GP4

F—T2 CAELURD ™ L 2015@E L #EESR
20155 11 A 28 H(L)

MIABRITIC K D/NLT v ET—2 3 VIRFMRED T

R R IR T e et > 2 —)

BIDLE RS KR &R ED)

P — i (R R AR T2 > 7 —)

ANITRRE ORBRE SER S T224T)

sl i 55 (RSB R AR ERT)
TR — IR (SRR A 25U BT

B2 — B R T80 v & —)

Evaluation of anti-cavitation performance of butterfly valves by computational fluid dynamics
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Table 1 Analysis conditions
CFD OpenFOAM 2.3.1
Solver interPhaseChangeFoam
Turbulance Model RASModel kEpsilon

P1: 300kP
P2: 100kP

P1: 300kP
P2 140kP

P1. 300kF
P2: 180kP

Fig.1 View of the Analysis Results with Cavitation
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Fig.2 Re-{ Characteristic Diagram
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