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Instability of an Annular Liquid Sheet
Surrounded by Swirling Airstreams
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A theoretical model to predict the instability of an annular liquid sheet subjected to coaxial swirling airstreams
is developed. The model incorporates essential features of a liquid sheet downstream of a prefilming airblast
atomizer such as three-dimensional disturbances, inner and outer air swirl, finite film thickness, and finite surface
curvature. Effects of flow conditions, fluid properties, and film geometry on the instability of the liquid sheet are
investigated. It is observed that the relative axial velocity between the liquid and the gas phases enhances the
interfacial aerodynamic instability by increasing the growth rate and the most unstable wave number. At low
velocities, a combination of inner and outer airstreams is more effective in disintegrating the liquid sheet than
only the inner or only the outer airstream. Also, the inner air is more effective than the outer air in promoting
disintegration. Swirl not only increases the growth rate and the range of unstable wave numbers but also shifts the
dominant mode from the axisymmetric mode to a helical mode. With the presence of air swirl, the most unstable
wave number and the maximum growth rate are higher than their no-swirl counterparts. Inner air swirl increases
the most unstable wave number more effectively than outer air swirl, and both airstreams swirling together leads

to higher values of the maximum growth rate than do only inner or outer air swirl.

Nomenclature

= vortex strength, m*/s

= coefficients in dispersion equation (23)

= air/liquid density ratio

= ratio of inner to outer radius, that is, R,/ R,
= nth-order modified Bessel function of first kind
= nth-order modified Bessel function of second kind
= axial wave number, 1/m

= azimuthal wave number

= mean pressure, N/m?

= disturbance pressure, N/m?

= inner radius of the liquid sheet, m

= outer radius of the liquid sheet, m

= radial coordinate, m

= time, S

= mean axial velocity, m/s

= disturbance axial velocity, m/s

= mean radial velocity, m/s

= disturbanceradial velocity, m/s

= mean tangential velocity, m/s

= Weber number, pU?R,/ o

= disturbance tangential velocity, m/s

= axial coordinate, m

= displacementdisturbance, m

= azimuthal angle, rad

= wavelength, m
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p = fluid density, kg/m?

Q = angular velocity, 1/s

o  =temporal frequency, 1/s
Subscripts

i = inner gas

[ = liquid phase

o = outer gas

s = based on swirling component

Introduction

ODERN combustion engines must meet increasingly strin-

gent requirements regarding pollutant emissions, such as
NO,, in addition to improved combustion efficiency. The achieve-
ment of this goal depends largely on the performance of liquid fuel
atomizer and rapid, uniform fuel-air mixing. The prefilming air-
blast atomizer has been considered as an advanced fuel injection
concept and is widely used in gas turbine engines and oil-fired fur-
naces due to its advantages such as a low fuel pressure require-
ment, a large flow turndown ratio, and low pollutant emissions.
Inside the atomizer, fuel is first forced into an annular passage
to form a thin annular liquid sheet and is then exposed to high-
speed swirling airstreams on both sides, as shown in Fig. 1. The
strong shear action of swirling airstreams speeds up the disintegra-
tion process of the liquid sheet.! The breakup of the liquid sheet
has direct effects on the resultant spray characteristicssuch as mean
drop size and droplet size distribution and, thus, affects combus-
tion efficiency and pollutant formation. Understanding the factors
that influence the disintegrationprocess will benefit not only atom-
izer design and improvementbut also numerical simulation of spray
combustion?

It is well known that the disintegration of the liquid sheet is due
to the growth of unstable waves at the interface between the gas and
the liquid sheet. Various forces such as aerodynamic force, inertial
force, surface tension, shear force, and centrifugal force involvedin
the disintegrationprocess compete to dominate the instability of the
liquid sheet. Extensive theoretical and experimental studies® 8 have
been conductedon the instability of planarliquid sheets. These two-
dimensional instability models were extended later to the annular
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Fig.1 Schematic of a prefilming airblast atomizer.

liquid sheet.”~ !¢ Effects of relative velocity between the liquid and
gas phase, air-to-liquiddensity ratio, film thickness, and surface cur-
vature on the instability of the annularliquid sheet were investigated.
However, the airflow conditions in these studies’~'>!® were in the
low-speedregime (We; or We, <8), and the swirl effect on the insta-
bility of the annularliquid sheet has not been considered. The effect
of liquid swirl was examined in several recent studies,’* ! and the
linear stability analysis was combined with a breakup model to pre-
dict mean droplet sizes for the pressure-swirl atomizer. Agreement
with experimental data was reasonable."”

Inside practical prefilming airblast atomizers, swirl is imparted
to both the inner and outer air streams as well as to the liquid
fuel. Experimentalinvestigations'’*'® haverevealedthat the swirling
airstreams promote the disintegrationof the liquid sheet, apart from
enhancing mixing and stabilizing flame. In Ref. 15 a theoretical
model considering the liquid swirl was developed. However, a de-
tailed theoretical analysis of the disintegration of the annular lig-
uid sheet that includes the effects of air swirl is not yet available
in the literature. The objective of the present paper is to develop
an analytical model for the instability of the annular liquid sheet
downstream of a prefilming airblast atomizer. This model predicts
the most unstable wave number and the maximum growth rate that
can be used to predict mean drop size and the liquid sheet breakup
length. It incorporates essential features such as three-dimensional
disturbances, inner and outer air swirl, finite film thickness, and
finite surface curvature. Effects of flow conditions, fluid proper-
ties, and film geometry on the instability of the liquid sheet are
investigated. A parametric study has been carried out to understand
the instability of the liquid sheet under swirl and nonswirl airflow
conditions.

Mathematical Formulation

The stability model considers an annular liquid sheet subjected
to coaxial swirling airstreams, as shown in Fig. 2. Both the liquid
and the gas phases are assumed to be inviscid and incompressible.
Basic flow velocities for the liquid and the inner and the outer gas are
assumedto be (U}, 0, 0), (U;, 0, Qr),and(U,, 0, A/ r), respectively.
The combination of the solid body rotation and free vortex profile is
quite similar to the tangential velocity profile in practical gas turbine
combustors.”” To maintain an annular shape of the liquid sheet, a
constraint must be imposed on the assumed mean airflows and is
described by Eq. (1):

P, — P, =0(1/R, + 1/R;) (H

The governing equations are written in vector form as

V.V =0 2)
0
p(—V +V -VV) =-VP 3)
ot
where
U
Vv=|V
w

Fig. 2 Annular liquid sheet
subjected to swirling airstreams.

-

To derive the linearizeddisturbanceequations, velocity and pressure
disturbances are superimposed on their mean counterparts as

V=V+y, p=P+p 4)
where
u
v=|v
w

and the overbarrepresentsthe assumed mean flow quantitiesand the
prime indicates disturbance. The velocity and pressure disturbances
are assumed to have the forms of

(u,v,w, p') =[a(r), 9(r), w(r), p(r)]explitkx + n6 — wr)]
(5
where the caret indicates disturbance amplitude, which is a function
of r only. For temporal instability analysis, the wave number k£ and
n are real, whereas the frequency o is complex. The imaginary part

of o reflects the growth rate of a disturbance. The displacement
disturbances at the inner and the outer interface are

n(x, 0,1) = iy explitkx + n6 — wn)], j=i0 (6
Note that no assumption has been made whether the two interfaces
move in phase (antisymmetric mode) or out of phase (axisymmetric
mode). The linearized disturbanceequations for the liquid phase are
written in vector form as follows:

Vv =0 (7
ov ov ,

The linearized disturbance equations for the inner and outer air are
written in component form as

ou v ov 1 ow
+—+ —+

—t+t -+ =+ -——=0 9
ox r or r 00 ®)
0 W; o 0 1 op’
_u+_/_u+ j_u =__& (10)
ot r 00 0x pj 0x
G v . Wiov 2w, 1 op
_V+Uj_v+_,_v_ Al =__& (11)
ot 0x r 00 r p;j or
0 dw;, W, 0o 0 w; 1 op
Xy ’+—’—W+Uj—w+ AR} (12)
ot dr r 00 0x r pj roo

where j =i, 0, W; =Qr, and W, =A/r.
Appropriate boundary conditions must be prescribed at the in-
ner and outer surfaces of the liquid sheet to derive the dispersion
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equation. The kinematic boundary conditions for the inner air, the
outer air, and the liquid phase are described, respectively, by

on; on; on;
= 8yl =R, (13)
ot 00 ox
on, Aon, o1,
G 20 0_17 at r =R, (14)
ot rz2 00 0x
on; on;
v =2 + U,—T7 at r =R, (15)
ot ox
on, on,
V=—+ U — at r =R 16
P Sx b (16)

The dynamic boundary conditions at the inner and the outer inter-
faces are

i 1 o’ *n
f—p =0 —=+—=——=+— )+ p PR,
B P (Rg R3¢ ax2 ) Pt Rl

at r=R, (17)

1 22 0? A?
p; — p:} — —C7< nU + 770 + 770) _ p{) 770

R ORI a*  ox? R}

at r=R, (18)

After extensive algebraic manipulations, the pressure disturbances
in the inner air, the outer air, and the liquid sheet are expressed,
respectively, by

. pi[(—a)+ nQ+ kU;)* — 4(22](—a)+ nQ + kU) L, (kir) explitkx + n6 — ot)]

where k; =k /{1 — [cs/(—@ + ¢4)*]}. The coefficients {c;} in
Eq. (23) depend on wave numbers k and n, flow conditions, fluid
properties, and the geometric parameter and are given in the Ap-
pendix. The dispersion equation [i.e., Eq. (23)] does not have a
closed-form solution. It was, thus, solved numerically by the se-
cant method, which is an iterative method and requires two initial
complex guess values. Without air swirl, the dispersion equation
can be reduced to a fourth-order polynomial equation and can be
readily solved analytically. When air swirl is present, guess values
were taken from the solutions that correspond to nonswirling flow
conditions. The solution was considered converged when the left-
hand side of Eq. (23) was less than 1073, For each pair of (k, n)
and given dimensionless parameters, the root with the maximum
imaginary part that represents the growth rate of an unstable wave
was obtained.

Results and Discussion

To predictaccurately the disintegrationof the annularliquid sheet
emanating from practicalprefilming airblastatomizers,the innerand
outer airflows are assumed to have both axial and swirling velocity
components in the model. Based on the nondimensionaldispersion
equation (23), a complete parametric study has been carried out
to isolate the specific effect of flow conditions, fluid property, and
nozzle geometry on the instability of the liquid sheet. The param-
eter space consists of the axial Weber numbers We;, We,, and We,;
the swirl Weber numbers Weg; and We,,; the axial wave number k;
the azimuthal wave number n; the gas-to-liquid density ratios g;

P =

L An An
p(; - k (] R}f 0 () r2 o

K, (k
X7 (kr)

UW exp[i(kx + nb — CO[)] (20)

_ pi(—o + kU))?
~ k[I)(kR)K!(kR,) — I/(kR,)K/(kR,)]

P
X {0 [K) (kR I, (kr) — I (kRy) K, (kr)]
+ #, [, (kR,) K, (kr) — K| (kR,)1,(kr)]}
X expli(kx + n6 — ot)] 2n
where k; =k /{1 — [4*/(—w + nQ + kU;)?]}. The following di-

mensionless parametersare introducedto derive the nondimensional
dispersion equation:

U?R ,UZR b A
We, =u, We, =u, We,, = P
o e} oR,
(PR3 U?R '
We =u, We, =M, : P
o (o3 pPi
R _ R
g =2 h==  k=kRr, o@=—L (2
pP1 Ry U

The final nondimensional dispersion equation is fairly complicated
and can be written as

— -3 - -
@ + cg® + co@ + Clo® — €1
gi{—clc‘o“ + 6‘126—03 + 6‘136_02 + oo+ 6‘15}

ol (hky) + (=@ + c4)\/1 —[es) (=@ + cp2]n (k)

X (=@ + ci)1,(hk)) =0 (23)

(19)

[(—o+ nQ+ kUpk,I' (ki R,) + (2n2/ R,)I,(k\ R,)]

and g,; and the ratio of inner to outer radius 4. The wave number
(or frequency) with the maximum growth rate represents the most
unstable wave and, hence, will dominate the liquid sheet breakup
process. The speeds of surrounding air considered here are within
the range of practical operating condition."”

Without Swirl

Figure 3 illustrates the effect of axial velocity on the dispersion
diagram.Itis seen from Fig. 3 that there exists a finite range of wave
numbers with positive growth rate. There also exists a most unsta-
ble wave number corresponding to the maximum growth rate. This
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Fig. 3 Effect of axial velocity on dispersion diagram at We; =37, g; =
80 =0.00129,and 2 =0.93.
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behavioris explained as follows. The instability mechanism can be
thought of as a frequency-selectiveamplifier. The mean flow is its
energy supply, and its gain and frequency characteristicsdepend on
flow parameters, fluid properties, and boundary conditions. When
axial relative velocity is very low, the axisymmetric mode (n =0)
dominates the competition of disturbance growth. As the axial ve-
locity increases, both the maximum growth rate and the range of un-
stable wave numbers increases. Meanwhile, the most unstable wave
number (or the dominant frequency) shifts to a higher value. This

Fig. 4a
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implies that the breakup length and mean drop size decrease with
increasingrelative velocity. This behavioris in agreementwith avail-
able experimental results.!”-!® Furthermore, the importance of he-
lical modes becomes comparable to that of the axisymmetric mode
as the relative velocity increases.

The effectivenessof the combinationof the axial flow of the inner
and outer air in promotingaerodynamicinstability of the liquid sheet
is shown in Fig. 4a. At small Weber numbers (low velocity), the
disturbance grows faster with inner and outer air moving than with

Maximum growth rate

Fig.5a
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only inner or only outer air flow. This is because, with the presence
of both inner and outer airstreams, the disturbance extracts energy
from both the mean inner and outer flow. However, the range of
unstable wave numbers and the most unstable wave number are the
same as that associated with only inner air moving. By examining
Fig. 4, we note that the inner air is more effective in enhancing
aerodynamic instability than the outer air. The flow of the inner air
leads to larger growth rates (Fig. 4a) and a wider range of unstable
wave numbers (Fig. 4b). However, the flow has a smaller value of
the most unstable wave number than its outer counterpart (Fig. 4c)
when the axial Weber number is greater than 5.0. This behavior has
been observed in previous experiments.!! At large Weber numbers,
as demonstrated by Fig. 5, the effectiveness of the inner and the
outer air flow in making the liquid sheet unstableis almost the same
as that with only the inner or the outer air. Moreover, the curve of
neutral stabilitybecomes a straightline and the relationshipbetween
axial Weber number and the most unstable wave number becomes
linear. This is likely because of the dominantinfluence of the relative
velocity at high speeds (Weber number).

The influence of the gas-to-liquid density ratio on the instabil-
ity of annular liquid sheet is twofold as illustrated in Fig. 6. As
can be clearly seen in Fig. 6a, the maximum growth rate decreases
monotonically with density ratio. However, variation of the most
unstable wave number with the density ratio displays two opposite
trends. In the low-velocity regime, an increase in density ratio leads
to a slight increase in the most unstable wave number. Because an
increase in the gas density increases the aerodynamic interaction
between liquid and gas phase, it enhances aerodynamic instability
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Fig. 6 Effect of density ratio on maximum growth rate and most un-
stable wave number at We, =0, g, =0.00129,and 4 = 0.90.
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Fig. 7 Effect of surface curvature on maximum growth rate and
most unstable wave number at We; = We, =0, We; =37, and g; =
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of the liquid sheet. This implies that, at low velocity, the higher the
ambient pressure, the smaller the drops produced. This conclusion
has also been reported in a previous experimental study of the ef-
fect of ambient density on the drop size formed.?’ In contrast, in
the high-velocity regime (We; >8), the most unstable wave num-
ber decreases with the density ratio. However, the resulting droplet
size depends on both the most unstable wave number and the film
thicknessat the breakup location, which are determined by the max-
imum growth rate. Therefore, the net effect of the density ratio on
the drop size becomes fairly complex. Such a complex behaviorhas
also been observed in a previous study of aerodynamic breakup of
liquid sheets 2!

When the liquid sheet and the ambient air are both moving very
slowly, surface curvature has a remarkable effect on the growth
rates of unstable waves as shown in Fig. 7. For fixed film thickness,
the maximum growth rate and the most unstable wave number first
decrease sharply and then increase slightly with the radius of the
innersurface. The transitiontakes place where /2 has a value of about
0.75.This is due to the competitionbetween acrodynamic force and
surface tension in influencing the growth of unstable waves. When
the inner radius is very small, that is, when A is very small, the
surface tension is responsible for the instability of the annularliquid
sheet. As the inner radius increases, surface tension force decreases
and, thus, leads to a lower growth rate and smaller most unstable
wave number. However, as the inner radius increases further, the
aerodynamicforce becomes more importantthan the surfacetension
force and causes an increase in the growth rate and the most unstable
wave number. This behavioris consistent with results reported in a
previous study.’
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Effect of Air Swirl

As illustrated in Fig. 8, features of the instability of the annu-
lar liquid sheet change significantly when swirl is added to the
airstreams. Without swirl, as shown in Fig. 8a, the axisymmetric
mode has the highest growth rate and, thus, dominates the competi-
tion in the disintegration process. However, when swirl is added to
the inner airstream, the maximum growth rate and the most unsta-
ble wave number are increased, as shown in Fig. 8b. Helical modes
are enhanced within the high-wave-number region. This indicates
that short waves absorb more energy from the swirling inner airflow
than long waves. The swirl needed to switch the dominant mode
from the axisymmetric mode to a helical mode is very weak due to
the inviscid assumption. Figure 8c is the dispersion diagram when
swirl is added to the outer airstream. The swirl promotes helical
modes within the whole unstable region instead of only the high-
wave-numberregionas with the inner air swirl case. However, swirl
inhibits the growth of the axisymmetric mode. Meanwhile, the in-
crease in the maximum growth rate and the most unstable wave
number of helical modes caused by the outer air swirl is smaller
than the increase caused by its inner swirl counterpart. This implies
that inner air swirl is more effective than outer air swirl in increas-
ing the most unstable wave number and the maximum growth rate.
As aresult, it leads to smaller droplets and shorter breakup length.
When swirl is added to both airstreams, as shown in Fig. 8d, the
maximum growth rate is increased more significantly than that of
only the single swirl cases. This is because unstable waves extract
more energy from both swirling airstreams. Additionally, we found
that, when the value of swirl Weber number is less than 10, the most
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unstable wave number is almost identical to that of only the inner
swirl case but larger than its no-swirl counterpart. This demonstrates
that swirl has a destabilizing effect on the annular liquid sheet. It
leads to shorter breakup length and smaller droplet sizes than the
situation where swirl is absent.

The growth rates of the first three modes for the cases of no swirl,
only inner air swirl, only outer air swirl, and both air swirls are
compared in Fig. 9. It is evident that the enhancement of helical
modes due to swirl is far more significant than that of the axisym-
metric mode. For helical modes, the combination of inner and outer
air swirl leads to higher growth rates than that with only single air
swirl. However, for the axisymmetric mode, outer air swirl causes
a lower growth rate than its no-swirl counterpart.

Variations of the maximum growth rate and the most unstable
wave number for the second helicalmode (n =2) are plotted against
the swirl Weber number in Fig. 10. The swirl Weber numbers are
within the range of practicaloperatingconditionsand are considered
to have the same values as the axial Weber numbers. This is simi-
lar to the practical flow conditions downstream of airblast atomizer.
The destabilizingeffect of air swirl can be clearly seen from Fig. 10.
With the presence of air swirl, the maximum growth rate and the
most unstable wave number are increased. This trend has also been
observedin a previousexperiment.!” As the swirl strengthincreases,
the maximum growth rate and the most unstable wave number in-
crease monotonically. The maximum growth rate has the highest
value when swirl is added to both inner and outer air. Inner air swirl
leads to higher growth rates than that caused by outer air swirl, as
discussed before. Meanwhile, inner air swirl has the highest value

3.0

2.5

W;
N
(]

LI I U s O L e |

Growth rate
(6]

1.0

0.5

0.0

Wave number k
¢) With only outer air swirl (We,, =8)

> >
o n

w
n

Growth rate ®;
@
(]

N
n

(LA BEARE RERRS EREny nunas]

- N
o o
<
-

o
»n
O T
3
I
rn
-

Y
=]

PSS TR NN TN RO [N YT T [N YT T ) LIS MR | AHY

2 4 6 8 10
Wave number X
d) With both inner and outer swirl (Weg; = We,, = 8)

o
o

Fig.8 Growth rate vs wave number at We; = We, =8, We; =37, g, =g, =0.00129, and % = 0.90.



LIAO ET AL. 459

w
=]

n
)

W;
o
O

Growth rate
[(6;]

1.0 Both air swirl i
————— Only inner air swirl "}
o5l e Only outer air swirl 3

No swirl

O.OO

1 L
2 4 6 8
a) Wave number k&
35F
30F
18 25F
o s
® [
= 20F
L [
3
e 15F .
(O] B ,
F /| f———— Both swirl L
- LR
1'O; // ————— Inner swirl only ;
05 // ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ Outer swirl only \:
’ T - No swirl %
f.<w“I¢|||I||||I||=‘I|<|
0'OO 2 4 6 8
b) Wave number k
Both air swirl
5.0 n=2 . . .
F === Only inner air swirl
45 e Only outer air swirl
40F e - No swirl
S 35F
o E
E30F /sl
£ 25F
I
6 20F
15k L .
E/ Y N,
1.0F / ‘~.\
; / .
3 / \
SNSTEEVTE ISR R SSNET TN T RSN ST | SR
00 =7 & 0 12
¢) Wave number k

Fig.9 Effect of air swirl ona) axisymmetric mode, b) first helical mode,
and c) second helical mode at We; = We,, =8, We; =37, g; =g, =0.00129,
and h =0.90.

of the most unstable wave number. This implies that, when swirl
gets very strong, the combination of inner and outer swirl is less
effective than only the inner air swirl in forming smaller droplets,
although it speeds up the breakup process of the liquid sheet. In
summary, inner air swirl is more effective in increasing the maxi-
mum growth rate and the most unstable wave number than outer air
swirl. Therefore, it is conducive to improvementin the performance
of airblast atomizers.
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Fig.10 Effect of air swirl on maximum growth rate and most unstable
wave number at We; =37, g; =g, =0.00129,and . = 0.90.

Conclusions

A theoretical model to predict the instability of an annular liq-
uid sheet subjected to coaxial swirling airstreams is developed. The
model incorporatesessentialfeatures of the liquid sheet downstream
of a prefilming airblast atomizer such as three-dimensional distur-
bances, inner and outer air swirl, finite film thickness, and finite
surface curvature. Effects of flow conditions, fluid properties, and
film geometry on the instability of liquid sheets are investigated.
It is observed that the relative axial velocity between the liquid
and the gas phases enhances the interfacial instability by increas-
ing the growth rate and the most unstable wave number. At low
velocities, the combination of inner and outer airstreams is more
effective in disintegrating the liquid sheet than only the inner or
only the outer airstream. Also, the inner air is more effective than
the outer air in promoting disintegration. The effect of density ratio
on the instability of the liquid sheet is twofold. In the low-velocity
regime, an increase in the density ratio leads to a slight increase
in the most unstable wave number. However, in the high-velocity
regime (We; =8), the most unstable wave number decreases with
the density ratio. When both the liquid sheet and the ambient air
are moving very slowly, for fixed film thickness, both the maxi-
mum growth rate and the most unstable wave number first decrease
sharply and then increase slightly with the radius of the inner sur-
face. The transition takes place where £ has a value of about 0.75.
Enhancement of helical modes due to swirl is far more significant
than that of the axisymmetric mode. Air swirl not only increases
the maximum growth rate and the most unstable wave number but
also shifts the dominant mode from the axisymmetric mode to a
helical mode. With the presence of inner air swirl, the most unstable
wave number and the maximum growth rate are higher than no-
swirl and outer air swirl cases. The maximum growth rate has the
highest value when swirl is added to both the inner and the outer
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air. However, inner air swirl leads to the highest values of the most
unstable wave number. Outer air swirl inhibits the growth of the
axisymmetric mode but promotes helical modes.

Appendix: List of Coefficients

Coefficients ¢;-c 4 in dispersion equation (23) are as follows:

= _Bn + goG
¢, =—2kB, +2g,| n. [—= A
goWel goWel
k i - Weg,
e = —(1 = 1% = B) + k=2
Wel We,

1
2
WeSO T We() 7.2
—n +E[/=2) G, + @B,
We, We,
Wesi = Wel‘ 4W€5i
cy =|\n|——+k s Ccs =
We, g; We, g; We; g;
E Wesi

= (1 —n® — B2h) + kh
We,hz We,

C7 =Clcn - QnSn

Ce

Cg = _CZCn - 2CIC‘n]E + 4QnSnE
cg =—c3C, + 2¢,Cok + ¢,C,k* — 60,8,k + c¢cq
cio =2¢3Ck — ¢,C,k* + 40,8,k — cyc6

¢y =c;C k% + Q,8,k* + cycq, Clp =¢y + 2¢104

Ci13 =C3 — 20y¢4 — clci + ccs, ciy = —2c3¢4 + cch1 — C5C5
) 2n | Weg
Ci5 = C3C; — C3Cs, Clg =—.| ——
15 344 365 16 I’Zk giWEI
where
_K,(k) _ Li(kh) K, (k) — K, (kh)L,(k)
KNk " (k) K! (k) — K! (kh)I(k)

_ LK, (kh) = K, (k)1,(kh)
"~ I(kh)K! (k) — K! (kh)I' (k)

n

LK, (k) = K (k)1,(k)
" L(kh)K! (k) — K!(kh) 1! (k)

_ I/(kh)K, (kh) — K/ (kh)1,(kh)
© I/(kh)K!(K) — K! (kh)I! (k)

n
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