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This study considers a simplified model of a liquid rocket engine in which uniform injection is
imposed at the faceplate. The corresponding cylindrical chamber has a small length-to-diameter
ratio with respect to solid and hybrid rockets. Given their low chamber aspect ratios, liquid thrust
engines are known to experience severe tangential and radial oscillation modes more often than
longitudinal ones. In order to model this behavior, tangential and radial waves are superimposed
onto a basic mean-flow model that consists of a steady, uniform axial velocity throughout the
chamber. Using perturbation tools, both potential and viscous flow equations are then linearized in
the pressure wave amplitude and solved to the second order. The effects of the headwall Mach
number are leveraged as well. While the potential flow analysis does not predict any acoustic
streaming effects, the viscous solution carried out to the second order gives rise to steady secondary
flow patterns near the headwall. These axisymmetric, steady contributions to the tangential and
radial traveling waves are induced by the convective flow motion through interactions with inertial
and viscous forces. We find that suppressing either the convective terms or viscosity at the headwall
leads to spurious solutions that are free from streaming. In our problem, streaming is initiated at the
headwall, within the boundary layer, and then extends throughout the chamber. We find that
nonlinear streaming effects of tangential and radial waves act to alter the outer solution inside a
cylinder with headwall injection. As a result of streaming, the radial wave velocities are intensified
in one-half of the domain and reduced in the opposite half at any instant of time. Similarly, the
tangential waves are either enhanced or weakened in two opposing sectors that are at 90° angle to
the radial velocity counterparts. The second-order viscous solution that we obtain clearly displays
both an oscillating and a steady flow component. The steady part can be an important contributor to

wave steepening, a mechanism that is often observed during the onset of acoustic instability.
© 2010 American Institute of Physics. [doi:10.1063/1.3407663 ]

I. INTRODUCTION

Combustion instability in liquid rocket engines is char-
acterized by large amplitude pressure fluctuations, elevated
mean pressures, and frequencies that closely match linear
chamber acoustics."” Owing to this fact, analytical method-
ologies put forward to describe flow oscillations lean heavily
on the assumption of small acoustic disturbances.>™"" Con-
trary to this assumption, however, a vast body of experimen-
tal evidence conveys a dissimilar picture, specifically, one
involving large amplitude oscillations with steep gradients in
flow variables. For example, in the extensive experimental
studies of Clayton, Sotter, and co-workers,lg*21 a heavily in-
strumented, laboratory scale, 20 000 Ibf thrust engine was
used to investigate high amplitude tangential oscillations.
Their measurements exhibited sustained, steep-fronted pres-
sure fluctuations with peak-to-peak amplitudes that were an
order of magnitude larger than the chamber’s operating pres-
sure. The pressure transducers available at the time could not
record data rapidly enough to determine if a true discontinu-
ity was present, but the acquired wave forms displayed large
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amplitude spikes followed by long and shallow pressure
segments.

Theoretical work attributed to Maslen and Moore* sug-
gested that tangential waves could not steepen as in the case
of plane waves. In their 1956 paper, these investigators stud-
ied the effects of secondary flows on tangential wave pat-
terns. A circular cylinder with a zero mean flow was utilized
to detail the interaction between tangential waves and the
chamber’s sidewall. Specifically, the secondary flow induced
by viscous forces at the sidewall was described. Their analy-
sis yielded a streaming profile that acted in the direction
opposite to the wave spinning motion. As a result, it was
speculated that steep fronted, shocklike waves could not be
produced due to sidewall scattering and viscous dissipation.
Later, a study by Flandro™ that incorporated a mean flow
along with mass transpiration from the sidewall predicted a
streaming flow in the same direction as the first-order wave.
This result was found to be dependent on the magnitude of
the injection Mach number. Given the dissimilar views in the
role of acoustic streaming on the production of transverse
traveling waves, its origination, manifestation, and influence
on wave steepening will be the chief focus of this study.

With extensive work already in place for the treatment
of radial boundary layers forming over an injecting
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FIG. 1. Chamber geometry and coordinate system.

sidewall,”*® the present article also seeks to investigate the

structure of the unsteady axial boundary layers forming over
an injecting headwall in the presence of transverse waves.
The motivation to tackle the axial boundary layer analog is
inspired by experimental observations suggesting that the
highest pressure amplitudes and therefore most severe waves
often occur near the injector face.'8?!

The mechanisms that cause a plane wave to steepen are
well understood. At the pressure peak the local speed of
sound is elevated, thus increasing the local wave propagation
rate. At the outset, the crest of the wave overtakes the de-
pressed pressure portion. The curled-up wave continues to
steepen until the solution becomes multivalued when nonlin-
ear forces act to reverse this trend. The present study will
demonstrate how secondary streaming flows induced at a
liquid engine’s injector face can stimulate a similar steepen-
ing process for tangentially traveling waves. In order to
model this behavior, tangential and radial waves will be su-
perimposed onto a simple mean-flow model. Considerable
effort will then be given to satisfy the no-slip condition at the
engine’s injector face. The representative geometry, dis-
played in Fig. 1, will correspond to that of a semi-infinite
cylinder of radius R with a suitable coordinate system an-
chored at the chamber’s headwall. The z-coordinate will be
located along the chamber’s centerline.

Il. FORMULATION

For simplicity, we begin the analysis by normalizing all
standard variables bearing an asterisk according to
p=p'IPy u=u'lay, r=r/R T=TT,
p=p'lpy t=t1(Rlay) z=z'/R w=w"/(ayR) ’

(1)

where @ and a( denote the circular frequency and speed of
sound, respectively; as usual, the zero subscript is used to
denote a mean flow property. Using w=V Xu to denote the
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vorticity, the dimensionless equations written for a viscous
compressible fluid consist of

J
a—ﬁ; + V . (pu) = 0 (continuity) N (2)

du 1
p(—+—Vu2—u>< w)
a2

=_lyvp_52v X (VX u)+ &V (V-u)

+F (momentum), (3)
p=pT (state), “4)
p=p” (isentropic relation). (5)

Here F is the body force whereas the viscous and dilatational
parameters that appear in Eq. (3) are defined as

Sy=\wlu+t (6)

S=\vl/(ayR); ,u//,u+%.

The symbols v=pu/p, n’, and y represent the kinematic vis-
cosity, the second coefficient of viscosity, and the ratio of
specific heats, respectively. The energy and species diffusion
equations are not listed due to the analysis being based on a
nonreactive, single-phase, homogeneous, calorically perfect
gas assumption.

A. Unsteady flow equations

Decomposing the flow variables into steady and un-
steady parts can be achieved by setting

!

u=U+u’;

!

w=Q+w'; p=P+p’;

(7
p=p+p's T=T+T,
where overbars denote mean flow properties and primes rep-
resent unsteady variables. Having normalized the velocity by
the speed of sound, the mean flow component may be related
to the headwall injection Mach number M,=V,/a, using
U=M,U. Vorticity is similarly expressed as =M €. Direct
substitution of Eq. (7) into the governing equations enables
us to isolate two sets of steady and unsteady equations. Sub-
sequently, a perturbation expansion may be implemented to
linearize the unsteady equations. This is accomplished by
expanding each fluctuation a’ in terms of a sequence in the
pressure wave parameter,

a'=eaV+&%a? + 3a + - (8)

Here a represents a generic flow variable, and ¢ is the wave
parameter, the ratio of the unsteady pressure amplitude and
the mean pressure. Retaining terms to the second order in &
enables us to capture the acoustic streaming effect. As el-
egantly described by Schlichting29 (p. 431), the secondary,
streaming flow “has its origin in the convective terms and is
due to the interaction between inertia and viscosity.”
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TABLE I. Boundary conditions for both potential and viscous flow analyses.

Boundary

r=R

z=0 z=L

Potential flow n-Vp'=0—u =0

Viscous flow No condition imposed

No slip: u;=uy=u,=0

n-Vp'=0—u/=0 n-Vp'=0—u/=0

Potential flow (matching)

Furthermore, “simplifications in which the convective terms
have been omitted lead to solutions which are free from
streaming and may, therefore, give a misleading representa-
tion of the flow. Streaming does, in general, appear only

when the solution is carried out to at least the second-order
approximation.” Bearing this requirement in mind, we per-
form some algebra and collect the first and second-order sets
of equations, specifically,

( (1)
J
%:—V-u“)—MbV U]
o ouU vp
< — M,,p(l)g MU X Q=- pT ~ MV - VU+U-Vu T+ FV+ MuD X @+ MU X 0V | )
~8V X0+ 8&V[V-ul]
\pm: 7 4 p»

and
r&p(z)
7 =_V. u(2) -V. [p(l)u(l)] -M, V. [p(Z)U]
ou? oU vp®
. Mbp(z)z ~MPpPU X Q=- P -Mu? . VU+U-Vu® + pVaV . vU+U- vul]}
Y

(P2 =T 4 T 4 o

To set the stage, our plan is to apply a procedure that will
require the construction of both a potential (outer) solution
and a corresponding viscous (inner) solution. The boundary
conditions that will be employed in each part of the analysis
are cataloged in Table I. Accordingly, the potential motion
will be subject to the rigid wall boundary condition through
which the flow velocity is required to vanish at the chamber
walls. The viscous flow solution, on the other hand, will
make use of the no-slip condition at the injector face, at
z=0, where acoustic streaming is triggered. In applying the
concepts of matched asymptotic theory, the potential flow
solution will be used as the outer, farfield boundary for the
viscous expansion. Finally, the thin boundary layer forming
along the lateral wall, at »=R, will be ignored, consistently
with the assumption of a proportionately large circular face-
plate relative to a thin viscous region.

1
- Ep(z)MiU VU + pIM,U X &V + MpPHu) X Q + M,U X &?

. (10)

)
u® x oW p0 0y FO - 2V X 0+ & V[V u?]

ot

B. Headwall injection flow field

It may be instructive to note that Egs. (9) and (10) rep-
resent the interaction equations that prescribe the unsteady
wave motion in an idealized liquid rocket thrust engine. Both
expressions of mass conservation and momentum balance
are strongly influenced by the headwall injection Mach num-
ber M, and the mean flow field velocity function U. In the
context of a liquid rocket chamber, we recognize that the
injection process at the headwall can be superbly complex.
However, we also realize that despite the inherent complex-
ity of the injection patterns, a streamtube motion is quickly
established. Bearing these factors in mind, we adopt a simple
representation of the mean flow field that consists of a uni-
form stream with constant velocity. This basic approximation
will be necessary to simplify the problem and, in the process,
help elucidate the underpinning physical mechanisms with



063602-4 Fischbach, Flandro, and Majdalani

minimal algebraic encumbrance. Further complexity in the
mean flow definition can be pursued at a later time. It should
be kept in mind, however, that the uniform flow assumption
is accompanied by certain limitations; these will be brought
to light later in the analysis. With the near injector faceplate
as the principal region of interest, we assume steady injec-
tion. We then introduce the nondimensional mean flow
U=M,U where

U=e,. (11)

This basic representation is illustrated in Fig. 1.

lll. POTENTIAL FLOW SOLUTION

Away from the headwall region, viscous effects are con-
fined to a thin boundary layer along the lateral, noninjecting
sidewall. At the outset, a potential inviscid field may be as-
sumed in the downstream region that is sufficiently removed
from the injectors. Such a potential flow representation plays
the role of an outer solution with respect to the flow adjacent
to the headwall. By discounting viscosity, one is left with a
set of wavelike equations that are described next.
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A. First-order potential solution

A combination of the first-order momentum and continu-
ity equations delivers an expression for the unsteady wave
motion to O(e). Then, given the isentropic flow assumption,
linearization of the pressure and density relation given by
Eq. (5) yields

yp“):lﬁ”. (12)

As usual, constructing the wave equation requires taking the
time derivative of the continuity equation and subtracting
from it the divergence of the momentum equation. One
readily obtains

1%
Vi = piy) == —{My ¥ - [pVUT}+ yM, VLU - u).

(13)

Given that the right-hand side in the above is of O(M,,), the
first-order pressure can be represented by a dual perturbation
expansion in M,,. Then to seek general solutions for p{) and
uV, we first derive general expressions for the expanded
subcomponents, p"? and u?. Thus using a’ to denote a
generic fluctuating variable, each level in the pressure wave
parameter may be extended successively as

a' =ela" + Myath + Mﬁa(]’z) + ]+ &a%Y + Mya>V +Ml2)a(2‘2) o]
p'= S[p(l’o) + M;,p(l’l) + Mip(l’z) +o ]+ 82[p(2’0) + M;,p(z’l) + M}%p(Z,Z) TP (14)
u' =e[u™? ¢ MutY + M + T4 0?0+ Mpu + Mu?? 4

or

2
pU = p0 4 a7, p0D 4 42p000) 4 .
2
P =p20 4 M, p®D 4 22D 4 -
u® = a0 4 p7,uD 4 p2a0) 4

u® = a9 4 MuCD £ P22 4 -

(15)

Subsequent expansions of the first-order wave equation yield

{Vzp(l,m _p0 =g

, 16

n-Vp'l=0; n-Vp'Ol_ =0 (10
VP —py == U Vp e U]
n-Vpl _4=0; n-VpV|_ =0 ’

and
Vzp(l’z)—pg,l’z)=—U'Vp§1’1)+ WU -u"] )
n'Vp(1’2)|z=0=O; n'Vp(l’Q)lr:IZO

Note that the appropriate boundary condition forces the nor-
mal projection of the pressure gradient to vanish at all cham-
ber surfaces. To solve Eq. (16), separation of variables may
be used to derive the first-order pressure in the form of

pPO=F(rG(O)H(z)I'(1). At the outset, the wave equation
collapses into

FELVAFL 1 EG1_ET1 dPHL
dr*F rdrF P?d6#G difT~ d?H
(19)
Equation (19) may be rearranged into

d’F1 1dF1 1d°G1 dT1 ,

T Bt ey ~B

d*F rdrF r»d¢#G dfT

5 . (20

dH
7+k1H=0
Z

On this basis, a longitudinal wave solution of the form
H(z)=cos(k;z) may be realized. In the present work, the lon-
gitudinal wave number k; is deliberately set to zero in order
to isolate the tangential and radial wave contributions. One is
left with the radial, azimuthal, and temporal ODE:s,
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dZF 1 dFl ATl dG1 2
tr———P—So=———=m (1)
" F e aPT T 4l G

So on the one hand, knowing that the #-dependence cannot
be multivalued, G(6) becomes

G=Ap™. (22)

On the other hand, the radial and temporal dependence may
be separated from

d’F1 1dF1 m* dT1 )
+-—— - =—>—=-K", (23)
drF  rdrF  r dr- T
or
d&’F 1 L m?
— k-5 =0
dr F rdr F r
2T (24)
— +KT=0
ar’
The classical form of the solution to Eq. (24) gives
F=Ar‘lm(kmnr) + Ber(kmnr)’ (25)

where k,,=K and (J,,,Y,,) represent the mth order Bessel
functions of the first and second kind, respectively. In the
time domain the solution to Eq. (24) can be represented by
complex variables as

" = ¢ mnt| (26)

with k,,,=w@yR/a,. For the assumed sinusoidal variation in
time, initial conditions are immaterial to the character of the
solution. Without loss of generality, the product of tangential,
radial, and temporal contributions may be expressed as

PO = (AT, (kypur)e™® + BY (k) e %]e ot (27)

Where the subscript ¢ denotes a complex variable. Equation
(27) admits a finite pressure at the centerline (i.e., B=0) and
a vanishing pressure gradient at the impermeable wall,
J) (k,,,)=0. Using unit normalization Eq. (27) becomes

PO =, (ki) Hont) (28)

Subsequently, care is exerted in extracting the real compo-
nent of a given variable before substitution back into the
governing equations that are constructed assuming real quan-
tities. For example, p("o), the first order in € and zeroth order
in M, approximation for the pressure becomes

p(l’o) = cos(m6— k,,t)J (k) ;
(29)

m=0,1,2,...; n=0,1,2,...,

where k,,, is determined by the roots of the first derivative of
the Bessel function of order m, J; (k,,,)=0. One finds
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ko; = 3.831 70597, k;y=1.841 18378,

kyy = 5331442 77, ko = 7.0155 866 7, (30)

kyoy=3.054 236 93, etc.

Being chiefly concerned with the effect of tangential wave
motion at the headwall, the first spinning mode of interest is
k- Note that Eq. (29) captures both tangential and radial
oscillation modes. Using Egs. (9) and (14) produces a set of
equations representing the first-order potential velocity

[0 yp010

a oy : 31
[0 009 0=0;  neu09 =0
(gu) vy

L P 00.yy-y.vao

ot % , (32)
n-u™ _=0; n-u_ =0

and
a2 yp02
=—p——u(1’1)~VU—U~Vu(1’1)
ot vy ) (33)

n-u'?_,=0; n-u'"?_ =0
The first order in € and zeroth order in M, inviscid velocity
profile may be evaluated from Eq. (31). It gives

i )
llE.l’O) —-_ 7_I<J:n(kn1nr)el(mﬂ_Kt)er

1 A
toX (?)Jm(kmnr)el(mo"(’)e@, (34)

1
whence u'"? = —sin(m6 - k,,,0)J. (k,r)e,
vK

1
+ —(ﬂ)cos(mﬂ— Knn)d Ky} € -
YK\ 1

35)

To avoid the pitfalls of complex notation in the evaluation of
nonlinear terms, the real part of the solution featured in Eqs.
(29) and (35) will be used, as the solution is taken to second
order, to represent the product of two oscillatory quantities.
However, complex notation will be returned to in Sec. IV A,
in the treatment of the first order viscous solution. By carry-
ing the solution to higher orders in the injection Mach num-
ber, the same recursive formulation is obtained at every or-
der. This behavior may be attributed to the assumptions that
k;=0, and U=1, thus leading to vanishing spatial derivatives
of all unsteady flow variables in the z-direction. Then by
summing all terms, one deduces



063602-6 Fischbach, Flandro, and Majdalani
4
: 1
= | 3 Jult 0 =
' =0 1-M,

1-M, 1-M,

\

and so, in the real domain,

P
(E M/) ! u(lso)

T 1-M,

1 P00 (k)
1-M, 1-M,

pV= (E Mi)p“m =
J=0

\

Note that the infinite series are reducible by use of the
identity

o0

3=

=0 l1-x

(38)

By summing over an infinite series in the Mach number, the
solution is captured exactly in M, specifically with a trun-
cation error equal to

limM, = 0. (39)

j—se

Therefore, for the remainder of the analysis, the highly ac-
curate solution will be represented through the use of u!
and pV.

ph= (E M]) (1.0 _ ;pu 0) _ InEn) it
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(36)

(37

cos(m@ - k,,,t)

B. Second-order potential solution

The second-order wave equation can be retrieved at
O(&?), with the outcome being

V2 @— ptt {[P(l)]z} +V. [P(l (1)]

1
-5 V0 a4+ M, [V pPU],

—yM,V -V[U-u?]. (40)

Parallel expansion in the Mach number can be performed
using

P2 = pCO 4 p D 2Py (41)

This enables us to extract, at leading order in the Mach num-
ber and second order in the wave amplitude,

Y
v2p20 pgtz 0) {[p(l 0P 4 V. [p(l Dy(10] = Ly2[y(10) . 4107
2 (42)
n-Vp®?P=0; n- Vp(2 V1 =0
Inserting the first-order flow field on the right-hand gives
V2p20 — p20 = F(r) + B(r)cos[2(m 0 — k1)1, (43)
where
3m* Kk, ’ ’
1 <_3 + mn)‘]m(kmnr)Jr’n(kmnr) + (krznn - m_2 Jr,;12(ktnnr) + kim - m_2 Jm(kmnr)‘]:;z(kmnr)
r r r r
F(r)= : (44)

29k>

and

1 2m
" _Jr,n(kmnr)‘]” (kmnr) ]le(kmnr) - J;,n(kmnr)J;Z(kmnr) - _]2 (kmnr)
r
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r )
k2 2 1= 2
2{1«4 (= 1) K L) o T2
r r
1 k, 3m 3m?
B(r) = P < ( i - )J (kmnr)‘] (kmnr) ( + _2>J;n2(kmnr) >' (45)
2vyk,,,, r r
2 1"
‘] kmnr Jm kmnr ! "
- (k}?nn + m_z)‘]m(kmnr)‘];:(kmnr) + M + Jm(kmnr)‘]m(kmnr)
. " " J
[
As in the previous section, the wave equation is further ex- (2 0) _ =H(r) + G(r)cos[2(mO - k,,,t)], 47)
panded in terms of the injection Mach number. The approxi-
mation to the set of second-order equations displays a pattern
that is of familiar type. We find with
1 m 2 2 2
H(l") == 2 - _kmn Jm(kmnr) +Jm(kmnr) s
p(Z’O) + (1 - Mb)cos(mﬁ - kmnt)‘lm(kmnr) (46) 4')’kmn 4
(1-M,)* ’ (48)
where the particular solution p(z,o) is given by the juxtaposi-
tion of a steady and a time-dependent part, and
1
G(r)=—5 [— (— +3k,2,m>Jm(km,,r)2+J,;l(kmnr)2+4k4mn(y— Df(r) |;
4k, r
1 m? “49)
f,+ _f, _4<_2 _kfnn)fz'lm(kmnr)2~
r r
The second-order momentum equation may be expanded along similar lines. One gets
o 1-My)u? 4 u@0
u® = MG+ Du?? +u19]= (L=M,) —, (50)
= (1-M,)
where
- 2'}’2k [2 m(kmn)] (kmnr) + (l - Y)kmnf (r)]sm[Z(mH kmnt)]e
(2,0) _ mn
u, = (51)
’)’Zk ( )[Jz (kmnr) + kr2nn(1 - 7)f(r)]cos[2(m0— kmnt)]eﬁ
[
Unlike the second-order pressure p®, the velocity in Eq. forces.” In brief, a viscous model is vitally needed to suitably

(51) does not comprise a steady, second order streaming capture the second-order interactions, as attempted in similar
component akin to the time-independent term H(r) that  context by Maslen and Moore.*

arises in Eq. (47). In other streaming studies,'® one may see

both steady and unsteady second-order contributions to the IV. VISCOUS FLOW

velocity. In such models, the second order pressure gradient
is either assumed or ignored. In the present study, the use of
such an assumption is not required. Instead, we recall

Attention is now turned to the region directly above the
headwall, specifically to the viscous boundary layer that
must develop as a result of transverse shear parallel to the
Schlichting’s description™ (p. 430), namely, that “a potential injector faceplate. This boundary layer is necessary to bring
flow which is periodic with respect to time induces a steady,  the transverse components of the velocity, both tangential
secondary (‘streaming’) motion... as a result of viscous and radial, to vanish at the surface. Friction at the headwall
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permits the attainment of a more realistic representation of
the adjacent fluid motion. The ensuing flow field must, on the
one hand, satisfy the no-slip condition at the headwall and,
on the other hand, merge with the outer solution in the
farfield. In the present study, we ignore the sidewall bound-
ary layers and assume that all viscous effects are confined to
a small region near the headwall.

A. First-order viscous solution

In our attempt to unravel the acoustic streaming motion
induced by viscous effects at the injector faceplate, the
boundary layer equations at the headwall must be estab-
lished. Following standard perturbation practices, a coordi-
nate transformation is introduced such that the z-coordinate
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is rescaled by the square root of the inverse acoustic
Reynolds number &=+/v/(ayR). The corresponding inner,
slow variable becomes

Z
==, 52
(= (52)
Starting with the first-order momentum equation,
u=— M, V[U - u"]+M,[U X 0V +u) x Q]
— (U VpV -8V X 0V +&V[V-ul], (53)

an expansion in terms of { leads to a set of three linear
second-order partial differential equations (PDEs). Expand-
ing the right-hand side of Eq. (53) gives, term-by-term,

2 AV 1o w1 gul) 1072u(]) 1 #u
-——r_ -= + -
ar r dr 96 r&r&ﬁ 5(9}"&{
1 &Zu(l) 1oul 1 &Zu(l) 1 &zu(l)
EV(V-u)y=¢ + & - Lt — ’, 54
aV ( ) A a00r T2 90 R o r5(90(9§ (54)
52{1&% D ¢9u(,l) 1 82u(1 1 072“(1)}
+ 8| = +—
d 5agar Y rsagae & a2 |* )
p
52{1(5%(01) 1(9u(01) 1072u51>) 1<1a2u(,1) fui”)]
_ —_ + — P [ L e
r\dfdor r 90 r IO S\8 o> atar)|"
{14 1) #Aul)  ul) 1(9u(') 1r72u(1
-8V X 0V=1{ - & —(— L _— g | £ .- ey ( (55)
o\rafal & ¢ ar r r dr r&r&b’
& (lau(,l rdul’  gul azugw) (lazugl 1a2u<‘>>
r\& ac " sorac” or ar r 0k 8909¢
MU X l&u(l) o'?ugl) 1(9u(zl) 1r9u(61)
WU X oV=-M,| e, +M, - €y, (56)
o d¢ ar r d6 o6 d¢
(1 (1) (1)
u M, du M, du,
M, V(U -uV)=-M,——e - —L— e, =2 . 57
PV )=, e = T - S e, (57)
and
1 1) 1
-—vpl= Lop 2 Lo, L7 (58)
vy ar " yr 96 © v6 9z °
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Equation (53) is hence transformed into a group of PDEs, namely,

1 ( &zu(el) 1 &ufgl) 1 &2u£1)> o”zu(rl) 1 &uil) ufl) 1 é’u(ﬁl)
z 1= = - 4 - - -
-M,ouV  19p" a0dr r 90 r 96 ar r dr oo a
[ (1)] b 9%y P 52
u,’],= -= - +
rt S d¢ vy or (1(9214(1) &zuil) d lﬁzu(gl) 1&2u§1)
- +— + -
8 9 alar rard @ Sardl
(1 z?zuil) 1 07214(61)) 1 r72u R au(l)
< ] =—Mbr9u(g])_ic9p(l)_52 S\ratae & i s Fa0ar 2 a0 (59)
01T s ot yr a6 (a%d,,” W 1oul) 1 &2u51)> “11 ul) L Fu
ar P or rard 6/ | r2 &6’2 ré&ﬁ&g’
(1 &u(l) r 07214(1) ou'V c?zu(l)) 1A 1 oul)
- 9% z_ b4 — Ly ——r
Myon 1 ap0 &\ a¢ T sarac or | on SaLdr  rd al
[ (1)] b OU, P P
u, '], = ——— — +
ST s 9L ys oz v (1&%” 1 Pl ) 11 &zu(l) 1 ul!
= +—
\ r d¢*  5909¢ | [ reacae i agz
[
In seeking a leading order inner approximation, only terms " Skt ko)
that appear at the zeroth order in & are retained. This enables lupelp= 'yk (1 —M,) e " (63)
us to simplify Eq. (59), for the region near the wall, into "
( voonD 1apD Py In turn, the homogenous solution takes the form
(g _ Mpou,” 1op uy
L =="5 ol "y ar T ap [ )]y =Ag(r, 0.0)e51 + B(r, 0,0, (64)
Myou) 1 op"V  Pul) i
{ [ug)]l: My @9, Z (60) with
6 d 7r a0 a0 M
b [ a2
[ (l)] Mb (914 () 1 (7[)( ) 520721,{(1 (X17X2) = %(1 * Vl _4lkmn§2Mh2)
\ YT TTS T T s 0z T & ol
Ve | R o ——
According to classic acoustic boundary layer theory, the vis- = ;(1 = V1 = 4iky, 6°M},7), (65)
cous layer has a minimal bearing on the oscillatory pressure 0
distribution. Thus in seeking solutions within the acoustic or
boundary layer region, pressure from the outer, potential / 7
flow solution will be used. X Mb<1 \/ 1+ 1+ 16k, 8'M)"
=5\t
26 2
—1+\1+ 16K, 8'M;"
1. Solution for the first order tangential velocity - > , (66)
To illustrate the procedural steps needed to solve this set,
we start with the tangential equation, . M, 1 \/ 1+ \’/ 1+ 16ki ] & Mz_;4
1) (1) 2= 56\ T
&zu(g M, &u(, L), = 1dp 61) 26 2
) .
8 A r 30 \/ 141+ 1613, 54M;4> )
Owing to the fact that M,/ is not small, all terms on the i 2 ’

left-hand side of Eq. (61) appear at the same order. At this
time the complex variable representation of the outer pres-
sure from the potential flow field is used to represent p'!);
one collects

Pug) My dul)

] Mo (1 _
airE 5 A

mnu(‘),c -

i(ﬂ)M o M0kot)
(1-M,)

(62)
The return to complex notation is done in the interest of

simplicity. The particular integral for Eq. (62) may be readily
evaluated such that a compact solution is deduced. One gets

Note that the real parts X} >0 and X, <0. The total solution
for the first-order boundary layer approximation becomes

M(HI,Z = A@(r’ 05 t)exlg + Bg(r, 0, t)eXZg

+
'ykmn ( 1-M b)
Knowing that the velocity cannot increase unboundedly as
{—, one must set A4(r, 0,1)=0 because X} >0. This leaves

the second constant in Eq. (68) to satisfy the no-slip condi-
tion at the headwall. Thereafter, one puts

1m0k t)

(68)
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1 okt
u(}c(r 00 t) B (r Gt)+ ( ) ( m ) 1m0 Kppnt)
ykmn (1 - Mb)
=0, (69)
whence
1 k
Bg(l", 9’ t) __ ( ) m( mnr) ez(mﬂ—km,ll) (70)
Yhn (1-M,)
and so
1 m\J,(k,,r) .
uec(” 6.4,1) = <—) Ko )e’(’”(’_k'""’)(l — %),
‘ykmn (1 - Mb)

(71)

It may be useful to remark that u(l)(l 0,,1) #0. The radial
velocity fluctuation does not observe the velocity adherence
condition at the sidewall. As stated earlier, this outcome is
due to our deliberate dismissal of the sidewall boundary
layer.

2. Solution for the first order radial velocity
In the radial direction, Eq. (60) yields
PulV 1 &p(l)

My ouy) (1)
(0 o
o2~ 5 ar L") = vy or (72)

Substituting the complex notation pressure from the outer
potential flow solution, we get

Pul)  my,oull) 10kt
Ttoc Mo Do it i) = 2o jino 73
al o o"{ oy (1-M,y)
The particular integral delivers
[u(l)] — i J’"(km”r) et(mt‘)—k z) (74)
’ykmn (1 Mb)
with the homogenous solution being of the form
[uglc)]h =A,(r,0,1)eX1° + B(r, 6,1)e*2. (75)

Here one must set A,(r, 8,1)=0 to prevent unboundedness in
the downstream direction. The complete solution for the
first-order radial velocity approximation is therefore

i ()
ykmn (1 - Mb)

The no-slip condition at the headwall permits extracting the
final unknown

(1) =B,(r,0,1)e*2* - S pim b=kt (76)

i ) (k)
(l 0 0 t B 0 l o mn 2 me—kmnt) = 0
(r,0,0,1) =B,(r,0,1) — S (1-M,)°
(77)
i J, kmnr
or B,(r, 0, t) _ bt Iy ( ) t(mﬂ—kmnt)
kmn (1 Mb)

Backward substitution yields, at length,

i T(kar)

l(me_kmnr) ng — 1 . 78
kmn ( 1- Mb) (e ) ( )

10,40 =
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3. Solution for the first order axial velocity

The continuity equation can be used to extract the
z-component of velocity to the first order. Inserting yp!
=p" into the first-order continuity expression in Eq. (9), one
obtains

J
2 V. -M,V -[pVU] or
ot
(79)
5]7(1)
7=—yv (1)—'yMbV [p(l)U/'y]=_'yV u(l)

In terms of the slow boundary layer coordinate, one can put

1
— M _
ypt &r r

ﬁu(l) u(rl) 1 0u§1)

S al

(1)
1du

r 460 (80)

Substituting Egs. (36), (71), and (78) into Eq. (80), one can
rearrange and retrieve

iei(mo_kmnt)

kmn( 1- Mb)

Z‘Quz,c __
6 d¢

{ b+

2

- m("mn’)] (e =1) - kinfm(kmnr)}. (81)

However, J,,(k,,,r) satisfies, by definition, the Bessel equa-
tion,

m2
S5 I + Ko (i) = 0.
r

1
J:;z(kmnr) + _Jr/n(kmnr) -
r
(82)
Equation (81) becomes

iy, i6k,,e""0KD

al  y1-M,)

Subsequent integration yields

J (k) €X26. (83)

iS5k ez(m O—kpynt)
ug}g(r’ 05 §5 t) ——

J, (k X8+ AL(r,0,1).
X,(1-M,) n(Knt)e (r,6,1)

(84)

Note that the axial velocity is not obtained from Eq. (60) but
rather deduced directly from the continuity equation. Based
on strictly steady axial injection at the headwall, the
z-component of velocity must not interfere with the uniform
injection at z={=0, This condition translates into

i(Sk,,,lnei(m [ )

u)(r,0,0,1) = To(lpr) + A(r, 60.8) =0

YXo(1 = M)
(85)
i Sk i(m6-k,,,t)
or A(r,6,1)= L J (k) -
¥YXo(1 = M,)
In the end, one obtains
(Skmn i(m6—k,,,t)

1) = e (k) (X2~ 1). (86)

u,, =
° YXo(1 = M)
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FIG. 2. First-order approximations for (a) radial and (b) tangential velocities. The scale on the left-hand side is for injection Mach numbers of 0.3 and 0.03.

The scale on the right-hand side is for M;,=0.003.

4. Solution for the complete first order velocity

As was done during the potential flow derivation, the real part of the first order solution will be used in the derivation of
the second order flow field. The real parts of the solution can be summarized as

irrotational part

J m (kmnr )

N

7kmn(l - Mb) Jm(kmnr) \

ul(r,6,¢,0) =

rotational part

N

J’ kmnr f
ln?) in(mé -k, t) — sin(m@+X; £ — k1) €&¢ e,
~ A J =

-~

inviscid outer field

VT

] decay
wave propagation

" <ﬂ> [COS(m0 B kmnt) - COS(mG + Xi g - kmnt)eXrg]ea
r

ok | X, [sin(m— ky,,t) — X sin(m@+ X, = kyput)]
+ 5 5 9
X2+ X7 + X [cos(mb— k) — X% cos(m+ X ,{ = kyput)] €
(87)
where X,=X=X,+iX; may be synthesized from
M 1+V1+16k2 8'M;Y M —— 5K 5
,=_b<1‘\/ 16, =~ 2=k, SM, ) ~ - —gt = - =
26 2 26 M s
b re (88)
. %\/\/1 #1665, 00, 1 M, 80,50, _ S _ o
25 2 26 2 M,

It may be useful to remark that the tangential component of
the velocity does not vanish at the sidewall. Its behavior in
the vicinity of r=1 deteriorates to the extent of overshooting
the expected value in the absence of fluid friction at the
sidewall. Our domain of analysis is therefore limited to a
large diameter chamber with the exclusion of the sidewall.
Such a model may be deemed acceptable considering that the
principal objective here lies in the treatment of the mean
flow interactions with the wave motion directly above the
headwall. To illustrate the solution that we obtain, Fig. 2 is

used to display the first-order boundary layer approximation
for the traveling wave at r=0.4, 6=m/3, and 6=0.000 647.
The wave evolutions in the streamwise direction are shown
at three headwall injection Mach numbers and the first spin-
ning mode number k;o=1.841 183 78. The axial velocity
fluctuation is not shown due to its small relative magnitude.
It is apparent that the viscous stresses have a more pro-
nounced effect as the injection Mach number is decreased.
Conversely, when the injection Mach number is increased,
the boundary layer is more effectively blown off the surface
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(see Cole and Aroesty30 or Majdalani).m’26 Furthermore, the
propagation wavelength measured by the peak-to-peak dis-
tance decreases as the Mach number is lowered. In this case,
the decay of the wave is also seen to be more rapid. Physi-
cally, this behavior may be attributed to the increased dimen-
sionless frequency, or Strouhal number, given by S
=k, Mp=wyR/V,. As the dimensionless frequency is in-
creased (or the Mach number is decreased), the transverse
fluctuations undergo a larger number of reversals per unit
time. In the presence of viscosity, the higher frequency at
which oscillations occur enhances the effects of fluid fric-
tion. Mathematically, the same behavior may be extrapolated
from the dependence of the exponential decay terms on M,,.
As one may infer from Eq. (88), increasing the Mach number
leads to a smaller X, and, consequently, to a slower viscous
damping in the axial direction. In actuality, the net damping
is strongly dominated by

Phys. Fluids 22, 063602 (2010)

el enl-5)
exp(X,{) = exp| - —3"z| =exp| - — |, 89
p(X,{) p( e P (89)
where the effective penetration number S, emerges in the
form

Sy= o ==L (90)

This parameter was first discovered in work by Majdalani24
and then reaffirmed by Flandro,” both in the context of an
oscillating longitudinal wave over an injecting surface in a
porous cylinder. The penetration number is further explored
in porous cylinderszs_27 and channels® ™ with various injec-
tion patterns. In the present study, a similar dimensionless
group is found to control the depth of penetration of the
headwall boundary layer. This can be clearly seen by letting
e=m6-Kt and recasting Eq. (87) into

1 J,.(k
ull = —(J,’"(kmnr)[sin @ —sin(@+ Sz)e5rle, + w[cos @ —cos(@+Sz)e™Srle,
7kmn(1 - Mb)
K2 T (K
+ —””;2 (52 ){S cos @ =S, sin ¢ +[S, sin(¢ + Sz) =S cos(p + Sz)]e‘z’sp}ez). 1)
+
P

Note that as S, is increased, a larger depth of penetration is
realized. Conversely, for small penetration numbers, the ex-
ponential damping constant in Eq. (89) is increased, leading
to rapid spatial damping of the wave envelope and a shorter
penetration depth. Physically, the penetration number unrav-
eled here renders visible the balance between two coexisting
forces: unsteady inertia and viscous diffusion of the tangen-
tial (or radial) velocity in the axial direction. This dimension-
less parameter reflects the ratio of

0 @
unsteady inertial force o Tz
viscous force CPdl, ity T
Tor2 T2
Ve Ve o g

In the above, we use Z* =~ V,/ w, to represent the lengthscale
of a wave of frequency w, being convected at an axial speed
that is proportional to V,. We also take £ =~R/V,, to denote
the timescale of a particle crossing the radius of the chamber
at a characteristic speed equal to V,,. It is clear that the pen-
etration number not only accounts for the influence of inertia
and viscosity, but also embodies the effects of mean flow
convection in the axial direction. The analogy with the

former work on longitudinal waves is significant. While
Majdalani and Flandro®’ considered an oscillating axial flow
with steady radial mass flux at the porous sidewall, the
present study addresses the motion of an oscillating trans-
verse flow with steady axial flux at the headwall. By com-
paring these two problems, the blowing velocity V,, that ap-
pears in Eq. (90) will refer to either the transverse or axial
mean flow values at the porous wall. The frequency of
oscillations for a given mode shape will also be distinctly
different, namely,

kmnao
_R transverse wave
(.UO = . (93)
ma .
mT axial wave

Aside from the blowing velocity and dimensional frequency,
the remaining parameters in Eq. (90) are the same in both
models. At the outset, a full characterization of the headwall
boundary layer may be systematically carried out using the
steps delineated by Majdalani.26 While such analysis may be
useful in elucidating the structure of the transverse waves
under different oscillatory mode configurations, our attention
here remains focused on the streaming effects produced by
these waves. To this end, a higher approximation is in order.
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B. Second-order viscous solution

Acoustic streaming in simplified liquid rocket
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In what follows, we show that extending the boundary layer analysis to the second order in the wave parameter gives rise
to a steady flow component that has its origin in the interaction between viscosity and inertia. To this end, the second-order
momentum equation, defined in Eq. (10), is recast using the stretched inner coordinate {:

w?®  vpd

1
= - pl -5 V" u")+u" X 0"+ 8£V[V-u?]- 8V X 0?

Jdt Y ot

1
- Mb{V[U )X 00 - U o - YU ) -l X 00U w<1>]}.

Using a suitable boundary layer coordinate transformation, terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (94) become

( Fu® 1ou® u® 1 ou 2) 1 &zu(z) 1 07214(2)
r - r _r_ _ _ + —
or2 roor 72 2 &0 r(?r(9t9 5(?r(?§
1A% 1ou® 1 [?2”(2) 1 192”
&VIV-u?]=8 +{— Pt v £
' [ u ] d< rolor I‘2 06 r2 (902 rﬁﬁb’&f
{1 Pul Low? 1 Fup 1P (2}
+_ r
"Lsazar™ re or " roazan Te g | J
( @) (2> 2) 2) )
22 422 ) e )
= + - - = Py
a0dr r &0 r 06 S\8 al>  alar o
) 2) (2) (2) 2
8V xu? =¥ - {_ lﬁzu 1(9214 ) ( lﬁue +”i2+lr92ur )}%}
5 rﬁgﬂf) 5 Ple r dr r rdrd 6
1{ Ll az <2>> (182»& lﬁzu(”ﬂ
r 5 AL Mra{ ar  ar r ok 8909¢ J

(1)

(1)

3\

)
RO L L A T Lo
r 0 g T T |®
1 1 ﬁu(l ou't) ﬂu(l)
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2 =177 Y90 T ag |0
1 (1 1)
l u 5) un 2o AL c.
sl o " g
( (1) (1 (1) (1) (1)
u(l)(‘%‘_aJr“i 1w, ) 1)(1%_5’% ) .
o\ or r o r d0 6 d¢ ar :
() (1) m ()
axu®=A 4+ (1)(1z9u 1 duy ) ur1)<au0 +“L_l‘9”r ) e b
“\r a0 "5 a ar ror 96
(1 (1) (1) (1)
N (1)(lo"u du, )_u(l)<lﬁuz _15”0 ) e
r\s ar T ar "\roo sa)]" )
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y ar 96 5 ¢
M -M 1ouV  oulV M 1oul 1 auf)
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Y o ¢ ar Yy r a0 6 224
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10u?  ou® 1ou® 1 0uf)
MU><u<2>—M( e, + M| ——— - ——% Jey+ (O)e.. 102
[ | Noar ~ or "“\roao s a o+ (O)e, (102)
Equation (94) can be projected into three vector directions to obtain
&u(,z) M,,&uiz) 1&p(2) p(l) M,,&uil) r?ugl) ugl)ﬁugl) (1)(91451) u(ﬁl) (?u(,l) (1)
= - - | Y+ |-\ +u, —+—| ——-u
at 5 da y or 5 ot 5 ot " ar  r| oe
21 Ful? 1ou? 1P| 1| 1P Pul?
_ —_ + — PR - -1t
rladar r 960 r 96 Sl 6 al ator
L& ﬁzu(r2) N lz?uiz) _ u(rz) i l&u(gz) L 1 Fu ( 1 Fu (2 (103)
a9 " r or 2?9 rr?r&& 5(9r(9{
o) Myouy  1ap?® pWimyaul) aul) || uVou) ) oul) (1)(,45,” aug‘))
— = - |+ — |- | T+t +u, | —+—
ot S d¢ yr 90 S ¢ ot S oL r 90 "\ r ar
£ 1 lo"zugz) 1&214(92) (9214592) u(gz) 1(9145,2) 1(9214(,2)
Slrocoe & o2 ar? P oor dr  rordé
1#u® 14?1 (92u(2) 1 #Pu®
I B el 1, (104)
ra@or r* 90 r* 96 rﬁaﬁﬁé’
Wl i L ap® Ty ] [l ol
—_— = — | ——— 4 — [ | =—— U —= v __ 2z
ot S 9L ys I vy 6 9 ot 5 dL "o r d0
22 1(9145) r&zu(2 (91422) &zuiz) l&zugz) 1(9214(02)
S al 5ara§ ar ar r 96 83609¢
140 1 0d? 1 PP 1 Pu?
53,—’+—’+ - (105)
6dfdr ré d¢ rb‘o”{ﬁ& & d¢
Retaining terms at the zeroth order in & leaves us with
(
2 2 2 1 1 1
&zuﬁ ) B %&ui ) B 8u£ ) _ lap@) . ﬂ %&u(r ) N z?ug]) ﬁé’ufl) N (1)19u(rl) N @(6@!5 ) B u(1)>
oz 8 9L ar  y or 5 al ot S o " ar  r\ae °
A2 M, ou? P 1 ap@ Of p, oul oul) uV ould ul gut) uld oul)
o T _ o P P 1T (T | | e R P oo 2 T . (106)
al 5 d¢ at yr 960 vy &6 ¢ Jt 6 9L ro d60 r ar
5?&21452) M, &uiz) &uiz) 1 &p(z) p(l) M, &uil) &uil) usl)&uil) u(gl)c?uil) (1)&1421)
— - — = — _ | —— 4 — —_ 4 — u
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where terms involving the ratio M,/ S are kept, being non-negligible. Solving the second-order equations requires greater
algebraic detail. By scrutinizing the right-hand side of Eq. (106), it may be seen that several quadratic combinations of
trigonometric functions appear. Such combinations give rise to both time-dependent and steady terms. An example would be
the 2 cos?(k,,,t) term which can be recast as 1+cos(2k,,,). To briefly sketch the procedure followed, the solution in the radial

direction will be outlined.

After substituting the first-order solution on the right-hand side of Eq. (106), one recovers, for the steady part,

2 _ —] R L S A A
v dr 2k2 V(=M r " o
1M, . dull = J,l e

— b, {X sin(X;0) + X; cos(X,0)},

y 87 00 T 2Pk(1-M)? S

p(') (9u(,1) 1
y gt 2¥(1-M,)’

Tl n[e¥r cos(X;0) - 17,

and

(107)

(108)

(109)
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(])u(gl) 1 ( 1 >2m2 5
— —=——|—| =/ |1+ 2Xr§—2 Xl X; s 110
fy 201 -M,)*\ vk,,) P nll+e e cos(Xid)] (110)

where J,, stands for J,,(k,,,r) and its primes denote derivatives with respect to the radial coordinate. In this context, we have

(1) 4 (1) 2.2

Uy’ du 1 1
— = m—JJ + e e = 2e%* cos(X.) ],

Sy 3 STl (1 + 24— 2% cos(X;0)] (111)
r ﬁ@ 2(1 _Mh) ‘ykmn r

(1) 5, (1) 1 XL o X,{

u,’ du It e’ sin(X; r cos(X;
= — (2 ,§)2 {(Xf—xﬁ).e—+(xf—xf)M+ZXiX, ; (112)
5 9 29(1-M)*X;+X)) sin(X;{) sin(X;{)

and
ou'!
H—r_ T + 28— 254 cos(X,0)]. (113)

u =
r or 2k2 ’y2(1 Mb 2 mY m

Equation (106) can now be rewritten as

&Zu(rZ) Mb (91152) 1 m2 2 kimxf ’ "
2 T o 2 - T kmn - JWL‘]m _J + Jme
s s a2, r X+ X

mn

2 2m* Mk
+{ﬂ2 <ﬂ+ Ty o2 XZ)JJ—ZJJ”} <

r3 m- r2 S mn“*i mY m
2 XX, MX,\
Xcos(X;{) +kmn< il I;X )J J! X% sin(X; §)} (114)

Note that the term involving the partial derivative with respect to time has been removed because of our focus being on the
steady flow. Equation (114) is a second-order linear PDE that is subject to

u(rZ)(r, 0,0) =0; ugz)(r’ 9’00) = finite. (1 15)

A straightforward solution may be obtained using the method of undetermined coefficients. The steady part reads

(- 1) m* L Xo=X; ,
_2 + kmn 2 J Jm J + Jm‘]m
r + Xz

1 M r
@ —  {ox (2X ——”) 116
u, 2k,2,m'}’2(1 —Mb)2 r r S > ( )

+ Ar’l[ex,g sin(X;0)] + Ar,z[exrg cos(X;0) — 1]

where

( m

A 1| [Xx(268X,- Mb)] J +[28X,(M, - 25X,)]( 5 Jd + JmJ;;>
=
Br ~+ kmn(Mb - 5Xr)[Mb(X,2 + X%) - kmn]‘]m‘];,n

. ~ (117)

A=) ) Ny : :
"1+ {2”’—2 52()(? -X*+ gbx,) + KM, OX(XF + Xf)}]mj,;
I
\
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FIG. 3. Steady second-order approximations for (a) radial and (b) tangential velocities. The scale on the left axis corresponds to an injection Mach number

of 0.3 while that on the right is set to display the M,=0.03 and 0.003 cases.

and

B,= (X2 + X)) X7 + (M, — 8X,)%]. (118)
In like manner, the steady streaming velocity in the tangen-
tial direction may be extracted from Eq. (106). Collecting the
steady terms from the right-hand side of Eq. (106), one gets
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Equation (106) can now be rewritten as
Au? M, u?
— - =T(), (123)
o2 " 5 oL
with
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Equation (123) can be carefully solved to obtain
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(125)
Bo= X2+ X)X + (M, - 5X,)*].

For the sake of illustration, Fig. 3 displays the second-
order radial and tangential velocities at r=0.4, 6=(1/3),
and 6=0.000 647 versus the axial coordinate at three head-
wall injection Mach numbers. The radial velocity exhibits an
interesting trend, displaying alternating spatial excursions
that shift outwardly toward increasingly more positive val-
ues. This behavior is most apparent in the case of M,=0.03
[dashed line in Fig. 3(a)] where the radial velocity starts
vacillating around u,~0.25 and then u,=~0.75 in the short
span of z=[0, 1]. The same pattern is repeated in the cases of
M,=0.3 and 0.003, but the positively shifting excursions are
masked in the corresponding graphs by the relative scales.
These particular trends suggest that when fluid particles con-
vect downstream, away from the injector face, the second-
order flow field becomes increasingly influenced by a steady
radial velocity that pushes the fluctuations outwardly toward
the sidewall.

In order to compare the first- and second-order boundary
layer flows, it may be useful to consider the entire wave
structure at one particular instant of time. Figures 4 and 5 are
snapshots of vector fields representing the first tangential
mode of oscillation for the first- and second-order solutions,
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FIG. 4. First-order traveling wave vector plot at z=0.01 and three headwall injection Mach numbers of (a) M,=0.3, (b) 0.03, and (c) 0.003.

respectively, taken at fixed z=0.01, =1, and 6=0.000 647.
In Fig. 5, only the steady portion of the second-order solu-
tion is shown. Note that the first-order solution in Fig. 4
spins in a counterclockwise fashion as a consequence of the
convention assumed in the exponential time dependence. The
vector traces shown here have comparable patterns that are
merely reoriented in the polar plane with successive de-
creases in the headwall injection Mach number. Velocity vec-
tors moving from one nodal point to the other are identified
in all three plots. These patterns stand in sharp contrast with
the second-order results shown in Fig. 5, where the velocity
vectors display distinctly dissimilar motions. In the cases of
M,=0.3 and 0.03, the flow pattern is dominated by an in-
ward pointing radial velocity drawing mass toward the
chamber’s centerline with a slight clockwise swirl velocity
that is noticeable in the M,=0.03 case. At first glance, this
pattern would appear to retard the first-order motion whose
wave structure rotates in a counterclockwise direction. Al-
though a similar conclusion is reported by Maslen and
Moore,22 a closer examination of the flow behavior seems to
suggest the contrary. Note that Fig. 5(c) displays a strong
outward pointing radial velocity with a similar counterclock-
wise swirl velocity. The disparity between Figs. 5(a)-5(c)
suggests a closer look at Fig. 3. In plotting the second-order

wave travel

radial component, it is seen that the velocity near the head-
wall fluctuates between positive and negative quantities. At
z=0.01, deep within the boundary layer, the two larger injec-
tion Mach number cases fall in a negative u, swing, whereas
the smallest Mach number case falls in a positive swing. The
corresponding arrowheads are inward pointing in Figs. 5(a)
and 5(b) but outward in Fig. 5(c). However, outside the
boundary layer, the arrowheads are always outward pointing
as corroborated by the outer limit of #®, namely, the induced
streaming solution.

It should be recalled that streaming flows and the focus
of this investigation are normally associated with a second-
order steady rotational flow that is independent of viscosity.
To extract these terms from the second-order flow solution,
the limit is taken as the boundary layer coordinate ap-
proaches infinity. One obtains

i? = limu®

{—

m* X -X; m* o,
-\ +kmn—2 I J —3 Lo+ d
r X2+ X

4X,(2X, - My ) v*ky, (1 - M,,)?
Ar,2
2K, V(1= M,)*

(126)

wave travel

FIG. 5. Steady second-order velocity vector plot at z=0.01 and three headwall injection Mach numbers of (a) M,=0.3, (b) 0.03, and (c) 0.003.
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FIG. 6. Total vector plot in the outer region illustrating the behavior of (a) the purely inviscid potential approximation up to the second order and [(b) and (c)]
the same total potential solution augmented by the streaming contribution. Results are shown for =1, n=1, £=0.1, M,=0.3, and 5=(a) 0, (b) 0.006 47, and

(c) 0.0647.
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Reflected in Egs. (126) and (127) is a second-order steady
flow that is deprived of viscous damping terms. Streaming
flow investigators often refer to solutions similar to these
limiting expressions as second-order “potential” solutions,
although they are not totally independent of viscosity. Fig-
ures 6 and 7 display the radial dependent streaming terms as
a function of & and M. The plots in Fig. 6 correlate to the
streaming term in the radial direction for £=0.01, m=1,
n=0, and a Mach number of (a) M,=0.003, (b) 0.03, and (c)
0.3. Recalling the expansion defined through Eq. (8), the
order of magnitude of the first order potential solution is set
by £=0.01. With this in mind one identifies that the second
order terms would need to be of O(1073) before having an
appreciable impact on the first order flow field. As displayed
in Fig. 6(b), the necessary condition is met when M,=0.03
and 6=0.000 647. When M;,=0.3, a common condition in
liquid rocket engines, the magnitude of ﬁ(rz) is significant
enough to affect the first order potential solution for all &. Yet
contrary to what was seen in Flg 6, the azimuthal compo-
nent of the streaming solution, i, , does not reach a magni-
tude that can appreciably inﬂuence the potential motion. This
behavior is displayed in Fig. 7.

To illustrate the impact of the streaming solution re-
stored in the outer limit, _(r ) and ﬁ(gz), on the total potential
flow solution, Fig. 8 is used to display vector plots of the
second-order approximation first without streaming (a),
and then with streaming and either (b) §=0.006 47 or (c)
6=0.0647. All results are shown at £€=0.01, M,=0.3, t=1,
m=1, and n=0 (first order tangential and zeroth order ra-
dial). In Fig. 8(a), only the total potential flow is depicted to
second order. The results are found to be nearly identical to
the first-order potential solution and to the patterns in Fig. 4
where the first-order viscous solution is shown. This agree-
ment reflects the diminutive nature of the second-order po-
tential flow contribution. When streaming effects are ac-
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FIG. 7. Streaming velocity in the radial direction shown at several injection
Mach and acoustic Reynolds numbers. Results correspond to m=1,
£=0.01, y=1.4, and an injection Mach number of (a) 0.003, (b) 0.03, and (c)
0.3. The scale on the left axis is specified for the =0.000 647 case while
that on the right corresponds to the 6=0.006 47 and 0.0647 cases.
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FIG. 8. Streaming velocity in the tangential direction shown at several
injection Mach and acoustic Reynolds numbers. Results correspond to m=1,
£=0.01, y=1.4, and an injection Mach number of (a) 0.003, (b) 0.03, and
(c) 0.3.
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counted for, Figs. 8(b) and 8(c) bring into perspective the
behavior of the total potential flow (to second order) com-
bined with the streaming velocities, 1752) and 17(82). It is quite
evident in Fig. 6(b) that, when we use a typical value of
0=0.006 47, the streaming motion can markedly alter the
fundamental flow structure observed in Figs. 4 and 8(a). The
velocity vectors are pushed outwardly in all directions with
the effect being most pronounced in the area around the
nodal line where the potential flow vectors are mostly radial.
The flow patterns in Figs. 4 and 8(a) comprise two regions
with respect to the axis of rotation, an upstream region where
the flow is directed toward the core, and a downstream re-
gion where the flow is outward. With the superposition of the
streaming correction in Fig. 8(b), a reversal in the direction
of flow upstream of the centerline may be noted. This flow
reversal may be attributed to the large streaming amplitude
resulting from the use of a relatively sizable e=0.01. In stark
contrast with Fig. 8(b), no streaming consequences may be
linked to Fig. 8(c), where the viscous parameter is increased
to 6=0.0647. At first glance, the diminishment in streaming
intensity with successive increases in o appears to be para-
doxical, or perhaps counterintuitive, because secondary
flows are rooted deep within the viscous boundary layer.
Upon further scrutiny, however, one realizes that increasing
d'leads to a smaller penetration number as expressed through
Eq. (90). Decreasing the penetration number S, reduces the
boundary layer thickness and, thereby, the depth of penetra-
tion of the rotational segment through which streaming is
generated.

In Fig. 9, three diagrams are provided to help visualize
the key regions of interest. In Fig. 9(a), we seek to isolate the
coupling between streaming and radial waves. Being radially
outward in all directions, streaming opposes the radial veloc-
ity waves in the right-hand side sector of the domain, thus
leading to a decreased local wave speed. By the same token,
it enhances the radial wave in the left-hand side sector, where
it promotes further growth in the radial velocity. In Fig. 9(b),
the coupling with the tangential wave is examined. Given
that streaming in the outer region is accompanied by small
clockwise rotation [see Fig. 5(c)], its superposition on the
counterclockwise motion of the tangential waves gives rise
to regions with tangential velocity defect or excess, in the top

Egs. (37), (50), (126) and (127)

.
—=>

outer, potential flow region:

(a) (b)

S
[
= inviscid, irrotational, time-oscillating field
g +
2 viscous, rotational, steady, streaming field
=
2z >
A
Vd

Eqs. (87), (116) and (125)

(c)

FIG. 9. (Color online) Sectors in which oscillatory waves are enhanced or weakened by virtue of streaming. These illustrate the outcome of interactions
between (a) radial and (b) tangential velocities with the streaming motion. For example, in part (a) the radially outward streaming contributions act to
decelerate the radial wave in the right half while accelerating it in the left half. In part (c) the main regions of interest are delineated along with their pertinent

equations.
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and bottom halves of the domain, respectively. In practice,
the coupling configurations shown in Figs. 9(a) and 9(b) oc-
cur simultaneously, thus leading to the patterns shown in Fig.
8(b). Finally, to summarize the results obtained heretofore,
Fig. 9(c) is used to delineate the main regions of interest and
their pertinent solutions. For example, within the boundary
layer region, the viscous treatment is most relevant. Appli-
cable solutions include Eq. (87) for the first-order traveling
wave solution and Egs. (116)—(125) for the steady, second-
order transverse velocities. In the outer region, the complete
potential flow solution is depicted as the sum of the inviscid,
irrotational, time-dependent field, given by Egs. (37) and
(50), and the viscous, rotational, steady streaming field given
by Egs. (126) and (127).

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, closed-form analytical solutions are de-
rived to describe the behavior of secondary flows generated
by parallel wave incidence over a uniformly injecting head-
wall. Of particular interest is how the streaming motion af-
fects the oscillating field, especially in the tangential and
radial directions. From the flow patterns depicted in Figs. 8
and 9, some interesting results may be inferred. Along the
nodal pressure line [equator line in Fig. 8(a)], the flow field
is heavily dominated by radial velocities. Specifically, it is
shown that along the nodal lines the flow is directed toward
the center of the chamber on one side and out from the center
on the other. Assuming that the velocity is proportional to the
gradient of the pressure, a conclusion about the correspond-
ing wave form may be inferred. In Fig. 8, the region where
the velocity vectors are counterclockwise corresponds to a
positive pressure region with the peak amplitude occurring
along the outer circumference. Conversely, in the region
where the flow is clockwise (down below the nodal line), a
negative pressure region is formed with the troughs occur-
ring along the outer circumference as well. Along the nodal
line, where the velocity vectors converge or diverge, a tran-
sition from a positive to a negative pressure region is real-
ized. We note that the second-order streaming flow for a
traveling wave is axisymmetric, with a strong outward point-
ing radial component. Therefore, in the case where the sec-
ondary flow is large enough to influence the first-order oscil-
lations, the radial coupling along the nodal line is affected
the most. In the absence of streaming, an observer situated at
the north or south poles [Fig. 8(a)] will witness the largest
tangential velocities sweeping by. In the presence of stream-
ing, the flow will no longer be tangential as it gains an out-
ward pointing radial component near the poles [Fig. 8(b)].
Along the equator line, the potential flow that is originally
radial will be either enhanced or weakened downstream and
upstream of the core, respectively. The result is a steepened
wave form similar to that described by Pierce™ in the case of
a plane wave. It should be noted that as per Fig. 3, the sec-
ondary flow is one order of magnitude smaller than u'’.
Recalling that the problem is linearized by the ratio of the
pressure fluctuations to the mean pressure, &, terms at the
second order in & are small. This will remain true until the
peak-to-peak amplitudes of the pressure oscillations become
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comparable to the chamber pressure, as reported in Clayton’s
data'® and other experimental measurements taken in liquid
rockets.

Our work clearly demonstrates the origination of stream-
ing flows induced by tangential oscillations near a liquid
rocket engine faceplate. Solutions to the first and second-
order boundary layers are presented and discussed. The sec-
ondary flow patterns are found to increase the first-order
pressure gradient in some areas and to decrease it in others.
This process is associated with a steepening of the wave
profile. Experimental evidence in the above discussion sup-
ports the development of a traveling wave form that displays
a sharp pressure spike followed by a long shallow trough.
Our study calls for further investigations to relax some of the
limiting assumptions used here. Since tangential wave struc-
tures can steepen when interacting with an injector faceplate,
a more elaborate model may be required to obtain a complete
solution for the fully steepened waves. A theoretical model
that mirrors the analysis provided here can also be pursued to
capture the motion of standing transverse waves in chambers
with headwall mass addition. These models as well as others
involving nonuniform injection are hoped to be discussed in
forthcoming work.
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