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COMMENTS OF REFEREE:  
 
Results obtained by the CFD analyses differ by some 8 – 10% from those obtained by the experiment, 
which is at the edge of tolerance even for preliminary analyses. On the other hand, relative improvements 
obtained by both methods are quite similar, which enables drawing of practical conclusions. Paper could be 
published, but with the following changes included: 
 
1) It should be written what (if any) wind tunnel corrections have been applied on the “raw” experimental 
results. Uncorrected results could be one of the sources of the obtained differences between the CFD and 
experiment. 
 
2) It is mandatory to at least mention what governing equations and turbulence model have been used in 
the CFD analyses. 
 
3) Considering the mesh, it should be shown in one or two pictures (for example, the complete control 
volume domain and in the vicinity of the Ahmed model), state the number of mesh elements, present if 
calculation has been made oh half model with symmetry plane or full model, etc. 
 
4) The text in Fig. 3, describing the experimental facility, is too small and hardly readable. Text must be 
enlarged so that it can normally be read on a hard-copy version of the paper. 
 
5) Graphics in Figs. 4 and  is blurred, and those pictures must be replaced by higher quality graphics. 
 
6) In table 1, the boundary conditions should be stated as: 
 
Outlet:  Pressure outlet 
Inlet:     Velocity inlet 
 
(the original text sais:     Pressure outlet: Pressure outlet      Velocity inlet: Velocity inlet) 
 
7) It is recommendable for the authors to try to find some appropriate references  from the FME 
Transactions journal, in order to underline the connections of the manuscript with the aims and scope of the 
Journal, like: 
 
Ocokoljić, G., Damljanović, D., Vuković, Đ., Rašuo, B.: Contemporary Frame of Measurement and 
Assessment of Wind-Tunnel Flow Quality in a Low-Speed Facility, FME Transactions, Vol. 46, No. 4, pp. 
429-442, 2018, doi:10.5937/fmet1804429O. 
  
Ocokoljić, G., Damljanović, D., Rašuo, B., Isaković, J.: Testing of a Standard Model in the VTI’s Large-
subsonic Wind-tunnel Facility to Establish Users’ Confidence, FME Transactions, Vol. 42, No. 3, pp. 212-
218, 2014, doi:10.5937/fmet1403212O. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 


