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CAVITATING FLOW ANALYSIS OF CONVERGING-DIVERGING CHANNEL

M.S. Jin and K.T. Ha and W.G. Park

Two difference cavitation models based on the homogeneous mixture model are used to study cavitating flows
through converging-diverging channel. Here, the cloud cavities, pressure distributions and other results have been
obtained and compared to evaluate two cavitation models. What's more, differences are observed in the simulated
results, due to the differences in characteristics of each model. Analytical results shows that the new improvement
cavitation model is validated to have better effects on simulating cavitating flows.

Keywords: 71| €] (Cavitation), 5>Z—2}tl 2l'd(Converging-Diverging Channel), 1% & 3% 2 (Homogeneous mixture model)
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