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I. INTRODUCTION 

In recent years the many physical and chemical processes involved in steady-
state flame propagation have been recognized. This does not mean that the 
problem of describing a flame has been solved, for major difficulties still remain. 
The difficulties are of two kinds: (1) our ignorance of the details of the chemical 
processes and (2) our inability to handle satisfactorily the complex mathematical 
equations which are required to describe the system. A variety of methods of 
attack have been developed, and it is the purpose of this review to delineate 
the methods which are aimed at solving the mathematical problem. 

1 This research was conducted under the auspices of Project Squid, jointly sponsored by 
the Office of Naval Research and the Office of Air Research under contract N6-ori-105, 
T.O. III . Its publication has been authorized by Mark M. Mills, Technical Director of 
Project Squid, Princeton, New Jersey. 

2 Present address: Armour Research Foundation, Technology Center, Chicago, Illinois. 
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A perspective of the field is possible only with recognition of the numerous 
assumptions and approximations found in the various theories. The plan of this 
review is to state in Section II the fundamental laws which should form the 
basis for flame propagation theory and then to outline the approximations used 
by various authors for the purpose of obtaining a mathematical solution. In 
Section III the problem is considered from the point of view of mathematics, 
in order to understand the mathematical problem involved. On the basis of the 
major assumptions the theories are divided into three groups—comprehensive, 
thermal, and diffusional—which are discussed in Sections IV, V, and VI. In 
these sections consideration is given to the theories from the first proposed in 
1881 to those recently advanced. 

When possible, the notation of the individual author has been followed. How­
ever, for the sake of clarity and because in some instances notation varies from 
paper to paper of a single author, certain changes in the original notation have 
been made. The following terms are used consistently throughout the review: 

t = time coordinate, 
x = space coordinate, 
v = velocity of gases relative to the flame front (except in Section II), 
p = density, 
T = specific volume, 
p = pressure, 
T = temperature, 

M = mass rate of flow (ml~2Cl), 
X = heat conductivity (except in Sections IV,A and VI,B), 
Cp = heat capacity at constant pressure, 
c, = heat capacity at constant volume, 
fi = coefficient of viscosity (except in Section VI,E), 

D = diffusion coefficient for a binary mixture, and 
R — gas constant. 

The subscripts O and 1 indicate conditions at the cold and hot boundaries of 
the flame, respectively. The subscript m indicates a mean value. 

I I . GENERAL EQUATIONS AND SIMPLIFYING ASSUMPTIONS 

x, y, z = space coordinates, 
u,v,w = components of velocity in x, y, z directions, respectively, 

q = Vu2 + v2 + w2, 
e = specific internal energy, 
i = specific enthalpy, 
I = total enthalpy, including heat of formation, 
Ui = concentration of the ith component, 
Vi = diffusion velocity of the ith component, 
E = activation energy, and 

R' = gas constant divided by effective molecular weight of gas. 

The solution of the problem of steady-state flame propagation requires con­
tributions from the fields of fluid dynamics, chemistry, and mathematics. Inas-
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much as flame propagation may always be interpreted as chemical reaction in 
a flowing gas, the basic equations of fluid dynamics must be used for a descrip­
tion of the system. The problem differs from that of ordinary compressible flow, 
however, because of the reaction processes occurring in the system, and these 
processes must be investigated and described by the methods of chemistry. 
Finally, since the fluid dynamical and chemical processes require mathematical 
description, usually in terms of a system of differential equations, contributions 
from the field of mathematics are necessary for the solution. 

A. The basic equations of fluid dynamics and the generalizations and simplifications 
required for their use in theories of one-dimensional, steady-state, 

non-viscous flame propagation 

The analysis of the phenomenon of flame propagation is conveniently begun 
with a consideration of the fluid dynamical differential equations required for 
the description of the system (24, 73). Except at discontinuities the classical 
equations of fluid dynamics govern the behavior of the motion of a medium in 
which the gradients of velocity and temperature are small, so that the forces in 
the gas are due entirely to pressure and not at all to viscosity and thermal con­
duction. This means that there is no friction and the entropy of the element re­
mains unchanged. External forces such as gravity are not taken into account, 
nor is energy loss by radiation. The equations express the principle of conserva­
tion of mass, Newton's law of conservation of momentum, the principle of con­
servation of energy, and the particular form of the equation of state. They are 
expressed in rectangular coordinates as follows, where pt = dp/dt, nx = du/dx, 
etc.: 

Pt + (pu)x + 0 ) „ + (pw), = O (mass) (1.01) 

Ut + uux + VUy + wuz + - px = 0 (momentum) (1.02) 
P 

Vt + UVx + vvy + Wv1 + - pv = 0 
P 

Wt + UWx + VWy + WW1 + - Px = 0 
P 

[P(1Aq2 + c)], + [PU(Mq2 + *)]. + MHq2 + i)]„ + IpW(1Aq2 + *")]. = 0 

(energy) (1.03) 

pr = R1T (equation of state for ideal gas) (1.04) 

The theories of flame propagation require the following modifications and 
simplifications of equations 1.01-1.03. The modifications are necessary because 
of the character of burning; the simplifications are made to facilitate mathemati­
cal solution. 

(a) The problem is assumed to be one-dimensional, so that all quantities de­
pend, in addition to the time t, only on one space coordinate x, so that the com-
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ponents v and w of the velocity vanish. This assumption enormously simplifies 
the mathematical problem. 

(b) A steady-state flow is assumed, so that all quantities are independent of 
t, and the system of partial differential equations is reduced to a set of ordinary 
differential equations. This assumption eliminates the important class of prob­
lems of combustion occurring in non-steady flow. 

(c) If velocity gradients exist, terms for the contribution from viscous friction 
must be included in equations 1.02-1.03 (27, 74). The theories of flame propaga­
tion generally assume that the velocity gradients are small and may be neglected, 
and the viscosity term which remains even in the one-dimensional equations 
of momentum and energy is ignored. 

(d) The temperature gradient through the flame zone is large, so that a term 
providing for change in energy in an element of the gas because of heat conduc­
tion must be included in equation 1.03. 

Equations 1.01-1.03 may now be modified according to modifications (a) to 
(d) above, giving the following one-dimensional steady-state equations which 
include the effects of viscosity and heat conduction: 

(pu)s = 0 (conservation of mass) (1.05) 

(pu2 + p — IxUz)x = 0 (conservation of momentum) (1.06) 

\puQ4,u2 + i) — IiUUx — XTY]1 = 0 (conservation of energy) (1.07) 

(e) The chemical nature of the gas changes across the flame zone. The first 
consequence of this is that energy is liberated, and the rate of heat liberation 
must be included in the energy equation (equation 1.07). 

The second consequence is that the concentration of each component of the 
gas becomes a variable of the problem and it is necessary to state equations of 
continuity for a certain number of the components. For the steady-state condi­
tion, the equation of continuity is the mathematical statement that the rate of 
accumulation of a component in an element of gas is equal to zero. Each equa­
tion of continuity contains three terms, which express the change in concentra­
tion of the component because of (i) mass flow, (U) diffusion, and (Hi) chemical 
reaction. For a system of n components, the n equations of continuity, taken 
with the fact that mass is neither created nor destroyed in chemical reactions, 
imply the conservation of mass (51). It is not necessary to state n equations of 
continuity for a gas mixture containing n components. Following Hirschfelder 
and Curtiss (51, 52, 53) in their analysis of the number of equations required, 
one writes for the equation of continuity for the ith component 

^ Mv + F,-)] = Ki (1.08) 

where n,- is the concentration of component i, v is the velocity of flow, Vi is the 
diffusion velocity of the t'th component, and K{ is the rate of production by 
chemical reaction of the ith component. 
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Let Ji = rii(v + Vi)/M. Then equation 1.08 can be written: 

M ^l = Ki where i = 1,2, ••• s (1.09) 

There are various relations among the Ki. Hence not all the Ji are independent. 
The number of linearly independent Jt (i.e., the number of equations of con­
tinuity required) will be equal to s — g', where g' is the number of independent 
relations among the Kf. If there are g kinds of atoms present there are g relations 
of the form 

X) VikKi = 0 where k = 1, 2, • • • g (1.10) 
i 

where va is the number of atoms of the fcth kind in a molecule of the ith kind. 
Equation 1.10 expresses the fact that atoms are conserved in a chemical reaction. 
Certain groups of atoms may go through the chemical reactions intact and should 
therefore be treated as single atoms. The number of effective atoms in a system 
is therefore r < g. The number of independent equations 1.10, g', is the number 
of independent components in the sense of the phase rule: g' = r — s + 2. 

However, if the chemical kinetics of the system involves I chemical reactions 
and their reverse reactions, it is found that there are at most I linearly inde­
pendent Ki. This is seen by writing for the chemical reactions 

PiAi] + AiP] + • • • &;[s] *± 7,I3-[I] + ,„[2] + • • • + VsAs] ( l .n) 

/3,-y and TJU- are constants which are either positive integers or zero, [i] indicates 
a molecule of i. The subscript j indicates the j i h chemical reaction. I t can be 
shown that Kt can be written 

i 

Ki = "£ (va - Pu)Tj (1.12) 

where 

ft = Zy(TVi"^*' • • • jA" 

TJ being an expression for the rate of the j i h reaction. Thus any Ki is determined 
by I reactions. 

The result of this analysis is that the actual number of linearly independent 
Ji is either I or (s — g'), whichever is smaller. 

The third consequence of the changing chemical composition across the flame 
zone is that since concentration gradients exist across the flame, the effect of 
diffusion should be included in the equations of continuity and energy. If, as 
in many theories, all molecules are assumed to have the same size and weight, 
it is not necessary to include diffusion in the energy equation. 

B. Simplifying assumptions used to effect solutions of the equations for 
one-dimensional, steady-state, non-viscous flame propagation 

The theories of flame propagation discussed in this paper are concerned with 
the flow problem as stated in equations 1.01-1.04, but modified according to the 
generalizations and simplifications (a) to (e) above. However, certain difficulties 
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are encountered upon attempting to use the equations thus modified, and as a 
result various further approximations are introduced. The types of assumptions 
or approximations used distinguish the theories. 

The difficulties occur in the problem because the reaction rate is a function of 
the temperature and of the concentrations of the components taking part in the 
reaction. The majority of combustion processes consist of a set of reactions pro­
ceeding simultaneously, and include not only the molecules of the original com­
ponents but intermediate particles. I t is therefore necessary to have a knowledge 
of all reactions occurring in the flame and of the dependence of their rates on the 
temperature and on the concentration of the reacting particles. Studies of chem­
ical kinetics have supplied such complete data in only a few instances. Further­
more, it is not certain that it is valid to use for reaction rates in a flame the rates 
as measured for the same conditions of temperature and composition in a static 
system. It may be that in a flame the successive reactions occur so rapidly that 
the internal degrees of freedom of the intermediate species do not have time to 
adjust to the local temperature (52, 53). 

The expression for dependence of rate on temperature and concentration 
varies according to the individual reaction. Therefore the differential equations 
which mclude the rate expression become dependent on the special form of the 
equation for the reaction velocity and it is not possible to expect from the solution 
of the differential equations universal expressions for flame characteristics, since 
they will vary according to the reaction mechanism. 

In general, the rate expression for a single reaction has the form 

where Bi is a constant and the /3,- represent the number of molecules of species i 
involved in the reaction. Furthermore, the heat conductivity, the heat capacity, 
and the diffusion coefficient are functions of temperature and concentration. Con­
sequently the differential equations are non-linear and an exact analytical solution 
presents great difficulties; hence further simplifying assumptions are required. 

Of the further simplifications used, some are of such a nature that one aspect 
of the mechanism of flame propagation is emphasized to the relative exclusion 
of another. In fact, current'theories can be classed conveniently and more or 
less sharply according to which of the assumptions listed in the following para­
graphs are used. 

(/) Generally the limiting case of a constant-pressure flame is assumed. In 
all theories discussed in this paper it is assumed that u and px are small and that 
the orders of magnitude of u, u2, (Mux, and ^ux with respect to the other terms are 
such that certain terms may be neglected in equations 1.06-1.07. i is replaced by 
/ to indicate that, since heat is liberated, the enthalpy term must include the 
heat of formation. Then the momentum and energy equations for a system in 
which transfer of energy by diffusional processes is not considered are written: 

p = constant (momentum) (1.13) 

(pul - \TX)X = 0 (energy) (1.14) 
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Substitution of typical values into equations 1.06 and 1.07 will show that this 
assumption is not unreasonable (12, 13). 

(g) A reaction rate law of a relatively simple model, such as the unimolecular 
or bimolecular rate law, may be used, or a single gross reaction may be substi­
tuted for the actual sequence of intermediate reactions. 

Qi) From kinetic theory, the expression Dp = \/cp, relating thermal conductiv­
ity, diffusion coefficient, density, and specific heat, is known to be valid for gas 
mixtures containing molecules of equal size and weight. This relation, only ap­
proximately true when the molecules are not equal, is sometimes employed, with 
the result that the equations of continuity and energy assume the same form. 
The mathematical problem is thus reduced to one of solving a single type of 
differential equation (97, 114, 115, 116). 

(i) There are two limiting mechanisms for flame propagation (83). Thermal 
theories hold that the process of heat conduction is the most important physical 
process involved in the transfer of the reaction zone from one layer of gas to the 
next. Diffusion processes are not considered, and the concentration of a given 
component at a point is assumed to be governed only by flow and reaction 
processes. 

Very often thermal theories use the concept of ignition temperature. I t is as­
sumed that heat produced by chemical reaction is conducted to the unburned 
gas so that the temperature is raised to the ignition temperature, Ti, whereupon 
the gas begins to react. The zone preceding the point at which the ignition 
temperature is reached is called the preheating zone, and the zone following the 
ignition point is called the reaction zone. The early theories (30, 33, 66, 67, 85, 
90) regarded the ignition temperature as a characteristic physical constant of 
the initial gas mixture. It is now known to depend upon the experimental condi­
tions under which the heat is liberated. The reaction rate was assumed to be dis­
continuous at the ignition point, jumping from zero in the preheating zone to a 
finite value in the reaction zone. Moreover, the reaction rate was often assumed 
to maintain a constant value in the reaction zone as the temperature increased 
from Ti to T1. In view of the present conception of the dependence of reaction 
rate on temperature, these ideas are at best approximations to actual conditions. 
Actually, the rate is not an explicit function of t or x, and its dependence upon 
these variables cannot be obtained before integrating the equations. Conse­
quently, erroneous or inadequate expressions were introduced for the reaction 
rate. 

The demarcation of the flame zone into two zones is often useful as an ap­
proximation for the modern thermal theories (5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 32, 54), as well as 
for theories which emphasize diffusion processes (42, 43, 97, 115, 116). The com­
bustion process is considered to have an induction period, during which the initial 
mixture must be prepared for ignition, not only by an increase to the required 
temperature but by the accumulation, through diffusion from burning layers or 
the establishment of equilibrium with the initial components, of active inter­
mediate particles. During the induction period it is assumed that the chemical 
decomposition is small, say less than 1 per cent. At the point of ignition the con-
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centrations of the active chain carriers and the reaction velocities of the inter­
mediate reactions have become so large that the combustion reaction suddenly 
accelerates. At this point the reaction is assumed to begin. The modern concept 
does not regard the ignition temperature as a characteristic physical constant 
for a mixture. Neither is it expected that the ignition temperatures occurring in 
a flame should agree with those obtained for the same initial mixtures by other 
methods, such as adiabatic compression of the mixture (61). In those methods 
the intermediate products necessary for ignition must be formed solely by thermal 
processes. In flames more favorable conditions prevail, since the intermediate 
particles are supplied also by diffusion from the reaction zone. 

Some modern thermal theories avoid an explicit statement of the expression 
for the reaction rate by substituting an experimentally determined value for 
the thickness of the reaction zone (32, 42). 

(j) The other limiting mechanism holds that the flame velocity is determined 
principally by diffusional processes. It is postulated that active atoms and 
radicals produced by dissociation in the hot burned gases and by chain branching 
diffuse into the fresh gas and cause it to react explosively (4, 9, 42, 43, 104, 105, 
106, 107). The diffusional theories generally neglect the energy equation and use 
instead an assumed function, frequently an average value, for the temperature. 

Diffusional treatments of flame propagation may be classified according to the 
treatment of the role of the active particles which participate in the elementary 
reactions of the combustion process. The particles are generally chain carriers, 
and this fact further complicates the problem, with the result that such simplify­
ing assumptions as the following are made: 

(fc) If a chain reaction without branching is assumed to occur, two methods 
of treatment have been used: 

(i) The instantaneous concentration of the active particles is assumed to 
be determined everywhere in the flame by the equilibrium of the active 
particles with the initial reacting substances (76). The same treatment 
may be used when the concentration is determined by the quasi-
stationary methods of Bodenstein, the necessary condition for the 
validity of this treatment being the short lifetime of the active particles, 
so that the stationary concentrations are established rapidly in com­
parison with the velocity of the reaction (115). 

(M) Equilibrium concentrations of active particles are assumed at only one 
point in the flame zone—for instance, at the hot boundary where the 
reaction reaches completion—and the particles diffuse from that point 
into the colder layers of gas (4, 104, 105, 106, 107). In support of this 
viewpoint an estimate by Jost and von Muffling (56, 58) shows that 
more than ten times as many particles can reach the colder layers of 
the flame zone by diffusion as would be there in equilibrium. Gaydon 
and Wolfhard (41) obtained evidence from absorption spectra that in 
low-pressure flames the concentration of OH radicals just in front of the 
reaction zone is higher than that calculated thermally. 

(I) If chain branching is assumed to occur, the velocity of the chain-breaking 
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reaction is taken to be the limiting factor which determines the flame velocity 
(108, 109). When there is an accumulation of active particles which are connected 
with the initial reacting substances not by stoichiometric but by kinetic equa­
tions, it is necessary to take account of the recombination of the centers. In order 
that it may be possible to speak of a chain-branching reaction in which gradual 
autoacceleration of the reaction occurs, it is necessary that the recombination 
be small in comparison with the branching when the branching has reached, say, 
70 per cent of completion. Otherwise the branching and recombination determine 
a quasi-stationary concentration of the active centers and one has instead the 
type described in (k)(i) above (115). 

(m) The heat capacity, the coefficient of heat conductivity, and the diffu­
sion coefficient are often assigned constant mean values. This is done for reasons 
of mathematical simplicity, but also because in many instances the exact be­
havior of the coefficients X and D for multicomponent gas mixtures is not yet 
known. Current work on transport properties of multicomponent gas mixtures 
may provide accurate expressions for X and D (31, 81, 112). 

(n) Thermal diffusion, which is caused by the temperature gradient and by 
which molecules of the heavier gases diffuse in the direction of decreasing temper­
ature and those of the lighter gases in the other direction, is neglected. 

(o) The gases are assumed to be ideal. 

C. Boundary conditions; stability; classification of theories 

In order to obtain a particular solution of a set of differential equations it is 
necessary to specify a single set of boundary conditions. The mathematical 
problem of determining the values of the dependent variables in a flame is, how­
ever, an eigen-value problem, which requires an additional set of boundary con­
ditions. Selection of appropriate boundary conditions, particularly at the cold 
boundary, is not necessarily simple. 

I t is generally assumed that the fresh gas moves from — °o to + °o, with the 
change from fresh gas to burned gas occurring in a zone contained in this region. 
Usually pressure is assumed constant and the boundary conditions chosen are 
the values at the hot and cold boundaries of the variables temperature and con­
centration and their derivatives with respect to x. The correctness of a theory is 
often tested by comparing the predicted value of the flame velocity with a meas­
ured value. The flame velocity or normal burning velocity, V0, is defined as the 
linear velocity of displacement of the flame front with respect to the fresh gas 
entering the combustion zone, in a direction normal to the flame front. Detailed 
discussion of methods of measuring flame velocity may be found in the literature 
(1, 2, 3, 43, 59, 79, 98). 

The inlet or cold-boundary temperature and composition being known, by 
assuming thermodynamic equilibrium at the hot boundary and either adiabatic 
combustion or a known heat loss, it is possible to compute the temperature and 
composition at the hot boundary. Thus the specification of the values of the vari­
ables at the two boundaries is relatively simple. Furthermore, it is generally 
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agreed that temperature and concentration approach asymptotically the equili­
brium values at the hot boundary; thus, dT/dx = O at x = <*>. 

Specification of the gradients at the cold boundary is more difficult, and a variety 
of conditions are used. Expressions for chemical reaction rate of the form 
Z?iexp(—EZRT)UI1UT,2 do not vanish at T = T0, so that, mathematically speak­
ing, the gradients are finite, although in actuality no measurable reaction occurs. 
Some authors nevertheless take the gradients to be zero at x = — <x> and avoid 
this difficulty by neglecting the contribution to the reaction at the lower temper­
atures. Others start the solution at a finite point and assign gradients at that 
point. 

I t may be that the cold-boundary conditions are related to the stability of the 
steady state. Frequently a flame travelling down a tube changes from deflagra­
tion to detonation, and conceivably this transition is brought about by an in­
stability of the steady state (38, 53). According to Emmons, Harr, and Strong 
(38), changes in the temperature gradient at the cold boundary can result in 
a transition to detonation or extinction. Hirschfelder and Curtiss (51, 52, 53) 
suggest that the presence of a flame holder is necessary to establish a steady state. 
They define a mathematical flame holder which extracts an amount of heat pro­
portional to the temperature gradient at that point. Lewis and von Elbe (77, 78) 
have discussed the means by which a two-dimensional flame is stabilized by such 
a solid object. Their argument is that when the flame is too close to the stabilizing 
body the flame loses thermal energy and chain carriers to the stabilizer, with the 
result that the flame velocity is lowered, the gas velocity is everywhere greater 
than the flame velocity, and the flame is driven back. If the flame is too far 
from the stabilizer, the flame velocity somewhere exceeds the gas velocity and 
the flame moves forward. In the equilibrium or stable position, at one point on 
the flame surface the gas velocity and flame velocity are equal, while everywhere 
else on the surface the gas velocity exceeds the flame velocity. 

No more consideration will be given to the question of stability in this paper, 
but it should be remembered that the proper choice of boundary conditions may 
be linked with the question of stability. 

The theories of steady-state flame propagation have been divided into three 
groups according to their major assumptions. Those classed as comprehensive 
theories have in common the fact that both heat conduction and diffusion proc­
esses are considered, with various degrees of rigorousness, and an attempt is 
made to deduce a priori a complete description of a flame produced by a stated 
reaction or a stated class of reactions. Ideally, the solution of these equations 
provides expressions for the temperature, the pressure, the velocity, and the 
concentration of all components as a function of x. 

Thermal and diffusional theories emphasize, respectively, the heat conduction 
and the diffusion processes of the system. These theories often attempt not the 
a priori deduction of all properties, but the devising of a general expression for 
a particular property, usually the flame velocity. Frequently experimentally 
determined properties such as width of flame zone, induction period, or ignition 
temperature, or assumed properties such as a temperature, are introduced into 
the theory. 
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I I I . MATHEMATICAL CONSIDERATIONS (25 , 40 ) 

e = specific internal energy, 
g = energy of formation at absolute zero, 

E = e + g = total internal energy, 
i = specific enthalpy, 
I = i + g = total enthalpy, 
S = entropy, 
u = velocity of gases in x direction, 
U = velocity of reaction front, 
e = fraction of burned gas in the mixture, 

K — rate of reaction, and 
v = u—U. 

I t has long been observed (18, 20, 34, 35, 84, 85) that under ordinary circum­
stances the flame in a tube filled with combustible gas and ignited at one end 
propagates at a low velocity of a few meters per second. Under certain circum­
stances this normal combustion process or deflagration changes over to a process 
in which the flame front moves with a very high velocity, 2000 m. or more per 
second. This high velocity process is called detonation. A theoretical explanation 
based on hydrodynamic processes of these two types of propagation was pro­
posed independently by Chapman (22) and Jouguet (64, 70). 

It is not the purpose of this paper to consider the process of detonation in 
detail, but since the explanations for the phenomena of detonation and deflagra­
tion follow from the same mathematical reasoning, detonation will be included 
in the discussion. A detailed exposition of the mathematical theory of detonation 
and deflagration waves in gases has been given by Courant and Friedrichs (25, 
40), and their treatment will be followed here. 

It is assumed initially that the chemical reaction takes place instantaneously, 
that is, that there is a sharply defined front between fresh and burned gas. This 
is analogous to the transition of uncompressed to compressed gas across a shock 
front. The essential difference from a shock transition is that the chemical nature 
of the gas on one side of the front differs from that on the other; hence (1) the 
internal energy function e(r, p) for the burned gas differs from that of the fresh 
gas, and (2) the chemical reaction influences the energy balance. After discussing 
the theory on the basis of this assumption of a sharply defined front, the conse­
quences of assuming that the reaction takes place gradually over a zone will be 
examined. 

The relations describing the transition from state 0 to state 1 correspond to 
the laws of conservation of mass, momentum, and energy. If the one-dimensional 
process is observed from a coordinate system moving with the front, the laws of 
conservation of mass and momentum are identical with those for shock fronts: 
namely, the jump conditions 

PoV0 = PiVi = M (2.01) 

where M is the mass flux through the surface, and 

Po + PoWo = Pi + Pi^i (2.02) 
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The law of conservation of energy for the process is written 

£<0,Oo,Po) + Poro + V2vl = Em(rllPl) + Pln + Mv\ (2.03) 

where the total internal energy is assumed to be a known function i? = Em(r,p) 
for the fresh gas and E — Ea)(r,p) for the burned gas. 

From the mechanical conditions (equations 2.01 and 2.01) the relation 

(Pi - PO) / (TI - T0) = - P V = -P2Ô 2O (2.04) 

is obtained. Equation 2.04 implies that the pressure and specific volume increase 
or decrease in opposite directions. From this equation it follows that two different 
types of processes are compatible with the conservation laws,—those in which 
both pressure and density increase, called detonations, and those in which both 
pressure and density decrease, called deflagrations. 

Equation 2.02 may be written as 

(Pi - PoV(W1 - U0) = -PoV0 = -PiVi (2.05) 

which shows that for detonations the velocity of the gas decreases when the re­
action front sweeps over it and that for deflagrations the gas is accelerated away 
from the reaction front. 

Certain assumptions concerning the nature of the energy function E(r,p) are 
made: namely, that the partial derivatives of E with respect to p and of I with 
respect to T are positive, that is, 

Ep > 0, Z7 > 0 (2.06) 

A second assumption is that the relation 

dE = de = -pdT + TdS (2.07) 

holds, an assumption which is valid if g is independent of p and T. Finally, it is 
required that the process be exothermic, so that for the same pressure and density 
the total energy and enthalpy for the fresh gas are always greater than for the 
burned gas. 

The velocities may be eliminated from equations 2.01, 2.02, and 2.03 and the 
so-called Hugoniot relation obtained: 

Em(Tl,p,) - £ (0)(T0,PO) = -H(TI ~ To)(Pi + Po) (2.08) 

It is useful to form the Hugoniot function, Hm(r,p), for the burned gas. 

Ha)(r,p) - Ea\r,p) - Em(ro,Po) + }4(r - T0)(p + po) (2.09) 

Employing equation 2.09 in equation 2.08, the latter can be written in the form: 

Hm(r,p) = -E(0,(TO,PO) - Ea\n,po) (2.10) 

Suppose T0 and p0 are given. Then n and piwill satisfy equation 2.10 in all 
reaction processes compatible with the conservation laws given in equations 
2.01, 2.02, and 2.03. However, not all values of T and p satisfying equation 2.10 
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actually correspond to a reaction process compatible with equations 2.01, 2.02, 
and 2.03, inasmuch as the condition 

(.Pi - Po)/(n - T0) < 0 (2.11) 

derived from equation 2.04, must be satisfied. A plot of points in a (r,p) plane 
which satisfy equations 2.10 and 2.11 is called the Hugoniot curve. Such a plot 
is shown in figure 1. 

The significance of the deflagration branch of the Hugoniot curve shown in 
figure 1 is now examined. Consider a straight line through the point (T0,PO) and 
its intersection with the Hugoniot curve. If the slope of the ray (p — po)/(r — T0) 

STRONG DETONATION 

JOUGUET DETONATION 

WEAK DEFLAGRATION 

PHAPMAN-JOUGUET 
DEFLAGRATION 

STRONG DEFLAGRATION 

FIG. 1. Hugoniot curve for detonations and deflagrations as given by Courant and 
Friedrichs (25). 

is a small negative number, it will intersect the deflagration branch near the 
point B, which corresponds to a constant-pressure deflagration. On decreasing 
the slope a second intersection will occur. I t can be shown that not more than two 
intersections can occur. Deflagrations represented by first intersection points 
are called weak, and those represented by second intersection points are called 
strong. Weak and strong deflagrations are separated by the point C, the so-called 
Chapman-Jouguet deflagration, at which the two points of intersection eventu­
ally coalesce if the slope is decreased. Similarly, the point D is the Chapman-
Jouguet detonation and separates the regions of strong and weak detonations. 
I t can be shown that in a Chapman-Jouguet process the speed of the burned 
gas relative to the front is equal to the sound speed of the burned gas. Further-



376 MAHJORIE "W. EVANS 

more, for Chapman-Jouguet deflagrations the reaction front velocity V0 and the 
entropy of the burned gas are relative maxima, and for Chapman-Jouguet 
detonations they are relative minima. 

It is seen that reaction processes are not determined by the conservation laws; 
that is, for a given T0 and p0, a set of deflagrations are mathematically compatible 
with the laws of conservation across a discontinuity front. To determine a re­
action process it is necessary to consider the internal mechanism. By this means 
it will be shown that strong deflagrations are not possible, and that weak defla­
grations are possible only for a well-determined velocity V0. This velocity is de­
termined by taking into account the transport properties of the gas. Courant 
and Friedrichs limit the determining property to heat conductivity, but in the 
general case diffusion must also be considered. Bearing this in mind, the analysis 
is continued as given by Courant and Friedrichs. 

Assume that the change of chemical composition takes place not instantane­
ously but over a finite zone x0 < x < X\. The intermediate compositions are 
assumed to be mixtures of burned and unburned gas, where e and (1 — «) repre­
sent, respectively, the fraction of burned and unburned gas. Assume that the 
total energy EU) of the mixture is the sum of the total energies for the burned 
and unburned gases in the mixtures for the same values of r and p: 

Eu)(r,P) = (1 - e)Em(r,p) + eEm{r,p) (2.12) 

The equation is valid if the gases are ideal. 
The rate of reaction K is assumed to be positive and a function of T, p, and e: 

d«/d* = K(T,p,e) > O (2.13) 

A steady process has been assumed; hence 

v d«/dx - K (2.14) 

The flow is from left to right, so that v > O. Therefore 

d«/dx > 0 (2.15) 

It is now argued that the conservation laws (equations 2.01, 2.02, and 2.03) 
hold throughout the process, the laws being written in the same way, with v„ 
pt, and T, replacing Vi, pi, and n, where the subscript e indicates the value of 
the quantities at the point x, where the mixture ratio has the value e. 

Relations analogous to equations 2.04 and 2.08 are obtained: 

(Pe ~ Po)Z(T. ~ T0) = -M2 (2.16) 

and 

EU)(T„V.) - Ei0)(T0,po) = -H(T. - T0)(P. + Po) (2.17) 

According to equation 2.16 the reaction is represented in the (r,p) plane by a 
straight line of slope 

dp , /dT, = (p, — PO)/(T. - TO) (2.18) 
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If we differentiate equation 2.17 and use equations 2.12, 2.18, and 2.07, we obtain: 

For 6 = 1, the right-hand side is positive, from equation 2.15 and the assumption 
that the reaction is exothermic, i.e., that 

E™(rup0 > EVfapd 

For a deflagration dr(/da; > 0. Hence equation 2.19 implies 

dS/dr > 0 for « = 1 (2.20) 

It is now shown that the inequality 2.20 excludes the possibility of strong 
deflagrations. Consider point C in figure 1, representing the Chapman-Jouguet 
reaction. For Chapman-Jouguet processes the equation 

dp/dr = ( p - pa)/(T - T0) (2.21) 

holds, in which the differentiation is along the Hugoniot curve. From equations 
2.09 and 2.07 one can derive the identity 

dHa)(r,p) = TdS + V2[(T - T0)dp -(p- p0)dr] (2.22) 

and using equation 2.21 in equation 2.22 one finds: 

dS = 0 at points C and D (2.23) 

Next differentiate along the Hugoniot curve the relation 

2T dS/dr = (p - p») - (T - T0) dp/dr (2.24) 

obtained from equation 2.22. This gives 

2T d2S/dr2 = - (r - T0) d
2p/dr2 at C and D (2.25) 

since dS/dr = 0 at points C and D. 
Now any ray through (TO,PO) with a slope greater than that of the ray passing 

through C intersects the Hugoniot curve in two points. Therefore 

d2p/dr2 > 0 at C and D (2.26) 

with the differentiation again being taken along the Hugoniot curve. Since for 
a deflagration T > TO one finds from equation 2.25 

d2S/dT2 < 0 at C, d2S/dr2 > 0 at D (2.27) 

The equality sign of equation 2.27 may now be excluded as follows: The equation 
of state may be written as a function of r and S; thus p = g(r,S). Differentiating 
along the Hugoniot curve gives 

dp/dr = gT + gaST (2.28) 

and at C and D, since »ST = 0, 

d2p/dT2 = g„ + gsSrr at C or D (2.29) 
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Under the assumption that gTT > O, equation 2.29 shows that pTT and S77 

cannot vanish simultaneously at C. Equation 2.25 then indicates that they can­
not vanish at all. Hence 

d2p/dr2 > O at C or D (2.30) 

and 

d2S/dr2 < O at C; d2S/dr2 > O at D (2.31) 

From equation 2.31 one sees that equation 2.20 implies that the point (TI,PI) 

is the first point of intersection of the ray through (ro,po) with the Hugoniot 
curve for « = 1. Thus the process is a weak deflagration and strong deflagrations 
are impossible. Courant and Friedrichs show that the physical meaning of their 
argument is that a transition from (ro.po) to the second point of intersection 
(Ti,pi) on the Hugoniot curve for e = 1 is not possible unless the ray passes 
through a region corresponding to e > 1, and this would be meaningless. 

Finally, one wishes to determine if from a set of weak deflagrations one with 
a particular velocity only is possible. To do this the model of the reaction zone 
must be refined further. The preceding arguments assumed that no reaction 
occurs until the point x = X0 is reached and that at that point the reaction rate 
suddenly assumes a positive value. If one considers the actual process from the 
point of view of a thermal theory, as the authors do, a picture nearer reality is 
that the fresh gas is heated by conduction, and only when it has reached a suf­
ficiently high temperature does the reaction rate assume a noticeable value. 
That weak deflagrations are indeed subjected to one additional condition which 
depends for a thermal theory essentially on the heat conductivity is illustrated 
by the following considerations: 

The differential equations for the one-dimensional steady-state burning in 
which there are only two components, reactant and product, and in which heat 
conductivity and viscosity but not diffusion are considered, may be written 

pv = M (2.32) 

pv2 + p - nvx = P (2.33) 

pv(y2v
2 + I(l)) - HWx -\TX=Q (2.34) 

vex = K(T,p,t) (2.35) 

where M, P, and Q are constants. Equations 2.32, 2.33, and 2.34 are just the 
integrated forms of equations 1.05, 1.06, and 1.07, except that the total enthalpy 
Iu), which includes the energy of formation and is dependent on e, replaces the 
enthalpy i of equation 1.07. Equation 2.35 is the same as equation 2.14. The gas 
is assumed to be ideal; hence T = pr/R'. 

If M, P, and Q are known, equations 2.33, 2.34, and 2.35 are three differential 
equations of the first order for the variables v, T, and «. All other quantities can 
be written in terms of these variables. The boundary values v = v0, p = Po, 
p = po, and « = 0 for the fresh gas are prescribed at x = — oo ; in the same way 



THEOEIES OF STEADY-STATE FLAME PROPAGATION 379 

v = Vi, p = pi, p = pi, and € = 1 for the burned gas are prescribed at x = + =°. 
A solution is sought over the whole range — « < x < + °° which must approach 
x = ± cc in such a way that Vx, Tx, and «x approach zero. For this to be possible 
it is required that K vanish for e = 1 and for T = T0, p = p0, « = O. Then the 
constants M, P, and Q can be expressed in terms of the boundary conditions. 
Since it is required that M, P, and Q have the same values for state 0 and state 
1, three conditions are thereby imposed on the boundary conditions. 

Now consider a constant-pressure deflagration, so that equations 1.13 and 
1.14 replace equations 2.33 and 2.34. Then by introducing t and T = pr/R' as 
independent variables, equations 2.33 and 2.34 become: 

\TX - MI(,) = -MIm = -MI™ = constant (2.36) 

Mt, = VK(T,p,<)/TR' (2.37) 

Equations 2.36 and 2.37 are combined to give: 

dT/de = M2(7 (0 - Im)R'T/\Kp (2.38) 

The problem is to find a solution of equation 2.38 which satisfies T = T0 for 
e = 0 and T = Ti for t = 1. The values T0 and Ti are restricted by the require­
ment that the complete enthalpy does not change, i.e., 7<0) = 7(1). I t is now seen 
that there is only one particular value of M for which the solution just assumes 
the value T = T0 for e = 0 and T = Ti for e = 1. That is, there is only one 
point on the deflagration branch of the Hugoniot curve which is possible, and 
the extra condition to be imposed is that M should have the particular value re­
quired for the solution. Thus the flame velocity V0 = M/po is completely de­
termined in its dependence on X, p, T0, Po, I(<), and K. 

The mathematical problem is thus to find expressions for the dependent vari­
ables T, v, e, and p which satisfy the differential equations and the two sets of 
boundary conditions, together with the value of M which makes it possible to 
satisfy these conditions simultaneously. In other words, it is an eigen-value 
problem for M. 

IV. COMPREHENSIVE THEORIES 

A. The theory of Lewis and von Elbe (76) 

No3, N0, No3 = concentration of O2, O, O3, respectively, 
Eoi(T) = heat of decomposition of 1 mole of ozone, 
E0(T) = heat of recombination of 1 mole of oxygen atoms, 

w = rate of formation of oxygen, 
Kc, Kp = equilibrium constants in terms of concentrations and partial 

pressures, respectively, 
m = mole ratio (moles 02/moles O3) in original mixture, 
« = degree of completeness of the reaction, varying from O in 

the unburned gas to 1 in the burned gas, 
E = energy of activation, and 
Z = number of collisions per unit volume per unit time between 

0 and O3. 
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Lewis and von Elbe in this theory were the first (1) to reject the concept of 
ignition temperature and to introduce explicitly the expression for the reaction 
velocity as a function of temperature and concentration, (2) to consider the 
effect of diffusional as well as heat conduction processes and to use the equations 
of continuity, and (S) to suggest that active atoms and radicals in the name 
diffuse into the fresh gas and play an important role in bringing the fresh gas 
to a reacting state. 

The authors consider the simple exothermic ozone-to-oxygen reaction, for 
which they have measured flame velocities at various pressures and initial 
temperatures (75). The postulated mechanism is: 

(a) O3 *± O2 + O 

(b) O + O3 = 2O2 

The simplifying assumptions are as follows: 
Assumption 1: Pressure is assumed constant. 
Assumption 2: The heat capacity of the gas mixture is given a constant value 

equal to the mean heat capacity of O2 in the temperature range. 
Assumption S: The equilibrium represented by equation (a) is assumed to 

exist across the whole flame zone. The problem is thus reduced to the case of a 
single reaction, and the velocity of the flame is determined by the progress of 
reaction (b). The authors state their intention of developing a theory in which 
diffusion of atoms or radicals into the unburned gas is decisive in initiating the 
chemical reaction. However, as Zeldovich, Frank-Kamenetsky, and Semenov 
(114, 115) point out, because of this assumption of equilibrium (a) it is necessary 
to consider the diffusion only of the initial reactant (O8) and the final product 
(O2). The single equation of continuity is written: 

- ^ (2V0l») +fe(p ^ f ) + w = 0 (continuity) (3.1.01) 

The equilibrium equation is written 

Kc = N0N0,/N0s (equilibrium) (3.1.02) 

Assumption 4' The diffusion coefficient for the diffusion of oxygen in the gas 
mixture is taken to be that for its diffusion in a gas consisting entirely of oxygen 
molecules. It is thus independent of composition, though not of temperature. 
It is written 

D - n02Xo,/3 = C1I^Vp (3-1-03) 
where Q01(T) is the average velocity of the oxygen molecules at temperature T, 
Xo2 is the mean free path in a gas consisting of oxygen molecules, and Ci is a 
constant numerical factor. This expression is valid for molecules of equal size 
and weight. 

Assumption 5: It is assumed that the total thermal and chemical energy per 
unit mass is the same at every point in the flame. This assumption, which is ex­
pressed in algebraic form, makes it unnecessary to consider the differential equa-
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tion of energy, and hence simplifies the mathematical problem. The equation 
is written as follows: 

^08JVo3 + E0N0 = (A ô8 + 1.52V0, + 0.5N0)C11(T1- T) (energy) (3.1.04) 

This hypothesis is equivalent to the requirement that Dp = X/cp (97, 114). 
Lewis and von Elbe (80) are of the opinion that there is always an excess en­
thalpy, and that this excess constitutes the energy barrier which prevents igni­
tion of explosive gases by infinitesimal sources. However, the assumption that 
Dp = \/cp is taken as a reasonable approximation. 

Assumption 6: If the thermal dissociation of oxygen molecules in the com­
pletely burned gas is neglected, the equation of state becomes: 

NQt + N01 + N0= (N0J1T1ZT (3.1.05) 

Equation 3.1.05 is approximated by 

A'o, = (N0J1T1ZT (state) (3.1.06) 

This approximation is most serious at low temperatures, where the relative con­
centrations of ozone are high. 

Assumption 7: The principle of conservation of mass may be written 

v/T(l + 0.5« + m) = constant (3.1.07) 

where 

0 < « < 1 and e = 0 at x = X0 

e = 1 at x = Xi 

Equation 3.1.07 is approximated by 

v/T = constant (conservation of mass) (3.1.08) 

Assumption 8: According to the assumption that reaction (b) is the rate-
determining reaction, the rate of formation of oxygen by chemical reaction, w, 
is determined by the frequency of collision between oxygen atoms and ozone 
molecules and by the probability of reaction occurring upon collision. Every 
successful collision produces two molecules of oxygen. Therefore the rate is 
written 

w = 2Ze-EIBT (3.1.09) 

where 

Z - 2AT0 N0z <r2 (2TRT
 M° + ^ 0 1 Y " (3.1.10) 

\ M0M03 I 

a being the average diameter of the molecules O and O3, and M0 and M03 repre­
senting the molecular weights of the oxygen atom and the ozone molecule, re­
spectively. 

The dependent variables are T, v, N01, N03, and A 0̂ (or alternatively for A 0̂, 
p). The set of equations is composed of equations 3.1.01, 3.1.02, 3.1.04, 3.1.06, 
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and 3.1.08. Equations 3.1.03 and 3.1.09 are substituted into equation 3.1.01. 
Combining equations 3.1.02, 3.1.04, and 3.1.06 gives 

N - (NoMTiZT)C9(T1-T) ( 3 i n ) 

°* Kc E0Zi(N0MTi/T)] + Eo, 

and 

N0 K9Cp(T1 - T) ( 3 j 
KeEoZ[(NoMTi/T)} + E0, 

Let y = (dT/dx)D/T\ Then by combining equations 3.1.01, 3.1.06, and 
3.1.08 one finds: 

-y(dy/dT) + DwZF(N0J1T1 - 0 (3.1.13) 

Let the cold-boundary condition be dT/dx = 0 at T = To. Then from equation 
3.1.13 one finds: 

2/2=2 fl*7^FdT (3-L14) 

JT0 1 (N02h T1 

After introducing equations 3.1.03, 3.1.09, 3.1.10, 3.1.11, and 3.1.12 into equa­
tion 3.1.14 and computing the numerical factors, the equation for dT/dx be­
comes, in degrees per centimeter: 

£ - 7.17 X .0- C,?> ' f p J f ^ ^ f »M« 
The curve for T as a function of x is obtained by integrating equation 3.1.15 

graphically, plotting dx/dt versus T, and again integrating graphically. This 
procedure implies the introduction of a second boundary condition, two condi­
tions being required for the particular solution of a second-order differential 
equation. This condition is essentially that T = T0 at x = — » . Curves for N08 , 
-No2, A ô, and p as functions of x are readily obtained. 

In order to determine v as a function of x, it is necessary to determine the value 
of the characteristic constant of equation 3.1.08. This constant, taking into con­
sideration assumption 7, may be considered equivalent to the eigen-value M 
which, as has been shown previously, should be determined by requiring the 
solution of the differential equation to fit two sets of boundary conditions. As 
a result of assumptions 6 and 7 the differential equation 3.1.13 does not contain 
the variable v or the characteristic constant. Consequently, only one set of condi­
tions, namely T = T0 and dT/dx = 0 at x = — °°, was required to obtain a 
solution of the equation. The physically plausible conditions at the burned end, 
T = T1 and dT/dx = 0 at x = w, are not imposed. Figure 2 shows T versus x 
as obtained by Lewis and von Elbe (76). I t is seen that the curve near the burned 
side does not behave as it would be expected to from physical considerations. 

The flame velocity, V0, is obtained by considering that the number of ozone 
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molecules entering the flame front per unit time is equal to the number reacting 
per unit time. Thus 

vo{J\0lh = / — ax = ;* ' ^L ^L a r (3.1.16) r-KT \ f1 w
 A f w da; , „ 

Upon the introduction of expressions for w and dx/dT an expression is obtained 
for Vo which can be integrated graphically. 
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FIG. 2. Dependence of T on x for the ozone flame, as calculated by Lewis and von Elbe 
(76). 

TABLE 1 
Comparison of experimental and calculated flame velocities for flames of mixtures of ozone 

and oxygen according to Lewis and von Elbe (76) 

P 

mm. Hg 

624 
2560 
495 

3760 

To 

'K. 

300 
427 
302 
468 

Ti 

°K. 

1239 
1343 
1922 
2044 

m 

3.054 
3.054 
1.016 
1.016 

TO 

Experimental 

cm./sec. 

55 
158 
160 
747 

Calculated 

cm./sec. 

253 
451 
333 
664 

Table 1 gives a comparison of observed and calculated flame velocities ac­
cording to Lewis and von Elbe. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the mathematical treatment of the problem is 
not entirely satisfactory, since the mass flow is not obtained by requiring the 
solution of the set of equations to fit boundary conditions at both limits of the 
flame zone, the observed and calculated flame velocities are of the same order 
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of magnitude. Therefore it would seem that this method of solution gives a first 
approximation to actual behavior, at least in the lower temperature regions. 

B. The theory of Zeldovich, Frank-Kamenetsky, and Semenov (97, 114, HS, 116) 

L = heat of combustion of 1 g. of initial mixture, 
Q' = heat of reaction (calories/molecule of reactant), 
h = heat of reaction (calories/gram of reactant), 
w = rate of reaction (molecules of reactant/cm.8 sec), 
a = molecules of reactant/cm.3, 
7 = thermal diffusion constant, 
S = collision number, 
Z = impact coefficient; number of collisions/cm.3 sec, and 

nr/np = (moles of reactant/moles of product) by the stoichiometric equa­
tion. 

The theory of flame propagation as developed by Zeldovich and Frank-
Kamenetsky (114,116) has been discussed at length by Semenov (97); the latter's 
discussion will be followed here for the most part. The theory assumes the re­
action model nA = B + C • • • , for which the reaction order may be zero, first, 
or second with respect to A. Intermediate reactions or particles are not con­
sidered. 

Assumption 1: Pressure is assumed constant. 
Assumption 2: The number of molecules does not vary during the reaction. 

This restriction is later removed to allow the number to change in the ratio 
nr/nv. 

Assumption S: cp and X are constant; hence X/cp is constant. This restriction 
is later partially removed by assuming that X/cp has a mean value in region I, 
defined below, and is equal to the value Xi/(cp)i in region II . 

Assumption 4: X/c,, = Dp, This assumption has the effect of reducing the 
number of differential equations from two to one by replacing one of the differ­
ential equations with an algebraic equation. Later this restriction is modified 
to allow 

(K/cp)/DP = AfB 

A and B being constants. 
Assumption 5: It is assumed that there is a temperature T,- very near to Ti, 

below which there is practically no reaction. T,- is essentially an ignition temper­
ature which is used not as a physically significant constant but as a mathematical 
device for approximate computation. T,- does not appear in the final expressions. 

The single second-order differential equation is solved by dividing the integrat­
ing range into two sub-intervals. In region I, in which the temperature rises 
from T = T0 to T = T,- and x varies from — =o to O, there is no reaction. Region 
II, in which reaction occurs, extends from T = 7\- at x = 0 to T = Ti at z = d. 
From x = d to x = <x> the reaction rate is zero, the temperature constant, and 
the solution obvious. 
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Assumption 6: I t is assumed that in region II for T,- near in value to Ti it is 
possible to neglect the mass flow term with respect to the reaction and heat con­
ductivity terms. 

The equations of continuity, energy, state, and mass are written as follows, 
after taking into consideration assumptions 3 and 4: 

d 2 ? d ? 
Dp-A -M-^-W = O (continuity) (3.2.01) 

Lpr-Mf + ^-O (energy) (3.2.02) 

Cp UX ClX Cp 

p/po = To/T (state) (3.2.03) 

pv= M (conservation of mass) (3.2.04) 
By assumption 4 one may obtain an algebraic relation between the temper­

ature and the composition of the mixture in the following way: Define the 
variables 8 and a as follows: 

8 = cp(T - T0)ZQ' (3.2.05) 

and 

cc = ao/po - a/p (3.2.06) 
Substituting equations 3.2.05 and 3.2.06, equations 3.2.01 and 3.2.02 may then 
be written: 

Dp^-M^ + w = 0 (3.2.07) 
ax2 ax 

and 

5»-*£+—" (3-2-08) 
The boundary conditions for equations 3.2.07 and 3.2.08 are prescribed as follows: 

For x= — * , « = 0, 0 = 0 

For x = +co , a = O0/Po, B = Cp(T1 - T0)/Q' 

For the condition Dp = \/cP, equations 3.2.07 and 3.2.08 are identical in form, 
and if the equations and the boundary conditions for a. and B coincide, i.e., a = B 
over the entire interval, then 

cpT + aQ'/p = cpTo + OoQ'/po = cpTt (3.2.09) 

The meaning of equation 3.2.09 is that the sum of the thermal and chemical 
energies per unit mass of the mixture is constant in the combustion zone. That 
is, the relation between the temperature and the composition of the gas mixture 
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in the flame is the same as that for adiabatic behavior of the reaction at constant 
pressure. This is the hypothesis used by Lewis and von Elbe. 

One may now replace the differential equation 3.2.01 with the algebraic equa­
tion 3.2.09. The problem then reduces to one requiring solution of only one differ­
ential equation (equation 3.2.02). 

First consider a zero-order reaction, for which it is not necessary to consider 
the equation of continuity, inasmuch as the rate w is not a function of concentra­
tion. Only the energy equation 3.2.02 is necessary. The integrating range is 
divided into two sub-intervals. In region I, w = 0 according to assumption 5 
and the energy equation is written 

(D ^ - " S - d T - o (3.2.10) 
ax2 X da; 

where at x = - oo, T = T0, and at x = 0, T = T1-. 
In region II, according to assumption 6, the second term of equation 3.2.02 

is neglected and the energy equation is written 

(H) M + «f. = 0 (3.2.11) 
ax2 X 

where at x = 0, T = T1-, and at x = d, T = T1. 
The added condition which determines the eigen-value M is the requirement 

of continuity of heat flow q = —X dT/dx, where the two regions meet. That is, 
it is required that 

(dT/dx)^ = (dT/dx)^,n (3.2.12) 

Upon solving equations 3.2.10 and 3.2.11 and applying the boundary condi­
tions, one obtains an expression for the flame velocity 

Vo = M/p0 = J - y W / ^ d T = i / ^ ^ (3-2-13) 

where 

= - / » d r = - WdT = ^ V / wdT (3.2.14) 

Equation 3.2.13 resembles the expressions obtained by the early theories de­
scribed in Section V,A, if to is set constant over the interval Ti to Tx. 

Now let w be a function of T, according to the expression for a zero-order chem­
ical expression 

w = Se-"" (3.2.15) 

where S, the collision number, is a constant. It is desired to eliminate Ti from 
equation 3.2.13, since it has no physical significance. 

For sufficiently large energy of activation E, such that EfRT1 > 1, the temper­
ature Ti below which the velocity of reaction may be neglected will be near T1. 
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Set c — (Ti — T) and let its values range from (T1 = (Ti — Ti) to 0. Since 
*< T1, 

e-E/RT _ e-ElRTx _ e-EclRT\ (3.2.16) 

Then by equations 3.2.15 and 3.2.16 for a zero-order reaction: 

w = Se-EIRTl • e-E°IBT* (3-2.17) 

This expression for w is now introduced into equation 3.2.14 to give 

I = ™ / e-""T> dT = - ™ / e-""r* da I e-E"RT* AT = - ™ / 
JTi do Jci 

^ i / e^d? = ^ ^j (3.2.18) 
QQ H Jo OQ Hi 

where 

/3 = E<r/RTl and ft = Ec1IRTl (3.2.19) 

With an accuracy sufficient for the problem, set 

j= [ ' f? d/3 = 1 - e-" ^ 1 (3.2.20) 

Then the expression for / for a zero-order reaction is written 

I = (Se~E,RTl/a<))/(RTl/E) (3.2.21) 

whence, according to equation 3.2.13, ô for a zero-order reaction is 

V0 = J — Se~E'RTl ^T1 (3.2.22) 
V Cppo O0(Ti - To) E 

The order of magnitude of error incurred because of the approximation of 
equation 3.2.20 may be indicated by the fact that if C1 = 2RTl/E, then ft = 2 
and j = 0.87, so that there is an error of about 15 per cent in v\. 

Reactions in which w is a function of composition as well as of temperature 
will now be considered. In particular, consider unimolecular reactions for which 

w = kae'EIRT (3.2.23) 

and bimolecular reactions for which 

w = ka2e-EIRT (3.2.24) 

Since a new dependent variable a has been added, one more equation is required. 
This is equation 3.2.09, which expresses a as a function of T. 

By introducing equations 3.2.03, 3.2.09, 3.2.16, and 3.2.23 into equation 
3.2.14, an expression for / for a first-order reaction is obtained. 

I = p *£ e-'i** dT = ke-EIRTi [Tl^ m
 a

 m e-E°!R< dT (3.2.25) 
J Ti CIo JTi 1 1 1 — 10 
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T0/T is taken outside the integral sign and set equal to To/ T1, since T,- is near 
in value to T1. Set 

J= T e+0 djS - 1 - e~^(Pi + I ) - I (3.2.26) 

Equations 3.2.19 and 3.2.26 are substituted into equation 3.2.25 and integrated 
to give an expression for / which, when placed in equation 3.2.13, gives the follow­
ing expression for Vo for a first-order reaction: 

vo = t /2Xfcr0 . - ' " • (RTf? (3.2.27) 

y PoCP T1 (T1 - ToY \E ) 

For the case of ft = 2, setting j equal to 1 introduces an error of 40 per cent 
into V0. 

Some of the restricting assumptions may now be removed. If one allows the 
number of molecules to change in the ratio nr/nP, assigns X and cp the mean 
values X and ~c~p in region I and the value of the burned gases Xi and (Cp)1 in region 
II, and sets (K/cp)/Dp = A/B, the equation for a unimolecular reaction becomes 

and for a bimolecular reaction is 

< h _ jMicJlkao (TX (n,V (AV (RlW «- '" ' (3>2.29) 

* Po;r
3 W W \B)\E ) (T1 - ToY 

It is desirable to consider the conditions for which this method is valid. 
Semenov (97) makes an estimate of the range of application to which the solu­
tion is limited because of the neglect of the mass flow term in the energy equa­
tion 3.2.02 in region II. He concludes that, provided (T1 - Ti)Z(T1 - T0) < 0.25, 
an error no greater than 8 per cent is incurred in v0 from this approximation. He 
next considers the error incurred in neglecting the chemical reaction at temper­
atures less than Tt = T1 — V1 while maintaining the condition C1 < 0.25 (!Ti — 
To). He concludes that for bimolecular reactions the solution is valid only for 
RT1IE < 0.1. Hence for a bimolecular reaction the application of equation 
3.2.29 is restricted to values of E greater than 40 kcal. at T1 = 2000°. For uni­
molecular reactions the conditions are more favorable. 

Belayev (17) applied the theory to the computation of the speed of combustion 
of the vapor of nitroglycol. The heat of combustion of the vapor phase is con­
ducted to the surface of the explosive and causes the vaporization of the liquid. 
The mass rate of vaporization is directly measured by the rate of lowering of the 
meniscus of the liquid, and is assumed equal to the mass rate of combustion of 
the vapor. 

It is assumed that the activated molecule of nitroglycol decomposes by itself 
and the reaction is possible on impact with any particle. The equation for uni­
molecular reactions (equation 3.2.28) is used, except that the steric factor k, 
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instead of being given the first-order value of ~10 1 3 , is replaced by ZN, where 
N is the number of all molecules in a unit volume. The calculated V0 agrees well 
with the measured result, both being about 4 X 1O-2 g./sec. cm.2 

The theory was also applied to the oxidation of carbon monoxide in the pres­
ence of water. The oxidation is assumed to be a chain reaction, the velocity of 
which very soon attains a stationary value, so that the velocity of the reaction 
is completely determined by the temperature and concentration at any point 
in the reaction zone. Zeldovich (97) analyzed the data on the properties of carbon 
monoxide flames and proposed a mechanism which fits the following kinetic law: 

CUCO1] = _ 2 dM = _ dJCO] = Ze_25,ooo/«r [ M [ C Q ] ( 3 2 3 0 ) 

J I 1 I I L 
0 IO 20 30 40 50 60 70 

%C0 

FIG. 3. Experimental and theoretical values of v0 for carbon monoxide-air mixtures ac­
cording to Semenov (97). Curve A shows the calculated values; curves B and C give experi­
mental data obtained by Passauer (92) and Jahn (55). 

Using this kinetic law the theory accounts satisfactorily for experimental 
results of measurements of carbon monoxide flames in which carbon monoxide 
is in excess as well as those in which there is a deficiency of carbon monoxide. 
According to the expressions obtained for v0, va should beproportionalto-\/(H2 0)o> 
where (H20)o is the concentration of water at the original temperature. The 
results of Fiock and Marvin (39) are replotted in this way and give reasonably 
good straight lines. The theory also indicates that for constant per cent of 
moisture content v0 is independent of pressure, and that for constant water vapor 
pressure, v0 varies as l/\/p. This correlation was observed experimentally. Com­
puted values of v0 for various ratios of carbon monoxide and air were compared 
with experimental measurements made by Jahn (55) and Passauer (92). Results 
are shown in figure 3. 
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In this treatment of the carbon monoxide flame the diffusion of the active 
particles H, OH, and O into the fresh gas is neglected. This is in contrast to the 
treatment of Tanford and Pease, who place the emphasis on the diffusion of 
active particles, particularly hydrogen atoms, into the fresh gas (104-107). 

Dugger (36, 37) measured flame velocity as a function of initial temperature 
for propane-air and ethylene-air flames, and compared the curves for the ex­
perimental data with curves calculated by the Zeldovich-Frank-Kamenetsky 
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FIG. 4. Dependence of v0 on Ta (37). Curves AB show experimental data by Dugger; 
curves AC are calculated according to the Zeldovich-Frank-Kamenetsky method; curves 
AD are calculated according to the Tanford-Pease method, using 

Sp»D,-,r = 6.5PH + POH + Po 

The upper set of curves is for ethylene-air, while the lower set is for propane-air. 

theory as well as with curves calculated according to the Tanford-Pease theory. 
Dugger assumed that the controlling step was a bimolecular reaction. He elim­
inated from equation 3.2.29 the terms not dependent upon temperature and 
substituted as approximate relations for the temperature-dependent terms those 
determined for air. In this way he reduced equation 3.2.29 to the form: 

Vo « VTIT?6-""1Z(T1 - r0)3 (3.2.31) 

Figure 4 shows the curves thus obtained. 
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C. The theory of Boys and Corner (21, 28) 

Q = heat of reaction (calories/gram of product), 
E = energy of activation, 
« = degree of completeness of the chemical reaction, varying from 

0 in the unburned gas to 1 in the burned gas, 
K(e, T) = rate of reaction (gram of product/gram of mixture per second), 

W = average molecular weight of reactant, 
w = average molecular weight of product, and 
n = W/w = 1. 

Boys and Corner assume a single exothermic chemical reaction. The diffusion 
of active particles is not considered. In their first paper (21) the diffusion of re­
actant and product is assumed to be small enough to be neglected; in the second 
(23) such diffusion is included in the development of the theory. The method being 
essentially the same in both papers, only the second will be discussed here. 

Simplified models allow analytical solutions by a method of successive ap­
proximations. Three models are used: a first-order rate from a unimolecular 
mechanism, a second-order rate from a bimolecular reaction, and the quasi-
bimolecular form of a unimolecular reaction at low pressures. The accuracy of 
the analytical solution is compared with a numerical solution. 

Assumption 1: Pressure is constant in the system. 
Assumption 2: cv, X, and D are assigned constant mean values. Corner points 

out that D actually varies as T2 or T7/i. 
According to the models and the assumptions, the equations of continuity, 

energy, state, and conservation of mass are written as follows: 

dx 
'M d«~ 
_ v dx_ 

Mde_MK(e,T) 
dx v 

ax2 ax v 

pvW/RTM = 1 + ne 

pv = M 

(continuity) 

(energy) 

(state) 

(mass) 

(3.3.01) 

(3.3.02) 

(3.3.03) 

(3.3.04) 

The two sets of boundary conditions required to determine the solution of the 
equations and the characteristic value M are 

At x = - =o, T = T0, e = 0, de/dx = 0, dT/dx = 0 
(3.3.05) 

At x = »o, T = T1, e = 1, de/dx = 0, dT/dx = 0 

Define the variable G as follows: 

G = e - (D/v) de/dx (3.3.06) 
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McPT - X ^ g - QMG = 0 (3.3.08) 

so that at x — » , G = 1, and at x — — eo, G = O. By substituting equation 
3.3.06 into equations 3.3.01 and 3.3.02 one obtains: 

dG/dx = K/v (3.3.07) 

d_ 
dx 

Integration of equation 3.3.08, using the boundary conditions at x — °°, gives: 
dT 
^ = M{cp(T - T1) + Q(I - G)}/\ (3.3.09) 

By combining equations 3.3.03, 3.3.06, and 3.3.09 v and x can be eliminated 
to obtain an equation for de/dr as a function of «, T, and G: 

j i = XBT(I + ne)(e - G)/DpW{cP(T - T1) + Q(I - G)] (3.3.10) 

Similarly combine equations 3.3.03, 3.3.07, and 3.3.09, using for K(t,T) the 
expression for a first-order reaction 

K(e,T) = Bi(I - e)e-BIBT (3.3.11) 

where B1 is a constant. This gives an expression for dG/dT in terms of e and T: 

dG = Xg1(I - ()PWe-MIRT , . 
dT [MmT(I + ne)[cp(T - T1) + Q(I + G)]} K ' 

Equations 3.3.10 and 3.3.12 are exact for the conditions specified. 
A first approximation to the solution of equations 3.3.10 and 3.3.12, valid 

near the burned end of the flame zone, is obtained by retaining in the equations 
only terms dominant in this region. Thus, near the hot boundary of the flame 
zone the terms T — T1, 1 — G, and 1 — « are small, and they determine the 
behavior of the solution in this region. All other functions of T and e can be given 
values corresponding to T = T1 and e = 1. The simplified equations have a 
solution which, where T-T1 and 1 — e are sufficiently small, approaches the 
solution of equations 3.3.10 and 3.3.12 for the boundary conditions T = T1 

where « = 1. This solution is then substituted into exact equation 3.3.12, so 
that t is eliminated and a separable equation between G and T is obtained which 
can be integrated. This second approximation to the solution is 

nd /ri , , 2 1 + /30 fT -EiBTdT 
~ e <, + „,«,_« + - »_ , , . _ !+£ / X/3Q JT1 T 

1+J® tel (e~SIBT - e-EIBT>) (3.3.13) 
Xj3Q [_ h J 

where 
X = M2R/\BlPW 
/3 = e-ElRTi IXc9T1(I + n) 
7 - ^RT1(I + n)/CpDPW 

"i[( T 
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The solution 3.3.13 satisfies the boundary conditions at the hot boundary, 
but not necessarily at the cold boundary. The parameter M, for which the solu­
tion satisfies conditions at both boundaries, must be determined by requiring 
the solution 3.3.13 to satisfy the boundary conditions at the beginning of the 
flame: namely, that G = O when T = T0. When T is small, near T0, e~

EIBTa is 
negligible in comparison with e~EIBTl. Thus the equation which must be satisfied 
by M and which determines the properties of the flame is 

1 + n - Y2nB = (1 + 0e)(RT1/E)e-"BTl/XpQ 

= (1 + 00)(1 + nKRTJE^TJQ (3.3.14) 

M is found from X, which can be readily determined by trial. Equation 3.3.14 
can be rearranged to give an explicit expression for X, but the expression is 
cumbersome. 

Corner (23) presents calculations which show that for typical values of diffusion 
rates the flame speed calculated by neglecting diffusion is more than twice the 
value obtained if diffusion is considered. 

A similar solution is given by Corner for a reaction which takes place upon a 
sufficiently violent collision of a reactant molecule with any molecule of any type, 
the low-pressure form of a unimolecular decomposition. The rate expression for 
this type of reaction is 

K(e,T) = B3P(I - «)(1 + ne)e~s,BT (3.3.15) 

The solution for this reaction type is equation 3.3.14 if, for this case, 

X = M2R2ZlB3P
2W2 

and 

13 = e-
SIBTl/XTt(I + n)cp 

Also treated is the bimolecular reaction for which 

K(e,T) = B&Q. - e)2e-BIBT (3.3.16) 

Its solution involves numerical computation, and Corner gives tables which 
facilitate the computation. 

Comparison between this approximate method of solution and the exact solu­
tion obtained by numerical integration, for a first-order reaction with typical 
values for the parameters, showed that the approximate method gave a flame 
speed about 5 per cent larger than the numerical method. 

Boys and Corner have treated essentially the same models as Zeldovich and 
Frank-Kamenetsky. This method appears to give a more systematic approxima­
tion to the solution. One advantage of the method of the Russian workers is that 
they consider Dp to be a constant, an assumption which is more nearly correct 
than the assumption of Boys and Corner that D is constant. 
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D. The theory of Hirschfelder and Curtiss (48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53) 

n = number of moles per unit volume, 
k = Boltzmann's constant, 

2/i = rii/n = mole fraction of the ith chemical species, 
rrii = molecular weight of the ith chemical species, 

v = mass average velocity at a point (centimeters/second), 
Vi — diffusion velocity of the iih chemical species, 
Gi = mtni(v + Vi)/M = fraction of the mass rate of flow which is 

contributed by the ith chemical species. 
Wi = ncrriilp = weight fraction of the ith component, 
Ct = specific heat at constant pressure per unit mass of the tth chem­

ical species, 
Hi(T0) = enthalpy per unit mass of the tth chemical species at a reference 

temperature T0, 

Hi = Hi(T0) + / d dT = enthalpy per unit mass of the ith species, 

/3,y = number of molecules of the iih species which react stoichio-
metrically in the j t h chemical reaction, 

kj(T) = rate constant for the j t h chemical reaction, 
fj(T) = n^^k^T) = rate constant for the j ^ chemical reaction modi­

fied for use in connection with mole fractions, 
Ki(yi,T) = ~^2(r)ij — j8,-,-)y'J(T)TJî yV' = total rate of production of moles 

;' 
of the ith species per unit volume due to chemical reactions, 

s = total number of kinds of chemical species, 
g = total number of linearly independent G1-, and 

E = activation energy. 

It is apparent that for chemical process of any complexity, numerical methods 
of solution of the flame equations are necessary. The laboriousness of the com­
putations has for the most part caused the technique to be neglected. However, 
recent development of high-speed computing devices offers the opportunity of 
performing the necessary computations more rapidly. For this purpose Hirsch­
felder and Curtiss have set up general equations for one-dimensional, steady-
state, non-viscous, constant-pressure flames in a form suitable for solution by 
differential analyzers or high-speed digital computing devices (50, 51, 52, 53). 

The equations of these authors differ from those of others in several important 
respects. First, the equations are completely general with respect to number of 
components, number of reaction steps, and order of the reactions. Second, the 
diffusion coefficients are not assigned mean values or set equal to the simple co­
efficients for binary mixtures. Instead, approximate (50, 51) or exact (52, 53) 
equations of diffusion in terms of composition gradients are used. Third, the 
equations are stated in such a way that the chemical kinetics enter only in the 
continuity equations. Fourth, the authors believe that it is not physically reason­
able to separate a stationary flame from the flame holder at which it originates. 
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They therefore introduce at the cold boundary a mathematical flame holder 
with specified properties. 

Numerical results are given for a unimolecular reaction and a bimolecular 
reaction for each of which I, the number of chemical reactions with reverse re­
actions, is equal to 1 (49, 52, 53). The mathematics is much more difficult for 
flames which are propagated by a sequence of reactions. The authors give a 
method for developing an asymptotic solution at the hot boundary which in 
principle could be extended by numerical methods to give a complete solution. 
For systems with complex chemical kinetics this would involve the simultaneous 
determination of a number of eigen-values in non-separable equations (52, 53). 
This is not attempted, but the authors suggest a method for obtaining an ap­
proximate solution. 

The equations for flame propagation are written, with heat capacity assumed 
independent of temperature: 

M— = mi Kiiyj, T) (continuity) (3.4.01) 
ax 

I? S = ? HiGi ~ ( ? HiGi^ (3,4,02) 

or 

^ . - (T - T0) ^ Z C1G1- = M E Ht(T0)Gt - ( Z HiGi)1] 
QX Ki K i i 

(energy) (3.4.02) 

^ = - E ^ - U ^ - V A ) (diffusion) (3.4.03) 
ax n i Da \ nij m,/ 

n = S n,• = p/RT (state) (3.4.04) 

The boundary conditions are specified at the hot boundary, x = <», on the 
assumption that there is complete thermal and chemical equilibrium. At the cold 
boundary, x = 0, there is inserted the flame holder, which has two properties. 
It is a semipermeable membrane through which fuel gases flow freely, but through 
which product molecules cannot pass, so that back-diffusion into the mixing 
chamber is prevented. Furthermore, it acts as a heat sink, extracting a pre­
determined amount of heat, g0 = — \(aT/dx)0, from the flame. 

The rate of flow of each component, m^%i(v + Vx), is the same on both sides 
of the membrane, but before the membrane the diffusion velocities are zero since 
the final composition is constant. Hence the boundary conditions at the cold 
boundary are: 

(Gi)0 = [wli?/ ,Vp]mixing chamber ( 3 . 4 . 0 5 ) 

Note that it is not possible to specify the composition of the gas at the cold 
boundary (the y,), because product gases diffuse back to x = 0. For this reason 
it is difficult to integrate the equations from the cold to the hot boundary. 
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The conditions of equilibrium at the hot boundary are 

K«y,h,T,} - O 

(?;**•*) , -<?^'-»( X E). 
(Gi)1 = [miy<n/p]i 

(3.4.06) 

(3.4.07) 

(3.4.08) 

These three equations are equivalent to the following conditions: 

(dG{/dx)i = 0, (dr /ds) i - 0, (dyi/dx), = 0 (3.4.09) 

Equations 3.4.06 and 3.4.07 must be solved simultaneously in order to determine 
T1, the adiabatic flame temperature, as modified by the heat loss, (X d T/dx)0, 
and the corresponding composition. 

The method of solution of the flame equations 3.4.01, 3.4.02, and 3.4.03 is 
applied to single-stage reactions of the type A —» bB, for which the solution is 
reasonably simple (48, 49, 50, 53). Since only two components are present and 
Ga = 1 — Gb and ya = 1 — Vb, equations 3.4.01, 3.4.02, and 3.4.03 can be written: 

M dGb/dx = mbKb (continuity) (3.4.10) 

^ d T = (1 _ Gb)(Ha - Hb) +Hb- (Hb)1 (energy) (3.4.11) 
M dx 

Gb = wb- (PDat/M)(dwb/dx) (diffusion) (3.4.12) 

If x is treated as a parameter, equations 3.4.10, 3.4.11, and 3.4.12 may be written: 

dGb/dT = \mbKh/M\(l - Gb)(Ha - Hb) + Hh - (Hb)1] (3.4.13) 

dWb/dT = Xwb - Gb)ZpDJ1(I - Gb)(Ha - Hb) + Hb - (Hb)x] (3.4.14) 

For a single-stage reaction, 

Kb = -maKa/mb (3.4.15) 

It is convenient to define parameters e and G: 

« = [ « * - (toj)0]/fl - (wb\) = 1 - (p/na)o(na/p) (3.4.16) 

G = [Gb - Wol/[l - (Wb)0] = « - Pj? J (3.4.17) 

e represents the degree of completion of the reaction. If the reverse reaction is 
negligible, both « and G vary from 0 at the cold boundary to 1 at the 
hot boundary. Finally, define Ha, as the heat released per gram of the fuel gas: 

Hob = ma(Ha — Hb)(na/p)a 

= (Ha,), + \ma(na/P)o[(cP)a - (cp)b}\ (T - T0) (3.4.18) 

Making use of equations 3.4.15, 3.4.16, 3.4.17, and 3.4.18, equations 3.4.13 
and 3.4.14 may be written 
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6.0/dT = -\Ka/M\na/p)0 (1 - G)H* - f ' (cp)bdT 
J T 

de/dT = X(e - G)/PDab (1 - G)H* - f ' (cp)bd
rl 

(3.4.19) 

(3.4.20) 

Equations 3.4.19 and 3.4.20 apply to any form of reaction velocity. Note that 
they correspond to equations 3.3.10, 3.3.11, and 3.3.12 of Corner, with Corner 
giving a first-order expression for K„. 

For a unimolecular decomposition the reaction rate is 

-Ka = Bnae-EIRT (3.4.21) 

Setting the specific heat constant and introducing equation 3.4.21, equations 
3.4.19 and 3.4.20 give for a unimolecular reaction 

d(l - G)/dz = /Si(I - e)/M2[(l -G)-z] (3.4.22) 

where 

d(l - t)/dz = ft[(l - G ) - ( I - e)]/[(l - G) - Z] (3.4.23) 

ft = B\pe-B,BT/(cp)b (3.4.24) 

ft = X/pDaticp), (3.4.25) 

z = KcMHM(T1 - T) (3.4.26) 

In carrying out the numerical integration of equations 3.4.22 and 3.4.23 it is 
helpful to have an approximate value for M. This may be obtained by the 
Corner method or by a modification of it, or by a method proposed by Adams 
(48). Furthermore, to perform the integration it is necessary to know the initial 
derivatives and the solution in the neighborhood of the hot boundary. With this 
information the equations may be integrated systematically toward the cold 
boundary. The correct value of M is the one for which the G-T curve approaches 
G = 0 at the cold boundary. This can be determined with any degree of precision 
by making a sufficient number of trial runs with assumed values for M. 

In place of the hot-boundary conditions in which x is the independent vari­
able, it is necessary to state the conditions applicable to equations 3.4.22 and 
3.4.23. At the hot boundary T = T1, C1 = Gi = 1, and the equations are in­
determinate. One must therefore determine 

. fd(l - Gj) . fd(l - «)' 
Lim < ; > and Lim < : 
2_o { dz ) 2_0 [ °2 

This is done in the usual way by taking the ratio of the derivative of the numera­
tor to the derivative of the denominator and evaluating at T = T1. The condi­
tions at the hot boundary are found to be 

[d(i - «)/d(i - G)J1 = e 
3.4.27) 

[d(l - G)ZdZ]1 = 1 + ( f tWM 2 
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where 

_ (ft),tf217 4QSx)1 V/2 1 , , 

Hypothetical flames involving the first-order decomposition of azomethane 
(C2H6N2 —> C2H6 + N2) (49) and the bimolecular decomposition of nitric oxide 
(2NO ^ N J + O2) (49, 53) were studied in detail. 

Four cases for the azomethane decomposition were considered: (a) no heat 
lost to the flame holder, so that q0 = O; (b) a reasonable amount of heat lost to 
the flame holder (g0 = 10 cal./cm. sec); (c) 50 per cent by volume of inert gases 
introduced with the fuel; (d) the decomposition assumed to take place by the 
autocatalytic mechanism (C2H6N2 + C2H6 —> 2C2H6 + N2). 

Results indicated that at 1 atm. pressure, for cases (a), (b), and (d), the de­
composing azomethane has a large flame velocity and a narrow flame zone. The 
authors suggest that heat is probably released faster than the flame can dis­
sipate it, with the result that a detonation front is formed. For case (c) the flame 
velocity was calculated to be 15 cm./sec. and the flame thickness 0.019 cm. Since 
these are normal values, it is suggested that a stable flame may be possible for 
a mixture of equal parts of azomethane and nitrogen. 

For the decomposition of nitric oxide the equations were modified slightly 
to take into account the reverse reaction. Since equilibrium is established at the 
hot boundary the limiting value of e is not unity but is less than 1, the value 
being determined by the equilibrium constant. For this hypothetical flame it was 
found necessary to require that the temperature T0 be ~800°K. in order to 
increase the burning rate sufficiently so that even the slow flame speed of 10 
cm./sec. be obtained. For <?0 = 0, a hot-boundary value T1 = 30000K. corre­
sponds to an inlet temperature T0 = 8000K. 

Figure 5 illustrates the method of determining the eigen-value M. The value 
of (7No at the cold boundary is 1. At the hot boundary its value is calculated to 
be 0.0564. If the integration is started from the hot boundary with a value M = 
0.004, less than the eigen-value, (?NO reaches unity at a temperature greater than 
the inlet temperature. For M = 0.006, greater than the eigen-value, the inte­
grated (?No is less than unity at T0 = 8000K. It is found that the eigen-value is 
M = 0.0046. This corresponds to a flame velocity of 10 cm./sec. Curves for « 
vs. T, e vs. x, and x vs. T are readily calculated. From these curves the width of 
the flame may be estimated. The flame thickness for the nitric oxide flame was 
found to be about 0.5 cm. 

When the flame is propagated by a sequence or chain of reactions the mathe­
matics is considerably more involved, since there is more than one condition to 
be satisfied at the cold boundary. It is necessary, as it was for the single-stage 
problem, to determine the solution in the neighborhood of the hot boundary 
before numerical integration toward the cold boundary is possible. An asymptotic 
form of the solution of equations 3.4.01, 3.4.02, and 3.4.03 is developed as 
follows (52, 53): 

In the neighborhood of the hot boundary, equations 3.4.01, 3.4.02, and 3.4.03 
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may be considered as linear in (T — Tx), (yt — (y<)i), and (Gt — (G()i) if certain 
requirements of analyticity are fulfilled. Then the functions T, yit and G,- may 
be written: 

T = T1 + Z > e'akX (3.4.29) 

Vi = (y<)i + HtkUlke-akX (3.4.30) 
k 

Gi = (nnwi/p)! + E ** Wa e~*kz (3.4.31) 
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FIG. 5. Determination of the eigen-value M for the nitric oxide flame, according to 

Hirschfelder, Curtiss, Bird, and Spotz (53). 

The ak are roots of the secular equation which will be formed from equations 
3.4.33 and 3.4.39, and the uilc and wik are the constants depending on the &th 

root. 
The tk are arbitrary constants as far as the hot-boundary conditions are con­

cerned. Therefore, let all tk = 0, except one, and substitute the asymptotic solu­
tions 3.4.29, 3.3.30, and 3.3.31 into equations 3.4.01, 3.4.02, and 3.4.03. The 
expressions used for the equations of continuity, energy, and diffusion are de­
termined by the substitutions and by considering the limit of the results of these 
substitutions as T —> T1 (as in equations 3.4.27). This is done since only starting 
values are desired in the neighborhood of T = Ti. The new continuity equation 
is then combined with the new energy equation and with the new diffusion 
equation to give an energy equation and a diffusion equation from which the 
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Wi have been eliminated. Bearing in mind that not all Gi are linearly independent, 
and that the only linear relation among the u( is 

3 - 1 

the energy equation becomes 

w, = - Z Uj (3.4.32) 

Z Li Ui = a V + a\MN - Q (3.4.33) 

where 

Li = Z Hj(Jn - Jy8) (3.4.34) 
J = I 

Jo. = Xm, Z („,-, - fty)/y ^ yf >'yS" • • • (3.4.35) 
3 Vk 

8 

Q = Jl Hi Ai (3.4.3G) 
t - i 

Ai = Xm,- Z ( „ , - fty) ^ ^ " y S " • • • (3.4.37) 

N = id Ot (3.4.38) 
i= i 

Likewise the s — 1 diffusion equations become 

8 - 1 

Qi = Z (<An5,y + AfaXiVy + Ly)Wy (3.4.39) 
3 - 1 

where 

Nn = in Z -%- - ^ (±- - ^ ) (3.4.40) 

L y = £«nii; Z £ _ y{ ± V* ~ J j (3.4.41) 
rrii k-i L>ik A = I Wi* 

Ci = - - ' Z # - + Wi Z J ^ - (3.4.42) 
Wl,- fc=i Dik i = i M * WIi 

There now are s equations 3.4.33 and 3.4.39 and s — 1 of the unknowns «,-. 
For the system to be consistent and a non-trivial solution to exist for these equa­
tions, the determinant, | *S,y |, of the system must equal zero. Since it is assumed 
that such a solution does exist, the permissible values of a are determined as 
roots of the secular equation 

I S^ I = 0 (3.4.43) 
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where the St1- are as follows: 

S„ = a V + cAMN - Q (3.4.44) 

S„ = L1 j = 1, 2, • • • , s - 1 

Su -Qi i = 1, 2, • • • , s - 1 

Sa = a\nba + cxMNu + Lu \ l = ]' J ' 
U — ^ i ^ J • 

•• s - 1 
• • 5 - 1 

(3.4.45) 

(3.4.46) 

(3.4.47) 

Only positive roots, a*, are significant. The a* being known, the «,* and therefore 
the Wik may be determined and an asymptotic solution in the neighborhood of 
the hot boundary obtained. 

In principle this solution can be extended by numerical methods of integrating 
toward the cold boundary to provide a complete solution. For a flame controlled 
by complex chemical kinetics this requires finding the value of M such that 
several cold-boundary conditions are simultaneously satisfied. The amount of 
computation required, even with the aid of high-speed computing machines, is 
considerable; hence the authors suggest another method of approximation. 

Let the approximate solution be characterized by an approximate mass flow, 
Mm, and a set of functions Gf\x) which satisfy the known boundary conditions: 

Gf'(O) = (Gi)0 (3.4.48) 

and 

G?\l) = (Gi)1 (3.4.49) 

M(0) may be estimated by the approximate methods previously discussed. By 
substituting G<0) and Mm into the energy equation 3.4.02 and integrating, ap­
proximate Tm(x) is obtained. Similarly, substitute the Gi0) and ilf(0) into the 
diffusion equation 3.4.03 and integrate to obtain the approximate compositions 
iji0)(x). Each set of approximate solutions thus obtained is in fact an exact solu­
tion to a problem for which the chemical kinetics are given by 

K'i = ^ ^ (3.4.50) 
Wi,- da; 

The deviation of these K't from the Ki obtained by substituting the Tm(x) and 
yy

m(x) into the actual rate expression, K = f(y,-, T), is a measure of the accuracy 
of the solution. 

V. THERMAL THEORIES 

A. The older thermal theories (SO, 33, 59, 66, 67, 69, 85, 90); the theory 
of Damkohler (32, 42) 

Ti — ignition temperature, 
Xi = point at which ignition occurs, 
Q = amount of heat transferred to fresh gas per unit volume per unit time, 
<5r = distance in which the temperature rises from Ti to T1, 
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£ = concentration of products, 
w = reaction velocity, 
w = mean reaction velocity, and 
nr = number of reactant molecules per unit volume. 

The earliest expression for flame velocity was derived by Mallard and Le 
Chatelier (85) and was based on thermal concepts. In addition to the assump­
tions of constant pressure and of ignition temperature, the following assumptions 
were made: 

Assumption 1: The fresh gas is assumed to have a mean constant heat ca­
pacity per unit volume, cpp, between T0 and T1. The amount of heat which is 
transferred per unit time by heat conduction is then 

Q = C11PV0(Ti = To) (4.1.01) 

Assumption 2: The temperature gradient at the point Xi is proportional to 
(Ti — Ti). Then the heat flow by conduction is 

Q' - Ic(T1 - Ti) (4.1.02) 

Here A; is a constant which is proportional to the heat conductivity and inversely 
proportional to the distance, Sr, in which the temperature rises from Ti to T1. 

Since equations 4.1.01 and 4.1.02 each apply at the ignition point, Q = Q' and 

k (T1 - Tj) X (T1 - Tj) 
Vo - cpP (Ti - T0) ~ cpPhr (Ti - To) ( 4 , L ° 3 ) 

Later modifications of this analysis introduce the velocity of the chemical 
reaction into the energy equation. Following Nusselt (59, 60), let £ represent the 
concentration of products, so that the following conditions apply: 

At x = Xi, T=Ti,£ = 0 
(4.1.04) 

At x = xhT= T1, i, = J1 

Assumption 3: Nusselt assumes that the degree to which the reaction has 
proceeded is linear in x. Then 

df/dr = &/(zi - Xd = &A. (4.1.05) 

so that 

dT/dx = (T1 - Ti)/8r = [(T1 - TMttWdx) (4.1.06) 

In this way the unknown thickness of the reaction zone, 5r, is eliminated, but 
it now becomes necessary to find an expression for the progress of the 
reaction with respect to x. 

Assumption 4: Nusselt assumes that the reaction velocity w is constant; hence 
also, by assumption 3, the velocity of the gases in the reaction zone, v, is constant, 
since 

d£/dz = (d$/dfl(d*/da:) = w/v (4.1.07) 
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Assumption B: For no change in the number of moles, the velocity is expressed 
as a function of temperature as follows: 

v = Tvo/To (4.1.08) 

This is inconsistent with assumption 4, which holds v to be constant. Combining 
equations 4.1.06, 4.1.07, and 4.1.08, Nusselt writes 

(dT/dx)^ = (T1 - TJwT0/S1V0Ti (4.1.09) 

and since Q = Q', where Q' = \(dT/dx)x=.Xi, the final equation for flame velocity 
is written: 

v\ = X(T1 - Ti)ToWZc11P(Ti - T0)T1I1 (4.1.10) 

The theories and expressions of Jouguet and Crussard (66, 67, 69) and of Daniell 
(33) are essentially the same as those of Nusselt. 

Damkohler (32) derives an equation for flame velocity which resembles the 
equations of Nusselt, Jouguet and Crussard, and Daniell, but modifies the as­
sumptions so that the theory is more realistic. Gaydon and Wolf hard (42) have 
outlined the following development of the ideas of Damkohler. 

Assumption 6: In place of assumption 2 Damkohler makes the approximation 
that the temperature gradient at the ignition point is related to the average 
temperature gradient across the reaction zone by a constant F. Then in place of 
equation 4.1.06, he writes: 

(dT/dx)^ = (T1 - Ti)F/Sr (4.1.11) 

Assumption 7: In place of assumptions 3 and 4 Damkohler defines a mean 
reaction velocity w by the equation 

fir 
rirV= w dx = w8r (4.1.12) 

where n, is the number of reactant molecules per unit volume initially present. 
Note that the contradiction of assumption 5 is avoided. 

The final equation is then written in the form 

X(T1 - Ti)F/8r = Cp9Vo(Ti - T0) (4.1.13) 

or 

vo = FXw(T1 - Ti)/cppnr(Ti - T0) (4.1.14) 

It is characteristic of these thermal theories that the flame velocity varies as 
[X(T1 — Ti)/cpp(Ti — T0)]

1'2. A test of the validity of the theory is to compare 
the flame velocities of two mixtures for which every variable is the same except 
the heat conductivity. Such experiments were undertaken by Coward and his 
associates (29). They measured the flame velocities of mixtures of methane and 
air in which the atmospheric nitrogen was replaced by helium in one case and by 
argon in the other. The ratio of the flame velocities was found to be Vo(He)/V0(A) 
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= 1.39. At the time of the experiments the heat conductivities of the mixtures 
had not been measured. The authors calculated values by the mixing rule from 
the values for the pure gases at O0C. The resulting figure for the square root of 
the ratio of the conductivities was almost twice 1.39, and this was taken as evi­
dence that thermal theories were inadequate for describing observed facts. Jost 
(62) points out, however, that the method used for calculating the conductivities 
of the mixtures at the ignition temperatures is not reliable. Bartholome" (6, 8) 
also stresses the inadequacy of the method of calculation and reports actual 
measurements. He gives for the square root of the ratio of the heat conductivities 
the value 1.32, which is very close to the ratio of the flame velocities. Bartholome" 
therefore concludes that this test of the adequancy of thermal theories holds for 
the thermal viewpoint rather than against it. 

B. The theory of Bartholomi, (5, 6, 8, 10, 95) 

Ti = ignition temperature, 
nT = number of moles of reactant per unit volume, 
C = cpPRT/p, 
q = heat emitted on reaction of 1 mole of reactant molecules, 

m = molecular weight, 
2^n = total number of moles per unit volume at temperature T, 

w = pv/RT, 
u = rate of reaction (moles of reactant per unit volume per unit time), 

and 
E = activation energy. 

Bartholome" and Sachsse (5, 6, 95), in order to determine experimentally the 
variables which have the greatest effect on flame velocity, investigated the com­
bustion of hydrogen, hydrocarbons, alcohols, ethers, nitroparafnns, and alkyl 
nitrates with air, oxygen, nitrous oxide, and their mixtures. Two observations 
on the effect of the velocity of the chemical reaction on the flame velocity of 
fuel-air mixtures (with the fuel-air ratio for the maximum flame velocity) are 
reported. Gases with large differences in octane number show practically no 
difference in flame velocity. Addition of knock-promoting and antiknock agents 
also has little effect. These results indicate a weak functional dependence of flame 
velocity on reaction velocity. Further, an increase in T0 by a factor of 5, that is, 
from 20° to 1000C., produces only a 30 per cent increase in flame velocity. Sachsse 
(94) showed that for the methane-oxygen flame, preheating to a temperature of 
10000C. caused an increase in flame velocity by only a factor of 3. Since the re­
action velocity must somehow increase exponentially with the temperature, the 
exponential increase must be compensated by a weak functional dependence of 
the flame velocity on the reaction velocity. 

Flame velocities for fuel-air flames were found to have a stronger dependence 
on Ti. Figure 6 is a plot of v0 versus Ti for a number of combustible mixtures. 
The points arrange themselves on several curves. The flame velocity increases 
rapidly with temperature, the more rapidly the higher the temperature. It is 
concluded that for these flames the velocity is essentially determined by the 
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final temperature. For hotter flames, such as those of hydrocarbons burning with 
oxygen, in which the end temperature is greater than ~2400°K., the flame 
velocity rises much faster than the final temperature T\. This is attributed to 
the fact that dissociation occurs to a perceptible degree at such temperatures and 
the hydrogen-atom concentration becomes the determining factor. Bartholome's 
conception of these hot flames will be summarized in a later section. 
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FIG. 6. »0 versus Ti for flames of various fuels with air, oxygen, nitrous oxide, and their 
mixtures, as reported by Bartholome" and Sachsse (5, 95). Curve I represents hydrogen 
flames; curve II represents the flames of gaseous hydrocarbons; curve III includes points 
for nitrogen compounds and nitrates, alcohol, ether, benzene, carbon disulfide, octane + 
(oxygen, nitrogen), and others; curve IV includes points for octane + (nitrous oxide, air) 
and for octane + (nitrous oxide, nitrogen). 

On the basis of the foregoing experimental observations Bartholome" proposes 
a thermal theory of flame velocity (6, 8). 

Assumption 1: There is no change in the number of moles during the reaction. 
The equation of state is written : 

v = wRT/p (4.2.01) 

Then by this assumption w is a constant, w is a version of the parameter M, which 
appears in other theories. 
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Assumption 2: Constant pressure is assumed. 
Assumption S: It is assumed that there is no diffusion. Then the equation of 

continuity is written: 

(wR/p)[d(Tnr)/dx] + n?<p(T) = 0 (4.2.02) 

Assumption 4- Constant heat conductivity X is assumed. Furthermore, the 
quantity C is assumed to be constant. Then the energy equation is written as: 

5a?--ar + !!"«jo-o »-2-°» 
Assumption 5: I t is assumed that there is an ignition temperature, T,-, which 

is not less than 90 per cent of the final temperature T1. Supporting evidence for 
this assumption is of two kinds. First, neither the octane number of the fuel nor 
the presence of knock-promoting agents has any appreciable influence on the 
flame velocity. Since the octane number characterizes the tendency of a fuel-air 
mixture to explode when heated adiabatically to about 800-9000K., and since 
a theory of antiknock agents holds that such agents influence the beginning of 
the explosion in the same temperature region, the evidence suggests that effective 
reaction does not begin until a temperature at least greater than 900° is attained. 
Further evidence is based on an extrapolation of induction time measurements 
of Sachsse (93), which are interpreted to mean that heating of the gas across the 
flame occurs exclusively by heat conduction until a temperature very near T1 

is reached. 
If Ti is very near T1, the temperature gradient near T1 is very steep, and the 

chemical reaction occurs over a very small distance which, if small enough, can 
be mathematically described as a point. On this assumption Bartholome" holds 
that it is possible to replace, without great error, the exponential term of the rate 
expression, ex-p(—E/RT), with another function for which the equations are 
soluble. The form of the function depends upon the order of the reaction and is 
chosen with a view toward ease of solution of the equations rather than closeness 
of fit. The expression is written 

u = n?v(T) = n?0T" (4.2.04) 

where <p(T), the actual rate expression, contains exp(—E/RT) and /3 is a con­
stant prescribed so that the functions fit at one point. 

Gaydon and Wolfhard (43) believe, on the basis of experimental data, that the 
assumption of a very high ignition temperature is not valid. They interpret their 
measurements of temperature rise for acetylene-air and acetylene-oxygen flames 
(42) to mean that the reaction commences below 13000K. and not in the vicinity 
of 21000K. Furthermore, they found luminosity due to emission of CC and CH 
bands beginning at about 13000K. 

For a reaction of second order, a = 2 and <p(T) becomes fiT2. /S is determined 
so that at T = 0.95 T1, exp(-E/RT) = /3T2. A solution of the differential equa­
tions 4.2.03 and 4.2.04 is obtained by dividing the flame zone into two regions. 
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Region I extends from x = — oo, where T = T0, to x = 0, where T = T,-. Region 
II extends from x = 0 to £ = =o, where T = T1. Atx = ± oo, dT/dx = 0. x and 
dT/dx are continuous at x = 0. In region I the reaction velocity is zero and the 
solution for equations 4.2.03 and 4.2.04 is 

Tnr = T0TIrO = prir/RZn = constant (4.2.05) 

T - T0 = (Ti- T0)e°Cxlx (4.2.06) 

In region II, setting u = n2
rr3T2, equations 4.2.03 and 4.2.04 become, respec­

tively, 

d(Tnr)/dx + /3p(Tnr)
2/wR = 0 (4.2.07) 

and 

d2T/dx2 - (wC/\) dT/dx + qd(Tnr)
2/\ = 0 (4.2.08) 

Equations 4.2.07 and 4.2.08 are readily integrated for the given boundary 
conditions to give 

(II) (T - T1) = EeBlx-K)ei[-B(x - K)] (4.2.09) 

where 

B = wC/\ E = qw2R2/\pp2, K = -wR2Xn/l3p2nr, 

u HI = / (e'/t) dt (4.2.10) 

The parameter w is determined by the extra condition that dT/dx be continu­
ous at x = 0. Imposing this condition on equations 4.2.06 and 4.2.09, the de­
termining equation is obtained: 

Ti -T0 = Ee-BKei[BK] - E/BK (4.2.11) 

ti[BK] is developed into a series which is broken off after the second term and 
substituted into equation 4.2.11. The resulting equation is solved for vl to give, 
for a second-order reaction: 

vl = (T1 - To)Tl^UrZ(Ti - To)CZn (4.2.12) 

Similarly an expression for ô may be found for a = %, a case which will be 
illustrated below. The result is 

vl = (T1 - To)T2o0k(R/Vfl2(nr/Zn)w/(Ti - T0)C (4.2.13) 

For a = 1 the expression is 

vl = [(T1 - T0)Z(Ti - To) - l]Tl0KR/CV (4.2.14) 

Bartholome" calculates the flame velocity for a stoichiometric mixture of methane 
and air. Following Sachsse (63, 93), it is assumed that the rate is proportional to 
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the number of collisions between methane molecules and oxygen atoms. Sachsse 
has given the overall activation energy so that the constant 0 is determined. 
In the stoichiometric mixture [O2] = 2[CH4], so that [O] is proportional to 
V2[CH4] . Hence a = % and equation 4.2.13 is used for the calculation. Bar-
tholome' reports a calculated value for 0̂ of 105 cm./sec. under conditions for 
which he reports an experimental value of 49 cm./sec. 

To test the validity of the assumptions regarding ignition temperature, Bar­
tholomew Dreyer, and Lesemann (10) solved the differential equations 4.2.02 
and 4.2.03 without mathematical simplifications, using a differential analyzer 
referred to as the "Integrieranlage IPM-Ott" (III). The rate expression n?<p(T) 
was taken from the work of Sachsse (93). 

w is obtained as an eigen-value which must be determined by systematic trials. 
A likely value is assumed and introduced into the equations. The computer is 
allowed to draw a solution T(x) for that value of w. This will in general not fit 
the boundary condition that at T = Th dT/dx = 0, but either exceeds the value 
Ti or bends off before reaching T1. For the proper value of w the boundary con­
ditions will be met. 

Bartholome" defines ignition temperature in a stationary flame as the point 
at which the curve T(x) has an inflection. The T(x) curve obtained gives Ti = 
18000K = <~80 per cent T\. This is a lower value than that which has been esti­
mated in the earlier papers (6, 8), but it is the opinion of the authors that it is 
nevertheless so high that the conclusions drawn from the approximate solution 
using the high value are valid. The value for the flame velocity as obtained by 
this computer method is 207 cm./sec, about twice the value of 105 cm./sec. 
obtained from the approximate analytical solution and about four times the 
experimental value of 49 cm./sec. 

C. The theory of Emmons, Harr, and Strong (38) 

pr = density of reacting mixture, 
Q = enthalpy change of reaction, 
a = \/cpp — thermal diffusivity, 

ar = reaction rate for first-order reaction, and 
Oo = rate constant. 

Emmons, Harr, and Strong propose a thermal theory of flame propagation, 
the equations of which are solved by the use of the Harvard Mark I calculating 
machine. 

Assumption 1: Pressure is assumed constant. 
Assumption 2: Heat conductivity, X, is assumed constant. 
Assumption 8: Specific heat, cp, and hence enthalpy change, Q, are taken to 

be independent of composition and temperature. 
Assumption 4: Density is assumed constant. In view of this assumption the 

velocity of flow is also constant, and it becomes unnecessary to solve the equa­
tions for conservation of mass and of momentum. 
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Assumption 5: A first-order reaction rate is assumed, for which the reaction 
rate is given by 

ar = Pr<h#-EIRT (4.3.01) 

where pr varies from pr0 at x = 0 to 0 at x = =°. 
The sole equation to be solved, the energy equation, is written 

-Xd 2 r /dz 2 + d(PvcpT)/dx + arQ = 0 (4.3.02) 

The boundary conditions are as follows: at x = 0, T = T0, pr = pr0; at x = w, 
dTVdz = 0, Pr = 0. 

By setting ar = v(dpr/dx), substituting into equation 4.3.02, and integrating, 
using the boundary conditions at infinity, one obtains: 

-MT/dx + pvcpT + vQpr = PVCpT1 (4.3.03) 

At the origin x = 0, equation 4.3.03 becomes 

-MT/dx H 0 + pvcP(To - T1) + vQPr0 = 0 (4.3.04) 

which relates the final temperature to the initial temperature and the initial 
temperature gradient. 

Now introduce the variables 

T) = (a/v)(dT/dx), y = OoX/pcpy
2, e = Qpro/cpp (4.3.05) 

Then by combining equations 4.3.01, 4.3.02, 4.3.04, and 4.3.05 the following 
working equation is obtained: 

dv/dT = 1 - ye-EIRT(v + T1- T)/r, (4.3.06) 

where, according to equation 4.3.04, 

Vo - e - (T1 - T0) (4.3.07) 

For a given T?0 and T0 there is a unique value of y which will produce a curve 
which satisfies the boundary condition at infinity, y is regarded as specifying the 
flame speed of the mixture. 

y is found by numerically constructing the solution to equation 4.3.06. Solu­
tions are constructed for chosen values of y and T1, that is, the solution curve is 
produced by numerical integration starting at T — T1. After the integral curves 
for various y values have been constructed, T0 and 770 may be chosen and the 
corresponding y obtained by interpolation. Tables giving e for various values of 
7, with T1 — T as the argument, are presented. 

Figure 7 is a plot, for several heating values, «, of flame velocity expressed as 
v/(a0a)112, as a function of temperature gradient expressed as (a/a0)

ll2(dT/dx). 
For mixtures of high heating value the flame speed is constant over a consider­
able range of initial temperature gradient, so that for such mixtures there is a 
most probable flame velocity. For lower heating values, one velocity becomes 
as probable as another. Emmons suggests that the non-constant flame speed 
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FIG. 7. Flame velocity as a function of temperature gradient for several heating values, 

as calculated by Emmons, Harr, and Strong (38). 

portions of the curve are significant in the explanation of transitions from defla­
gration to detonation or extinction. 

D. The theory of Beehert (11, IS, IS, U, 15, 16) 

nr, nP — number of molecules per unit volume of reactant and product, 
respectively, 

M = molecular weight of mixture, 
mr, mp = mass of molecule of reactant and product, respectively, 

a, = molecular radius of reactant, 
E = activation energy, 
Z = rate of reaction, 
k = Boltzmann's constant, and 

q' = heat of gross reaction per molecule of reactant. 

The Beehert theory of flame propagation is classed as thermal, since no diffu­
sion terms are included in the continuity and energy equations. Beehert takes 
diffusion processes into account without introducing terms directly into the 
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equations by determining E from one measured value of V0. Detailed accounts of 
the author's work with respect to reactions between two particles of equal size 
are given in references 12 and 13. Reference 11 gives a concise review of the 
most important results. References 14, 15, and 16 discuss the application of the 
theory to hydrocarbon combustion. 

By an approximation method an expression for V0 in continuous analytical 
form is obtained as a function of experimental data. 

Assumption 1: Pressure is assumed constant. 
Assumption 2: Diffusion is neglected, except that it is taken into account in 

the empirical determination of E from an experimental value of V0. 
Assumption S: The specific heat at constant pressure is assigned an average 

constant value cp. 
Assumption 4- The heat conductivity is assumed to be proportional to the 

square root of the temperature, so that X = \\/T, where X0 is a constant. 
Assumption 5: A single overall reaction is assumed. 
Assumption 6: A reaction between two similar particles is assumed. 
By assumptions 2, 5, and 6 the equation of continuity is written: 

-d(nrv)/dx = 2Z (4.4.01) 

By assumption 6 the reaction rate is written: 

Z = 2(2ar)
2 nWirkT/mT e~mT (4.4.02) 

By assumption 2 and the equation of state, the equation of energy is written 

XdT/dx = poDo J cvdT + RT/M - RT0/M01 

+ q'(nr v - Ur0V0) + (XdT/dx)0 (4.4.03) 

Equations 4.4.01, 4.4.02, and 4.4.03 are combined to give 

d(nrv) _ 
dT 

A / n \2 2 . /irkT -E/kT 
4X(2aJ nr A/ e 

V mr 
PoV0 

(4.4.04) 

The following abbreviations are introduced: 

T = E/kT; y = T — n; W = nrM0/MDi; m* = n^/nro 

y. = M1ZM2; A = 4(2ar)WWnTr\E2/kmq'Tt 

D1 = [p0cpE/kr0 + q'nro - (KdT/dx)0/V0]/q'r0 (4.4.05) 

(KdT/dx)o is taken equal to zero. Using this boundary condition, assumptions 
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1, 3, and 4, and the abbreviations of 4.4.05, the differential equation 4.4.04 is 
written in final form: 

dw _ w ,A /m* + I^ 
dy Ti + y vl \m* + n 

- v 2 

(4.4.06) 
1 -

-V 2 

e w 
w(n - 1) 

" (T1 + y)(m* + / * ) ( ! - n/To)^ 

2 

(T1 + 2Z)(1U) --2Z) 

The mathematical problem is to determine the value of the parameter v0 such 
that two sets of boundary conditions are satisfied: namely, w = W0 for y = j/o 
and w = 0 for y = 0. 

Bechert plots the direction field of the first-order differential equation 4.4.06 
and determines the general properties of the equation. From the direction field 
is deduced the curve which fits the boundary condition at w = 0, y = 0 and 
which, therefore, for the proper value of V0, also fits the boundary conditions at 
w = W0, y — 2/o- Next, as an approximate solution a function is constructed 
which satisfies the boundary conditions and possesses the properties of the curve 
sought in good approximation. The substitution of this approximate solution 
into the differential equation gives an approximate formula for v0. 

Assumption 7: I t is assumed that T0 > 1 and T0 > T1. (r0 is of the order of 
30, T1 of the order of 5.) The rate of chemical reaction is assumed to be small 
except near T1, i.e., near the hot boundary. Hence the second term at the right 
of equation 4.4.06 is neglected except at high values of T. 

From a consideration of the plot of the direction field and in view of assump­
tion 7, the following function is chosen as a representation of the desired curve 
in the w,y plane: 

wc = {y\l - b(l + T1)] - br,}e-y + b(y + T1) (4.4.07) 

where b = 1 — TI/TO. 

The substitution of the approximate solution 4.4.07 into equation 4.4.06 gives 
a value of the parameter V0. Different values of V0 are found, depending upon the 
choice of the point where the approximate solution is made to satisfy exactly 
the differential equation. If the approximate solution is a good approximation, 
the different values will be nearly equal. The following expression for the flame 
velocity is given : 

8ar(x/mr)
1/4 Vh, E m* + 1 e~Tl/2 

Va = 
fcW4VY m* + H T0T1 Vl ~ TxITa 

(4.4.08) 

Equation 4.4.08 is compared with the experimental values for the velocity of 
the ozone flame as given by Lewis and von Elbe (75). E and ar are determined 
from two experimental values of V0. Table 2 shows selected experimental values 
for V0, together with values calculated by Bechert and by Lewis and von Elbe. 
The values enclosed in parentheses are those used for the calculation of E and 

ar. 
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The theory is applied to the combustion of compounds containing carbon, 
hydrogen, and oxygen (14, 16). I t is assumed that in the region of an excess of 
air the entire fuel is burned and that in the region of an excess of fuel the entire 
quantity of oxygen is consumed. Furthermore, it is assumed that reaction occurs 
upon collision of a fuel molecule and an oxygen molecule. Upon these assump­
tions an expression for V0 is obtained by a procedure similar to that leading to 
equation 4.4.08. The order of magnitude of the flame velocity and its qualitative 
dependence upon mixture composition are given correctly. No systematic com­
parison of theoretical and experimental flame velocities is given. 

TABLE 2 

Comparison of vofor ozone-oxygen mixtures measured by Lewis and von Elbe (75) with values 
calculated by Bechert (11,12,13) and by Lewis and von Elbe (76) 

m* 

3.054 

1.497 

1.016 

To 

°K. 

300 
361 
427 
301 
441 
302 
411 
468 

to (OBSEBVED) 

cm. /sec. 

55.0 
100.0 
158 
141 
435 
160 
615 
747 

so 

Calculated 
(Bechert) 

cm. /sec. 

71.7 
108 

(158) 
238 
467 
369 
609 

(747) 

Error 

per cent 

30 
8 

69 
7 

130 
- 1 

»0 

Calculated 
(Lewis and 
von Elbe) 

cm./sec. 

253 

451 

333 

664 

Error 

per cent 

360 

185 

108 

-11.1 

V I . DIFFUSION T H E O R I E S 

A. The theory of Tanford and Pease (104, 105, 106, 107) 

rii = concentration of ith component, 
nr = concentration of combustible, 

A'tii = rate of reaction of ith component, 
qi = mole fraction of ith component, 
qp = mole fraction of potential product, 
Pi = equilibrium partial pressure at flame front of ith component, 

« = degree of completeness of the chemical reaction, varying from 0 in 
the unburned gas to 1 in the burned gas, 

Q = heat of reaction per gram of unburned gas, 
E = energy of activation, 
hi = rate constant appropriate to the ith reaction, 
L — molecules per unit volume at 2930K., 

8 = width of flame zone, 
N = Avogadro's number, and 

Sm = J m / J o . 
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Tanford and Pease assume that for certain flame reactions the rate of diffu­
sion of active centers into the unburned gas determines the magnitude of the 
flame velocity. Their work is in three parts. The first part (106) gives calcula­
tions of equilibrium atom and free-radical concentrations in moist carbon mon­
oxide flames. The results indicate that the equilibrium concentration of the 
hydrogen atoms is an important factor in determining the flame velocity. Tan-
ford (104) presents calculations to establish the relative importance of diffusion 
and heat conduction in creating the hydrogen atoms in the flame zone. The con­
clusion is that diffusion is the controlling process. The third paper (107) develops 
an equation for flame velocity based on this conclusion. 

Equilibrium concentrations of OH, H, and O at the equilibrium flame tem­
peratures are calculated for moist mixtures of carbon monoxide, oxygen, and 
nitrogen, and values for flame velocity given by Jahn (55) are plotted against 
these concentrations. The Vo-[H] plot gives a smooth curve, suggesting that V0 

is a function of hydrogen-atom concentration, while the V0-[OH] and V0-[O] plots 
give scattered points through which no smooth curve can be drawn. It is there­
fore proposed that burning occurs because free radicals—and in particular for 
the carbon monoxide reaction, hydrogen atoms—are continuously supplied to 
the unburned gas. 

Two extreme processes are proposed by which radicals appear throughout the 
flame zone, and an evaluation of the relative importance of the two mechanisms 
is made (104). The mechanisms are: (1) local production by thermal dissocia­
tion, the concentrations being functions of temperature and hence dependent 
upon the heat conduction process; (2) supply by diffusion from a single point, 
that at which the reaction has reached equilibrium. Evaluation is made for two 
mixtures, one consisting of 60 per cent carbon monoxide (containing 1.35 per 
cent water), 39.4 per cent oxygen, and 0.6 per cent nitrogen, the other consist­
ing of 40 per cent hydrogen, 24 per cent oxygen, and 36 per cent nitrogen. 

[H] as a function of x is evaluated for the first mechanism by setting up an 
energy equation which upon solution gives T as a function of x. From the T(x) 
curve the maximum possible values of [H] as a function of x are calculated. 

Assumption 1: Pressure is constant. 
Assumption 2: X and cp are constant. 
Assumption S: The chemical reaction term is expressed in terms of de/dx, 

with the result that T is the only dependent variable in the equation. Two lim­
iting functions for de/dx are used: (a) all heat is released at the flame front, 
x = 0, the flame front being defined as the point where the combustion has 
reached equilibrium, so that de/dx is zero except at x = 0; (6) the chemical re­
action proceeds evenly across the zone, so that de/dx is a constant. The true 
curve for T(x) is assumed to lie halfway between the solutions obtained for (a) 
and (b). 

Assumption ^: In order to determine the value of de/dx under the conditions 
of assumption 3(b) it is necessary to assume a thickness of the flame zone, 5. 
Thicknesses of 0.01 cm. for the carbon monoxide flame and of 0.005 cm. for the 
hydrogen flame are assumed. 
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Assumption 5: The local equilibrium concentration of hydrogen atoms due 
to thermal dissociation is calculated by assuming a maximum value for [H2] at 
every point. For the moist carbon monoxide flames this concentration is taken 
to be the equilibrium concentration due to water dissociation at the flame front. 
For the hydrogen flames it is assumed that the initial [H2] remains unchanged 
up to a distance of 0.001 cm. from the flame front. 

The energy equation is written: 

d2T/dx* + {McJ\)(dT/dx) - (MQ/\)(de/dx) = 0 (5.1.01) 

The gas is here assumed to move toward x = 0 from x = * . 
On the basis of assumptions 3, 4, and 5, equation 5.1.01 is solved and [H] is 

calculated as a function of x. Next a calculation is given of the concentration of 
hydrogen atoms, as a function of x, due solely to diffusion from the point of 
completed reaction. 

Assumption 6: All of the combustion zone is assumed to be at a constant mean 
temperature, Tm = 0.7Ti. Therefore, since the gases are assumed to be ideal, 
p = pm and v = vm = v<fim. This assumption has the further consequence that 
the expression for rate of chemical reaction contains only concentration terms as 
variables and is not temperature-dependent. The rate of reaction is written as 
drii/dt = A'ni. A' by this assumption is a constant independent of x. 

Assumption 7: The diffusion coefficient has a constant value Dm = D<fim, 
where D0 is the diffusion coefficient for hydrogen atoms into unburned gas at 
room temperature. 

Assumption 8: In reference 104 the chemical reaction term in the continuity 
equation is written as A'ni, regardless of the order of the processes involved, in 
order to make the continuity equation linear. For second-order processes, the 
rates relative to first-order processes are estimated and are taken into account 
in the first-order term. In reference 105 a numerical solution is made of a non­
linear continuity equation containing terms for first-order and second-order 
reactions. Results are similar to those obtained from the approximated solution, 
which is the explicit solution of the linear equation. 

Assumption 9: I t is assumed that for both hydrogen and carbon monoxide 
combustions, only two reactions are fast enough to have an effect on the hydro­
gen-atom concentration. They are 

(a) H + O2 + M -> HO2 + M, and 

(b) H + H + M -> H2 + M 

where M represents a third body. 
Assumption 10: The mole fraction of oxygen molecules, q0i, has a constant 

mean value. 
Making use of the appropriate assumptions, the linear continuity equation is 

written 

Dm{d2m/dx2) + vm{dm/dx) + A'm = 0 (5.1.02) 
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Using the boundary conditions n,- = na for x = O and n,- = O for a; = oo, the 
solution of equation 5.1.02 is 

rii = na exp(—BiVmx/Dm) (5.1.03) 

where 

B'i = y2[l + (1 - iA'DJvl)1'2] (5.1.04) 

5,' is evaluated according to the reactions of assumption 9, and the hydrogen-
atom concentration as a function of x is computed by means of equation 5.1.03. 

This distribution curve is compared with that obtained by assuming the source 
of hydrogen atoms to be only thermal dissociation. I t is found that the partial 
pressure of hydrogen atoms from thermal dissociation falls to less than 10 per 
cent of that due to diffusion at a distance of x = 0.004 cm. and T ~ 23300K. 
for the carbon monoxide flame, and at x = 0.003 cm. and T = 176O0K. for 
the hydrogen flame. On the basis of these results a theory of flame velocity is 
developed (107) on the concept that the determining factor is the diffusion of 
active particles, chiefly hydrogen atoms, from the point at which the combustion 
has reached equilibrium. 

In addition to assumptions 1, 2, 6, 7, and 8, the following assumptions are 
made for the general theory: 

Assumption 11: The rate of formation of the product at any point can be 
written as a sum of a number of terms, one for each effective radical or atom, 
each one being of the first order with respect to the radical and to the combustible. 

Assumption 12: The only species involved in the process, in addition to the 
active particles, is the combustible, for which the concentration is represented 
by nr. A mean value independent of x is assigned to nr. 

Assumption 13: Chain branching is assumed not to occur. 
On the basis of assumptions 11 and 12 the rate of formation of combustion 

product at any time is written: 

d(product)/d£ = ^Z &• n< nr (5.1.05) 
i 

The total rate of formation of product may be computed from the initial composi­
tion of the mixture and equated to equation 5.1.05 integrated over the entire 
range. 

»00 

Lqpv0 = / ]C kiUiUr dx (5.1.06) 
Jo i 

Substituting equation 5.1.03 into equation 5.1.06 and integrating gives: 

Lqpv0 - ^kinrniiDmi/B'iVm (5.1.07) 

Upon replacing W41 with Lpi/8m and making other substitutions called for by 
assumptions 6 and 7, the expression for V0 becomes: 

V0 = ( E kinrPiDi/q.B'i)112 (5.1.08) 
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Equation 5.1.08 is used to calculate the flame velocities of carbon monoxide 
mixtures. In accordance with assumption 12, nT is assigned the mean value 
0.7qco/dm. qv is the mole fraction of carbon monoxide or twice the mole fraction 
of oxygen molecules in the initial mixture, whichever is the smaller. I t is assumed 
that oxygen atoms are not involved in the reaction, so that only hydrogen atoms 
and OH radicals are considered. Values of the diffusion coefficient are assumed 
not to vary from mixture to mixture. The flame velocity of carbon monoxide 
mixtures does not tend to zero with free-radical concentration (106). I t is there­
fore assumed that there is a constant contribution to the flame velocity inde­
pendent of radical concentration and this constant (17 cm./sec.) is added to 
equation 5.1.08. Then the form of equation 5.1.08 appropriate for the burning 
of carbon monoxide is 

Vo = I 7 + ( r t (hp*»* + W o H f l o H V p ( 5 L 0 9 ) 

KQp \ Bs BOS /) 

Flame velocities for the mixtures varied from 25 to 106 cm./sec. The calculated 
Vo was never in error by more than 25 per cent and in general the error was much 
lower. 

Equation 5.1.08 was applied to the combustion of hydrogen in a similar way, 
with results of the same degree of accuracy. 

Hoare and Linnett (54) believe that the results of Jahn on the variation in 
flame velocity with composition of carbon monoxide flames can be accounted 
for by a thermal theory as adequately as by the theory of diffusion of radicals. 
They assume that the reaction becomes explosive at an ignition temperature 
Ti, when the rate of heat release reaches a value H. On the basis of the kinetic 
results of Hadman, Thompson, and Hinshelwood (47) H is written 

H = kpcopB,oe-ElRTi/Poi (5.1.10) 

The quantity (Ti — To)Z(Tx — To) is calculated as a function of composition 
for various values of H/k and E, and the results are plotted against Vo- V0 increases 
with (Ti — To)Z(T1 — T0). This correlation is taken as equally good evidence 
for a thermal theory as is the correlation of V0 and hydrogen-atom concentration 
for a diffusion theory. 

Dugger (37) compares his experimental curve of flame velocity of propane-air 
and ethylene-air flames versus initial temperature with Vo-T0 curves calculated 
from equation 5.1.08. Only pi7 Di, and L are assumed to be temperature-de­
pendent. Dugger's expression for predicting the relative effect of temperature 
on flame speed according to the Tanford-Pease theory is 

ô <* V (2hPiDiJTlTT 1 * 3 (5-1-H) 

where DilT is the relative diffusion coefficient of the rth radical with respect to 
other radicals. Figure 4 shows the results for the Tanford-Pease theory as well 
as for the Zeldovich-Frank-Kamenetsky theory. The effect of initial tempera­
ture on the flame velocity appears to be explained equally well by the two 
theories. 
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Simon (99) finds the theory to be consistent for thirty-five hydrocarbons the 
flame velocities of which were reported by Gerstein, Levine, and Wong (44). 
Equilibrium concentrations of H, O, and OH radicals were calculated at com­
positions giving maximum flame velocity. The sum of the active particle con­
centrations each multiplied by the respective relative diffusion coefficient was 
plotted against Vo, as shown in figure 8. The dotted curve is a similar plot given 
by Linnett and Hoare (82) for ethylene-oxygen-nitrogen mixtures. Equation 
5.1.08 is modified for application to hydrocarbons by including a term r, for the 
total number of moles of water and carbon dioxide which form per mole of hydro-

70 
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25 

FIG. 8. Vt, versus relative atom and radical concentrations as calculated by Simon (99). 
The solid line includes points for normal alkanes, branched-chain alkanes, normal alkenes, 
branched-chain alkenes, alkynes, benzene, and cyclohexane in air. 

carbon, and by assuming that H, OH, and 0 are equally effective as chain car­
riers. Then equation 5.1.08 becomes: 

Vo 
'rn, k /D3^ PH , -DOPO . -DOH 

"1 ^T T 
Bo Bc 

(5.1.12) 

From equation 5.1.12 k is found for all hydrocarbons except ethylene to have 
a value of 1.4 ± 0.1 X 1011 cm.3 mole sec. This constancy of k suggests that 
the rate constants for the oxidation of the hydrocarbons either are the same or 
are unimportant in the mechanism of flame propagation. 
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Simon points out that a correlation between flame velocity and flame tem­
perature exists for these hydrocarbons, and that a flame mechanism which de­
pends strongly on flame temperature might give an equally good correlation 
with flame speed. Therefore a thermal mechanism may not be ruled out. 

Badin, Stuart, and Pease (4) calculate ratios for the flame velocities of stoichio­
metric mixtures of 1,3-butadiene with helium air and with nitrogen air at 1 
atm. and 0.5 atm. pressure, assuming that the diffusion of hydrogen atoms is 
the controlling factor. Table 3 gives the observed and calculated results, as well 
as results calculated by Manson according to his theory (89). 

TABLE 3 

Comparison of experimentally determined flame velocity ratios for 1,3-butadiene with nitrogen 
air and helium air, as measured by Badin, Stuart, and Pease (4), with their calculated 

ratios and those of Manson (89) 

p = l a tm . . , 
p = 0.5 a tm. 

B. The theory of Van Tiggelen {108, 109) 

o = probability of the occurrence of a chain-branching reaction, 
/3 = probability of the occurrence of a chain-breaking reaction, 
X = mean free path, 
w = mean velocity of molecules, 
d = mean linear displacement of a center, 
Z = number of collisions, and 
m = molecular weight of active centers. 

The theory of flame propagation proposed by Van Tiggelen emphasizes chain 
branching as the chief reaction mechanism, and an expression for flame velocity 
is obtained by assuming that the velocity is limited by the rate of chemical re­
action rather than by heat conduction. 

Assumption 1: For certain slow flames, such as the burning of methane in 
air, the velocity of the reaction is not great enough to keep up with the heat 
exchange, so that the rate of reaction determines the flame velocity. Of course, 
for reactions sufficiently rapid, such as the combustion of hydrogen, heat con­
ductivity may play a preponderant role, since the reaction rate is sufficiently 
elevated to cause reaction immediately upon attainment, by means of heat con­
duction, of the necessary reaction temperature. 

Assumption 2: The reactions are propagated by chain branching. Van Tig­
gelen follows Semen ov (96) in stating that the active centers which propagate 
the chains undergo in the course of a molecular collision either (a) a branching 
reaction with probability 8, (6) a chain-breaking reaction with probability /S, or 
(c) without modification of the total number of active centers, a simple elastic 

RATIO l ' o ( H e ) / o o ( N 2 ) 

Observed 

3.3 
3.4 

Calculated 
(Tanford 

and Pease) 

3.2 
3.1 

Calcu­
lated 

(Manson) 

3,1 
3.1 

Nitrogen air. 
Helium a i r . . . 

RATIO Vo(I ATM.)/D0 (0.5 ATM.) 

Observed 

0.81 
0.80 

Calculated 
(Tanford 

and Pease) 

0.88 
0.90 

Calculated 
(Manson) 

0.86 
0.87 
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collision or a reaction of simple propagation of the chain. The condition of burn­
ing is established when the probability of branching exceeds that of breaking, 
i.e., 5 > /3. However, that condition, which depends upon the temperature, the 
concentration of components, and the pressure, is not necessarily sufficient. 
The condition of burning can be established only if the region is sufficiently ex­
tended so that the active centers undergo on the average at least one branching 
reaction. The region might, for example, be limited by walls on which the cen­
ters are destroyed, or by a transition to a cooler region in which the condition 
5 - /3 > 0 does not hold. 

Assumption S: The total pressure and the partial pressures of the reactants 
are known at the cold boundary and are assumed constant. 

Assumption 4-: The temperature Tn in the flame zone is assumed constant 
with a mean value between T0 and T1. The complete T-x curve is discontinuous, 
with a value of T0 from x = — <x> to z = 0 and a discontinuous jump to Tm 

at x = 0. Likewise the velocity v is discontinuous at x = 0, jumping from 0̂ 

to vm, where vm is the constant mean value at x > 0. Assuming ideal gases and 
no change in the number of molecules upon reaction, the equation of state and 
the conservation of mass give the following relation: 

Vo/vm = Pm/Po = T0/Tm (5.2.01) 

Assumption 5: The molecules are assumed to be equal in size and weight, so 
that D = Xw/3. 

If X is the mean free path and d the mean linear displacement which a cen­
ter can effect in the region where the condition is realized, the number Z of the 
collisions undergone during the displacement is given by Smoluchowski (100): 

Z = 3ird2/4\2 (5.2.02) 

In order that maintenance of the critical number of active centers be assured, 
the following condition, derived from equation 5.2.02 and assumption 2, must 
be realized: 

STO?(8 - /3)/4A2 = 1 (5.2.03) 

The displacement d effected by diffusion in a time t is given by the approximate 
expression: 

d2 = 2Dt = 2\wt/3 (5.2.04) 

The mean velocity of the molecules, w, is expressed as follows: 

w = 2y/2RT„/irm (5.2.05) 

The propagation of the flame is governed by diffusion of the active centers. 
If the centers have diffused a distance d, the flame shifts a distance fd, essentially 
equal to the mean value of the projection of d on the perpendicular to the flame 
front, and the velocity of motion is fd/t. f can be given an approximate value of 
2/TT. 
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By combining equations 5.2.03, 5.2.04, and 5.2.05 the velocity of displacement 
of the flame front in a gas at a temperature Tm becomes 

vm = fd/t = W2RTm(5 - / 3 ) / T T \ / 3 ^ (5.2.06) 

Since the flame velocity is measured with respect to the fresh gas, combining 
equations 5.2.01 and 5.2.06 gives the expression for ^0: 

D0 = 4:T,\/2R(d - /3)/1W^nTFn (5.2.07) 

For 5 = /3, equation 5.2.07 gives zero for the flame velocity. Thus the expres­
sion anticipates the existence of limits of concentration, outside of which the 
temperature of combustion is not sufficient for the mean temperature Tm to 
exceed the temperature required for inflammation. 

If one neglects /3 for mixtures the compositions of which are not near the lim­
its, a calculation of v0 is possible from a knowledge of Tm and 5. The equation is 
applied in this way to the methane-air flame. 

Assumption 6: The branching reaction occurs at the expense of the radical 
CH3, and the partner in the branching reaction is O2. The energy of activation 
of the reaction is taken to be 40 kcal. The probability 5 is written 

5 = [O2] exp (-40,000/RTm)/p (5.2.08) 

so that the expression for flame velocity for this reaction becomes 

V0 = 4T0VaS[O1] exp (-40,Q00/RTm)/7r\/3mpTm (5.2.09) 

From observed values of V0 for various mixtures of methane and air, the tem­
perature Tm is computed and a curve for Tm versus [02]/p obtained. The mix­
tures contained oxygen in excess with respect to methane, and it is assumed that 
Tm depends uniquely on the percentage of methane and varies linearly with it. 
This assumption is suggested by the experimental data. Using the temperature-
composition curve, flame velocities in mixtures of methane with air having a 
reduced oxygen content are calculated. The results compare favorably with the 
experimental values of Coward and Hartwell (28). 

C. The theory of Gaydon and Wolfhard (Jfi, 43) 

Si = thickness of luminous zone between points of maximum rate of change 
of luminosity, 

<5r = total thickness of luminous region, 
d = mean linear displacement of center, 
V = diffusion velocity, 
nr = number of reactant molecules per unit volume in the unburned gas, 
u = mean reaction velocity, 
Ti = ignition temperature, and 
Xi = point at which ignition occurs. 

According to Gaydon and Wolfhard the diffusion of atoms or radicals from 
the burned gas into the unburned gas is of major importance in the propagation 
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of hot flames, such as those of hydrocarbons with air or oxygen in mixtures 
nearly stoichiometric. They point out that heat transfer may also play a role, 
since the reactions involving atoms or radicals may require an activation en­
ergy. Furthermore, while diffusion may be the limiting process in hot premixed 
flames, other reactions for which heat transfer is important may be rate-deter­
mining for other systems. 

Assumption 1: The ignition temperature T, is the point of the beginning of 
marked exothermic reaction. It is determined by plotting the experimental 
T-x curve and comparing this curve with the calculated curve for the rise of 
temperature due solely to heat conduction back from the burned gases. The 
ignition point xf is located at the point at which the observed and calculated 
curves show appreciable divergence. For mixtures of acetylene with air and 
with oxygen Ti is found to have a value of about 700-8000C. 

Assumption 2: The temperature in the flame zone is taken to have a constant 
average value Tm, equal to (Ti + Ti)/2. There is a discontinuity of Tm — T0 

Assumption 3: The velocity of the gases in the flame zone is taken to have a 
constant value vm. There is a discontinuity of vm — v0 at a;,-. Assuming ideal gases 
and no change in the number of molecules in the course of the reaction, the 
equations of state and conservation of mass give: 

vm = V0TJT0 (5.3.01) 

Assumption 4: The thickness of the luminous reaction zone 8t, as measured 
between points of maximum rate of change of luminosity, is determined for sev­
eral mixtures. The thickness of the total luminous region, 8r, is somewhat greater 
than di, so that 8r = %8i. 8r is taken to be the thickness of the reaction zone, as 
suggested by the measurements described under assumption 1, which show that 
the beginning of the exothermic reaction corresponds fairly well to the point at 
which the first impression of light is obtained. The time required for the gases 
to traverse the zone of thickness 8r is then tT = 8r/vm. Measurements were made 
for the mixtures (a) C2H2 + 2.5O2 + 9.4N2, (£>) C2H2 + 2.5O2, (c) C2H2 + 2.5O2 + 
9.4A, and (d) C4H10 + 6.5O2 + 24.5N2. 

Assumption 5: The diffusion of hydrogen atoms is assumed to be of major 
importance. D0 is the value for the diffusion of hydrogen atoms into a mix­
ture of carbon dioxide and water at standard temperature and pressure and 
Dm, the constant value of the coefficient in the flame zone, is expressed by 
D0(TJT0)

312. 
Assumption 6: It is assumed that the ignition point xt is the limit of diffusion 

of the hydrogen atoms. An atom starting at the hot boundary x\ of the reaction 
zone moves toward xt by diffusion and is driven back by mass flow. Now if the 
atom has moved by mass flow and diffusion from X\ to Xi, a distance 8r, in a time 
U, and at that time has reached its limit of diffusion so that its diffusion velocity 
is Vi = vm, the total distance traversed by diffusion is 25r. This is seen from the 
following: 

The displacement effected by diffusion is given by the approximate relation 

of = 2Dt (5.3.02) 
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Differentiation with respect to t gives the diffusion velocity, 

V = VD/2t (5.3.03) 

and at the limit point a;,-, 

Vi = V~D/2tr = Vn = Sr/tr (5.3.04) 

Then 

D = 251/U (5.3.05) 

and 

d = \/2Dir = 25r (5.3.06) 

This hypothesis is supported by experimental facts. The distance travelled 
by diffusion in a time U for the mixtures listed above is calculated by equation 
5.3.02. ti is the time required for the gases to flow a distance Si at a velocity vm. 
The ratio d/Si was formed for each mixture and was found to be nearly equal to 
3 in all cases. Allowing for the fact that ST > Si, the results support the hypothesis 
that d = 2Sr. 

Assumption 7: The expression for reaction velocity is a mean value u defined 
by the equation: 

TIrUo = / u dx = u5r (5.3.07) 
Jo 

An expression for flame velocity in terms of the diffusion coefficient may now 
be derived by combining equations 5.3.01, 5.3.04, 5.3.05, and 5.3.07 to give: 

vl = DuTi/2nrTm (5.3.08) 

D. The theory of Bartholome (6, 9, 95) 

As outlined in an earlier section, Bartholome' has given a thermal theory for 
the flame velocity of fuels burning in air. He found, however, that flame tem­
perature plays a lesser role in determining V0 for the much hotter flames which 
are the result of fuels burning in oxygen or oxygen-rich air. For the first group 
V0 is 30-70 cm./sec. and T1 is under 24000K. For the second group the temper­
ature is not so much greater, 27000K. and above, but the flame velocities are 
400-1200 cm./sec, an order of magnitude faster. The final temperatures for the 
second group are high enough so that the burned gases are markedly dissoci­
ated. If the energy content of the fresh gas is increased, say by increasing the 
oxygen content of the air, the flame velocity shows a marked increase. The 
flame temperature rises very little, a large part of the added energy having gone 
into the dissociation of end products. Thus one can logically seek a dependence 
of v0 on the dissociation products. 

Bartholomew like Tanford and Pease, finds a marked correlation of flame 
velocity with hydrogen-atom concentration and little correlation with concen­
tration of oxygen atoms or hydroxyl radicals. His hypothesis as to the reason for 
the influence of hydrogen atoms differs from that of Tanford and Pease. Figure 
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9 is a plot of V0 versus hydrogen-atom concentration in the burned gases for vari­
ous fuels. Curve I has points for flames of hydrogen with oxygen, oxygen + ni­
trogen, and chlorine, as well as the oxyacetylene flame. Curve II represents 
points for the hydrocarbon-oxygen flames with the exception of the acetylene 
flame. On the basis of these data the author reaches the following conclusions: 

(1) The flame velocity, for this class of flames, is strongly dependent on the 
hydrogen-atom concentration. The atoms diffuse against the stream into the 
fresh gas, where they initiate or accelerate the chemical reaction. The influence 
of the atoms is of another order of magnitude than that of temperature in the 
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FIG. 9. v<> versus hydrogen-atom concentration in the burned gases for various com­
bustible mixtures as reported by Bartholome' (9). Curve I includes points for hydrogen-
oxygen, acetylene-oxygen, and hydrogen-chlorine mixtures. Curve II includes points for 
ethene-oxygen, methane-oxygen, and propene-oxygen mixtures. 

slower flames. Quantitatively it is found that v0 is proportional to [H]", where 
n is smaller than 1 but larger than the 3^ value which Tanford and Pease find 
in equation 5.1.08. 

{2) The influence of the hydrogen atoms is general in nature, similar for all 
flames and therefore not dependent upon the individual chemical events which 
may characterize a flame. 

(S) The fact that in figure 9 curve II, for the hydrocarbons, lies 50 per cent 
lower than curve I cannot be understood in terms of the difference of the diffu­
sion coefficient for hydrogen atoms in the different mixtures. This is all the more 
evident since points for the acetylene flame fall on curve I. The effect is explained 
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by an assumption of repression of hydrogen atoms in the hydrocarbon flames. 
Bartholome^ suggests that in the hydrocarbon flames reactions of the type 
H + CH4 = H2 + CH3 occur, so that the fast-moving hydrogen atoms are 
replaced by the more slowly moving alkyl radicals. Since the value for the acet­
ylene flame lies on the curve for the hydrogen flame, it must be assumed either 
that the radical C—C—H is not formed, or that it decomposes into C2 and H, 
so that the concentration of hydrogen atoms is not changed. 

Because of the evidence of the general nature of the influence of the hydrogen 
atoms, Bartholome' suggests that the influence is by virtue of a physical rather 
than a chemical process. If the atoms recombine after diffusion into the fresh gas, 
they will have carried over from burned to fresh gas their heat of dissociation. 
This increase of energy transport may explain the order of magnitude of the dif­
ference in flame velocity between thermal and diffusion flames. 

The fact that the maximum velocity for flames lies not at stoichiometric 
quantities of the components, but at fuel excess, is explained by a calculation 
of hydrogen-atom concentration at various compositions. As the concentration 
of oxygen decreases, the hydrogen-atom concentration rises with increasing fuel 
excess. Ultimately the effect of the decreasing temperature, which decreases 
dissociation, dominates, and [H] again decreases. It is found that at the maxi­
mum of the flame velocity, [H] also is at a maximum. 

E. The theory of Manson {86, 87, 88, 89) 

M = Pi/Po, and 
n = number of moles per unit volume. 

In contrast to other theories, Manson does not assume that the pressure 
through the zone is constant. The flame velocity is calculated by obtaining an 
expression for the pressure and substituting it into the equation 

Vo = [PI(PO - pi)/po(po - Pi)]1'2 (5.5.01) 

which is a rearrangement of equation 2.04. The pressure drop is calculated by 
considering that it arises from the movement of high-energy atoms or radicals, 
particularly hydrogen atoms, from the reaction zone into the fresh gas. 

Assumption 1: Hydrogen atoms are formed in the reaction zone, and they 
move toward the cold and hot boundaries with a velocity governed by the tem­
perature in the reaction zone. 

Assumption 2: The number of atoms crossing per unit area per unit time is 
the same at the two boundaries, and they move with the same velocity in each 
direction. Therefore the concentration of the hydrogen atoms is taken to be the 
same near the hot and the cold boundaries. 

Assumption 3: The concentration of hydrogen atoms at the hot boundary is 
given by the equilibrium partial pressure of the atoms in the burned gases. Then, 
for ideal gases the partial pressure of the atoms at the cold boundary becomes 

(PH)O = (Ps)IT0ZT1 (5.5.02) 
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Assumption J+: The hydrogen atoms in the fresh gas are assumed to undergo 
recombination according to the equation 2H = H2 + heat. Then the partial 
pressure in the fresh gas due to the movement of hydrogen atoms from the re­
action zone is 

(PHJO = 1A(Pn)XT0ZT1 (5.5.03) 

Assumption 5: It is assumed that the pressure in region 0 surpasses that in 
region 1 by the partial pressure of the hydrogen molecules as given by equation 
5.5.03, that is, 

Ap = Po-P1= (PH2)O = 1A(Pn)IToZT1 (5.5.04) 

TABLE 4 
Comparison of experimentally determined flame velocities for various mixtures with the ve­

locities calculated according to the theory of Manson (87, 88) 

Mixture. 

Vo, m./sec. 
J Calculated... 
\ Observed 

H2 + JO2 

9.3-9.8 
8.68-10.50 

C2H2 ~h O2 
5.8-6.4 
3.5-10 

C2H2 + 5/2 O2 

3.8-5.7 
5.75 

CH4 + 20 
0.9 

0.35-0.45 

+ 8N2 

TABLE 5 
Comparison of experimentally determined flame velocities for stoichiometric mixtures 
of 1, S-butadiene with nitrogen air and helium air as observed by Badin, Stuart, and Pease (4) 

with calculated velocities of Manson (89) 

MIXTURE WITH 

N, 

He 

TOTAL PRESSURE 

aim. 

1 
0.5 
1 
0.5 

SO 

Calculated 

cm.lite. 

79 
92 

246 
282 

Observed 

CM. /sec. 

43 
53 

143 
179 

Manson uses equations 5.5.01 and 5.5.04 to calculate flame velocities for a 
number of gaseous mixtures (87, 88). Some representative results are shown in 
table 4. When more than one figure for the calculated velocity is given, the values 
represent calculations with different sets of thermodynamic data. More than 
one value for the observed velocity indicates that the velocity was measured by 
more than one observer with different results. 

Manson has also calculated V0, at pressures of 1 and 1.5 atm., for mixtures of 
1,3-butadiene with nitrogen air and with helium air (89). Table 3 gives his 
calculated ratios of flame velocities compared with the calculated and experi­
mental results of Badin, Stuart, and Pease (108). Table 5 shows velocities calcu­
lated by Manson compared with experimental results. 
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