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NUMERICAL SIMULATION OF FLAME STABILIZATOR
AROUND BLUFF BODY CONFINED IN A PIPE

Sun Zaiyong He Hongqing Cai Timin
(Coll. of Astronautics, Northwestern Polytechnical Univ. . Xi'an, 710072)

Abstract: Multigrid method has been developed only in previous decade. One observes an
enormous improvement of the convergence rate by such a multigrid method . resulting in a signifi-
cant acceleration of the computation. The finer the grid. the larger becomes the improvement. The
problem considered here is a flame stabilizator around a conical bluff body confined by a long circle
pipe. The numerical results are good agreement by comparing with the experimental data.
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