDEREFETDHZ LT, FiMEEEZ & T Navier-Stokes FFRAAZEHHTHZ LN TE
5. (AL4) ITHEE cop 28N, 2FEHROMETRS &,

- Q-1 Q-1 Q-1
At 92 0? AN
E CakE;* = Cak:feq + AtQ E Cazcakf + — E COélCa]COékf
a=0

2 002 & ot* D’ 2 Dwiox
Q-1 9 Q-1 1Q—1
+ At ;) Can I + At@t* Z Canfo + At ; ;::0 CaiCak 5+ TaE::o Can "
_0 (A.27)

PREOND. TILOEE MRERIRY EEMEICE S HL, X2KHET5 L,

At 0% puy, A 0?(pusug + pdix) At O?pc2(uidj, + ujdp; + urdi;)  Opug
2 Ot*2 ot*0x 2 Ox; 0z} ot**

Z CaiCal i = (A.28)

Zon

Lied. 0O YT chicarfi 13, UFOFIECE Y RDS. £, X (A13)=0 kb,

d
fr=—1At (at* + Caj— B ) £ (A.29)

Tho. ERIZS DI caicar ZHNT, EHETT M ORI Z D .

Q-1 5 Q2 5 Q-1
Z Caicakf;; = _TAtﬁt* Z Caicakfzq e Z Caicakcozlfo’iq

a=0 a=0 J a=0
8(puiuk +p5,~k) B TAtapcg(ui(Sjk + ujé;ﬂ- -+ ukéij)
ot* or*

J

= —T7At

(A.30)
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2 (A.28) 12 (A.30) ZHEAT S &,

At 82puk 82(puiuk + pdi) 1 ancg (uiéjk + ujéki + ukéij) Opu

5 e PA ST e AT 0z; 0 AT
(A.31)

FENH 1 HB XU 3 HOMDHIILLTO L I ITERTE L.
02 puy, 0?(pusuy + pdij)
o 0t*0x: : (4.32)
02 pc2 (uij + wibki + urdi;) B 0?pccu;  Ppctu;  O*pciuy
Oz} 0x7 N Ox;0xy, ~ Oxjox} Oxs?
0? pu; 02 puy,
=c?(2 . A.

I ( Oz} oxy, + Ozt? ) (A-33)

SRB &R (A3]) ICfRAT S L,

1 0?(pusuy + pdix) 1 0% pu; 02 puy,
At | = — ’ : At = — 2 : dpupt™ = A.34
(2 T) oo oA T < 0z:0z; | Ou? ) Fpdpurt™ =0 (A34)

MELND. & BICAEDE 1L, dpugu,/0t ~0 LIEEIL, 3 (2.16), (A.23) ZRATHE, LTO
L BRSNS,

1 02 (pusuy + pdix) 1 02 pc?
At (2 N T> oo S\ 277 ) araan

1 0% pu;
= _—AAt| =— ! A.
C At (2 T) Ox}0xy, (A.35)

ZhaX (A34) ITRAT UL,

1 Ppu;  Ppuy dpuy,
At - — i - A.
et (2 T) <8x;ax; T o ) g =0 (4.36)

LB, IEMGERL (p = const.) AEA L, EEEORERAT S L,

auk . 82uk
9 1
v=cAt | T — 3 (A.38)

BPEOND. 22T, vIZHAROBKETH L. Kkic, X (A26) 1T e Z#T=b D LK (A3T7) I €2
EEHTTELbDOERLADED Z LT,

0 5 0 ou, 1( 0p 5 0%uy,
<€6t* +e 375**) uy + UZE(T’U;‘ = <63xz + ve da72 (A.39)
1 2
ouy, 8’U,k _ dp +y8 Ug (A.40)

ot i ox; pOx Ox?

1
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&, FEEHMEME Navier-Stokes FRERXBEHINS. LLEICED, BRIV < AEREEMEEREOER
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VSAHRETVVILOEH

OFHHET YN LiE, WOKRNTERSIND 2HET YV Th%.

Sy = % (g;; + ng> (A.41)

Large eddy simulation (LES) OFHE TIE, OFTHEET VY VORE S EEMEINRD DM ERH H.
OFTHHET Y VRN RO H121%, 40K, ZERESOFEPLETH L0, FRLVY < AED
B AITEE A BEHOEN S OTHREET Y VB EERD D Z L3 T& 5. Chapman-Enskog B
ERANT, OFHREET L ElESHBEBOBEGRZENT 5.

X (A13) kb,

eq a eq
fo = —TAt< aj;* + Cak 57; ) (A.42)
k

THD. WHIIT caicaj ZHNT TRRETMOME IS &,
Q

Q-1 5 L 5 !
Z Caz’cajf; = —TAt " Z aicajfgq + - Z caicajcakfgq (A43)
0 0 9
= —7At - (puzu] + pcs 5”) » {pcs (urbij + u;0i + uiéjk)} (A.44)
ot Bxk
B 0 Opuy Opu;  Opuy
= —TAt (825* pusuj + pciéi;) + ( oat dij + oat + o (A.45)
Opu;u; 5 [ Op  Opuy Opu; ~ Opu;
= — A.4
TAL ( o + c; <3t* + 8%2 51] +c o o + 8.%;7 ( 6)

L72%. 2T, Navier-Stokes HFEADE @R & FIFKIZ, Opuu,/0t* =0 &+ 5. £/, £l
F 2 TR ORI LD 0 L7225, FRAILIZIEE 3EHOANKY, UTOL ) RBEEAGLND.

P dpu;  Opu;
O;) CaiCajfa = —C?TAt ( 8&5; + 895*2) (A.47)

J

S HIZIEERMEEEL (p = const.) ZW#HT5HZ & T,

= ou ou
. CfY 2 J i
E CaiCajla pcsTAt <8$;‘ + 8x;‘> (A.48)

a=0

2B5. FDICHNST A4 ¢ 28T, (A1) BEC(AT) 2AT S L,

ou;  Ou;
CaiCayj fa - fgq - 62f;* = —pCiTAt < : + J)
OCEZ:O J ( ) Ba;j 8.%'1

= —2pc2TALS,; (A.50)

(A.49)
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Y727, I, O(2) DEEMETH D LT,

Q-1
Z CaiCaj (fo — [2Y) = —2pc2TALS,; (A.51)
a=0
E3lE
1«
o . (s _ peq
% 2pc§TAtaZOCmcaa (fo = 15 (A.52)
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