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In this study, numerical simulations of slamming impact pressure acting on the flat plate and wedge type models using the
cartesian—grid system and Modified Marker—Density Method (MMD method) were performed and the results were examined, The flat
plate and wedge type models were selected as target objects, the turbulence characteristics were considered by applying the
Sub—Crid Scale (SGS) turbulence model, Through this study, how the pressure acting on the target objects according to the incident
angle influences the slamming impact pressure was examined and the results were compared with the flow characteristics of other
experimental results, Also, the degree of slamming impact pressure is evaluated with respect to the cartesian—grid system and MMD
method, which is easy to use and has a high degree of calculation for free surface,

Keywords : Cartesian—grid system(Z W Z4XtA)), Modified marker—density method(4=&%= LE=5t4H) Numerical computation(Z=X|AIAD,
Slamming impact pressure(E2i S24QE), Flat plate model(ZHE 2 &), Wedge type model(2{7 S 22!), Drop test(4AIR)
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