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Fig. 1 Schematic of the ducted combustor
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Fig. 2 One cycle images of OH-PLIF in case of

(@) weak flashback, (b) strong flashback.
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Table 1 Lengths of the cold zone and hot zone
in condition of Figure 3.
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Fig. 3 Relationship between instability

frequencies and equivalence ratio for various
lengths of cold and hot zones.
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Fig. 4 Flashback distnace for various bulk
velocities and equivalence ratios.
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case of weak and strong flashback.
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