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A linear model is developed to relate the response of energy release rate per unit volume to velocity and pressure
oscillations in a liquid-propellant rocket engine. Coaxial injection of fuel (outer flow) and oxygen (inner flow) is
considered with chemical reaction in a thin flame and turbulent mixing as the controlling factor in an axisymmetric
diffusion flame. The combustion process has a characteristic time for mixing, producing a time lag in the energy
release rate relative to pressure. The model applies to an individual injector but can be used to couple the multipoint
combustion processes and wave dynamics for a multi-injector chamber. In particular, the impacts of long-wavelength
oscillations of pressure and velocity in the surrounding chamber gas on the mixing and burning rates are determined.
The results are developed in a way that feedback to the chamber oscillations can be determined for either a
computational analysis or a perturbation analysis of the chamber wave dynamics. Both the steady-state behavior and
the unsteady linear perturbation for the coaxial jet are studied using an axisymmetric Green’s function. Flame
temperature, flame shape, and burning rates are found as a function of mixture ratio and injector size (mixing time).
The combustion response factor for oscillatory behavior is also determined.

Nomenclature

pressure oscillation amplitude

speed of sound, m/s

specific heat at constant pressure, J/(kg - K)
specific heat at constant volume, J/(kg - K)

mass diffusivity, m? /s

energy release rate per unit volume, J/(m? - s)
frequency, s~!

axisymmetric Green’s function

gain for combustion response factor

specific enthalpy, J/kg

modified Bessel function of first kind and nth order
flame length, m

steady-state injector mass flow rate

mass flow rate, kg/s

Peclet number
pressure, N - m™
energy value per mass of fuel, J/kg

energy release rate per mass of fuel, J/(kg - s)
chamber radius, m

mixture specific gas constant, J/(kg - K)
flame radius, m

inner radius of coaxial jet, m

outer radius of coaxial jet, m

radial position, m

half-width of coaxial jet, m

Strouhal number

temperature, K

time, s

injector exit velocity, m/s

vector velocity, m/s

burning rate parameter, defined in Eq. (23), m™!
integral quantity, defined in Eq. (34)
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Vi(x) = in-phase component of energy release rate factor,
defined in Eq. (37)

V4(x) = out-of-phase component of energy release rate factor,
defined in Eq. (37)

X = streamwise position coordinate, m

a, p = Shvab—Zel’dovich variables

y = ratio of specific heats

n = radial position, m

K = variable defined after Eq. (1)

v = kinematic viscosity, m?/s (or fuel-to-oxygen mass
stoichiometric ratio)

p = density, kg - m~>

T = timelag, s

Ty = characteristic mixing time, s

1) = phase for combustion response factor

w = angular frequency, rad/s

Wr = fuel reaction rate, rad/s

Subscripts

F = fuel

i = inflow condition

o = oxidizer

ss = steady state

1. Introduction

ISTORICALLY, the research regarding the relation between
combustion processes and acoustic oscillation may be traced
back to the Rijke tube, named after its inventor in 1859, who
discovered that acoustic oscillations can be excited in an open-ended
vertical tube when a piece of fine wire mesh, heated by a gas flame
placed underneath it, is stretched across the inside of the tube at
certain positions in the lower half of the tube [1]. In 1979, Zinn et al.
[2] modified the Rijke tube by replacing the wire mesh with a reserve
of burning solid fuel and showed that acoustic oscillations can be
excited in a Rijke tube driven by a combustion process. It was shown
that the heat generated from the combustion process excites acoustic
oscillations that improve the mixing process between the oxidizer
and fuel. In 1989, Carvalho et al. [3] used the Rayleigh criterion to
theoretically determine the locations where the heating element
should be placed in a Rijke tube to achieve the maximum oscillation
amplitude for each mode.
In the 1980s, Mclntosh [4-6] studied acoustic wave and flame
interactions in ducts and tubes for one-dimensional, anchored flames.
Additional work with applications to a liquid-propellant rocket
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engine (LPRE) analyzing acoustic instabilities for one-dimensional
flames propagating in sprays and particle-laden flows is given by
Clavin and Sun [7]. However, these one-dimensional flame analyses
lack the necessary sophistication needed to model the diffusion
flames encountered in turbulent LPRE combustion processes.
General characteristics of diffusion flames as well as descriptions of
the early analytical studies performed on steady-state diffusion
flames are summarized by Williams [8].

Some of the early research on oscillating diffusion flames was
performed in the 1960s by Strahle [9], who analyzed the frequency
response for laminar jet diffusion-flame combustion by deriving an
unsteady solution from linearization of a known steady-state
boundary-layer solution. The physical structure and properties of
diffusion flames were also studied a little later in time. For example,
in 1973, Kent and Bilger [10] presented experimental results for the
temperature distribution, flame composition, and flame shape of
turbulent diffusion flames of a jet of hydrogen in a coaxial airstream.

In 1985, Sheshadri [11,12] analyzed diffusion flame stability by
linearizing previous analytic results for steady-state diffusion flames
[8] to obtain an eigenvalue problem. Neglecting viscosity and
unsteady transport effects, Sheshadri predicted uniform unstable
behavior for axisymmetric diffusion flames subject to axisymmetric
disturbances [11]. Sheshadri also predicted that the growth of
axisymmetric disturbances is approximately linear to the heat release
from the flame [11]. The analysis was later expanded to include
unsteady transport effects, and it was shown that the results reduce to
the previous simplified case as the Peclet number is increased to
infinity [12].

In the 1990s, Kim and Williams [13,14] studied strained diffusion
flames in LPRE by modeling a turbulent combustion flame as an
ensemble of laminar flamelets in a reaction sheet. They showed that
the burning rate response is the most sensitive to acoustic pressure
oscillations as the flame approaches extinction and stressed the
importance of using finite chemical-reaction rates in the analysis to
estimate more accurately the oscillation rate amplitudes. Sohn et al.
[15] extended the analysis presented by Kim and Williams [13,14] to
liquid droplet flames and showed that similar acoustic responses are
obtained for both diffusion flames and droplet flames; however, the
heat-release rate acoustic response is greater for strained diffusion
flames than for droplet flames.

The essential features of transverse nonlinear oscillations in
cylindrical LPRE combustion chambers have been captured in a
model by Sirignano and Popov [16]. They analyzed stability and
triggered instability by methods of computational fluid dynamics.
The multiscale model included a system of equations describing the
larger-scale, inviscid wave dynamics and a system of equations for
each coaxial injector describing the turbulent jet diffusion flame. A
two-dimensional, unsteady chamber-wave-dynamics model was
developed by integrating the original three-dimensional equations
over the axial direction. Nonlinear, first-tangential-mode wave
oscillations in the circular combustion chamber were considered with
the primary flow in the axial direction. Extensions of the model to
include coupled injector flows, effects of motor acceleration, and
rectangular chamber cross sections as well as experimental
justification and stochastic analysis of several triggering mechanisms
were developed by Popov et al. [17-20].

The Sirignano and Popov model of the coaxial jet flame [16]
evolved as follows. In the earliest papers, axisymmetric
configuration, Oseen approximation, one-step kinetics, and eddy
diffusivity dependence only on axial jet velocity were taken [16,17].
Injector coupling, axisymmetric Reynolds-averaged Navier—Stokes
(RANS), replacing the Oseen approximation, and eddy diffusivity
dependence on both axial jet velocity and transverse wave velocity
were added next [18]. The coaxial model was used in a study of
transverse wave dynamics in a rectangular chamber [20]. Two-step
kinetics now with use of flamelet PDFs and eddy diffusivity obtained
from rapid distortion theory were used in that development.
Favorable comparisons for the rectangular chamber were made with
the results of a Purdue University experiment [21].

In a more recent work, Sirignano and Krieg [22] use the Sirignano
and Popov [16] model as the basis for study of nonlinear, transverse-

mode, LPRE combustion instability via a two-time-variable
perturbation expansion in an amplitude parameter. Both triggered
and spontaneous instability domains are studied. Two coupled first-
order ordinary differential equations are developed and solved to
predict amplitude and phase angle variations in the slow time for the
major component of the waveform in an eigenfunction series
expansion. Limit cycles and transient behaviors are resolved.
Nonlinear triggering can occur in certain operational domains: above
a critical initial amplitude, the amplitude grows; otherwise, it decays
with time. Here, in this paper, the goal is to develop via closed-form
analysis a model of the oscillatory coaxial jet that can be used to
provide the energy release rate for the coupling of the combustion
process with the perturbation model of the chamber wave dynamics.
A linear treatment of combustion has been shown [22,23] to be
sufficient for matching a nonlinear transverse wave oscillation in a
circular LPRE chamber to third order in an expansion in the
amplitude parameter. Therefore, both linear and nonlinear (triggered)
combustion instabilities may be studied using the model
developed here.

Although this work was originally motivated by the need for a
simplified coaxial, oscillatory, diffusion-flame model for the
aforementioned combustion-instability perturbation analysis [22],
the model is capable of wider use.

II. Coaxial Flame Analysis

The wave dynamics equation [16,22] includes a term with the first
time derivative of E, the rate of energy conversion per unit volume.
This quantity £ will oscillate when acoustic oscillations occur. The
spatial scale of E is determined by injector and flame scales, whereas
the scale (i.e., wavelength) of the acoustics is determined by the much
larger chamber size. Thus, we may consider pressure to be time-
varying but approximately uniform in space across the flame region
for an individual injector. A flame model is required to relate E to
velocity and pressure; that model was also advanced by Sirignano
and Popov [16] and will be followed here.

The effect is sought of the source term E on driving the acoustic
oscillation. In particular, the long wavelength impact of that forcing
term must be determined. That E term represents the rate of conversion
of chemical energy to thermal energy and will create entropy. Under
oscillation, it will create kinematic entropy waves as well as directly
modifying the longer-wavelength acoustic oscillations. Those shorter-
length kinematic waves have been filtered in the wave-dynamics
equation [16,22] under the assumption that turbulent mixing eliminates
quickly those short waves with higher gradients. We follow that
assumption here and neglect entropy waves.

We analyze now an individual coaxial, mixing, and reacting
gaseous axisymmetric propellant stream for an individual injector.
Both the steady-state behavior and the unsteady perturbation are
examined. The flame length is assumed to be shorter than the
chamber length so that complete combustion of the lean propellant is
achieved. To apply this model to a flame in a multi-injector
combustor, flames from neighboring injectors should not overlap
with other. Thus, each injector can be analyzed in an isolated manner,
only being coupled through local oscillation in chamber pressure and
velocity.

The simplification of constant ¢, value for the mixture will be
made and h = ¢, T. Then, the energy equation becomes

oT k 10 '
P+ pu- VT — (—)VzT———p -,2_-,%, o
ot <y ¢, ot ¢y ¢y

Approximating an isentropic relationship between pressure and
density and defining k = T /T o, — (p/ pss) 7~ D/7, we find

ol
—K—f—u -Vk —DV’k =
ot ¢, T

(3 )

where we take D to be both the thermal eddy diffusivity and the mass
eddy diffusivity. For the gas ambient to the mixing, reacting stream,
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k = 0. Some error is accepted when it is assumed that the isentropic
relation for density applies throughout the mixing region; it is a good
approximation for the ambient gas.

Consider now the mass diffusion, advection, and chemical reaction
for each species. The species continuity equation for each species
may be written as follows:

oY;
a—tl+ u- VYI —DVZYI‘ = w; (3)

If an infinite-rate chemical reaction is considered with the
same diffusivity for fuel and oxygen, one can construct a Shvab—
Zel’dovich variable a = Yp —vY,, where v is the fuel-to-
oxygen mass stoichiometric ratio. Similarly, one can define f =
(Q/(cpTgs,00))YF + k. For the gas ambient to the mixing, reacting
stream, « = 0 and f = 0.

Consider now a coaxial injector with axisymmetric behavior
where the dependent variables are functions of ¢, x, and . Following
practice, oxygen flows in the interior region surrounded by the
annular fuel flow. Fuel-rich mixture ratios are preferred in rocket
engine practice because the lower-molecular-weight products yield a
little higher thrust; also, it desirable to keep oxygen away from the
chamber walls. The dividing cylindrical barrier within the injector is
assumed to be of zero thickness. See Fig. 1.

Gaseous oxygen flows from an injector at x = 0 for 0 <5 < R;,
whereas gaseous fuel flows through the injector at x = 0 for
R; <5 < R,. Following Sirignano and Popov [16] and Popov et al.
[17], an Oseen approximation is made for the velocity field with
uniform velocity U(t) in the x direction. Velocities and densities of
both streams are taken to be identical, although they differ in practice.
Diffusion in the streamwise direction will be neglected. There is some
similarity here between our coaxial configuration and the one chosen
by Burke and Schumann in their classical work discussed by
Williams [8]. Important differences are that now the coaxial streams
have no wall boundary in the radial direction and the analysis is
extended to the unsteady state. These simplifying assumptions allow
analytical treatment, which is the goal here. They were used in
previous computational fluid dynamics (CFD) analysis [16,17] and
later relaxed with more exact treatments [18—20]. There was no
qualitative difference in those CFD results for transverse combustion
instability. Thus, we are comfortable that qualitative accuracy is not
being sacrificed and trends can be identified.

The diffusivity is approximated as a spatially uniform, temporal
function due to turbulence modulation. The estimate is based on the
turbulent viscosity approximation for a self-similar turbulent jet [24]:

Uo(x)r12(x)
= 4
T 35 “
where in Eq. (4) U(?) is substituted for the centerline velocity Uy (x),
and R, replaces the jet’s half-width. Furthermore, the standard value
of 0.7 is used for the turbulent Prandtl number, which yields

U0,

(&)

24.5

The implication here is that the turbulent Peclet num-
ber Pe = UR,/D = 24.5.

The Oseen approximation, eddy-diffusivity approximation, and
boundary- or mixing-layer approximation used here are well
established in the literature. For example, the classical Burke—
Schumann analysis follows this assumption [§]. Variations in the
velocity and turbulent diffusivity and diffusion in the main flow
direction will cause quantitative corrections but no qualitative
corrections are expected. The approximation implies that the ambient
combustion-chamber gas will recirculate and parallel the injected
propellants at the same velocity. The governing equations become

da Jda ?a  1oa

— t)——D|— — | =

ot +U0 ox |:0;72 + n 011] 0 ©)
and

op ap ’p  1op _

51+U(t)0x D|:0;72+1707] =0 @)

The ambient boundary conditions are a(t,x, 00) =
p(t, x, 00) = 0. Boundary conditions are needed at x = 0. Consider
that, for 0<ny<R;, T(t,0,n) =T;(1), Yo(t,0,r) =Yq (D),
YF(L 07 ’7) = O’ K(t’ 0’ ’7) = Ti/Tss,oo - (p/pss)(y_l)/y7 (l(l, 07 ’7) =
_VYO,i(t) Ef(t)’ ﬁ(t» 0, 77) = (p/pss)(n/_l)/y - Ti/Tss.oo = g(t)- For
R,’SI’]SR,,, T(tso’n) = Ti(t)9 YO(t’Ovn) :()9 YF(LO”/I) =
YF,i(t)’ K= Ti/Tss.oo - (p/pss)(y_l)/yv a(lv 0, 7/) = YF,ov and
ﬂ = (Q/(Csts))YF,i + (p/pss)(y_l)/y - T[/TSS' FOI‘ n Z Ra?
Yo(t,0,n) = Yp(t,0,n) =0, x(¢t,0,R) =0, a(t,0,7) =0, and
p(t,0,n) =0, where p(z,0,n7) and T(¢,0,7) have the ambient
values.

The scaling still has the pressure wavelength much larger than the
domain under study here; the acoustic wavelength is O (100 cm) near
the wall, whereas diffusion layers are of O (1 cm), and reactions zones
are even smaller. Thus, the pressure may be considered uniform (over
the domain of an individual injector but varying from one injector to
another), although mass fractions and temperature will vary spatially
and temporally due to the combined effects of heat and mass
diffusion, convection or advection, and compression or expansion.
The time for an acoustic wave to propagate through a single injector
region is smaller than or comparable to the time for diffusion and
reaction in that region. The wave speed order of magnitude is 10% to
103 m/s overa centimeter or so in the transverse dimension for a time
between O(10~> s) and O(10™* s); the combustion times are about
10~* s. Thus, the time variation of pressure is important for the
combustion dynamics.

These equations impose a characteristic time for mixing. This
characteristic mixing time 7,, does not appear explicitly in the
calculations but implicitly will result in a time lag for the response of
heat release to the pressure oscillation. An approximation for that
mixing time is given by

™= (R, - Ri)z/D (8

In a perturbation analysis, the separation of steady-state term and
linear perturbation term is necessary: U(t) = U+ U'(1),

Ry(x)

Ly

Y

Fig. 1 Sketch of coaxial injector exit (left) and flame shape (right) for fuel-rich case.
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D(H) =D+ D'(t), a=a(nx)+a'(t,y,x), and B(t,n,x) =
P, x) + p’(t,n, x). From the definition of the eddy diffusivity, it
follows that

= (D/U)U’ )

In this model, the effect of the transverse velocity on the diffusivity
is neglected; only axial velocity is considered. The equations
governing the steady state become

-da -[d*a 1oa
05-D|S5+-=2 =0 (10)
ox on non

and

op [azﬁ 1 aﬁ] an

U=—-D
ox non

With substitution of Egs. (9-11), the equations governing the
linear perturbations become

0a’+l-]aa/ b 62a’+16a’ _ U,aa+D, 6251+1655 _
ot ox o non | ox o non|
(12)
and
op -op =[d*p 1dp op *p  10p
ﬁ-ﬁ-Uﬁ—D [i—l——ﬁ :—U’—ﬂ—I—D’ _/2}+__ﬁ =
ot o0x on®  non 0x on®  non
(13)

Equations (6) and (7) have the same linear differential operator and
are homogeneous. Physically, diffusion is occurring in individual
axisymmetric planes that are advecting at velocity U(?) in the x
direction. Visualize a continual set of planes perpendicular to the x
direction, which advect downstream from the injector face with a
temporal diffusion within each of these planes. Thus, one may
convert the two first-derivative terms into a Lagrangian time-
derivative term. That is, define f = t — 7 = f dx/U, where 7 is the
time when mass in the particular plane was injected. Then, the
equations become

da ?a 10a

——-D|—+-—|=0 14

ot [0172+116'1] (1
and

9 62 19

ﬁ ﬁ—i———ﬁ =0 (15)

or 017 non

The boundary conditions at x = 0 can now be converted to initial
conditions. That is, the boundary values at the instant when the
element of mass was injected are the initial conditions for the
diffusion plane to be solved for each of the plane (perpendicular to
the x direction), which continually emerge from the injector face and
advect downstream.

The Green’s function G(1, t; £, 1) for the axisymmetric diffusion
equation [25,26] may be used to solve this problem:

I S B - '75

where [ is the modified Bessel function of first kind and zero order.
Conditions at the injector at a time ¢ affect conditions downstream at
the x position via advection after a time z = x/U.

The solutions to Egs. (14) and (15) may be written as
attox.n) =2 [ 7 G xiatr - 5.0.02 4z
—2 [ Gxdat-r0.000  (7)
and
piexn) =2 [ G 9p( - .0.0¢4z
—2 [“Gmope-ro.0z  as)

where t — 7 = x/U, so that

1 —?+£) né
G x:8) = —— e i, 19
(1, %:¢) 4xDxJU € “(2Dx/U) a9

The conditions for @ at x = 0 remain constant with time. For
0<n<R,Yo(t—1,0,n) =Yo,;, Yp(t—7,0,n) =0, a(t—7,0,&) =
—vYgithus,a; = —vYp;anda’(t —7,0,6) = 0.ForR; <n < R,,
YO(I -7 O’ :) = 07 YF(t -7, 07 5) = YF,(); thus, ar) = YF,()
and a'(t—1,0,&) =0. For n >R, Yo(t—1,0,8) =
Yp(t—1,0,6) =0, a(t—7,0,£) =0; and consequently, a(t—7,0,£) =
a'(t—1,0,£)=0 in that outer region. It follows that a’ =0
throughout the domain.

A. Steady-State Solution

After integration of Egs. (17) and (18), the steady-state solution is
given. At the thin-flame position R/(x), the value of @ = 0. Thus, a
nonlinear integral equation for Ry (x) follows:

alt,x,Ry) = 2 / o G(Ry, x;&)a(x/U,0,&)EdE
0

1 R, f(R?JrEZI R
= RC U,0,8)éd
2Dx/UA ¢ "(21) /U)“(x/ §ede
1 R, ~®D 4
=Y DU |, : d
Fo 2Dx/U/,;l ¢ 0(2Dx/U)§ ¢

Yo [© VAt o 2R Nede = o 20
—_ . 4Dx/U =
v 0”2Dx/U[0 ¢ °(2Dx/U)§ ¢ 20)

Because the perturbation quantity a’ = 0, the value of R, will
apply through first order. For fuel-rich mixture ratios, the flame
length L, can be determined by setting Ry = 0 in the preceding
equation and solving for the corresponding value of x. That is,
R¢(Ly) = 0. For fuel-lean cases, the largest x value where @ = 0 will
identify the downstream edge of the flame and the flame length. Our
discussion will emphasize the more practical fuel-rich cases, but
some attention will be given to stoichiometric and fuel-lean mixtures.

The burning rate will depend on the diffusion rate of a at the flame
position. To differentiate Eq. (17), we use

9 P - - ey G

a0 =~ I‘)(sz/u)
N £ —w 72) oly(n&/2Dx/U)
82(Dx/U)2°¢ 0(n&/2Dx/U)

N B S
87(Dx/U)? °\2Dx/U

é —P+%) né
— * e wau J [ —2—
t 8 x/U)¢ 1(21)x/u

& —02+8) né
= — e [ | —=— 21
2Dx/UG('7’ %0+ DUy ‘( vu) @D
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Thus,

da(t, x, #o 0G(n, x;

LD _ g [ HED - .09

on 0 on
m

R,
= _DX/UA G(’]s X5 f)a(t—‘r, 03 §)§d§

i T (s e 0. 084
4xjU )y ¢ \2pxju) 0

n
= x,
2Dy A X+

1 R,
4(Dx/U)? A

1, ( 2D'f/U) alt — 7,0, E)E de (22)

Consequently, at the flame position 7 = Ry, the first term in the
previous equation becomes zero, and we have

1 R, ~KiW+E) R
(.X) — 72/ e 4fm/y Il( f(x)é)
%, 4(Dx/U)? J, 2Dx/U

xa(t—1,0,8)E dé
~(R2()+82)
Yro /R” e 4f[)x/U I, (R_f(x)§)§2 de

oJa
Vl ()C) =—

= 4(Dx/U) Jk 2Dx/U
Woi (R 190D (RiEN
_4(Dx/U)2[; e Il(zz)x/U)f de 23)

The diffusion-controlled steady-state burning rate per unit flame-
length in the x direction dm/dx is given by

Pss Dria
RTf 6;7

dm _da
—— = 2aRp;D~| = 2zR;
dx TRPS 011‘&

P R@VI)

=2zD .
TR T

(24)

At x = 0, the change in a occurs across a diffusion layer of zero
thickness. The singularity at x = 0 is a standard result under the
boundary-layer (or mixing-layer) assumption. Thus, its appearance is
ubiquitous in the literature. For example, note the famous Burke—
Schumann problem [8]. The saving characteristic is that the
singularity is integrable. By integrating over the flame length L,
the finite total steady-state fuel mass burning rate associated with the
injector is given as

Pss Ly Rf(x)vl (x)

M=m(Ly) = 22D R 10

dx (25)

The total chamber fuel mass burning rate with N identical injectors
is NM. The total mass flow rate for injection at stoichiometric
portions would be [(v + 1)/v]NM. However, no assumption about
overall mixture ratio has been made. Rich or lean flows can be
included.

The solution for f# is found in similar fashion. At the flame position,
Yr = 0, and we have

ﬂ(t7stf):K(t,x,Rf):
R
><Io(zz)x/U)‘fd‘f
LR S (RE
+r(t=1.0) 50— /U/ e IO(2Dx/U)"td§ (26)

In the steady state,

C(R2 a2
0 v 1 R, :Rfj“
F.o e Dx/U
¢, T o0 2Dx/U Jp,

V4

TSS.OO

0 ! [ % g, (RS
— Y “aDx/U [ d
e Toew 02Dx/U J € \2px/0 ) %
Tio 1 R, I+ R&
—1 ] d 27
+[TW ]ZDx/UL ¢ o\ 5pyju )4 @n

yielding the steady-state solution for the flame temperature

k(x,Ry) = -1

T (%) 0 1 R, 5+ R&
: =1 Y DU | d.
Tew Tl F*"sz/UA ¢ o\ 2x/0 )%

P
R fé:
e U | 2
l O(ZDX/U)fdz: (28)

[ Tow 1] 2Dx/U

B. Unsteady Perturbation Solution

The perturbation of mass fractions at the injector exit are zero, and
the temperature fluctuation at that exit is isentropic; thus, the solution
for the perturbation of f is given as

R, _
Bt xn) = 2n A G, x: O (1 — x/ 0.0, O dE

. / " Gl O (1 = x/ 0.0, e dé
0

=27 /R" Gy, x; f)wédg
0 $S,00

2y p/(t—x/U)

_},_—17

_ 2ry |: T _ 1] p'(t—x/U) /R(, Gy, x;6)EdE (29)
]/_1 T%ioo Pss 0

OR” Gln,x; ) de

Given that the perturbations in a and flame radius R, are zero-
valued, the fluctuation in burning rate per unit length is

SO LA IIC] AN
dx R Tf(X) Pss D Tf
_p. R:(x)V N A i

= 2 P ROV [p— ! ] (30)
R Tf(x) Pss U Tf

The constant mass flux at the injector exit with isentropic
fluctuation there yields that U’'/U = —(1/y)p’/ps. We consider
here the effect of the variation in the jet velocity U(f) due to the
oscillation. The primary effect is through the density of the inflow,
which is affected by pressure. The change in stagnation pressure due
to transverse velocity fluctuation would have a second-order effect
and is neglected. The influence of the transverse velocity on the
turbulence in the jet and thereby on the diffusivity value is neglected
here; in other works [18], it was considered without any qualitative
differences.

From Eq. (29), the temperature fluctuation at the flame where mass
fractions become zero may be determined as

Ti(tx) y=1p'(1)
Ts.00 Y Dss

_ 2wy [T,'o _I}P/(t—x/U)[R” G(Ry x:OEdE (1)
}/_1 Tssoo Pss 0

B'(t.x,Ry) = &'(t,x,Ry) =

It follows that
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T],r(_t’ X) — Tss.oo Y= 1p,(t) + Tss.oo 27[7 |: TiO _ 1]

Tf Tf Y Pss Tf V= 1 TSS.oo
"(t—x/U) (R
x PO %GRy, ) e (32)
DPss 0
Now,

dm/_y_ld;h([l Tm]p/(z) TSS,W[T,«O 1}

dx Y dx B Tf(x) Pss Tf(x) Tss,oo
W PU=x/0), (x)) 33)
where
R,
Va(x) = ZHA G(Rf.x; EEAE (34)

The integrated fuel-mass burning rate perturbation for the injector
will depend on both the instantaneous pressure perturbation and the
pressure perturbation at the time of injection for each discrete element
of mass. Also, the integrated energy release rate perturbation is given
by the product of Q and riz’. Namely,

E' = Q' (1)

—1p' L i T - i
:7 lp(t) /(Qdﬂ)[l_ _ss,w]dx_y 1|:T10 _1]
Y Pss Jo dx T/(x) Y Tss.oo

Ly Tos oo p'(t— x/[]) @
XA Tf-(x) 4})88 (Q dx)Vz(x) dx (35)

The unsteady perturbation solution can be represented by defining
a nondimensional combustion response factor, which is obtained
from the ratio of the fuel-mass burning rate perturbation to the
pressure perturbation. First, the integrated fuel-mass burning rate
perturbation for the injector, given by Eq. (35), is normalized by the
product pgagR?, where pg, ag, and R are, respectively, the steady-
state (i.e., mean) pressure in the surrounding gas, the mean speed of
sound in that gas, and the dimension (e.g., radius) of the chamber
enclosing the surrounding gas. This quantity is then divided by the
normalized pressure perturbation p’(f)/ps. The combustion
response factor is analyzed for an imposed sinusoidal function of
pressure p’(f)/ps = Ae'™, where A is any real nondimensional
constant amplitude, and w (in radians per second) is the perturbation
frequency. The response factor consists of real and imaginary
components. Now, considering only the real parts, p'(#)/pss =
A cos(wt), and

Lt)z = A[V; cos(wt) + V4 sin(wt)] (36)
pSSaSSR

where x and L ; are normalized by R and the definitions are given that

_y- 1 Ly Q dr;z Tss‘oo
Vi(wx/U) = p (/0 (pssasst a) [1 - T/-(x)] dx

Tio Lr Tes.0 - L%
* |:1 - Tss,oo] /(; Tf(x) COS(COX/U) (pssasst dx) V2(x) dx)

_ -1 T,
Vi(wx/U) = r—- [1 - —'0:|
4 Ts

L Toro . - 0 dm
X A Tf ) sin(wx/U) (7pssassR2 E) V,(x) dx (37)

The combustion response factor is the complex value V3 — iV,
where AV3 and AV, are the amplitudes of the nondimensional

burning rate (or nondimensional energy release rate) in phase and out
of phase, respectively, with the pressure.

The equations and the computer code have been established in
dimensional terms because the intention is to use them coupled with
the analysis of wave dynamics in combustion chambers of varying
sizes. One can easily convert the results to a nondimensional form
using R,, R2/D, and D/R, for the reference length, time, and
velocity, respectively. The steady-state value of the eddy diffusivity D
is used here. Then, the key nondimensional parameters are radii ratio
R, /R;, temperature ratio T /7,9, Peclet number Pe = UR, /D,
and Strouhal number St = wR,,/U. Here, the steady-state value U is
used. Through the constraints of Egs. (5) and (9), the value of the
Peclet number is fixed at Pe = 24.5 for both steady and unsteady
conditions. A nondimensional mass flux can be created by using
Pss.0DRy = [Pss/ (RTg.o)IDR,, as a normalizing factor. Then, the
nondimensional steady mass flow from the coaxial injector
becomes wPe(Ts o0 /Tio)-

III. Results

Calculations have been made to analyze both the steady-state and
unsteady perturbation solutions for the coaxial flame. Results are
presented here considering methane and gaseous-oxygen propellants
with a base value for fuel-to-oxygen mass stoichiometric coefficient
of 1/4. The ratio of specific heats y = 1.3 and steady-state pressure
of 200 atm have been chosen. For all calculations, the quantity
Q/(c,Tj) = 64.5 remains constant. Under our assumptions about
the same velocity and density for both propellants, the fuel-to-
oxidizer mass mixture ratio is given by Mp/M, = (R, /R;)* — 1, as
shown in Fig. 2. The stoichiometric value of mixture ratio yields a
radii ratio of 1.118.

Different cases are considered to gain a representative picture of
the possible outcomes. First, a base case is considered with an outer
injector radius of 1.1 cm and inner injector radius of 0.898 cm. The
fuel and oxidizer leave the injector with an axial velocity of 200 m/s.
Three parameter surveys are also performed. In one survey, the ratio
of the outer injector radius to the inner injector radius (radii ratio) is
kept fixed so that the mixture ratio is the same as in the base case. The
magnitudes of the injector radii are varied, keeping the mass flux
fixed (by fixing the factor UR? or equivalently fixing DR,) with the
same value as in the base case. The results show that, for a given radii
ratio (or mixture ratio), the nondimensional results for various
quantities fall on the same curve. See, for example, Fig. 3 for the
nondimensional radial flame position, which is independent of
injector size for a fixed radii ratio.

For another survey, the outer injector radius is kept at 1.1 cm with
an axial velocity of 200 m/s. The mixture ratio is varied by changing
the inner radius of the injector. From these calculations, one can infer
the behavior of various nondimensional properties as functions of the
ratio of outer radius to inner radius, R, /R;, or as functions of mixture

25F .

0 . . . . . . . . .
1 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 2

R,/R;
Fig. 2 Mixture ratio vs radii ratio.
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x/L f
Fig. 3 Thin-flame position for fuel-rich mixtures.

ratio. For the final survey, the ratio of the steady-state ambient
temperature to the initial injection temperature is varied, keeping the
same injector radii and axial velocity as in the base case. In practice, a
change of the inflowing mixture ratio will cause a change in the
equilibrium temperature of the products, thereby coupling the
parameters of the last two surveys; nevertheless, we treat them as
distinct parameters here. The results presented in the following
figures are for a single coaxial injector. The analysis has later been
expanded to integrate several injectors with the chamber dynamics in
a liquid-propellant rocket engine [22].

For the steady-state solution, Green’s function is integrated
numerically to evaluate the Shvab—Zel’dovich variable a(t, x, 7). The
thin-flame position R (x) is obtained by setting @ = 0, and the flame
length is obtained by finding the x position where R, = 0. Figure 3
shows the thin-flame position for the overall study. At x = 0, the
flame position has a value equal to the inner radius of the injector. For
the base case, the corresponding flame length is about 5 cm. The
calculations for the flame position and length do not depend on the
temperature ratio T o, /T';o; thus, the results for the third survey are
identical to the base case.

As shown in Fig. 3, variation of the mixture ratio has a significant
effect on the thin flame distribution. For less fuel-rich mixtures,
where the ratio of the outer to inner injector radius is small, the flame
radial position reaches a local maximum downstream near the middle
of the flame length instead of decreasing monotonically. For more
fuel-rich mixtures, the flame radial position decreases with a nearly
constant slope for the majority of the flame. All fuel-rich cases exhibit
a sharp drop at the end of the flame, where the flame distribution has a
vertical tangent. This is the more pronounced for less rich mixtures.
The flame shapes in Fig. 3 are bell-shaped for fuel-rich mixtures;
there is sufficient fuel to consume all of the oxygen, and no oxygen

R,/R; =1.10
T (Mp/Mo =0.210)
R,/R; =1.07
""" (My/Mo =0.145)
R/R; =1.05
T T (Mp/ Mo =0.103)
R,/R; =1.03

(M / Mo = 0.0609)

0 5 1‘0 15
x/R,

0

flows downstream of the flame. However, for a fuel-lean case, the
shape is a truncated bell, with excess oxygen flowing through the
opening in the flame near the axis (i.e., the flame radius does not
decrease to zero anywhere, unlike the sketch shown in Fig. 1).

As the mixture becomes more rich, the amount of oxygen to be
consumed in the flame decreases, and accordingly, the flame length
decreases. As the stoichiometric value of 1.118 for the mixture ratio is
approached, the flame length becomes very long because, after most
of the fuel and oxygen are consumed, the radial gradients of both
reactants become very small and the diffusion-controlled burning is
slowed. The maximum flame radius increases as the mixture ratio
approaches stoichiometric value. This behavior occurs because the
fuel diffuses in both inward and outward radial directions. When the
burning is slow, the center of the fuel mass fraction profile moves
radially outward, bringing the flame outward as well. At the
stoichoimetric mixture ratio value, the fuel diffuses so slowly that a
finite flame length cannot be calculated.

Figure 4 shows the integrated burned fuel-mass flux between
x = 0 and a given x position. As the radii ratio R, /R; is decreased at
constant U and R, the inflowing mass flux of oxygen increases,
whereas the inflowing mass flux of fuel decreases. For the fuel-lean
cases portrayed on the left of Fig. 4, the fuel-mass burning rate has an
asymptote that is approached faster in terms of downstream length as
the amount of fuel is decreased. As the mixture ratio becomes more
lean, there is less total fuel to be burned. Because the fuel burning-rate
remains nonzero for increasing x, a finite flame length cannot be
calculated for the fuel-lean cases. However, an effective flame length
may be estimated from the burning-rate curve. For example, one
could define the flame length as the x position where the fuel-mass
burning rate reaches 99% of its asymptotic value. For the fuel-rich
cases portrayed on the right of Fig. 4, all of the oxygen will burn but
some fuel will be left unburned. The burning-rate curves therefore
end at the x position corresponding to the flame length. For the fuel-
rich mixtures, the burning-rate reaches zero slope at the end of the
flame with a moderate length, whereas for the fuel-lean mixtures, the
zero-slope is approached asymptotically but not reached for the
length of our computational domain. The total amount of fuel that can
be burned is proportional in the fuel-rich case to the total oxygen fuel.
Therefore, with constant U and R, the total amount of fuel to be
burned decreases with increasing mixture ratio although the total fuel
mass inflow increases.

As the mixture ratio changes in either direction away from the
1.118 stoichiometric value, the radial gradient of one of the reactants
becomes larger and drives the diffusion-controlled burning faster as
indicated in Fig. 4. Thus, it takes a longer distance to complete
combustion as the stoichiometric case is approached because
gradients of both reactants get reduced as the reacting gas flows
downstream. As noted previously, the fuel flow from the outer
annulus diffuses radially in two directions: inward toward the flame
and outward toward infinity; this aggravates the situation for the fuel-

R,/R; =1.14
4 T (Mr/ Mo = 0.300)

R, /R; =122
= T (My/ Mg = 0.500)

i R,/R; =15
H T (Mp/ Mo = 1.25)
1
! R,/R; =2

(Mr/ Mo =3.00)

0 5 10 15
x/R,

Fig. 4 Integrated steady-state fuel mass burning rate for a single injector for various mixture ratios as a function of downstream distance. Fuel-lean

mixtures (left) and fuel-rich mixtures (right).
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lean case because all of the fuel is needed to complete combustion,
and the outward diffusion inhibits fast burning.

For a fixed mixture ratio, the dimensional flame length increases
linearly with the injector outer radius when the mass flux factor UR?2
is kept constant. The variation in the nondimensional flame length is
given in Fig. 5 for fuel-rich mixtures. The variation in mixture ratio
has a significant impact on the flame length. For fuel-rich mixtures
approaching the stoichiometric value, the flame length increases
exponentially due to the slowing of the diffusion-controlled burning.
As the radii ratio increases, the flame length gradually decreases due
to a decrease in the amount of available oxygen. For fuel-rich
mixtures, the flame length is determined by the x position where the
flame radial position R+ (x) equals zero. For fuel-lean mixtures, when
R,/R; moves below the stoichiometric value, the calculated flame
position R ;(x) does not reach zero, and excess oxygen can flow past
the flame near the jet axis. An effective flame length for fuel-lean
mixtures may be estimated from the fuel burning-rate curves, as
described previously.

Results for V(x), defined by Eq. (23), are given in Fig. 6, where
we plot the nondimensional quantity R, V, which is proportional to
the rate at which mass diffuses into the flame per unit length of flame.
Because the model assumes infinitely fast kinetics with diffusion
control, V{(x) is proportional to the burning rate per unit length of
flame. Figure 6 indicates that as stoichiometric conditions are
approached, most of the burning is upstream with a low burning rate

L L L L L L L L

12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 2
R,/R;
Fig. 5 Nondimensional flame-length variation for fuel-rich mixtures.
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Fig. 6 Nondimensional burning-rate parameter R,V; vs nondimen-
sional downstream position x /L ; for fuel-rich mixtures.

for the downstream portion of the flame. Consequently, as shown in
the legend, a large flame length results. For all cases, V| has a
singularity at x = 0 (due to the boundary-layer assumption) and
approaches zero at the end of the flame. The value of V| atany given x
position becomes larger as the outer injector radius is decreased and
as the radii ratio is increased.

The nondimensional flame temperature distributions are given in
Figs. 7 and 8. For all cases, there is an initial rise in temperature near
x = 0, followed by a decrease in temperature, which approaches a
constant value at the end of the flame. The magnitudes of the inner
and outer injector radii do not affect the flame temperature as long as
the mixture ratio is fixed. Thus, the variation of flame temperature
with a nondimensional flame position is the same for a given mixture
ratio regardless of the size of the injector. Essentially, the flame
temperature as a function of x/L/ is unchanged, and L scales with
R,. Of course, the mixture ratio has a significant effect on the flame
temperature. For less rich mixtures, the flame temperature varies
more over the flame length and decreases with downstream position
by a larger amount compared to the more fuel-rich cases. For more
fuel-rich mixtures, the flame temperature varies less over the flame
length. The more rich mixtures have larger concentration gradients,
causing larger burning rates and completion of combustion in a
shorter length. The amount of energy converted through the fuel-rich
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Pe=24.5
T:s,oo/TiO =5
e T T I
2.5} T~ 1
5' Tt - ___
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XLy

Fig. 7 Nondimensional flame-temperature distribution for various
injectors and fuel-rich mixture ratios.

4 T T T T T T T T T
——T/Tio=3.5
— = =T /Tio =4.75
35+ T~ T Ty /Tio=6
3'/_ b
T
= T~a_
> To—-—
& o5t T ___ A
ok T T T e E
Pe=24.5
R,/R; =1.22 (Ly/R,=4.57, Mp/Mp=0.500)
15 A A A A A A A A A
0 0.1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

x/L f
Fig. 8 Nondimensional flame-temperature distribution for various
inflow and ambient temperatures.
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domain is proportional to the total amount of oxygen reacted, which
changes little with mixture ratio. Thus, for less-rich flames, the
energy release is over a larger flame length, resulting in lower flame
temperature. For a fixed mixture ratio, the nondimensional flame

6 mr— . . . . . . . .
‘1‘4 ———R,/R;=1.14 (L;/R, = 17.2, Mz/ Mo = 0.300)
] — —=R,/Ri=1.22 (L;y/R,=4.57, My/Mo = 0.500)
5H & . .
Ro/Ri=1.50 (L;/R,=1.85, My/Mo = 1.25)
R,/R;=2.00 (L;/R,=0.955 Mz/Mo = 3.00)
4} d
Pe=24.5
= Ty /Tio =5
I 3 1
"
=
ol 4
1 . 4
0

0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
X/Lf

Fig. 9 Nondimensional steady-state fuel mass burning rate per unit
flame-length for various injectors and fuel-rich mixture ratios.
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Fig. 10 Nondimensional steady-state fuel mass burning rate per unit
flame-length for various inflow and ambient temperatures.
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temperature in Fig. 8 increases with increasing temperature ratio
T/ Tio; physically, an increase in the inflow temperature simply
results in an increase in the flame temperature.

The diffusion-controlled steady-state fuel mass burning rate per
unit flame-length in the x direction is shown in nondimensional form
in Figs. 9 and 10 for the overall study. Similar to the curves for V' (x),
there is a singularity at the beginning of the flame at x = 0. However,
that singularity is integrable, giving a finite value for the overall
burning rate. The burning rate decreases along the length of the flame
and equals zero at the end of the flame, as expected. The effects of
injector size and mixture ratio are similar to those exhibited by the
curves for V' (x). As shown by Fig. 10, an increase in the temperature
ratio T /T,y increases the nondimensional mass burning rate
without changing flame length. In reality, the dimensional burning
rate would not change with fixed injector size as ambient temperature
changes; the ambient density has been used in normalizing mass flux
and causes the variation.

Figure 11 shows that the total mass burning rate in the flame
decreases with the radii ratio and therefore with the mixture ratio. As
noted earlier, as mixture ratio increases through the fuel-rich range,
more fuel flows but less burns because there is less oxygen available.
For a fixed mixture ratio, the nondimensional burning rate increases
with temperature ratio, a consequence of the change in the density
used for normalization.

The results presented so far have all dealt with the steady-state
solution. Calculations are also performed to study the oscillating
burning rate using the unsteady perturbation solution. For each of the
different cases, the distribution V), (x), defined by Eq. (34), is given in
Fig. 12. The distribution V,(x) is important because it has a
significant effect on the combustion response factor, which is used to
analyze the unsteady solution. The distribution has zero-valued
slopes atx = 0, where V, = 1, and at the end of the flame. The flame
length L and flame shape R ;(x) scale with R,, and are not affected by
the temperature ratio. Thus, V| (x) and V,(x) are also independent of
the temperature ratio. They depend strongly on mixture ratio, which
is varied through R, /R;. For the V,(x) distributions in Fig. 12, the
effect of the change in mixture ratio is very similar to that observed for
the flame temperature distribution.

The nondimensional combustion response factor provides some
useful insight to the oscillatory behavior. Both the in-phase (V3) and
out-of-phase (V) components of the combustion response factor are
given in Fig. 13 as functions of St, R,/R;, and T /T . The in-
phase component decreases as the Strouhal number or frequency
increases. The out-of-phase component reaches a local maximum
at a certain frequency (approximately 16,000 rad/s in the base
calculation) and then decreases as the frequency is further increased.
This behavior indicates that, at lower frequencies, the energy release
rate can more easily follow the changes in pressure during the
oscillation. At larger frequencies, a significant lag can occur. The lag

55 T T T T

Pe=24.5 ) )
5t R,/Ri=1.22(Mp/Mo =0.500)

4.5

L L

2.5 . .
3.5 4 4.5 5 55 6

Ts:,oc / Ti()

Fig. 11 Steady-state fuel mass burning rate for a single injector.
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is expected because diffusion causes a history effect; as seen from
Eqgs. (33) and (395), the pressure oscillation at the injector exit at an
earlier time affects the downstream burning rate at a later time. We
expect that, at a lower frequency, there is less change in the pressure
value during the time taken for the reactants to flow downstream from
the injector exit, mix by diffusion, and react (i.e., from r — x /U to 7).

The effects of injector size, mixture ratio, and temperature ratio are
examined by evaluating the combustion response factor at a

Pe=24.5
Ll
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Fig. 12 Integral quantity V,(x) vsx/Ly.

particular perturbation frequency. V53 decreases as the radii ratio is
increased. V, reaches a maximum at the radii ratio corresponding to
the base case and then decreases as the ratio of the outer-to-inner
injector radius is increased. V3 decreases and V, increases in an
approximately linear fashion as the temperature ratio T /7o
increases. Again, note that, in a practical combustor, mixture ratio
changes will cause changes in the gas ambient temperature where
products of combustion exist. For example, as the mixture gets richer,
a decrease in V3 occurs due to increase in radii ratio, and an increase
in V3 occurs due to the associated temperature decrease. The actual
effect of mixture ratio change would be determined from the
combined effect.

The results are in qualitative agreement with the findings of
Sirignano and Popov [16], who used the current model coupled with
their wave dynamics for instabilities in a cylindrical rocket
combustion chamber. For example, the situation becomes more
stable as the mixture ratio deviates away from the stoichiometric
value to a more rich case. The flame temperature and the energy
release per unit mass of combustible mixture peak very near the
stoichiometric point; thus, the behavior of the in-phase component
V3 in Fig. 13 is not surprising.

For many linear treatments of combustion instability, complex-
variable notation is used, and the combustion response factor is
converted to a form wusing gain g and phase ¢, where
V3 —iV,=ge. In Fig. 14, g and ¢ are plotted versus various
parameters. The results, of course, are consistent with those of
Fig. 13. The gain-phase complex-variable notation is less useful
in nonlinear analyses because squares and double products
appear, which demand multiplication of only the real parts of the
variables.
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Fig. 13 V3 and V as functions of a) Strouhal number, b) R,/R;, and ¢) T ., /T'o-
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IV. Conclusions

A model has been developed to relate the fuel mass burning rate to
long-wavelength pressure oscillations in a liquid-propellant rocket
engine. An axisymmetric diffusion flame is used to model coaxial
injection of fuel and oxygen in the combustion process. Both the
steady-state behavior and unsteady perturbation are examined, using
an Oseen approximation for the velocity field. The equations
governing the linear perturbations are developed and solved using
Green’s function for the axisymmetric diffusion equation. The
coaxial flame model applies to an individual injector in a liquid-
propellant rocket engine combustion process; however, it has the
potential for wider use in other applications where oscillating jet
diffusion flames are present. In this configuration, the fuel-to-oxygen
mass mixture ratio is a quadratic function of the ratio of the outer-to-
inner radii of the coaxial injector.

Placement of the computational results in a nondimensional form
has been useful and allows conclusions to cover a broader domain of
the dimensional values. Five important nondimensional parameters
have been identified. The turbulent Peclet number is held constant
under empirical constraints found in the literature. The ratio of the
outer to inner radii of the coaxial injector and the mixture ratio are
directly related, leaving four independent parameters, with three of
them not constrained by the model assumptions. Thus, radii ratio, the
ratio of ambient temperature to inflow temperature, and the Strouhal
number are surveyed.

The steady-state solution is used to compute the thin-flame radial
position, flame length, temperature distribution, and steady-state
fuel-mass burning rate. Results are examined for a range of different
cases using typical values for the combustion parameters. A base case
is considered as well as parameter surveys that vary the injector size,
combustion mixture ratio, and the ratio of the ambient temperature to
the inflow temperature. Several trends are predicted from the steady-

state solution. For example, at a fixed mixture ratio, the flame length
increases linearly with the injector size. The ratio of the flame length
to the outer radius of the injector increases as the mixture becomes
less fuel-rich. Consequently, the energy is released over a greater
length, and the average flame temperature becomes lower as the
mixture ratio deviates toward the stoichiometric value.

For the unsteady perturbation solution, a combustion response
function is developed to relate the oscillating burning rate to an
imposed pressure perturbation. Results for the in-phase and out-of-
phase components of the response function are presented for a given
cosinusoidal pressure perturbation. The in-phase component
maximizes at zero frequency, indicating the most unstable frequency.
It decreases with increasing frequency but still has a substantial value
at the Strouhal number where the out-of-phase component has a
maximum. The effects of injector size, mixture ratio, and temperature
ratio are examined at this specific frequency where the out-of-phase
component maximizes. The characteristic time for combustion (i.e.,
the time lag) will vary with these quantities. The interesting question
is how that characteristic time compares with the period of
oscillation. The Strouhal number is essentially a ratio of those two
times. The indication is that the most unstable condition exists when
the characteristic time is negligible compared to the oscillation
period.

Sirignano and Krieg [22] recently used this linear coaxial flame
model for a transverse combustion instability analysis; they obtained
perturbation expansions up through third order in the amplitude
magnitude expansion that are qualitatively consistent for certain
trend predictions with previous computational fluid dynamics (CFD)
analyses of transverse oscillations using a similar jet-flame model.
Prior CFD calculations were first made using the Oseen
approximation [16,17] and later with the full RANS representation
[18-20]. This agreement indicates that the perturbation analysis is
reliable as a simpler and less costly approach to predicting trends. For
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example, Sirignano and Krieg more easily examined the
consequences of varying the number of injectors in the chamber,
an important issue that had not previously been examined.
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