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Fig. 2: Geometry of computational domain (left)

and computational conditions (right).
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a) Experiment

b) Simulation

Fig. 3: Re(y) versus £/L and St (note the differ-
ences in scalings of £/L- and Re(y)-axes).
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Fig. 4: Re(y) plotted against £/ L at representative
Strouhal numbers and their curve-fitted Gaussian
functions. Estimated values of [/L are indicated in

the figure.
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Fig. 5: Comparison of coherent lengths between

experiment and simulation.
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