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Abstract—A fully conservative explicit scheme for a solid-particle-laden gas flow in a convergent—
divergent nozzle is studied numerically as a direct time-dependent problem for a one-dimensional flow.
The initial conditions at ¢+ =0 are taken from the similarity solution. The boundary conditions at the
nozzle inlet are determined by taking an arbitrary large cross-section at the first grid point before the
nozzle inlet and are held constant with time. The exit boundary conditions are obtained at the grid point
next to the exit plane from the values extrapolated at the exit plane. The particle burning rate is assumed
to be a function of pressure. A time-dependent predictor—corrector formulation with a fourth-order
damping term is used. Convergence of the result is assumed when the throat Mach number change is
<0.0001, generally in < 400 time steps.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Large particles entrained in a rocket exhaust contribute to momentum degradation and component
erosion (Hess 1985). The problem is particularly severe in a recent concept of an integral
rocket-ramjet, where an initial solid propellant rocket is followed by a ramjet (or a ducted
rocket) stage using large quantities of metallized particles burning with ambient air (Billig e al.
1980; Vanka er al. 1985). In both the above applications one encounters reacting solid particles.
This paper deals with a direct numerical method to calculate the flow properties for a one-
dimensional convergent—divergent nozzle having a reacting particle-laden gas as the flow medium.
Such an approach enables one to easily compare results with the one-dimensional theory of pure
gas flow. Although for a pure gas a one-dimensional approach forms part of any textbook on gas
dynamics, evaluation of a two-phase flow theory for such a nozzle has developed very slowly,
and to date the standard assumption is that the particles are non-reacting and that the particle
drag and the heat transfer relations are the low Reynolds number (Stokes regime) expressions.
Kliegel (1962) studied the case of constant particle velocity/gas velocity ratio (a similarity
parameter), and various aspects of such flows were studied by Rudinger (1970) and Bose (1982).
An interesting method by Hassan (1964) attempts to obtain a nozzle shape from a given distribution
of the similarity parameter. However, such analyses invariably lead to impractical nozzle shapes.
A direct numerical method for a one-dimensional two-phase flow was presented by Hultberg &
Soo (1965), and was reported again by Soo (1967) for a very special nozzle. The method fails in
the general case because of the difficulty in estimating the location of the point of singularity at
the point of sonic crossing, which in a particle-laden gas flow is downstream of the nozzle throat,
with any desired accuracy. Therefore it is conjectured that a time-dependent equation system, which
is a hyperbolic-type equation system and is not dependent on whether the flow is subsonic,
transonic or supersonic, is most suited for analysis of a two-phase system. In the present paper
the governing equations, including the particle reaction terms, are nondimensionalized and more
accurate particle drag and heat transfer laws are used, thus relaxing the low Reynolds number
approximations used by other authors. Finally, a numerical solution for a fully conservative
equation system is described and the numerical results presented. For this purpose an effort is made
to balance various interaction terms in the mass, momentum and energy conservation equations
for both gas and particles, and thus the method is slightly different from that used by Sharma &
Crowe (1978).
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2. ANALYSIS
The underlying assumptions of the present analysis are as follows:

1. There are no viscous or heat transfer effects for those associated with the drag
and heat transfer between the gas and the particles.

2. The particles are spherical and uniform in size at a given location, with diameter
d,, mass M, temperature 7, and material density p;.

3. The particles and the gas flow can be considered as being one-dimensional—their
respective property values at any cross-section represent the average value across
the section.

4. The gas obeys the ideal gas law.

5. The gas specific heat at constant pressure c,, the gas Prandtl number Prg and
the particle specific heat ¢, are all constant.

6. In the case of reacting particles the particle diameter is reduced and the reduced
particle mass content is converted to gas.

The basic unsteady equations for each of the species j (gas, particle) are:

continuity,
Pat Vo (pV) = rig; [1]
i-momentum,
OV + V- (V,¥) = —Vp,+ F; 2]
and
internal energy,
(pieh+ V- (pV;e)) = =V - (pV) + V.- F,+ 0+ Oy, (3]

In the above equations p; is the density of the jth species (j = s,G for solid and gas, respectively),
V, is the velocity vector for the jth species, p; is the partial pressure of the jth species and F, is
the volumetric force acting on the jth species. Now the relation between the specific internal total
energy of the species, e, and the specific total enthalpy of the species, 47, is

p,
°o—po 8
J J pj
and the energy equation for the species in terms of the specific total enthalpy is thus,
(Pjh;9 —p)h+V (ph;V)=V - F+ Qj + QRj' (4]

In [4], Qj and QRj are the interphase energy transfer rate and chemical energy addition rate of
the jth species.
Multiplying the momentum equation by the respective velocity component and adding, gives

<""TV}>l +V- (#) = —(V,"Vp)+V, F, (5]
Subtracting [5] from [3] and [4] we get
(e, + V- (pVe)= —pV -V, + 0, + Qg+ (V,~ V) - F, 6]
and
oty =)+ V- (pVh) — (V- Vp) = 0, + Qg+ (V.= V) - F,. 7

It is obvious that for solid particles p, = 0. Further, in [1]-[7] the variables #1;, F; and Qj have
opposite signs for the gas and the particles; this is due to the mass rate of production, the drag
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on the particles due to the difference in velocities between the particles and the gas, and the heat
exchange between the gas and the particles due to the difference in the temperature between the
particles and the gas. Thus, ritg;= +7,, F,= £F and Q;= + 0, where the upper sign is for
the particles and the lower sign is for the gas. Thus, from [4] with no chemical reaction and for
a steady state,

V- (pchcVo) +V  (pesV,) =0.

For the calculation of Qg it is assumed that a large fraction of the thermal energy released due
to chemical reaction goes to the gas and the rest to the particles. Thus, for the gas,

QRg = fmrAH

and for the particles,
Ors = (1 — B)rigAH,

where B is the fraction of the chemical energy released going to the gas and AH is the chemical
energy released per unit mass of the particle.
If n, is the number density of the particles, the mass rate of production of the particles, my,, is

mRs = ndznsp ;ds = 3/)55s [8]

and d, is the rate of reduction of the particle diameter, d,, per unit time (a negative quantity). This
model, therefore, assumes that the solid particles vanish due to chemical reaction and do not get
converted into different particles, e.g. metal particles becoming metallic oxide particles. We now
estimate the other interaction terms.

Estimation of the interaction terms

At low Reynolds numbers Re in the Stokes regime, the drag coefficient ¢, and the Nusselt
number Nuy, are given by the relations
24 ad,

Coo = p and Ny, =

€ E_z’

where Re = pgd (Vs — V,)/ug. Two ratios are defined to characterize the drag coefficient and the
Nusselt number with respect to their values at low Reynolds numbers. Herein ug is the dynamic
viscosity coefficient of the gas,

£=2  and  fi=u

Cpo Nu,’
The drag and the heat transfer for a single particle are

_ cope(Ve — V)'nd:
8

D,
and
Ql = 7"’adS(Ts - TG) = nkGNUds(TG - Ts)

Noting that the mass of a single particle is M,, = npd?}/6, then the force and the energy balances
in the Stokes regime give

dv =D. = cpontd;pe(Vo — V)
A PR U 3
and
dT,
Mc,—— = Qo = tkgNuyd(T — T).

*dt
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This gives two expressions for the velocity and the temperature changes in the Stokes
regime:

st _ 18#G(VG - Vs)

e (pidd)

and

dT, _ 12ko(Te—T)
it~ (pledd)

In the above, kg is the heat conductivity coefficient of the gas and T; is the temperature of the
jth species.

Assuming a step change of the gas velocity and the gas temperature at time ¢ = 0, two relaxation
times can be defined, one for the gas velocity and one for the temperature. The velocity relaxation
time for the Stokes regime is

o pd;
(18#0).

With n, being the number density of the particles, the mass density of the particles is p, = n,M,,
and the volumetric force F and the heat exchange term Q are

9]

ps(VG - Vs)
F=—nD =F"6" "¢
" (o)
and
Q' — _nsQl = (%)pskG(TG - Ts)

(utv)

The f, and fy relations used in the present paper are the drag and Nusselt number correction, and
are defined as follows:

Re < 1000: f;, =1+ 0.15 Re®®" (Rowe 1961)
Re > 1000: £, = 0.01833 Re
=1+ 0.2295 Re®SSPro,

One-dimensional nozzle flow
From [1]{7] the following vector equation can be written for a one-dimensional two-phase nozzle
flow:

E +G,=H, (10]
where
[ pcA ) [ PacA ) [ mgA )
Pclc Pt + P F
ho — ugh? uF + Q + prigAH
E=<pGG P . G= < PglUchc 4 and H= < R s
psA psuxA _mRA
Pl psuf —F
L pet wre | —uF =0+ (1 - pyrmgaH
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where

us
he = coTo + =

2
° u
€y = csTs + .?s’

_ ps(us - uG)

- (tfp) ’

Q - (%)pskG(TG — Ts)
(Hst/N)

and A is the cross-sectional area.

The mass rate of production term can be estimated assuming that the solid particles burn fully
and get converted into the gaseous form. Let 4, be the particle diameter at a particular location,
which can be calculated from the nozzle inlet particle diameter d,, and the elapsed time up to the
location under consideration from the relation

dy=dy— Ibpa ds, (11}

where b and n are burning rate parameters, and r = bpg is the burning rate. Thus, the rate of change
of the diameter of the particle is d, = —bpZ. If the number density of the particles n, remains
constant through the nozzle, then from [8] and [11] we get

3pbps 3pbpG

dy— fbp"c dt  dy— f(éfﬁ) dx

It is obvious from [12] that the denominator must remain positive, which places limits on the value
of n, the length of the nozzle and the value of b.

g, = — (12]

Non-dimensionalizing the equation
Equations are non-dimensionalized with the help of the following non-dimensional variables:

x Ut A U PcRcT° psRT® p
-x*=z’ t*=f’ us*=[_/’ u?}:UGS P&= Gpo ’ p:= po ’ p(*3=_(oj’

Tg T, hg e; 4, HaCpi

T*=_, s ) he* = ) :*= s *=_s Prg = »

¢=7e Ti=7e h=775 oty =4 Pe=T
.R_mRRST°L’ . E 0% = QOL =S Age- AHO’ . Ut’
(p°U) p (p°U) (476} (pGT) L
-1 Ud,
k== 2 and  U=./2cT".

e I 7
Thus, one gets
h$* =T%+ u¥’,
e*=c*T* +u¥,
fo o PIUE— )
(CefoK)
and

_pNTE-TY)

0" =GR, fuProCry
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and for chemical reaction,

6pg

o [(5)e]

The non-dimensional form of [10] is now

m =

EX+Gr=H*, [13]
where
r [)_2; Y r péué ~\
%k A*
pEud pEud’ +K,p
*ho* _2K * %, %], O%
Bt < PGl PG g G* = < p&ulhs
ps plus
A* A*
plul prul®
L p¥e* ) L p¥e*ul )
and
[ i ]
Ve
K, F*
2K, (u¥F* + Q™) + BAH*m
H* = < - >
A*
— K F*
2K @F* + Q%)+ (1 - B)AH*m )

Equation [13} is now a non-dimensional partial differential equation of hyperbolic type with respect
to time, which has to be solved. In the above K, and K, are constants and f is the fraction of
chemical energy going to the gaseous phase.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Solution of [13] was obtained using the MacCormack (1969) explicit predictor—corrector scheme.
Herein a fourth-order damping term with a damping coefficient of 0.1 was used to suppress
non-linear instabilities. A standard three-point smearing technique using 95% weighting on the
point under consideration and 2.5% on either side was used to smooth the flow variables. The
integration time step was determined by the following expression:

At =CFL - Ax/|u +a,

in which CFL is the Courant-Freidrich—-Lewy number. With a reactive flow, it is necessary to use
a smaller time-marching step. Typically, CFL was taken as 0.001.

The initial conditions for this problem were obtained using a one-dimensional isentropic flow
analysis based on the average mixture properties. Subsequently, the individual phase arrays are
obtained from the velocity lag K, and the mass fraction m* assumed. Thus, the initial conditions
bear the following relationship between the phases:

* %
W =Kour, mr=PEW) g e oi—L.(-TY,
(p& - ud)

where L is the temperature lag, and can be expressed as a function of K.
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The exit boundary condition is based on a simple linear extrapolation of the conservation
variables represented in vector E* of [13]. Since the exit flow was observed to be always super-
sonic, this treatment of the exit boundary was found to be satisfactory. The inlet boundary
condition uses a much simpler method as compared to the characteristic formulation. The reservoir
condition is associated with a large value of 4/A,., = 10. The stagnation pressure and the
temperature are fixed at reservoir values but the velocity is allowed to develop as a part of
the solution by backward linear extrapolation. Finally, the density is evaluated from the equation
of state. This method was used by Anderson (1970) for time differencing quasi-one-dimensional
equations.

The convergence criteria used here dictates that the relative error in the throat Mach number
is <1x107* and the relative error in the throat mass flow rate is <1 x 107° in consecutive
integrations. For this study, flow through a JPL axisymmetric nozzle with 45° entrance and 15°
straight wall exit sections is considered. Details of this nozzle are shown in figure 1. The flow field
is divided in 22 equally-spaced grid points and the converged solution requires approx. 400
integration steps for all the cases presented here.

Typical data used in this study are as follows: 7°=5555K, p°=1.034x 10°Pa,
b =4.5x10"°m/(Pa)", n =0.5 (burning rate is 4.5mm/s at 1.034 x 10°Pa pressure), y = 1.4,
¢, =1070J/kg K, Pr=0.74, u°=2.68 x 10-°kg/ms and AH =2.7 x 10" J/kg.

Figure 2 shows the computed Mach number variation and the pressure variation through the
nozzle for a reactive flow with a solid particle of size of 20 gm. The sonic flow occurs downstream
of the throat, which is located at the non-dimensional axial distance of 0.6. The Mach number and
the pressure variation exhibit a similar trend for all the other cases investigated. Thus, for
subsequent studies the Mach number at two locations, namely the throat and the exit, are used
as parameters for comparison. This is adequate since the thrust developed depends essentially on
the exit Mach number.

Figure 3 shows the throat Mach number as a function of the initial solid particle diameter d,,.
If the particles are nonreacting the throat Mach number is almost independent of the particle size
for the size range considered. In the case of reactive particles: (a) the solid size changes through
the pressure-dependent burning rate law; (b) the interphase momentum and heat transfer not only
depend on the velocity difference between the two phases but also on the instantaneous particle
size; (c) the solids gasify, adding to the mass of the gaseous phase; and (d) the combustion of solids
adds heat to both the gaseous and solid phases in arbitrary proportions. As a consequence of the
above, the reactive particles cause a greater throat Mach number variation as compared with the
inert ones. This is especially true for smaller sized particles. This can partially be explained by the
fact that the interphase transfer terms, as well as the source terms, are inversely proportional to
the square of the size of the solid particles.

Figure 4 depicts the exit Mach number variation with respect to the solid size. Here the trend
is similar to that seen in figure 3. In the case of reactive flow the exit Mach number is 1.917 for
10 um size particles compared with 1.967 for 50 um particles.
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Figure 1. Shape of the JPL nozzle used for the Figure 2. Mach number and pressure distribution in a

calculation. nozzle.
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Figure 3. Throat Mach number vs initial solid diameter. Figure 4. Exit Mach number vs initial solid diameter.

Figures 5 and 6 show the effect of the solid mass fraction m* (defined as the ratio of the solid
mass flux/gas mass flux at the inlet) on the Mach number. The mass fraction can also be defined
in terms of the ratio of the solid mass/mixture mass (Chang 1980). Reduction in the mass fraction
implies fewer solids and thus lower resistance on the gas flow. Thus, the throat and the exit
Mach number are higher for lower mass fraction values. As shown in figure 5, the throat
Mach number is considerably different for the inert and the reactive particles. However, as is
evident from figure 6, there is very little difference between the two with regard to the exit Mach
number, up to a mass fraction m* = 0.75. The exit Mach number drops from a value of 2.3 at
m* =0.1 to 2.0 at m* =0.75. Beyond this mass fraction, the difference is greater. In the case of
the reactive particles, the exit Mach number reduces from 2.0 to 1.95 at m* =0.1.

Figures 7 and 8 show the variations of Mach numbers with respect to the ratio of solid/gas
specific heat. Corresponding to the lower solid specific heat, the gas-phase Mach number is greater.
Once again the throat Mach number shows greater variation between the reactive and the inert
particles. When comparing the exit Mach number against the mass fraction variation, it is found
that the exit Mach number is more sensitive to the specific heat ratio. For example, for ¢* = 1.5,
the exit Mach number remains supersonic, although it is reduced to 1.89.

4. CONCLUSIONS

Previous efforts reported in the literature have concentrated on the area of non-reacting solid—gas
flow through nozzles. The present work investigated the effects of other important parameters,
such as specific heat ratio and reacting particles, on one-dimensional two-phase flow through a
nozzle.
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The following key conclusions have been reached from this study:

1. Smaller sized reacting solid particles slow down the gases considerably. As the initial particle
diameter increases, the throat and the exit Mach number appear to be approaching a nearly
constant value asymptotically.

2. As observed by other investigators, by suitably combining the solid loading with the solid size
the exit Mach number can be suitably modified. This effect is enhanced in the case of reacting
particles.

3. Variation of the specific heat of the particles has a marked effect on the exit Mach number.

4. Finally, the effect of the continued combustion of the solid particles throughout the nozzle
results in a reduction of the gas velocity.
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