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Combustion Characteristics of Dual Transverse Injection in Supersonic Flow

Fields - Effects of Distance between Two Injectors
Sang-Hyeon Lee* (University of Ulsan)
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Table 1. Flow conditions of air and hydrogen.

Air Inflow Fuel TJet
P(kPa) 146.5 557.4
T(K) 1081.4 500.3
M 2.0 1.0
I 1.0
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Fig. 1. Distribution of Water Vapor : [top] Model
A, [bottom] Mode! B3.
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Fig. 2. Comparison of production rate of water
vapor
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Fig. 5. Variation of Stagnation Pressure
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