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Table 1. Boundary conditions for planes of computational domain
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Fig. 12. Comparison of pressure coefficient around

upstream building for inline non-supported buildings
with experimental results of [25], (Re=32000)
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symmetry plane for two Reynolds numbers around non-
supported inline building at distance 3H.
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symmetry plane for two Reynolds numbers around non-
supported inline building at distance H.
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symmetry plane for two Reynolds numbers around
supported inline building in the distance 3H.
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Table 2. Re-attachment and separation lengths for inline
building models at different distances
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Fig. 19. Streamlines and pressure contours around inline
buildings at distance 3H, (Re=17000), a) non-supported
in the transversal symmetry plane, b) non-supported
in the central plane of building, c¢) supported in the
transversal symmetry plane, d) supported in the central
plane of building
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