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Study of rocket combustion noise propagation using Burgers equation
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Fig 1. Experimental setup: (a) bird’s-eyes view, (b) side

view.
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Fig 2. Measured rocket combustion noise waveform at 20

o2 A3} (normalized) 331t
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Fig 3. Comparison of numerically predicted (dashed line)
and measured (solid line) waveform segments at 30 m.
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Fig 4. Numerically predicted (solid line) and measured

(asterisk) intensity along the propagation range.
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