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Table 1: Computational parameters
Case 1 | Case 2
Domain L1 x Ly X L3 4mh x 2h x 4wh/3
Grid points N1 X N2 X N3 128 x 129 x 128
x1-direction 15
Resolution | z2-direction 0.045 — 3.7
x3-direction 4.9
Reynolds number Re, 150
Rotation number Ro, 0 | 5.0
Time steps for ensemble averaging 20000
Table 2: Comparison of resolutions
Author Resolution
Present

(15,0.045 — 3.7, 4.9)
(20,0.5 — 5,10)
(18,0.08 — 4.9, 7.4)

Kristoffersen & Andersson(1993)
Nishimura & Kasagi(1996)
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Fig. 5: Isosurface of Q
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