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Table 1 Summary of Exit Flow

Frozen Equilbrium | Non-Equl.
Isp [s] 321 361 344
T [K] 900.4 2176 1458
r=C/C, 1.29 1.18 1.22
Mach No. 5.01 3.83 441
XH20 0.403 0.623 0.497
Xcoz 0.104 0.286 0.200
Xxco 0.168 0.037 0.092
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Fig. 1 Velocity Distribution along
the Axis of Symmetry
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Fig. 2 Temperature Distribution

along the Axis of Symmetry



