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The acoustic combustion instability of a solid rocket motor is investigated by computational fluid dynamics and
compared with theoretical results. The quasi-one-dimensional Euler equations for the unsteady flow inside the
combustion chamber and the equation for the thermal conduction inside the solid propellant are simultaneously
solved with a quasi-steady flame model near the burning surface. The Runge—Kutta discontinuous Galerkin method
is used as the platform for the flow simulation, and a numerical accuracy study is carried out. The conventional
second-order finite volume method is verified to give accurate results by comparison with the third-order Runge—
Kautta discontinuous Galerkin method. The growth rate versus the nozzle entrance Mach number for the attenuation
case shows good agreement with the linear theory. For the growing case, it is shown that agreement is good for small
Mach numbers. The results of the stability limit show good agreement with the theory for low Mach numbers. For
higher Mach numbers, the stability-limit curve of the present simulation shows a dependency on the imaginary part
of the response function. Extension to the axisymmetric problem is straightforward, and preliminary results are

obtained.

Nomenclature

speed of sound

specific heat

characteristic exhaust velocity
specific heat at constant pressure
mass diffusion coefficient

total energy per unit volume of fluid
activation energy of surface reaction
frequency

convection flux vector

total enthalpy

burning surface Mach number
nozzle entrance Mach number
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mass generation rate from the burning surface
pressure

heat release of the gas reaction per unit mass
heat release of the surface reaction

per unit mass

conservation quantity vector

gas constant, radius

pressure-coupled response function

linear burning rate

source term vector

temperature

time

velocity

product mass generation due to gas reaction
axial location

location normal to the burning surface
growth rate

thermal diffusivity of the propellant
specific heat ratio

nondimensional acoustic pressure

thermal conductivity

reaction order

transformed space coordinate

density
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Subscripts

chamber

nozzle exit

fuel

flame

nozzle

oxidizer

product

solid phase

throat

small perturbation
nondimensional quantity
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Superscripts

(F) = fuel

(0) = oxidizer
(P) = product

I. Introduction

HE oscillatory combustion of a solid rocket motor (SRM) is

classified into acoustic combustion instability and nonacoustic
instability. The acoustic combustion instability, which is caused by
the resonance between the natural acoustic oscillation of the flow and
the fluctuation of the propellant burning rate in the combustion
chamber, causes the increase of the average burning rate and the
combustion pressure.

The theoretical analysis of the combustion instability is divided
into linear analyses and nonlinear analyses. A linear analysis is
usually based on the small-perturbation method, and the application
of the theory is limited to the case of small-amplitude oscillations. On
the other hand, a nonlinear analysis is done for a finite amplitude
oscillation. Although much recent research handles nonlinear
problems, the linear analysis is also important, because a nonlinear
phenomenon is often the result of the amplification of minute
acoustic oscillations.

In the past decades, the ability of computational technology has
improved greatly. Research on the combustion instability of SRMs is
heading for advanced simulations of multidimensional, turbulent,
and multiphase flows [1,2].

In this research, the main attention is paid on the axial-mode
acoustic stability of an SRM. In dealing with the axial-mode
acoustics, the quasi-one-dimensional (Q1D) Euler equations for the
unsteady flow inside the combustion chamber and the equation for
the thermal conduction inside the solid propellant are simultaneously
solved with a combustion model at the burning surface. The
attenuation and the amplification of the acoustic waves inside the
chamber are simulated by this method, and the stability limit and
the growth rate are evaluated. To evaluate the validity of the
mathematical model, several numerical methods are employed to
compare the results among them. The solutions are compared with
the linear analysis results at the same time. Compared are the four
numerical methods for the flow analysis, such as the Runge—Kutta
discontinuous Galerkin (RKDG) methods of the first, second, and
third orders and the second-order finite volume method (FVM).
Currently, the unsteady thermal conduction is commonly treated by
the second-order finite difference method with exponential
coordinate-system transformation.

In the following sections of the paper, the mathematical model will
first be described and then the numerical results will be shown.
Discussion will be made on the stability boundary and the growth
rates versus the activation energy and the heat release of the surface
reaction and the nozzle entrance Mach number. Also, discussion will
be made on the difference between the nonlinear numerical results
and the linear theoretical results and on the effect of the numerical
scheme precision on the results. Finally, the extension of the analysis
to the axisymmetric flows will be briefly described with other future
topics.

II. Method of Analysis
A. Mathematical Model
1. Solid Rocket Motor Configuration

Although the real combustion gas in SRMs consists of various gas
species and molten-liquid droplets of aluminum and alumina, only
the single-species gas phase is considered here. The importance of
the particulates in the acoustics in SRMs is well-recognized and it
should be one of the major extensions of the present work. In spite of
the single-gas assumption here, it is possible to investigate the
validity of the mathematical model and the numerical methods by the
use of the theoretical approach.

Let us consider a domain of computation of 0 < x < x, where xg
is the location of the nozzle exit, as shown in Fig. 1. The combustion

0 x Xo  Xp Xy

Fig. 1 Configuration of a solid rocket motor.

chamber lies in 0 <x <x, (xc <xg) and a Laval nozzle is
connected to the chamber at x.. The nozzle extends from x. to xz
with the throat at x = x7. The length of the nozzle is defined as
xg = 1.2x to not conflict with applicability of the short nozzle
theory [3], which we will use to evaluate the acoustic attenuation at
the nozzle entrance. The x value is set so that the frequency of the
first axial mode of acoustic oscillation is close to the resonance
frequency f, of the solid propellant combustion:

£ (1)

, =
2xc

where ay is the steady-state speed of sound in the chamber. The
resonance frequency will be defined from the pressure-coupled
response function and described later.

The radius of the port cross section at x is defined as

re(x)
{RC for 0 <x <x¢
= _ Re=Rp) (v 4 4 2ReR) (Y2
T (xCCﬂ—TT)“ (x—xp)* + (XCC,XT)Tz (x—x7)? forxe <x=<xg
(@)

where R; is the throat radius, R, is the combustion chamber port
radius and, at the same time, the radius of the propellant burning
surface in this study. Both R and Ry are constant for all ¢.

In the steady state, the mass flow rate is constant for x. < x < x;.
Then the following relationship holds:

PyuyTRE = prupR} (3)

where p is the density, u is the velocity, and the subscripts N and T
represent the nozzle entrance and the throat, respectively.

The velocity can be expressed from the definition of the Mach
number as

¥r _ ﬁi 4)
uy — \| Ty My

where T is the temperature, and M is the Mach number at the nozzle
entrance and is less than unity. The Mach number at the throat is set to
unity. If one assumes isentropic flow relations within the nozzle, then
the following expressions hold:

T _ (o) - Lkl by 5
Ty \py 1+[(r-1/2]
where y is the specific heat ratio of combustion gas.

From Egs. (3-5), the ratio of R-/R; can be determined by the
nozzle entrance Mach number as

(&)2_L|:2+(V—1)M12\,i|% ©)
R;) ~ M,y y+1

Moreover, by specifying the combustion temperature 7'y, the gas
constant R, the mass generation rate from the propellant surface m,,
and the combustion pressure p.., then we can determine each specific
value of Ry and R uniquely from
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2 RT 1\ G+D/-1
PRy _ 2mpRexc, o= =L re’ @)
c* y 2

where subscript 0 refers to the steady-state value.

2. Basic Equations for Fluid Dynamics in the Combustion Chamber and
the Nozzle

The governing equations for the fluid dynamics are the Q1D
unsteady compressible Euler equations with the mass addition. In a
quasi-one-dimensional formulation, the effect of the axial change of
the contour of the motor chamber and the nozzle in the source term
and in the present case appears as those including dr./dx. The mass
addition from the burning surface also appears in the source term as a
result of integration over the perimeter boundary of the propellant
grain surface. A similar approach has been used and reported in
literature [4].

of
887q+£: s t>0,0<x=<xg ®)
t
P pu
q=\|pu], ft=|pi+p
E puH ©
2 my, — pudre/dx

S = —pu’drq/dx
re(x) myc, Ty — puHdrc/dx

where 7 is the time, p is the density, u is the velocity, E is the total
energy per unit volume, p is the pressure, H is the total enthalpy,
r¢(x) is the radius of the port cross section at x, ¢, is the specific heat
of combustion gas at the constant pressure, m,, is the mass generation
per unit area per unit time due to the solid propellant combustion, and
T, is the flame temperature. The mass addition term is defined as

_ iy for 0 <x =<x¢
Mo = {O for xo < x < xg (10)

where p, is the density of propellant, and 7, is the linear burning rate.

Thermodynamic properties of gas and propellant are assumed to
be constant for simplicity, and standard relations are assumed:
1 E

E=L+—pu2, Hzﬂ,

L, =172 ) p=pRT, (1)

where y is the specific heat ratio, R is the gas constant, and 7, is the
gas temperature.
The initial condition is defined as

q(x,0) = qo(x) + q'(x) (12)

The first term on the right-hand side is the conserved-value vector at
the steady state and is the function that satisfies

df
a ( )=S|q=q0(x).mb=m,,0,T,=T,0 (13)
q=qo(x.

The second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (12) is a small-
perturbation vector. It is defined by superimposing the first-mode
standing pressure wave to the steady-state pressure field as

5.0 = o) = p'cos( ) 14
C

where the amplitude p’ is set to 0.1% of the combustion pressure p,.

The boundary conditions at x = 0 are for the specularly reflecting
wall imposed, assuming that there is an inert wall at the head end;
that is,

9p(0,1) _dp(0.1)
ax  ox

=u(0,1) =0 (15)

and the supersonic outflow condition is imposed at x = xg. The
outflow condition is unsteadily imposed in the numerical simulation:
namely, the instantaneous inner-region quantities are extrapolated to
the outer ghost cell.

The governing equations for the axisymmetric fluid dynamics for
the present case are written as

JE OF
aa—? W W:s, 1>0,0<x=<x50=<r=<rcx)
(16)
rp rou
Q=" g | 7w +p)

rov |’ rpvu

rE rpuH
amn

rpv 0

rpuUv 0

F= , S =
r(pv* + p) p
rpvH 0

where (u, v) are the velocity components in the (x, r) directions, and
the total energy E is defined as

__p Lo 5
E—y_l—l—z,o(u +v%) (18)

In the axisymmetric description, the mass addition term does not
appear in the source term, but it appears in the boundary conditions.
The boundary conditions for the burning surface are given as

p(x’ rC(x)7 t) = [Jw(X, t)? T(x’ rC(x)’ Z) = Tf(x7 Z)
p(x,re(x), 1) = py,(x, 1)/ (RT;(x, 1))
v(x, re(x), 1) = —my(x, 1)/ p(x, re(x), 1) for 0 < x < x¢
19

where the wall pressure p,, is the instantaneous local pressure on the
burning surface and is approximated in the computation by
the pressure of the finite volume cell adjacent to the burning surface.
The flame temperature 7 and the mass generation rate m,, are given
by solving the local thermal conduction problem inside the solid
propellant with the present flame model.

For the inert wall, the boundary conditions are imposed as follows,
assuming the specularly reflecting wall:

a_pza—p_

=g =t =0 (20)

where n denotes the local normal direction of the wall.

3. Basic Equation for Thermal Conduction in the Solid Propellant

Let us assume, at each station of x < x., a semi-infinite,
homogeneous solid propellant to burn in a one-dimensional manner
to the negative direction of the y axis, that the local coordinate system
is always fixed to the burning surface. The unsteady heat conduction
in the solid propellant is described by the one-dimensional unsteady
heat conduction equation:

oT | . oT 0°T
— 4+ ry——uo,—5 =0, t>0,—00<y=<0 21
9t b ay K 8}12 y ( )
where T = T (y, 1) is the temperature of the solid propellant, and ¢, is
the thermal diffusivity defined by

ag = A/ (pscy) (22)

where A, is the thermal conductivity and c; is the specific heat.
The initial condition for the thermal equation is defined by the
steady-state solution
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T(y,0) = T(y) = T, + (T — T,)) exp (% y) (23)

for the boundary condition

T0)=Ts.,  T(-00) =T, 24)
where T, is the initial temperature of the solid propellant.

The boundary conditions for the thermal conduction equation are
defined as

T(—00.0) =T,  T(0,1)=Tsr) (25)
p D) D) ey @6
ay y=—0 3)7 y=+0

where the surface temperature 74(¢) is an unknown value that must
be determined at each moment through the simultaneous solution of
the fluid dynamics and the thermal conduction. The thermal
conduction coefficient of the gas is denoted by A,, and the heat
release due to the surface reaction per unit mass of the generated gas
is denoted by Qj.

4. Quasi-Steady Flame Model

Let us consider the one-dimensional combustion region and
assume it to be divided into a heating zone in a solid phase (y < 0), an
exothermic reaction surface (y = 0), and a gaseous reaction zone
(0 <y < 9), as shown in Fig. 2. There have been studies by many
researchers on the flame models, and reviews on this topic are
available [5,6]. The flame model employed here was first proposed in
1976 by Hanzawa [7,8] for the theoretical study on depressurization
induced extinction of solid propellant. Within the flame layer of the
thickness 8, which is considered to be very small, the nonconstant
gaseous reaction is considered and the solution is integrated over the
thickness to get the heat-feedback amount to the burning surface. It is
also assumed that the reaction occurs through an irreversible
pyrolysis process and the gas-phase reaction through a one-step-
forward type of overall process between gaseous fuel and oxidizer,
expressed as

Ve[F] + vo[O] = vp[P] 27

where [F]|, [O], and [P] denote fuel, oxidizer, and product,
respectively. In this study, the stoichiometric mixture of the oxidizer
and the fuel is considered. The Lewis number of the gas mixture is
taken as unity. Furthermore, in the flame zone 0 < y < §, the gas-
phase processes are assumed to be quasi steady because the
relaxation times of the processes are much smaller than those of the
solid propellant thermal conduction and the gas dynamics in the
chamber. The approximation is sometimes called ¢~ approximation
[9], and the fundamental concept of it was put forward by Zel’dovich
in 1942 [10]. The conservation equation in the flame zone for this
case can be written neglecting the higher-order term of the injection
velocity v as

Solid Phase Gas Phase
| T,-T,f
oT _ | Heat feedback /lg—T L ( . S)
Ag e Nfe—— et Ty
Y oo
Temperature Profile
No Reaction

Fuel / Oxidizer Reaction
Wy o p e p@ro (r-r1,)

|\ Surface Reaction
7, o exp (—ES/RDTS)

Fig. 2 Quasi-steady flame model.

(P) dzp® d d
’ fi T T ' ' 29
PV .
ay hae =0

where p = p@ + p'P + pP D is the mass diffusion coefficient,
w® is the mass generation per unit time per unit volume, and Q is the
heat generation due to the gas-phase reaction per unit mass of the
product.

The boundary conditions for Eq. (28) are defined as

(,O(P) U) —D dp(P) =0
dy y=+0
dp® dTr
(&), (&),
dy J; dy) s

dr dr
— A — + A (—) = 0,70 (30)
¢ (d)’)y:w dy y=—0 Purvs

where the subscript f denotes where the gas-phase reaction
completes (i.e., y =48). We obtain the following relation by
integrating over Eq. (28) with the boundary conditions:

(29)

(,o(P)v)f = [; u')”’)dy = (,OU)f = (pv)s = pyFp,

Py = Ps
€2y
. dar .
Cppsrb(Tf - TS) + )“g 1. = pxer (32)
dy/ =+

Eliminating the right-side (4-) temperature gradient from Eqgs. (30)
and (32) and using the steady-state solution equation (23), we obtain

Q=—0,+c,(Tr—Tsy) + ¢(Tso — T,) (33)

The linear burning rate is assumed to follow the Arrhenius-type
function of the surface temperature and is defined as

. ) E [ 1 1
(1) = Fpo eXP[‘Fg (Ts(t) - Tm)] (34)

where E is the activation energy and R is the universal gas constant.
For the gas-phase reaction within the flame layer, we employ a
polynomial form of the mass generation rate [7,8]:

wl®) o (pP)" (pO)o T (T = Te)" (35)

The selection of this type is based on the fact that it can be made quite
similar to the Arrhenius-type function with a proper choice of u;
furthermore, mathematical treatment becomes easier when the
solution is integrated over the flame thickness §. The parameter p
may be regarded as representing the activation energy of the reaction,
and the 7- may be regarded as the ignition temperature of the gaseous
reactants and set to the surface temperature 7's. Moreover, the amount
of heat feedback [i.e., the right-side (4) temperature gradient at the
burning surface] is expressed as follows:
v o
)\g g_T =KP (Tf. Ts)
Y ly=+0 "p (36)

o=v+pu+1,v=v" 4O

where K is a constant and is defined as

2
PsTbo
K=——""——[c,(Tso— Tp) — Q (37)
o T — To) [ 50 0) s
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This heat-feedback law was derived based on a distributed gas-
phase reaction [7,8]. The case with a large value of ¢ represents a
sharp flame or flame sheet, whereas the case in which o =1
corresponds to a uniform distribution of reaction rate. Although the
latter heat-feedback law was first employed by Akiba and Tanno [11]
to elucidate L* combustion instability, it is often called the KTSS
(Krier, T’ien, Sirignano, and Summerfield) model because Krier
et al. [12] derived it theoretically for composite propellants. The
preceding heat-feedback law accommodates both cases. This heat-
feedback expression is useful for the fully coupled linear and
nonlinear oscillatory combustion fluid dynamic computations. It has
been used by the present authors for the nonlinear combustion
instability problem [13]. In the present paper, we highlight the
applicability of the scheme to the linear stability, which is the growth
or the decay of an initially very small perturbation. It is one of the
objectives of the study to show that we can conduct a simultaneous
simulation of the unsteady fluid dynamics and the thermal
conduction in an appropriate and less laborious fashion by making
use of Eq. (36).

Eliminating the flame temperature 7, and the right-side (+)
temperature gradient at the burning surface from Egs. (30), (32), and
(36), we obtain

dr _Kp® Ay (dT o .
Ay (*) b [Q + 05 —— (*) ] + 057505
dy y=—0 rbcp PsTp dy y==0

(38)

This equation implicitly defines the unique relationship between
the left-side (—) temperature gradient and the surface temperature
through the expression for 7, [Eq. (34)]. The quasi-steady surface
temperature is determined in the simultaneous solution of the
flowfield and the temperature distribution of the propellant using a
one-sided finite difference approximation for the left-side (—)
temperature gradient in Eq. (38), at each x station, and at each time
stage.

B. Numerical Procedure

To visualize the effect of the precision of the numerical method on
the present results, two kinds of methods are employed for
computational fluid dynamics (CFD) computation. Moreover, the
precision order was varied from first order to third order in both space
and time. The RKDG method [14] is chosen for the platform for
various precision calculations and the conventional FVM with
second-order monotone upstream-centered scheme for conservation
laws (MUSCL) approach is also tested. The local Lax—Friedrich
scheme is used to evaluate the numerical convective flux at the cell
interface. Recently, the application of the discontinuous Galerkin
(DG) methods to the aeroacoustic problems have been studied
eagerly by several researchers [15-17], but, as far as the authors
know, the application of the DG method to the solid rocket motor
internal unsteady flow is rare.

As for the thermal conduction in the solid propellant, the basic
equation is nondimensionalized and converted through an
exponential transformation and then discretized by the second-order
finite difference method.

The temporal numerical integration is conducted by the total-
variation-diminishing Runge—Kutta method.

1. Discontinuous Galerkin Method

The RKDG methods are stable, high-order accurate, and highly
parallelizable schemes that can easily handle complicated
geometries and boundary conditions. They are rather new, compared
with the conventional FVM. Since the introduction of the method for
the scalar problem in 1989 [18], they have been developed for
various problems and used in a wide variety of applications. Today,
they have made their way into the mainstream of computational fluid
dynamics. The combination of a special class of Runge—Kutta time
discretization and a finite element space discretization by
discontinuous approximation with the ideas of numerical fluxes
and slope limiters allows the method to be nonlinearly stable

regardless of its accuracy. Please refer to an excellent review [14]

written by the originators of the method for a detailed description.
In this study, the basic equations of fluid dynamics are discretized

by the discontinuous Galerkin method for the ith space interval

[xi—l/Z» xi+1/2] as

/ 2 3, (x. 1)

S 910 dr + Bl )¢ (I

Xi—1/2

- [ (@ 0) 910 + S(a, (3. 1)) (39)
Xi-1/2

where q,,(x, t) is a discontinuous approximate solution in the ith
space interval and is defined by the summation of the series of basic
functions ¢f(x) (£ =0,...,k):

k
a0 =) al(0)ef(x) (40)
=0

where the Legendre polynomial functions P, are chosen for the basic
functions;

¢'(x) = P, (Ai (x— x,-))

<x=<x

(41)

Xi—1/2 i+1/2> A= Xiv1/2 — Xi—1/2

When we choose the Legendre polynomials as basis functions, the
system of ordinary differential equations takes a particularly simple
form, because we can use their L2-orthogonality; that is,

1 2
[4 Py(s)Py(s)ds = (m)‘sw (42)

A detailed description of the usefulness of the Legendre polynomials
is available in [14] (pp. 187-188).

The numerical flux f is calculated by the local Lax—Friedrich
scheme:

f(q..qx) = Jf(q,) + £az) — Clag — q,)]
C =max[A,, Ag]

(43)

where A is the spectral radius of the Jacobian matrix df/dq. The
values of q; and q at a cell interface are determined from the local
discontinuous solutions at the neighboring cells with the use of
generalized slope limiters (see [14] for details).

The integral on the right-hand side of Eq. (39) is evaluated by the
six-point Gauss—Legendre integration formula.

The value of k determines the order of accuracy of the method. The
spatial accuracy is £ + 1. The method includes conventional FVM in
the case of k = 0. In the present study, the computational region in x
direction is divided into 350 intervals with clustering grid points at
the nozzle entrance region.

2. Finite Volume Method with the Second-Order MUSCL Approach

The basic equations of fluid dynamics are discretized for the ith
space interval as

A, 39:0 dq;(?)

a T f(a(e, D)1 =S(@,()A;

Xit1/2
/ q(x, 1) dx

Xi—1/2

(44)
q;(x) = Kz
The physical values at cell interfaces are evaluated by the MUSCL
approach with a slope limiter as
Aol =4 +mA5,, — 49 — Qo1 9ir — 40) 45)

qR|i—1/2 =q;, —m(q; — q,tl/z, 9 — 91,941 — q;)

where
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m(ay, ay, as)

{ s lllliilg|a,l| if s =sign(a,) = sign(a,) = sign(as)
0 otherwise
(46)

qipip= 2(3(], q;i-1) q,-+_|/2 = %(3(11' — Q1) 47)

3. Finite Difference Method for Thermal Conduction in the Solid Phase
The basic Eq. (21) is nondimensionalized as

a0 .00 329

i>0 —00<3=<0 48
PH +7 PR =0, 00 =y= (48)

through the following definitions:

~ T A t . Ty T-T,
y =—Y, = r=-—, —
Oy o,/ Py Tpo Tso—T,
(49)
The nondimensional boundary conditions are
Ts—T,
H(—o0,7) =0, 0(0,)) =g = ——2 (50)
TSO - Ta

>

R (©) (054 0-2) +i0s-b=0 6D
r Cp r

where
~ 1-— Q A~ C
K= SO, o p(efo_l)_Qs+l
(QfO - 1) s
(52)
F=ex |: p 1= :|
B P ' 05 + Ma
=%l e’ T Ty —T,
Y l5=—0 Po 50 (53)
. E,
E, =—
ROTSO
A Os A 0
= —_— Q = =
Q s CS(TSO - Ta) Cs (TSO - Ta)
(54
TfO - Ta
Qﬂ) = —
Ty—T,

The semi-infinite space —oo < y < 1 is transformed into a finite
space —1 <& <0 through the exponential coordinate trans-
formation:

§=exp(fy) — 1 (55)

where £ is set to % in this study. Then the basic equation is written in
the transformed space as

E /32(1+¥)Za¥2 0 (56)

The steady-state solution is 6,(£) = (1 + £)'/A. In the boundary
condition at £ =0,

= + (r=p)pa +¥)

(67

Discretization of the diffusion terms are approximated by the
second-order central difference and the inertia term is approximated
by the upwind difference. Then the final form of the discretization
can be written as

N 0 — 05
=g+ 5j)|:—("— 5)#
207 + 0] +1]

Hpare+Si-p) ]

where A = 1/N¢ is the equally divided interval of the computational
space and is set to 1/50 in this study.

4. Determination of the Surface Temperature and the Flame
Temperature

The left-side (—) gradient of the nondimensional temperature at
the burning surface is approximated by the one-sided finite
difference scheme as

o 360, — 467 + 6%
b:ﬂ% (59)

This equation is combined with the boundary condition

equation (51), and 65 and b are solved by the Newton method.
Then the flame temperature is calculated from

(Q +0,— ) + 05 (60)
CP

The burning rate is calculated from Eq. (52). The burning rate and the
flame temperature are dimensionalized and put into the source term
of the basic equations of the Q1D fluid dynamics equation (9).

5. Total-Variation-Diminishing Runge—Kutta Time Discretization

In the preceding section, we derived the system of ordinary
differential equations, then they were discretized in time by using the
explicit high-order-accurate Runge—Kutta methods. They can be
written for the first, second, and third orders as follows:

First order:

a;" = q;+AarL(g)”) 61)

Second order:
a)) =q;+ ALy, @ =1q; +q) + ArLy(q))]
(62)

Third order:
a) = + ALy (q})
o =23q; +af + arz,(af)] (63)

@t =1 +2{a? + arL,(a?)}]

C. Theoretical Evaluation
1. Burning-Rate Response Function

It is well known that the pressure-coupled burning-rate response
function can be written as [9,19]

_ /e _ nAB
P /pe T A+ (A/A) —(1+A)+AB

(64)
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Table 1 Values of combustion parameters

Properties Value

v 1.0

o 4.0

T, 300K

Ty 900 K

Fp0 5x 1073 m/s
Ty 2800 K

Cy Cp 1381 J-K/kg
o 1.5 x 1077 m?/s
Os 248-610 kJ/kg
Es/R° 7500-12,000 K

A=+ VI +4w)/2, o= 2nf(as/i’ﬁ0) (65)

where n is the pressure exponent of the steady-state burning-rate law,
and f is the frequency. The parameters to determine the response
functions can be calculated by the following expressions [20]:

Eg Tg—T, 2 1 v
A= —_— B=—+—, n=_——""=
RTy, Ty H A 2+ (H/A)
(66)
H=c,(Tgy—T )[ g + ! } 67)
=C — 1,
PRso Cp (TfO —Ty) Cp(Tso —Ty) — Qs

For the present study, we employ the values shown in Table 1. In
Fig. 3, the real part of the pressure-coupled response function is
plotted for various values of Qg, with Eg/R° fixed to 9000 K. It is
clearly seen that the resonance frequency f, is around 130 Hz for
various values of Qg. We chose the value of x. as 4.15 m to satisfy
Eq. (D).

2. Linear Growth Rate of the First Acoustic Mode

As the results of the linear theory [21], the linear growth rate of the
first acoustic mode for the present situation can be written as

o0 =0c+ oy + pr

r 2 (T,)T ~1\]
_ oY | gy Y F +( f// oy )Mb()
Re | 4 P'/po 14
agy+1 ay
T My — 22 m
xC 2 NO RC b0
r 2 (T./T, 1\
— Q¥ gy YT +( T ¥ ) Mo ©68)
2xc | y P'/po v /)

where RE,’) is the real part of the response function. The third relation
is derived from the relationship between the burning surface Mach
number M, and the nozzle entrance Mach number M y,:

. '/\‘ ——  Qs=530klkg
Es/R0=9000K / \ Qs=550kT/kg

. , \ ——-  Qs=5T0kIkg
/ Ve \\ -—--  Qs=590kIkg

] /

-
Yz
,I

"“‘x\
\\

Real Part of Response Function
~

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Frequency , Hz

Fig. 3 Real part of the pressure-coupled response function.

R
2—CMN0 (69)
Xc

My =

The ratio of the flame temperature fluctuation intensity to that of

the pressure, (T/Ts0)/(p'/po) in Eq. (68), can be estimated by

assuming the thermodynamic process in the flame. If the isentropic
process is assumed, then one obtains

Ty/Tp _y—1 (70)
P'/po Y
if the isothermal process is assumed, then
T}, [T _g (71)
P'/po
and for the present flame model, we get
P'/po TfO

The stability boundary can be obtained by applying the definition
o = 0to Eq. (68).

III. Results and Discussion
A. Growth-Rate Evaluation

To evaluate the growth rate, the initial boundary problem
described earlier was solved by the present numerical method. The
initial perturbation is a cosine wave of the first acoustic mode and its
initial amplitude is 0.1% of the chamber pressure p.. The
perturbation is superimposed on the steady-state solution, also
obtained by the present numerical method. The history of the
pressure at the head end of the chamber py is used to evaluate the
growth rate. The growth rate « (1/s) is evaluated by fitting the result
with the function

n(f) = Cef (73)
where
n(i) = ”;ﬁ ~1 (74)
HE

is the nondimensional acoustic pressure. The dimensional growth
rate is evaluated as

NG
a=a"2 (75)
aS

InFigs. 4 and 5, typical results are shown for the growing case and the
decaying case. Two growth rates, ¢«¢; and o, are estimated from the
upper peak and the lower peak, respectively.

Several simulations were conducted by four kinds of discretization
methods for the sets of combination of Qg and My, with the
activation energy set to 9000 K. Simulated cases and results of the
growth rate are summarized in Table 2. These results of the growth
rate are plotted against the nozzle entrance Mach number and
compared with the linear theory in Fig. 6 for decaying cases and in
Fig. 7 for growing cases, respectively. The values of the surface heat
release Q for the decaying cases and the growing cases are chosen as
548,400 and 579, 800 kJ/kg, respectively. They are chosen from
the vicinity of the stability boundary, as will be described in the
next section.

The intensity of the growth rate becomes large as the nozzle
entrance Mach number increases. From the results, it is clear that
only the first-order scheme shows significant deviation from the
others. There seems to be no possibility of the use of the first-order
scheme. Though the third-order scheme shows the most reasonable
results, its effect is not so significant. It is verified that the second-
order FVM can be applied within a reasonable accuracy for the
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0.12 4
M, =0.1, Qs=579800 kJ/kg, E./R’=9000K

0.10 DG, 2nd—order

0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02 4
0.00
-0.02

-0.04 4
-0.06 4

Nondimensional Acoustic Pressure

-0.08 4

-0.10 T T T T T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50
Nondimensional Time
Fig. 4 Nondimensional acoustic pressure at the head end of the
chamber: growing case.

0.0008 M, ,=0.3, Qs=548400 kJ/ke, ES/R°=9000K

0.0006 - DG, 2nd-order

0.0004
0.0002
0.0000

-0.0002

-0.0004

-0.0006

Nondimensional Acoustic Pressure

-0.0008

-0.0010 — T r 1 T 1 T 1 T 1 T 1 T 1T T T T
-0 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Nondimensional Time
Fig. 5 Nondimensional acoustic pressure at the head end of the
chamber: decaying case.

present problem. Currently, the accuracy control is made only for the
fluid dynamic part of the simulation. It is natural to think that it is
necessary to extend the control over the thermal conduction part
before the final conclusion.

There is a common tendency that the present prediction gives
moderate intensity of the growth rate compared with the linear theory
for both growing and decaying cases. For the decaying case, the
deviation between the theory and the simulation is small, such that a
2% decrease of the theoretical nozzle admittance can fill the
difference. On the other hand, for the growing case, the difference
from the linear theory becomes larger as the nozzle entrance Mach
number increases. The reason for this can be attributed to the growth
of the nonlinear effect for the higher Mach number in growing cases.

2 ® Present Simulation (DG 2nd-order)
0- v Present Simulation (FVM 2nd-order)
A Present Simulation (DG 3rd-order)
-2 B Present Simulation (DG 1st-order)
Linear Theory (100% Nozzle Admittance)
-4 - 0 = = Linear Theory (98% Nozzle Admittance)

Q,=548400 J/kg
Es/R’=9000 K

Growth rate, 1/s
1
)

_20'I'"'I""I""I""I""I"
0.0 0.1 0.2 03 04 05
Nozzle Entrance Mach Number
Fig. 6 Results of growth rate vs nozzle entrance Mach number:
decaying cases.

90 -
® Present Simulation (DG 2nd-order)
80 4| V Present Simulation (FVM 2nd-order)
A Present Simulation (DG 3rd-order)
3| ™ Present Simulation (DG 1st-order)
70 Linear Theory g -
- - - Linear Theory (sentropic flame) L’
60 4 |- - Linear Theory (sothermal flame) e
@ -
— Q_=579800 J/kg - .
504 & . .-
) E,/R™=9000 K Rt
2 s - -
©
40 - -
< 9 7 é
o 30 - e
o
(&)
20 =
10 =
E

0.0 0.1 02 0.3 04 05
Nozzle Entrance Mach Number

Fig. 7 Results of growth rate vs nozzle entrance Mach number:
growing cases.

B. Stability Boundary

Because the nonlinear equations are solved directly in CFD, the
influence from the terms of all the orders of the nozzle entrance Mach
number is contained in the growth rate. On the other hand, in the
linear analysis, only the first-order term of M, is considered. From
the theoretical expression of the growth rate [Eq. (68)], we can
evaluate the linear stability boundary. For example, for isentropic
flame,

r+2
%

(76)

() —
RP |stabilily boundary —

Table 2 Summary of growth-rate results for all simulation cases?

Growth rate, 1/s

First-order DG

Second-order DG

Third-order DG Second-order FVM

Es/R°, K Qg, kI /kg My, min max min max min max min max
9000 548,400 0.1 —-2.22 —1.54 -2.19 —1.95
9000 0.2 —-17.5  —11.1 —4.75 -3.76 —4.67 —3.83 —4.79 —4.31
9000 0.3 —7.29 —6.97 —7.47 —7.23
9000 0.4 —188 —18.8 —-10.7 —10.6 —10.7 —10.4 —11.1 —10.8
9000 579,800 0.1 16.5 16.8 16.2 16.8
9000 0.2 229 254 26.3 27.6 27.5 28.1 27.6 29.3
9000 0.3 36.6 413 35.8 39.2
9000 0.4 34.6 37.1 374 454 41.5 45.6 374 46.5

“DG is the discontinuous Galerkin method and FVM is the finite volume method.
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Fig. 8 Stability boundary by the linear analysis and the quasi-one-
dimensional computation.

In Fig. 8, the stability limit obtained by the linear theory and that
obtained by the present nonlinear computation are drawn as contour
curves in the complex-response-function field for several values of
the Mach number at the nozzle entrance. The simulation results for
the cases were obtained [22-24] by the third-order FVM with the
fourth-order Runge—Kutta explicit time discretization. The Roe
scheme is used for the numerical flux. The region in x is divided into
1080 intervals nonuniformly, and 800 cells are used in the nozzle.

The stability limit of the linear analysis is shown by the dotted line,
which is parallel to the imaginary-part axis. The numerical analysis
result for a low Mach number (M, = 0.118) is close to the line. On
the other hand, for the Mach number to become high, the stability-
limit curve declines counterclockwise. This shows that the nonlinear
stability limit depends on the imaginary part of the response function,
too.

It is known from the linear analysis that the growth rate of the
second order depends only on the imaginary part of the response
function. Therefore, when the imaginary part of the response
function vanishes, the growth rate depends only on the first-order,
third-order, and higher-order terms. For the level of Mach number at
the nozzle entrance, the third-order terms are one order smaller than
the first-order term. Therefore, the growth rate substantially depends
only on the first-order term; for that reason, it is thought that the
curves of the stability boundary cross the real axis at a similar point.

C. Preliminary Results of Axisymmetric Simulations

It has been pointed out in the literature that there are physical
limitations of the quasi-one-dimensional model. One of the most
important mechanisms of multidimensional acoustic energy
generation is the vortex-shedding phenomenon. Flandro and Jacobs
[25], Flandro [26], Majdalani and Van Moorhem [27,28], and
Kirkkopru et al. [29] resolved these more realistic transient-flow
processes, addressing vorticity generation at injection surfaces due to
an inviscid interaction between the acoustic pressure gradient
imposed on the surface and the injected fluid. The basic point here is
that a significant amount of energy is present in the vorticity
disturbance relative to that in the acoustic disturbance. It follows that
the classical irrotational linear stability theory cannot provide an
accurate description of flow transients, because the rotational
component of the flow disturbance is absent. Experiments [30,31]
show that the vortex-shedding account is indispensable to explain the
acoustic energy enhancement in segmented solid rocket motors.

The present preliminary axisymmetric calculations may include
these effects, because the full Euler equations are used in the
simulation. It should also be pointed out that in a model fully
incorporating transverse (radial) effects, mass addition fluctuations
are the source of axial acoustic disturbances in long, narrow
chambers. This effect is seen indirectly in the quasi-one-dimensional
model in Eq. (9), through the time dependence of the m,, term. Hence,
in the present coupled model, one would find an acoustic disturbance
field considerably more complex than that used in the quasi-one-
dimensional model.

a-aqy
&= 5%

Fig. 10 Mach number contours near the aft end of the chamber.

The grid system used for the simulation consists of 340 points in
the axial direction and 50 points in the radial direction for the fluid
dynamic computation and is shown in Fig. 9. It should be noted that
the axial scale and the radial scale are not the same, but the former is
eight times more compressed than the latter.

Naturally, the axisymmetric flowfield differs substantially from
that of the Q1D case as the Mach number contours, as shown in
Fig. 10. Therefore, the comparison is made using the Mach number
defined by the Q1D simulation for the common motor geometry.

The stability boundary for the case of axisymmetric flow is
investigated under the conditions of the QID simulation and
preliminary results are obtained [32]. Also, the growth rate as a
function of the nozzle entrance Mach number is evaluated, and the
results are compared with the linear analysis and the QID
computation.

The results of the growth rate obtained by the axisymmetric
simulation are shown in Figs. 11 and 12 for the decaying cases and
the growing cases, respectively. Currently, axisymmetric results
show stronger attenuation in both cases, especially at the higher
Mach numbers. So far, detailed precision study has not been done on
the axisymmetric simulations. Therefore, the reason for the
discrepancy with Q1D cases may be attributed to the numerical
dissipation that exists in the current FVM methods or in the grid
system. It is worth trying to extend the higher-order RKDG scheme
to the axisymmetric problems in the future.

For the Mach number beyond 0.3, the growth rate of the
axisymmetric case notably decreases; although that symptom is also
seen in the Q1D case, the degree of decaying is very significant. This
may be attributed to the energy transfer to the radial mode excitation

2 -
®  Present Simulation (DG 2nd-order)
0 v Present Simulation (FVM 2nd-order)
A Present Simulation (DG 3rd-order)
-2 4 B Present Simulation (DG 1st-order)
Linear Theory (100% Nozzle Admittance)
-4 ® < 9 — — Linear Theory (98% Nozzle Admittance)
A
-6 - * Q_=548400 J/kg
~ = 0.
Es/R'=9000 K
-8 *

@ Axisymmetric
Simulation (FVM 3rd-order)

Growth rate, 1/s
|
=)

-20 T T T T
0.0 0.1 02 0.3 04 0.5

Nozzle Entrance Mach Number
Fig. 11 Growth rate vs nozzle entrance Mach number: decaying cases.
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2 2
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o 40 e -
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Fig. 12 Growth rate vs nozzle entrance Mach number: growing cases.

in the axisymmetric case, but, again, that is not easy to conclude,
because the resonance frequency of the radial mode is higher than the
axial frequency by the ratio of xo/(2R:) ~ 30 and cannot be
activated easily.

IV. Conclusions

We developed a mathematical model and numerical schemes for
the prediction of the linear stability of solid rocket motor combustion.
The method is robust and accurate for the quasi-one-dimensional
problems by the use of the quasi-steady flame model. Extension to
the higher dimensions is straightforward, but current preliminary
results show that careful examination of the numerical precision is
necessary. In addition to this precision study, the inclusion of the
particulates and efficient computational technique development are
future challenges.
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