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A Study on the NOx Emission Characteristics of

Coaxial Jet Flames

- Comparison of H,/CH4 Flame -

Jong-Hyun Kim, Dong-Kyu Bae and Chang-Eon Lee

ABSTRACT

The NOx emission characteristics of jet flames fueled with Hz and CHs were studied.

Experimental and numerical investigations were carried out for various flames

with

varying equivalence ratio, fuel flow rate and nozzle diameter. The Emission indices of
NOx(EINOx) were measured by chemiluminescent method and calculated by numerical
model based on detailed chemistry. The results show that EINOx of CHs and Hz flames
have different trends in terms of equivalence ratio and fuel flow rate but have the same
trends in terms of nozzle diameter. These differences can be explained by the following
Thermal and Prompt trends in both flames. Thermal EINOx is quite sensitive to the
residence time in the high-temperature region weighted by the maximum flame
temperature. Prompt EINOx is mainly influenced by flame surface area of each

combustion conditions.

Key Words :

.M E

= NOx &5l daw4 g AFse
T8E AAFY Uz dFHEAN #4F di)
Z2RH #4HE NOx Axe 98 477 $2
3}711 dEEAT 7hA AaoA Y NOx A4 %

< #%, A9, & T 29y @4 g
9 g3ty A4, 223 o8 HIAHA A2
Zgo NgstA dFe L7l Wi, 728 d
a71914 NOx AzZE A3 fAdfxs S
AT 9FE AAEd A FHAA AEE
Hlgo2 NOx M&54e Wds HEY e
7b A

=7 oM NOx A4

detista 71AF e dgd
A&t 7] AlF 33}

44 BE A7

* %k

Jet flame, Thermal NOx, Prompt NOx, NOx Emission Index(EINOx)

E

AW EW, Turns[l] $& CsHs, CoHs CHy &

240 A0 UR BF a0 BNOHE £A0
A%, AR dEELAN BB dEFe B4
G&4% AFAZ] WHAA ENOxE F7H

e gaNZ -’T— AL Bud " glown,
Rokke[2] 52 4F CiHg3tgolA RE d&F
o] Z7}gtdl E}E} EINOXZ,kOI o FoldE Bu
slgdd. a8ln Goreld] & /% FEAEH
CH; 34 EINOxS} 8 38% TE8XE
AT7E A3 NOx7F HA ve A F3u|st
e T S3ei FFEY W 7AE
g1 F239e0, Kiml4]l 52 CHs 2F34
dqi A¥e E3o NOx7F JA Uees 534
FFHEt UEE dEF weole Prompt NOx
A3 gal wkg el Thermal NOx A9 4
A% o3 Ao FHIHh

3, Smooke[5] & CHy &4t 3golA 9



Vol. 6 No. 1 2001 5 EF 3499 NOx M& EAo g aAF /e kg wla - 37
FA AN ATFE T NOx AL Prompt NO Q
7F Al & ZV—W}H} 312 , o= 74]*&/\17&

o

EECHIEE
@ AFEI}Z Y

444 sde 2
AFolda wile o

n

ki3

-v—E A A NOx HAH S
?‘i < XY Driscolll6] 52 ¢F H, 3t
AA FEE C’ﬂ?’:—?ﬂ F7te AFALE A
A EINOx7t aA #a2¥e& Golugon,
Gabriell7] %2 Ar®} He§ 348 4% &4 3
Fell A A8 9 Lewis number7t NOx A4 EA

R

o 2 9%E PPe wIdYG 22 ol
¥ NOx 44 SHo B8 ATEL Yy 5

Bz did Aeln Hy A8 g 73 %o
T FE GF 2 FYdMY AFpolmz
EINOx ®Wj& EAe tg ZFHoln gurAgl
‘?ﬂ = 753 ¥9olg.

ATFAME A8 da7)9 39389 FA
3 H#CH4 EFAGE ez JAungr|7E
o]&3t, X A4tol JtsE E2F dxzANA
o FFH], A8 2L =ZFF W34 g
EINOx®9| &g 43 31 FA Mg F3d, 9
2 IAES wE EINOx A% ¥ o1 998 =%
Al - BNt ook ?"iiiﬁ"ﬂ’q—"—] EINOx &

dAY + UE FBAL =23 o)
2. My urH

2 AFNME Fig. 13 o] FAd Axd
E#7I(CHs+Alr, Ho+Air) =23 19} SFo02
AXE A% 50mme 5 FUF =2 1A
" davldA AHE 2% ERde 49
2 AMdddez sgct 24 2 AXdere 4
B xF33H §F2AL Table 194 B u}
S} Zo] CHa % H; 3ol i8] =ZZ4S 1
BANL EF7) F3E WHAZD A2 A,

Table.1 Experimental condition and

Z* " Pyrex Chimney

ARY
’

Air  Fuel+Air
' . AR L&
HE =g
Fig.1 Schematic diagram of coaxial burner
O, %L AL =& ¥

(=271 B, D 3. BE AN F9
F FEe 46 L/mineg ASA sged, 2
FHlE FolA =& FFZAd 3 &
FatdeoA #Fiad 2A712 AR da
7t2%9] NO 2 NOx9 ¥:E: F4£9x =2
BE o] &3}y %}ﬁﬂ}fz} NO Fx9 Zogaszrs]
2% o7t He FET SHFAGAAM dxrt
25 MEY3A, e FYP L ol L A4
E E471(300-CLD)E °l&3td ZA3drh %
t CO= CO 7F ZAH71(KM-9104) & °]-£3lo
ZAsFon, CO9 FEE AYHE 487 &

b ok

A daddE iﬁﬁi—‘?—ﬁi AAE g o] &3}
Aok WEATE CHs 399 A5 4 D 2
(2), Ha i}‘ﬁ[6]°1 AeE 4 (3F ol &3t A
et

IOOOX,‘ MW,
El;= Yoo xcg MW (g/kg) (1)

Boundary condition at nozzle outlet

A8 %3 (CHytAir) AE x=Z(Hy+Air)
Z311 =& 374 A8 FF g2y (23| =2 A dE F% 2 n)
0.3 L/min(A4H) ;
186 L,
0.4287L/min( A AH) 08 /min 09
A 8mm (06 L/min(A®M| o C 3.7mm 2.07 L/min 10
08 L/min : 15
10 L/min ;: 229 L/min 95
6 mm ’ 40
8 mm(ID) gg 3.0mm 60
B |10 mm(A4h) | 04287 L/min D'ff. ) D 3.4mm 1.86 L/min 80
12 mm(A4) Htusion Diffusion
137mm 3.7mm




38 AEY -

w5 Tt -

ol T A A% A

EINOx= EINO

MWN ~+EINO,(g/kg) (2)

EINOx=0.001{ MW yo /MW ) X
Xnoel (1+(476/80))/2) (g/kg) (3)

3. X AL WY

2 A7 FAAMLAE 2F E73dd o
Alxtel 715% CLESLAF Codel81E A3l
Abg-Etgict d9Ey EA4X 9 F3EFy A4
£ CHEMKIN -1 Package[9]2, dg EAX
& TRANFI- T Package[l0]& o] &3l A te
Aok 2 9 Adbdgel o AR &L F
DEHAN1]E Fx37] vty B =®dAMe A
gFal )t

Astel] o] &® Wrgr]TE CHy 399 A$
GRI-2.11°|9, H, gl Aol 114 &g
I 237) Aoz FHE AA WS TE o]
£33tk GRI- 211 274+ Thermal 2
Prompt NOx AA7|7+& EF Eg3lu o=
2 CHs 39g9l 9o+ Nishioka?] NOx g
Hol wat Total NOxE Thermal NOx$
Prompt NOxZ #8339t &, Hy 3dellA &
A3tE NOE Thermal NOYHE: 9w g},

£ AT o]8d 2= E AMMEHE JE0
CH: #7399 NOx A4to] HEsted Ag4ds
ot HuE T3 HFTE u UoBE, B IE=
o83 H; 349 NOx WEEAL 4HE
AT g3 2AE de & 3 ez #
ST wetA, oFde CHy ¥ He 33499
NOx WiZEA4S 49 2 A4ds E& 2vdn,
Aoz FYsty] ojglE FAAY A s
M FAAL AHRE ol &3ty sHsnat ok

rir m\m

4 A3 2 HE
41 AE ZE

Fig. 2& CHy 273 g4 2 EINOx & =4
3 Ao 2 Fig. (aE Y9 FAAY =Z94 &
EFF 2 236 E HIANY F(EZE A)olY,
Fig. (b)= 5¢ 98 #F ds) =333 o«
FZuE WA P (ZA Bolth A, B
¥ W3le] wE EINOx A#L 23u|7t 159
HE oEEgd HuXE 7R, G35}
ol sutsixd FAE #ZAstm, FF8}

: 8mm
—e—— QF: 0.3 LUmin
1 —m— QF:0.4287 Limin —
—a—— QF : 0.6 Limin
—e— QF:0.8L/min
B —+—— QF:1.0 L/min 1

EINOX (g/kg)

L s 1 L | ¢ 1
8 Diffusion

Equivalence Ratio

(a)

QF : 0.4287 L/min
—®— D:6mm
1 -—&— D:8mm b
—4—— D:10 mm
—e— D:13.7 mm

EINOx (g/kg)

ol 11
o 2 4 & 8 Diffusion

Equivalence Ratio

(b)

Fig.2 EINOx with (a) the variation of the
fuel flow rate and (b) the variation of diame-
ter of inner fuel nozzle of CHs

15525 FEHAH 3] 2074 & FA3vrt
oAl @vs] F24%c az2l3, Fig. ()olA 4
BEfFe] TUsH 48 xF HHo] WAL
EINOxel& #ol7} glg& & F 3t

Fig. 32 CHs 98 #% %74 w& EINOx
Z7} AL A gotrr] g3, gxHY @
o o] FF Frle] ©WE EINOxE =AIE
Rolth, aoA, BE FFud s &% 7
9} H¥o] EINOxE Z7}st=d, 1 Z71 A&
U $718e CHy 989 ASde 23 #
Aol A9 dAHTS & + Ut

Fig. 45 H; /39149 EINOxE =A%
AL 2, Fig. 4@ 59 AZY =&dA d8
S ‘3-! T E HIAZ A& O)elH,



Vol. 6 No. 1 2001 % P 399 NOx ¥l 540 B 47 - £4/M% 39 vz - 39

25— —

Diffusion

—a— $:4.0 -
—e— ¢:25
—%— ¢:1.5
—— ¢:1.1

1.5

EINOXx (g/kg)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
Fuel flow rate (L/min)

Fig.3 EINOx with the variation of the fuel
flow rate of CHa

Fig. 4b)t 54 d&EFZ s =224 ¢
FEHE AN A=A D)ot} M, B F
H] W3le] W& FINOx A&, Fig. 29 CHy &
FedTdE g8, BE ZAdA 3 407X
= 43 S8k, 2 ol FME MM F7}
] Ao AT gl EEFE & 5 Ut} 2
Hi, dE8FFo] TLdF ASdE, CHy 2573
3 Zo], 4% xFA o] Wt E EINOxd
= Zol7t gl&E B 4 Utk a8y, dasg
H3le] W& EINOx 332 CHy 3gdd+E o=
o ol di&lME Fig. 5914 =382t

Fig. 5% Fig. 49 H; 93#% Z7ld o8
EINOx ®3} g A3 =A% Aot o9
ANA FEust e B, oF 25 ol AE o
BHFol F7gdx BEFE1 EINOx:E Ao
AT FE oy FHFH7} cBROE e
FoAe dEFF9 Fstd ugt EINOxE 271
L ¢ & Atk CHy 399 A%, 9o #
Aglel & F7t9 HE9 EINOxE 7139
=, o] Hp 3tdol] g A= Iy 52
BEdE CHae A Bdsittn & £ gle
Y, g@3u7t e ASdde CHy 3dolA9g
EINOx g3 282 & 4+ qrh

N AdFANA, d8 F2F, % =F2HH
59 wW3le u& FINOx ZA%e A¥yd H,
39 2 CHy 3golA e EINOx AFEFS AolH
o] H&3 meuy, 1 AL AFARTE o
|3te 437 E BE2Ese g 73
v FAAN ARE o83 O JUEL B4
[ n -ia=

42 X5l A=t

14— ———— T
12—

10 -

D:3.7mm
——e— QF : 2.29 Lmin
——#— QF : 2.07 L/min
—* QF: 1.86 LUmin -

EINOx (g/kg)

ol 1y
0 2 4 6 8 10 Diffusion

Equivalence Ratio

(a)

QF : 1.86 L/min

—e— D:3.7mm
—®— D:3.4mm —
* D : 3.0mm

EINOx (g/kg)
[

P IS ST DI N ESUT T
o 2 4 & 8  10Diffusion

Eauivalence Ratio

(b)

Fig4 EINOx with (a) the variation of the
fuel flow rate of and (b) the variation of the
diameter of inner fuel nozzle of H:

Fig. 62 Fig. 2@y Ad4dd Fd 371A «
203, 04278, 0.6 L/min)el gt &4
ARE A3 Aotk agolA, Total EINOx
¥ A8479 EINOx$t U3 Aojvl, Ther
mal EINOx ¥ Prompt EINOxE 9] X A4k
WA Agd NOx £elye2 7§ Thermal
NO 2 Prompt NOY H|& X 4o}, 4 Fig. 6
9] Total EINOxE Fig. 2(a)8} 48723 va
3 BW AMRAIdE AFHQA FHA HPEA
Brh oF 2~34] EA dF3Hn glov, FFH
9 g3 Wl w2 EINOx 4%e 2¥Zd7e



40 e o b 4] it Eat - Bt
20 T T T T T T T T 60 T T T T T T T T T T T
- A i o 4
50 —
16 — —
— i i . 40
2 - — g |
B D:3.7mm B
= - —4—— Diffusion 4 x 30
g b0 2 D:3.7mm 4
Z 3 —m—¢:15 - £ r o .
w —e— $:0.9 w 20 —e— QF:229Umin |
L 9 —=— QF : 2.07 Umin
./.‘._./._,/./*" - —*— QF:1.86 Umin -
41— -—
10 -
e
ol 4w b ol 1o
1.6 2 2.4 28 3.2 3.8 ] 2 4 [ 8 10 Diffusion

Fuel flow rate (L/min)

Fig5 EINOx with the variation of the fuel
flow rate of H.

EINOx (g/kg)

o/ Prompt EINOX — QF : 0.6 Limin
) — - QF:0.4287 L/min <
=== QF:0.3 Umin
o H l i I ' I 1 I 1
0 2 4 [ 8 Diffusion

Equivalence ratio

Fig6 EINOx with the variation of the fuel
flow rate of CH,

Z AATE & £ Uk gaN, £H44 an
g o] &3ty APAFAN BN 4 A= oy
7FA NOx A4 A& |dgs] 2435 2= A
< SE83 9ust gtz & 5 ok

A FAAL ARE ol &38lY, EINOxE ¥
7|7E2 AFEY Prompt EINOxE 92|
daMe 2agd duz g, dss
Wate] disiMe 2e)7l Qln IAT @Fge 2=
t}. %%, Thermal EINOx:E 2H| 157+
= F43] 4ssted Huxd xgstn, 1 oA
dre MAF Bide AL Hold, d8¢
F Wt g E #3089 AF2d baEEty

Equivalence ratio

Fig.7 EINOx with the variation of the fuel
flow rate of H:

80 ——1—— | N SR W
- /'—— h
40 o 7]
1
I ] Y
l/ ’.____--"—
Qa3 ;=7 7]
) Lo
-~ | ! ,
6 . x —o— N2 0%
E 20 ! /' —&— N215% -~
I' !/
- "/ 7
!
101~ :’///_—‘ .
’I
|- y T
0 /:"T—.l__u_‘

0 2 4 6 8 10 Diffusion

Eqvalence ratio

Fig.8 EINOx with the variation of the N:
ditlution of Hz

S7HEE & &+ Utk weky AFdaeN #S
d <Fvuld] wE Total EINOx AL F
EINOx #s8e 2oz @ Adsg 2= o 2
g3, FFHste] g EINOx 74 %2 Thermal
EINOx A& 710gE & + Sk

Fig. 7& Fig. 4(a)9] 2FdFd] g A4
A ARZ, £ AREs 43 A Hl8)
AFHo2ZE 9 349 =A d353 Jdou,
FHFY, dERFY, =F J4 59 9Hsd wE
EINOx %2 4844 @355+ EINOx B
I F dHET UdSe ¢ 5 Ut

Fig. 8& Fig. 4(a) ¥ Fig. 79 A % 498



Vol. 6 No. 1 2001 5 5 3499 NOx wl& SA 38 AT - 2/ g9 vuw - 41

% 207 L/mincl th8le] N,& 15% 3|aa 2 I B L L L

d H FAAN ARE el Aor gHe 5 " ]

] A Ak ANE, AHe A¥dAaxE Yl 9 008 = — 2300

o agelA & dxe] NeFdoz A 3 g 1 |

dexe FaZ F A Z5F EINOx#ol ZA o oo g

#FaE & F U £ - oo g
Y FAANL Ao EINOxt o @ Zof g ou[ I 1 3

FAE Boled, ol E AdA masx 2 K] i —e—tr  (QF:229Umin) T|¥°E

g BAtATe] 4% wiolat wiHs Hy 3 g e —a—tr (QF:207Lmin) — §

o B4k CHy h9ol vla) EINOx @tol B2H  ° [ f o frwlar i 2zeumim oo

02 ¢ %ol zol7} U AL dLxo A oot —&— Tmax (QF : 2.07 Limin)

o] B& "ANHA7) GRo)e ARV (] 7 Tmelarsusumin 7
Ju B Ao A¥Ane XA A 0008 PR 6 s 10 Diftusion

o] AgAHe) z}o] = AN BALERE 318 Equivalence ratio

2 & A3 NOx wgr) 7o ABH =4

59 74 2 Parabolic WAL o] &3 3|3 Fig9 The residence time and maximum

Holl A 1:% ZA Y AAHA &3} Fol 7)Ast
Ao g wadt a8y, oje B AN »
Z3d FEHoz FALs= Aoz B g
ToM =9 snz = 2HAMY EINOx 7
Fole 2 42 A= Fogd wddr
metr, Hy 399 A$dE #XA44 Ans
ol &3t APZAFNAN EME & Qe o8 s}
7] EINOx §A4& ¥4se AL 283 9z}
Uiz & 5 oo

oS IPES 74 sgoMe EINOx A%E
BA37] 93 EAS R2Z Fig. 9 H, 2%
sldolM FY FAAY wZM JdE/STF L G
Ful g AdA2 3YE(Fig. 4¢] 2827, Fig.
79 FXALL Aol dFd FAE oM
2= H 1850K o] 99 Fsted 2
e AR &, 22 AF ARL AT Holg
°] 192 Fig. 49 @‘3@-‘—} 2 Fig. 79] Fx]3)
Y 7549} s R 2R Gy
W3 g {3 gl w}t EINOx %2 12
zﬂ%ﬂ?hﬂl I e F3 A% 9xge o
T Aok wEA H 3tgelMel EINOx 73e
3'_—?_— AFAZ FLAL2EE 715 (weighting) 3
T & U veid = ddn JARAG,
Fig. 102 CHy ®EF3golMe U F7A9
kEAN ASHF 2 FHHE AN g
(Fig. 291 4923, Fig. 69 FA34 A
W FHE oMY Huex 2 1L AFA
& % O FASA =AT Aot o 1
HL Fig. 69 =A 3 Thermal EINOx7 &3} )
2 B9, CHy EFadolxx Fafn Wiz o9
v%‘ﬂi}ﬂ] w2 Thermal EINOx A%& o 1
ol AR 22 AFAZ HuxE IJI
2% X} & ¢ vt gFA dg 3}
ol M= Thermal EINOx AL 2L& AFAZ

ot

temperature on centerline with the variation
of the fuel flow rate of Hz

T T T T T T T T ™ 2200
0.04 -
2150
i -
;3' 0.03 |- 2100 &
'] [
E | 3
= 2050 ©
g ooz 2
% D: 8mm E
‘@ 2 —a—tr  (QF :0.4287 Umin) — 2000 0
& —e—tr  (QF: 0.6 Lmin) i
0.01 ——tr  (QF : 0.3 Umin)
==B=-Tmax (QF : 0.4287 Limin) — 1950
=~© =" Tmax (QF : 0.6 L/imin)
= =% " Tmax (QF : 0.3 Limin)
P i 1 i | J N I 1 4900
0 2 4 [ 8 Diffusion
Equivalence ratio
Fig.10 The residence time and maximum

temperature on centerline with the variation
of the fuel flow rate of CH,

o BgLxE 715 (Weighting) & &5 T
2 JEE 4 g JAR

Fig. 11& Fig. 69 27 % 48 HFo] 04287
L/min, Z34] 252 3499 x=2cm ©HY NO
Aded #AHAo L 2% ¥ OH, CH
radicald] TEEIZE EAF Aotk 1gdA
Prompt NO& Total NO9lA Thermal NOE =
Ao Z Prompt NO 44992 CH radical 3%
TEE ol&3std F Yehd £ UASE ¢+ A
o9, CH radical EXY9¥9 9= F2 g4
A AEEE 4 g Y



42 AEE - wlsT - 13 Fa A4zt
docar E RE 99 FHEE ¢ F Utk @A
Fig. 69 T4 #%9 2% Z%vld we

3e-007

)
€
L
2
E 20007 X
] e
0‘; =3
@  1e-007 "
§ g
® _ E
: cr 8
2
a Total NO
g 00070\ Thermal NO —-0.002 — go0

. ; ] ] ) ]

20-007o 04 o8 P -0.004 J.q200

R{cm)

Fig.11 Radial profile of CH, flame for
x=2cm, ®=25

Fig. 12& CHs #7329 CH radical
EEYXE =AY Ao Fig (a), e d2H
o] 04287 L/minC & TY3 Ao FFus}
2tz 15, 259 g Aot T H Ko
CH radicalo] £X3le A gL Zo] nj¢ Fo
¥, Prompt NOX ¢] CH radical £X999 9
Zovk WAs7] @& Prompt NO A4 &L
gduae vyddn & & Jow ) =
7boll wiet 34 WAool Fs18W CH radical ¥

A ) L) L] L} I T T T T [ T L} T T
—
3
-——‘5/"’

91 045 0 05 1 0-1 05 0 0S5 1
R{cm) R(cm)
(a) »=15 (b) ®=2.5

Fig.12

Prompt EINOx Z &g 3 Hze ¥z I
A9 4 Aok Fig. (0 93u7F 259 A$
2, HE2 JdER/%°] 03 L/min, $Z2 24 &
7% 06 L/mingl #del ZHao|dh Fig. (c)9
AEFH¥ Wi W& CH radical ¥E£EXE &
HBEH, dEFFo] 7138 CH radical®] X
dgoel AA F7187] W&ol Prompt NO<9 A
AgE aA Frslelegs 248 ¢4 ¢ dY 2
#Hup gl JelAE SUA T, o] F g4
A9 @9 dH T Prompt NO A& AVie §
I FEUdE 89 ¥ 4+ dden, Prompt
NO %A WAL dFZFHd waEsie F71387]
& F/ld dsfgoez FAY3F Prompt
EINOx+ TYsiA #XE& & F Uk ols
2e olfE 93A Fig. 6914 B ute} 7ol
59 2 dis] ARFFol FisdE=
Prompt EINOx= 83 £F& #A35A "ok
ut2tA Fig. 6o ZAS F3u] 2 d8/F 9
glo] w2 Prompt EINOx ZA&#L ©]& ®So|
ng sdude Bz ¥ 49 ¢ Yo o
g3, Total EINOx ZA%2 Fig. 69 Thermal
EINOx & Prompt EINOx ZAde] =g o3
o 2AFE + Uk

O

8 Level CH

- 5 1.00E-06

- | a4 7.63e-07

i i 3 5.25e-07

ar 2 2.888-07
’é‘ I n 1 5.002-08
=
KEAN
S /

2} r e

N

L & A

0

1 05 0 05 1

Ricm)
{c) =25

(a),(b) CH radical concentrations with equivalence ratio for CHs fuel flow rate 0.4287

L/min and (c) comparison with the variation of CH, fuel flow rate (left : 0.3 L/min, right : 0.6

L/min) for =25



Vol. 6 No. 1 2001 5% % 9ol NOx W&

o%
2
e
p

g AT - Fa/e 59 ¥ - 43

5 &8 &

% 5% ¥R CH 2 H g4 dgues
4Y R FAANE B gu], w347 2
AEFF Wil WE NOx WESHL PED
23, e ge L A

sl e EINOxE F3H|7F e A Fo A
7hahe, 2] 40 ojAdA = fukE
dAs AT}, ® FINOxE F &7}
& F7td FHA) =2 AL

o ¢ oft i
ol rlo 3L ¥
Ot e D
oﬂ,r""_'
o jou OfN
“1&4011
rir

=2
R
&
o
2
olN
N
X
o
v

2. CHy 8l 9] EINOxE H 34 1571 &2
F7v3ty, ol F ©eku] 25 7t e ZAasTr)
A7t gAl @k F7bgck % EINOx

o

e RN frel vdste Frldd

olr dov ot

3. CHy 89 % H, 399 Thermal EINOx 7
2 22 AFAD HARXEE  71E(Weighting)
qE T FaZ Yeld £ g AoE Agd
ok ®3 CHs 399 Prompt EINOx AgS @
FH 2 JdFE FFAse uE FHgduy Wiz
A& £ Qo Total EINOx ¥ Thermal 3
Prompt EINOx 7389 Z3dl ¢sle AR AT

{11 S. R. Turns, F. H. Myhr, R. V. Bandaru
and E. R. Maund, “Oxide of Nitrogen
Emissions from Turbulent Jet Flames: Part
—-Fuel Dilution and Partial Premixing Effect
.. Combustion and Flame, Vol. 93, 255,
1993.

[2] N. A. Rokke, ]. E. Hustad. and O. K.
Sonju, “A  study of Partially Premixed
Unconfined Propane Flames,” Combustion
and Flame, Vol. 97, 83, 1994.

[31 J. P. Gore, N. J. Zhan, “NOx Emission

and Major Species Concentrations in
Partially Premixed Laminar Methane/Air
Co-flow Jet TFlames,” Combustion and

Flame, Vol. 105, 1996, pp. 414-427.

{41 Tae Kwon Km, B. J. Alder, N. M.
Laurendeau and J. P. Gore, “Exhaust and
In-Situ Measurements of Nitric Oxide for
Laminar Partially Premixed C:Hgs-Air Flames
¢ Effect of Premixing Level at Constant Fuel
Flowrate,” Combust. Sci and Tech., Vol
110-111, 1995, pp. 361-378.

(5] M. D. Smooke, Y. Xu, R. M. Zurn, P.

Lin, J. H. Frank and M. B. Long, “Compu-
tational and Experimental Study of OH and
CH Radicals in Axisymmetric Laminar

Diffusion Flames,” 24th Symposium (Internat.)
on Combustion The Combustion Institute,
1992, pp. 813-821.

[6] James F. Driscoll, Ruey-Hung Chen,
YoungBin Yoon, “Nitric Oxide Levels of Jet
Diffusion Flames: Effects of Residence Time
and Damkoler Number,” Combustion and
Flame, Vol. 88, 1992, pp. 37-49.

{71 Raymond Gabriel, Jose E. Navedo, and
Ruey-Hung Chen, “Effects of Fuel Lewis
Number on Nitric Oxide Emission of Diluted
H; Turbulent Jet Diffusion Flames,” Com-
bustion and Flame, Vol. 121, 2000, pp.
525-534.

[8] M. E. Coltrin, H. K. Moffat, R. J. Kee
and F. M. Rupley, “CRESLAF (Version
40): A Fortran Program For Modeling
Laminar, Chemically Reacting, Boundary-
Layer Flow in Cylindrical or Planar Chan-
nels,” Sandia Report SAND 98-0478, 1993.
[9]1 R. J. Kee, F. M. Rupley and J. A. Miller,
“Chemkin-II: A Fortran Chemical Kinetics
Package for the Analysis of Gas Phase
Chemical Kinetics,” Sandia Report SAND
89-8009B, 1919.

[10] R. J. Kee, G. Dixon-Lewis, J. Warnatz,
M. E. Coltrin and J. A. Miller, “A Fortran
Computer Code Package for the Evaluation
of Gas-Phase Multicomponent Transport
Properties,” Sandia Report SAND 86-8246,
1986.

[11] Jung Bae Park, Jong Hyun Kim, Chang
Eon Lee, “Numerical and Experimental
Investigation on NOx Emission Charac-
teristics of CHy Jet Flames,” #2132 Kosco
symposium +2%, 2000.



