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In practice, cavitation phenomena occur in unbounded flows, However, the wall effect is unavoidable during experiments at a

closed section such as a cavitation tunnel, Especially, supercavity generated behind a cavitator is relatively large and thick, so

that geometric and dynamic characteristics of the cavity are affected by the tunnel wall, In order to apply experimental results
nto the unbounded flow field, physical correlations are necessary, In this paper, we proposed an image method based on a

potential  flow to simulate the wall effect,
characteristics of the cavity were examined according to
verified with existing theoretical and experimental results,
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