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Preestimate Airflow in Greenhouse by CFD Simulation Method
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71 24N v T2 S vAe EYFY A YE BT ofd BiE
ATE obAzZA] WMt o @rls AW 2k, §% a3 oises: 9 b
FEE HHLZ Ay AT FEeR A H I th(Bailey, 1983). ZAE7IA2H L
HREY 24 2 Aol BHHA ReFeng Aoz AAY7|7 dAA
o 71uEE A% FLdE o] Hn Ao 2HY AFEIIA2E S 24 L FHetE
719 & Aojsted @A o2 O SHE FE3| @A) oo azee
SA4A Mo &7)&ol F JEM S ofdfdtn, FrlEeS AT HAME A
AE7le] i o e g3ty g4 ey,

A e vF BE 2EA g3 @UFolAM TAHE 4HY Aoz Ao =

doh. F40] 2 m/s oY W viEo] VA E Aude AR dEFen, o A
L 250 9% Jge FAE 5 AthBot, 1983; Kittas et al,, 1996; Papadakis et al.,
1996). T40] 05 m/s ©l3lY W& Fd & =8 U7 vls F8380, 5] 05~
20 m/s & W& wigdl 3 &7t F7F HAR, Bol 9% #Y) FA 1yt Hojok
Lig=

CFD AlE#eolAd 71He A9 74z wet 4R 2528Y 92 79 &8
B 5 FAHLE &3 AL J1FEA & Fu. 249 #/|AFE A% CFD A
E# ol 2 Okushima 5(1989)d o8 FHz2Z s A4dsgdg A =& F7]
nWFAY gEEE BRo U BEFEd A 59 °] 2 ol% Lg%t
?"i‘?"ﬂ AMRE A gkskd 2y 5] £ E’é}.. %

3402 dzsm, ool }aol AL Ul%—*l«l e A ARe BAHAD, o
AFEL Bae 15 ARl 9 WA 2R 4L YTANeH, WA
o BUIN MO ARE £A9) HAE S48 CFD /1Yol 388 £77 9 4 3
&e gasuT

¥ AFNE 4By 249 CFD Agdol¥e +4sd AYAne} vz
AolHe] FIHE BAE oMo A BIAA Poh
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WA oF 18%)elx, A HAWFL FEFoIh FHL nFEAAM(Dwyer series
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AL, 22E TY Fd4E ol 83ta A8d 2, 9d 2 vt 1, WEF7] 94 ZHeA 5
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Fig. 1 Dimension of the glasshouse and layout of sensors

(unit : cm).

2. CFD Alg|ol M
CFD 71¥e 4ud o|$ug45e FAA4He

Bl &9 A4 7tedtA dd. o] #% JEWE HE T
HANEL oga 2 dutyEel FHE g
%+V 6V = V- (IyVe)+ S, 1
R A £59 £28 vedlE &5 2234 A (Navier-Stockes equation)® A A
Ao FPYAN(AESYA4), 282 25FE YEE duxFEaggy 5S¢ 33

£7] 98 CFD 714 A8k o 2
e SRAREEVMILE, oA T3}
A 8 A Polth ol W 1 &
He a}%& A% E3 2 A9 995 d%e AAzdezA 2Ad

- 119 -



a8y, AREY o 2 °“‘°”'1ﬂ°ﬂ"1 LA slE dFFES o8 dHez E £ ¢
onz EFEN FAF GHFES ¢ F UEE FFELES EYFqoF .
Ao FdFS HE °]7]9Jr“— FER UL k-e Rd(Harlow and Nakayama, 1968;
Launder and Spaldlng, 1974)0]t}. o] RddA e dFEFAYA k9 239 4AEE ¢
o ¥ HAstH M4 5 goz YRANS REIY. ojHT k- REE ol #F S
;e Hede -r]-—] dutE el ojHwA A oo thgH Fol FPHET WH k& e
w3 F el BAAE FUlR FojFojof it

Hok) 1T (or V) = V- ;"w)+c + Gy~ pe @
s 2
—a%gl+v (pev) = (‘o*t V€)+Cle‘f‘(G + C3. Gp) — CZEp—EK_ 3
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Fig. 2 Variation of wind velocity Fig. 3 Comparison of wind velocity
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HoFRov(Fig2, Figd), T4F FYTE AGE oA FHAMY &4 £ AR}
W ZA Yetuth(Figd). 32 may 7o F&o] 3 m/s oEt2 W wFES
oA A BT ETS 7}2 if% 249 At AUy Frcd 2 2=2HE 4
g #7]e ZAHE A BXHE & U Ao Budd Fight #VFS B8 F719

9 H%s 92 Zigi H}%“] Eojrte B¥oz g rgeze BF 37
o fEol #&E Ao wal, upFgo] Eoow WPoz gy U ANME fol A

WA o]z st o, dREEAMNE FFo] BEHANR(Figh). ole F&o] & HF¢ &
71%E T3 483 TV m@o] o]FIR|R gt AL duses d32 sHydr)
tEd F3do 92 F3t1 e A$, Rayleigh & Razl 2x107 Bk 2 JHojMe
F7F A cH(Baturin, 1972; Mills, 1992). 48 24 vgd2EE 40°C A7
35T, 49712 28CY @, Rax 1.08x 10022 AR E GFHEo] iy
d = Ak W, 249 vidHo g RY HUFTVE AeHE tﬁwa% WA
& 93 M111s(1992)4 Falo) efdte] AAtsH, EZE dlFHOZRESY U F
g2 o 145 W/m'olth, o] AL BlFHEAle oa FH2ASE £H335td W] £gd &
Ad FolA wigtde g FFHAU BUFE AEAE RES A% Unix BE
22 249 FU|E JtdEe ddeFdes Bed.

A9 249 V) R(IT=5CTY W)L 1665 m*/min°] AT, 44 2] szmg( &
m/sY )& 732 mY/mine g AW AEwre] HA gowmz 1 Ad Ayl s1ee 97
2o 7C o A JvEpgen, AU 37 £33 AEA ZASE e iﬂfﬁi‘:} w
A 1%71 Fe AWl 283 AP NIREE R V19 £8L AdME 239
42 § A& B TEZE HHo ey AoT wuw
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