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The occurrence of high frequency (> 1000 Hz) thermoacoustic instability (TAI) sustained
by mutual feedback among the acoustic field, heat release rate oscillations, and hydrody-
namic oscillations poses severe challenges to the operation and structural integrity of rocket
engines. Hence, quantifying the differing levels of feedback between these variables can
help uncover the underlying mechanisms behind such high frequency TAI, enabling re-
design of combustors to mitigate TAI. However, so far, no concrete method exists to deci-
pher the varying levels of mutual feedback during high-frequency TAL In the present study,
we holistically investigate the mutual influence based on the spatiotemporal directionality
among acoustic pressure, heat release rate, hydrodynamic and thermal oscillations during
TAI of a single-element rocket engine combustor. Using symbolic transfer entropy (STE),
we identify the spatiotemporal direction of feedback interactions between those primary
variables when acoustic waves significantly emerge during TAI. We unveil the influence of
vorticity dynamics at the fuel collar (or the propellant splitter plate) as the primary stimu-
lant over the heat release rate fluctuations to rapidly amplify the amplitude of the acoustic
field. Further, depending on the quantification of the degree of the mutual information
(i.e., the net direction of information), we identify the switches in dominating the thermoa-
coustic driving between the variables during TAI, each representing a distinct mechanism
of a thermoacoustic state. Additionally, from this quantification, we analyze the relative
dominance of the variables and rank-order the mutual feedback according to their impact

on driving TAL

Keywords: Single-element rocket combustor, Thermoacoustic instability, Longitudinal
mode oscillations, Symbolic transfer entropy, Mutual influence, Spatiotemporal direction-

ality.



TABLE I. List of acronyms

CVRC Continuously variable resonance combustor
FFT Fast Fourier transform
HALCO High amplitude limit cycle oscillations

HAMSTER |Hydrodynamic and mixing study of a thermoacoustically excited rocket

LES Large Eddy Simulation

SDF Symbolic dynamic filtering
STE Symbolic transfer entropy
TAI Thermoacoustic instability

I. INTRODUCTION

Rockets are indispensable for placing satellites in the desired orbit for various essential ap-
plications ranging from weather forecasting, GPS tracking, telecommunications, environmental
monitoring, and military applications to tracking the movement of space objects'. They also en-
able the innate human desire for space exploration. Hence, there is no doubt that rockets are one
of the greatest innovations of scientists.

The occurrence of thermoacoustic instability (TAD??

offers considerable hurdles to engineers
in design and safe operation of rocket engine combustors across the mission envelope. TAI arises
in the rocket engine combustor when a two-way feedback between the acoustic field developed
in the combustor, heat release rate caused by combustion and hydrodynamic field*is established
at different temporal and spatial scales. Under certain conditions which are not fully understood,
these mutual interactions lead to ruinously large amplitude oscillations of acoustic pressure in

rocket engine combustor®8.

The self-sustaining nature of TAI can create excessive vibration,
resulting in structural damage to the engine and catastrophic failure of electrical components in
the launch vehicle and its payload . TAI can also induce excessive heat transfer and overwhelm
the thermal protection system, resulting in thermal distress and eventual failure'?. In gas turbine
combustors, TAI often precedes flame blowout''~'? and flashback '#. In the case of a rocket,

the situation can often be serious as mission failures can occur®. A well-known instance is the

multiple challenges faced in the development of the well-known F-1 engine used for Apollo space
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TABLE II. Nomenclature

Physical variables
P
kPa)

® : Vorticity (in 1/s)

acoustic pressure oscillations (in

Q’: Heat release rate oscillations (in

W/m?)

u': flow velocity oscillations (in m/s)

0’: combustion temperature oscillations

(in Kelvin)

I,)y.: OH* chemiluminescence oscilla-

tions (a.u.)
Measures
TS

P, Symbolic transfer entropy
/ !/
from p’ to Iy,

S .
TS o

P to Q'/
TS .

=

Symbolic transfer entropy from

Symbolic transfer entropy from

p tow
TS .

00" Symbolic transfer entropy from
wtoQ

TS .

AR Symbolic transfer entropy from
p o
(AS,y ). Area averaged directionality

index between p’ and o’

(ASy _,q): Area averaged directionality

index between Q' and @

Parameter

@ : Equivalence ratio

Measures

S .
que“

Symbolic transfer entropy from
p'to 6’
AS,p,. + Directionality index calcu-
lated in the direction of p'—17,,,

AS,_, o Directionality index calculated
in the direction of p'—Q’

AS,_,e: Directionality index calculated

in the direction of p'— @

AS,,_,,s: Directionality index calculated

in the direction of p'—u’

AS,,_,¢': Directionality index calculated

in the direction of p'—6’

ASy_,e: Directionality index calculated

in the direction of O'—®

(AS » _>Q,>: Area averaged directionality

index between p’ and Q'

(ASy_): Area averaged directionality

index between p’ and @

(AS,y_¢): Area averaged directionality

index between p’ and 6’

testing and caused considerable financial loss.

remains one of the focal research interests to the community
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missions®. The program was delayed to understand and fix the repetitive failures due to TAI during

Despite decades of research, TAI still poses significant challenges to the development of flight

worthy rocket engines. Consequently, understanding the mechanism of TAI in rocket engines

15-21

. With this background, an in-



depth understanding of the varying level of feedback interaction between the primary variables
can be of the utmost importance to designing and potentially developing predictive and mitigation

strategies for TAI in rocket engine combustors.

Conventionally, rocket engines are designed with several flow injectors connected to a com-
mon dump volume, where vortex shedding occurs behind a backward-facing step at the injector

faCCZ2,23

If the velocity of the flow upstream of the vortex shedding point changes, the vor-
tex shedding frequency also can change. Further, the difference in temporal and spatial scales
between the vortex shedding from fuel and oxidizer can regulate the heat release rate oscillations
downstream. The flow mechanism behind the backward-facing step (i.e., a flame holder) can mod-
ify the shear layer developed from the injector. On the other hand, the acoustic wave established
in the combustor can modify the flow dynamics both upstream and downstream of the backward-

facing step. Earlier, Culick and co-workers®*?>

theoretically explained that acoustic oscillations
grow in a combustion chamber until limited by the nonlinear process. Different factors, such as
the injection and combustion of propellants at near-critical and supercritical thermodynamic condi-
tions, turbulent flow, flow separation at sharp edges, rapid flow expansions, shock discontinuities,
extreme rate of heat addition, etc., yield these nonlinearities'>. Hence, flame dynamics are greatly
affected by the nonlinear interaction process among physical variables, such as acoustic, combus-
tion, and hydrodynamic processes, and the thermodynamic properties of the reacting flow>2°. Due
to the complex interaction between the variables and the presence of nonlinearities, a linear theory
is often inadequate to explain the temporal and spatial dynamics of TAI occurring inside rocket

combustors?’-?8. Consequently, theories that account for the nonlinearities of the reacting flow

inside the rocket engine combustor and the mechanisms of TAI have since been devised.

Several studies explored the behavior of TAI using different nonlinear methods. In the earlier
stage, Priem & Guentert?® attempted to investigate the behavior and stability of finite amplitude
waves in a liquid-propelled rocket engine (LPRE) combustors assuming the wave oscillations to be
one dimensional. In a subsequent study, Sirignano> extended that study using various theoretical,
numerical and analytical solution methods considering the wave oscillations in two dimensions.
After that, scientists extensively investigated the nonlinear stability characteristics of LPRE com-
bustors by using the concept of time lag (7) defined by the period required for processes to occur
before the final combustion®, an index (n) measuring the interaction between different processes
in the combustion zone?!, and a modified Galerkin method®>. Using the Galerkin approach??,

it was discovered that a state of TAI exhibits shock-like behavior, as determined by the charac-
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terization of the unsteady combustion process. The predicted TAI behavior using the nonlinear
equations agreed well with the experimental results. However, these analytical models are limited
to studying the unsteady combustion of moderate amplitude and low Mach number flows. Also,
the Galerkin methods necessitate prior knowledge of the relevant oscillation modes®*>*. These
reduced-basis techniques have been shown to be inadequate if the chosen fundamental functions
do not include natural modes, their harmonics, and specific sub-harmonics33.

With the progress of high-efficiency computing, numerical simulation has been discovered to
be a valuable addition to the analytical solution and experimental data. Scientists provided notable
efforts in understanding TAI in liquid rocket engine combustors by modeling the computational
flow domain using large eddy simulation (LES)!173336_ Selle et al.* performed a rigorous anal-
ysis on the prediction of the occurrence of TAI using an LES solver for better mimicking the
flame dynamics and a Helmholtz solver for solving the acoustic field. They recommended LES
as a promising approach for future developments in numerical simulations of rocket engine com-
bustors. Using the LES dataset, Urbano et al.'® found that flames from the injectors drive the
acoustic field, while the coupling between acoustic and hydrodynamic field acts as the damping
mechanism of TAI in the transverse mode dominated rocket engine combustor. Nguyen et al.!”
conducted an investigation on TAI in LPRE by modeling the turbulence using a hybrid Reynolds-
averaged Navier—Stokes/LES approach, while the interaction between combustion and turbulence
was modeled using the flamelet/progress-variable approach. Further, a group from the German
Aerospace Center (Deutsches Zentrum fiir Luft- und Raumfahrt, abbreviated as DLR) attempted
to understand the coupling between acoustic and combustion fields in tangential mode-dominated
rocket engine combustors using modal decomposition methods?’.

14,38-41

Additionally, several experimental and numerical studies on gas turbine and liquid

rocket engine combustors!? 4?4

provided significant efforts to understand the complex behavior
of TAI under the framework of dynamical systems theory. Dynamical systems theory helps to gain
new insights into the development of flame dynamics due to the interaction between the physical
variables. Kabiraj and Sujith'* found that a subcritical Hopf bifurcation resulting from a nonlinear
interaction between the acoustic field and a confined laminar flame can lead to TAIL In that study,
subcritical Hopf bifurcation was observed when a sudden jump resulting in a single point in the
bifurcation plot occurred at a particular flame location.

Further, the recurrence approach from dynamics theory is found to be promising in demarcat-

ing different dynamical states prior to the onset of TAI!3144046:47 Recently, Unni and Sujith!3 re-
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vealed using recurrence plots that turbulent combustors undergo a state of intermittency before the
onset of TAI They also noticed that the Shannon entropy that measures the complexity becomes
low during TAI since a regular structure in the temporal behavior of the combustor emerges dur-
ing that time. Kasthuri et al.** found that a ratio between two recurrence measures, determinism,
and recurrence rate, becomes high during aperiodic oscillations in a liquid rocket engine combus-
tor, while it decays to almost zero for the periodic oscillations (TAI). Further, recurrence theory
combined with the synchronization theory*” can be useful in understanding the coupling behavior
between acoustic pressure and heat release rate oscillations for a combustion system approaching
TAI at which the physical variables show a generalized synchronization (GS). The investigations
found that joint transitivity*?, transitivity ratio*’, and synchronization index*! based on joint and
inter-system recurrence can be promising measures to detect the onset of GS. Nevertheless, the
characterization of the coupling between acoustic field and heat release rate fluctuation was the

40,41

main emphasis of those earlier studies , with the direction of the feedback interaction between

the variables receiving only relatively minor attention.

Besides recurrence theory, the analysis of the transitions to an unstable state using complex
network approaches gained considerable interest in the study of TAI*®. The interactions between
the components constitute a complex network in which the components are represented as nodes,
and the pairwise interaction is considered as links. In this framework of complex networks, Mu-
rugesan and Sujith*® found that the low amplitude, aperiodic pressure fluctuations observed during
the occurrence of combustion noise exhibit scale-free behavior. On the other hand, the scale-free
behavior disappears and order emerges, leading to the formation of a regular network, during the

I*°. Recent studies'”*” tried to understand the type of formation of thermoacous-

transition to TA
tic power production by constructing a network based on the product of acoustic and heat release
rate fluctuations. Krishnan et al.* reported that the generation of acoustic power happens in an
incoherent manner during a stable state, while that formation is seen to occur coherently during
a formation of large-scale vorticity prior to TAI. Further, the study was extended to understand
the vorticity interaction in turbulent flow field during TAI using time-varying weighted spatial

networks 4%50-31

in both gas turbine and liquid rocket engine combustors. Recently, Kasthuri et
al.?! found a significant difference in the coherence structure of the flame fluctuations between
an intermittent state and TAI using positive and negatively correlated weighted networks. They
found that the highly correlated flame regions tend to connect with other areas, leading to a highly

coherent flame oscillation during TAIL



Although several studies*>4347-32

focused on the transition to TAI, the understanding of the
driving mechanism, especially during TAI is still one of the main concerns in liquid rocket engine
combustors. Additionally, the control of TAI becomes more difficult in the liquid engine rocket
combustors due to unmixed propellants operating at near-stoichiometry with no diluents and high
chamber pressure. A recent study*? employed the concept of transfer entropy to understand the
direction of influence between the heat release rate and the acoustic field during a transition to a
fully developed TAI in a liquid rocket engine combustor dominated by the first tangential mode.
During TAI, many subsystems participate in the coupling process® and the directional nature of the

coupling is not fully understood. Therefore, a holistic study is necessary to analyze the directional

coupling amongst the physical variables.

Over the last two decades, research shows that symbolic dynamic filtering, which is a branch

of nonlinear dynamics, has gained substantial recognition in various fields, including engineer-

53,54 56 57,58

ing , astrophysicsss, finance’®, medicine , climate science’® etc. However, a recent trend

in this line of research shows that the concept of symbolic analysis combined with a variety of dy-
namical approaches becomes robust for understanding a variety of complex systems!?>!-0. Within

a few years, transfer entropy combined with the hypothesis of symbolic dynamics filtering has at-

61,62 63,64

tracted significant attention in several disciplines, such as physics , medical

61,65,66

, engineering
science , and transmission of diseases®’. Compared to the well-established techniques such
as Granger causality®® and permutation entropy®”, symbolic transfer entropy (STE) can be used to
reveal asymmetric information flows in stochastic environments with minimal observational noise.
Recently, Shima et al.'? used this concept to examine the effect of upstream flow velocity fluctua-
tions on the heat release rate oscillations and synchronized behavior between the acoustic and the
heat release rate oscillations during a transition to TAI in a liquid rocket engine combustor with

an off-center installed coaxial injector. However, this study primarily focused on the transition to

TAI, with the aim of developing a prediction technique for determining the onset of TAI.

In light of the advancement of STE, we use this concept to understand the mutual influence

between the fluctuations in heat release rate, acoustic, flow velocity, vorticity, and thermal behavior

70,71

for a single-element liquid rocket engine combustor’™>’". Unlike the earlier works performed on

liquid rocket engine combustors dominated by transverse and tangential modes®16-19:4251.72,

we
work on simulation data corresponding to an operating condition when the first longitudinal mode
(1L) is found to be dominant during TAI in the liquid rocket engine combustor. The high-fidelity

spatiotemporal simulation data was generated at Purdue University using General Equation and



Mesh Solver (GEMS) that can solve the coupled Navier-Stokes equations along with a single
energy equation and the coupled species equations’>. The CFD dataset was further validated with
experimental results in an earlier work’’. Such a comparison is helpful for gaining confidence in
the simulation results.

In the present study, the usage of CFD data, specifically LES, over experimental data allows us
to examine a wide range of flow and reaction variables as opposed to just point measurements of
acoustic pressure and, in some cases, chemiluminescence intensity of OH*/CH* radicals. Analyz-
ing this dataset, we quantify the level of mutual influence between the physical variables and iden-
tify the direction of the dominant influence between them on spatiotemporal scales. Based on an
extensive understanding of the mechanism undergoing the mutual influences among the variables,
we further calculate the degree of mutual influence (i.e., the net mutual influence between the vari-
ables), which helps to identify the relatively stronger influencing (or primary driving) variable and
measure the influence of the stronger variable on the other variables. We find the vorticity to be the
stronger influencing variable during amplification (reduction) of the acoustic pressure fluctuations
to a local maxima (minima) and find seven distinct stages of the feedback interactions based on
the variation in the ranking order of the variables during one cycle of TAI In this study, we unveil
that the variables with the dominant influence change, indicating a shift in the functioning of the
liquid rocket engine combustors during TAI.

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. We provide the details of a liquid rocket engine
combustor that is known as HAMSTER combustor and discuss the operating conditions adopted
to obtain TAI in Sec. II. Then, we describe the method of STE used to understand the mutual
influence that elucidates the feedback interaction between the variables in detail in Sec. III. Next,
we analyze this method on the temporal and spatiotemporal data to understand the mechanism of
TAI in a 1L-dominated HAMSTER combustor in Sec. IV. Finally, we summarize the significant

findings in Sec. V.

II. DETAILS OF THE LIQUID ROCKET ENGINE COMBUSTOR:

We represent the schematic of the combustor used in an investigation of HAMSTER (hydrody-
namic and mixing study of thermoacoustically excited rocket) experiments conducted at Purdue
University’! in Fig. 1. The design and conduction of the investigations of HAMSTER are influ-

enced by the study of Continuously-Variable Resonance Combustor (CVRC)’#. The limitations
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FIG. 1. A schematic diagram of the HAMSTER combustor’®’! is illustrated. This single-element combus-
tor consists of preburner chamber (a), oxidizer manifold (b), oxidizer post (c), fuel injector (d), combustion
chamber (e) and nozzle (f). The labeled subsections of the zoomed view of g are: fuel manifold (gl), fuel
collar or propellant splitter plate (g2), inner/outer manifold choke point (g3), fuel manifold choke (g4),
converging portion of fuel annulus (g5), and injector recess (g6). The locations of the pressure transducers

used in this study are indicated by ptl1-pt6.

and learning acquired from the CVRC simulation and experiments served as a foundation for the
new design’s advancement and improvement in HAMSTER. The configuration of HAMSTER
uses a single element shear coaxial injector similar to those found in modern high-performance
rocket engines. As shown in Fig. 1, the methane-oxygen rocket combustor rig primarily com-
prises a pre-burner tube (a), oxidizer manifold (b), oxidizer post (c), fuel injector (d), combustion
chamber (e) and nozzle (f). The H,/O; preburner is used to warm the oxidizer (composition:

94.8% O, and 5.2% H,). In the present study, the oxidizer is preheated to 705 K.

The oxidizer post inlet is designed to produce a smooth flow towards the fuel injector. It features
a moderate curvature to prevent the injection of oxidizer from being hydrodynamically perturbed.

A schematic of the fuel injector (g) is shown in Fig. 1 through different subsections, namely: fuel

10



manifold (g1), fuel collar or fuel-oxidizer splitter plate (g2), inner/outer manifold choke point (g3),
and fuel manifold choke (g4). The fuel flow is accelerated for the area reduction caused by the
converging portion of the fuel annulus (see g5), which also aids in settling the flow. The length of
the annulus is adequate for the fuel flow to develop before it enters the injector recess (g6). The
flow of the propellants before entering into the recess is shown in the g5 section of Fig. 1. The
propellant flow distribution plays a crucial role in each manifold.

In this analysis, gaseous propellants, methane (CHy4) and oxygen (O,), are used to avoid the
requirement of model atomization. Further, one can accurately model the chemical kinetics of
CH, and O» in the simulation of the combustor. Therefore, a previous study’’ showed a good
agreement between experimental and simulated results using these propellants. In the simulation
of the combustor, GRI Mech 1.27° is used to model chemical kinetics. The current study treats the
propellants and combustion products as ideal gasses.

The simulations are conducted using GEMS, an in-house Purdue code. The code involves an in-
tricately coupled Navier-Stokes solver with second order precision in time and space. The method
for modelling turbulence is detached eddy simulations, which collect large-scale motions up to the
grid length scale, while the sub-grid turbulence is modeled with a k — @ model’®. NASA polyno-
mial coefficients’”” are used to derive the thermal and transport properties. For the discretization,
the source terms, fluxes, and boundary conditions are handled implicitly. The dual time stepping
approach is used to minimise the estimated factorization errors and acquire the solution of the
linearized equations by the use of the line Gauss-Seidel algorithm.

Table III provides a detailed description of the operating conditions of the propellants chosen
for simulation. In the current study, we use higher-fidelity simulation data obtained by using a high
spatially and temporally resolved three-dimensional flow domain at a chamber pressure of 12 bars
during the state of thermoacoustic instability (TAI). This LES dataset has been benchmarked with
the corresponding experimental data by comparing the average and RMS pressure at different sec-
tions of the rocket combustor and dominant frequencies at the head end (i.e., dump region) of the
combustor’?. A previous study of the Purdue group?? found that the amplitude of the first longi-
tudinal mode can be captured by two-dimensional axisymmetric simulations utilizing both coarse
and fine grid to within an order of magnitude of the experimental measurement. Following this,
we consider a two-dimensional (x, y) flow domain by considering z = 0 in our analysis. In Sec. IV,
we shift the x — y coordinate at the dump plane. Hence, in our analysis, x shows positive values

towards the downstream or right side of the combustion chamber, while that becomes negative to-
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TABLE III. Operating conditions taken for investigating HAMSTER in experiment and simulation at Purdue

70,71

University are shown in the table.

Opening conditions Values

Oxidizer temperature 705 K

Equivalence ratio (P) 0.8
Fuel temperature 296 K

Oxidizer flow rate (Qo,)| 0.425 kg/s

Fuel flow rate (Qr) |0.0884 kg/s

wards the upstream or left side of the combustion chamber. y shows the positive (negative) values
towards the upward (downward) direction from the centerline of the combustor. Further details of
the LES model, combustor hardware, and operating conditions are mentioned in Harvazinski et

al.”9,

III. METHODOLOGY:

In order to extract and rank-order the various feedback directions among the primary variables
governing TAI, we use the concept of symbolic transfer entropy®' (STE) that integrates informa-
tion theory’® and symbolic dynamic filtering (SDF)’®. Symbolic transfer entropy is helpful for

examining the directional information flow between two physical variables.

A. Concept of transfer entropy

The concept of transfer entropy®! (TE) from information theory pertains to the information
flow between two subsystems of a system. For instance, we compute the following expression to

determine how much X has an impact on Y (Tx_y)®:

P(Y (tny1)|Y (ta), X (tn))
P(Y (ty1)|Y (1))

Here, Y (t,+1) and X(z,) are the values of Y and X at time steps #,,; and f, respectively. Besides,

P(Y (ty41),Y (tn),X (t,)) is the joint probability of Y (t,+1), Y (¢,) and X (¢,). P(Y (t,+1)|Y (t,)) is

(D

Ty = Y P(Y (tus1), Y (1), X (1)) 0>

the conditional probability of Y (¢,.1) given Y(z,). The traditional transfer entropy calculation
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FIG. 2. The concept of symbolic transfer entropy is illustrated here. Based on the rank order patterns of the

time series, we obtain transfer entropy of one variable (X) to another variable (V).

deals with a issue related to the type of dataset as the inputs from the various operating fields are
not identical 4. However, combining with symbolic dynamic filtering addresses that problem by

performing the ranking order patterns of the data from various fields on a temporal scale.

B. Concept of symbolic transfer entropy

We illustrate the concept of STE, which is currently more widely accepted than TE®’, in

n

Fig. 2. For instance, we consider (X;)"_,

to be a D dimensional time series of X as follows, X; =
(X, Xr4+1, X142, -+, Xi4-(p—1)). We can consider a group Sx = (X1,Xa,...,Xp) tobe 1= (l1,1, .., Ip)
type symbol if and only if following conditions are satisfied:

(@) X, <X, <X, <...< Xp,

®) Ly <L it X, | =X,

Thus, based on a ranking order of the time series patterns (condition (a)) and uniqueness of the

symbols (condition (b)), we can form a symmetric group of D! for D > 2 when all the symbols of

length D will be formed. Using the concept of symbolic dynamics flitering, Eq. (1) can be written
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as61 ,

P(HY(thrl) |HY(tn)’HX(tn))
Py () My i,))

where, Ily( ) and Ily, are the ranking orders or symbol types of ¥ at time steps 7,1 and #,

T3 .y =Y. P(Ty(, . )> Oy () Tx,)) 082 (2)

respectively. Similarly, IIx () is the symbol type of variable X at time step #,. The joint and
conditional probabilities of Eq. (2) represent the same as that stated in Eq. (1). The conditional
probability in STE calculations aids us in extracting the asymmetric flow information between
the variables. Further, introducing a time delay in calculating those probabilities helps better

to understand the correlation between the variables®!

. Thus, by calculating STE between two
variables, we can extract the information on the flow of influences that one variable has on the
other.

Following Eq. (2), we measure the spatiotemporal evolutions of STE to both qualitatively and
quantitatively understand the mutual influences between the reacting flow variables in a liquid
rocket engine combustion system during TAI in Sec. IV. We also measure the net degree of mutual
influence or directionality between two system variables X and Y, as ASx_y = T;g Ly - T);g x>
to identify the dominant feedback pathways during TAI. Thus, by estimating the directionality

between two variables, we can identify the variable that has a stronger influence and plays a crucial

role in sustaining the limit cycle oscillations during the state of TAI

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

To understand the mechanism underlying the sustenance of thermoacoustic instability (TAI) in
the HAMSTER combustor, we analyze the temporal and spatial variations of the primary vari-
ables in this study. First, we discuss the time series of acoustic pressure oscillations in Sec. IV A
to understand the dynamics of self-sustained thermoacoustic oscillations at the different locations
of interest. Then, we present the power spectral densities obtained using Fast Fourier transform
to find the dominant modes of thermoacoustic oscillations in HAMSTER combustor. Next, in
Sec IV B, we present an illustration of the concept of symbolic transfer entropy using the time
series data of acoustic pressure and OH* data obtained from experiments at the wall portion that
is closer to the dump region (x = 7.62 mm). Following this, we try to understand the mutual spa-
tiotemporal influences among the primary variables during a rise in acoustic pressure fluctuations
above zero to its local maxima in Sec. IV C. We also quantify the degree of influences between

the variables using the directionality measure to determine the driving mechanism during one cy-
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FIG. 3. (a) presents the fluctuations in the acoustic pressure (noted as p’) at the oxidizer post (x = —65.86
mm), the recess injector (x = —8.89 mm) and various downstream locations of the dump plane (x = 7.62
mm, 33.02 mm and 58.42 mm) obtained from experiments during TAI at the preheated oxidizer temperature
of 705 K using the pressure transducers installed at those targeted locations. (b) presents the time series
of p’ that are obtained from CFD simulation during TAI at the same operating condition. The first 10 ms
of simulation data that includes initial transients after ignition is not considered in (b). Although the lower
amplitude pressure oscillations are visible in simulation data at 25 ms, the overall trend of the oscillations

of simulation data is similar to that of experimental data.

cle of acoustic pressure oscillations (when approaching towards the local minima and maxima) in
Sec. IV D. In these subsequent sections, we use notation ()’ to show the fluctuations of the variable

() in the discussion.

A. Time series and amplitude spectrum of acoustic pressure

Figures 3 (a) and (b) display the temporal evolutions of acoustic pressure fluctuations (p’) at
the locations of interest. Based on the previous investigations?>’%"!, the locations of interest in
the present study are the oxidizer post (position of pressure transducer ptl, x = —65.86 mm), the
injector recess (position of pressure transducer pt2, x = —8.89 mm), the head end of the combustor

or closer to the dump region (position of pressure transducer pt3, x = 7.62 mm), locations down-
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FIG. 4. (a) presents the FFT of time series of acoustic pressure oscillations at the injector recess (x =
—8.89 mm) and at different downstream positions of the dump plane, which are 7.62 mm, 33.02 mm,
and 58.42 mm, respectively. As pointed out by the previous literature’?, the first longitudinal mode (1L)
dominates at 1587 Hz. Besides, we notice another mode at 213 Hz from experimental data. From an earlier
experimental study on the same combustor’!, a bulk mode instability at a low-frequency mode below 260
Hz was observed for preheated oxidizer at 700 K and & = 0.8. Hence, the 213 Hz tone is attributed to
the same bulk mode. (b) shows the FFT of the time series of acoustic pressure oscillations obtained from
CFD simulation data at the same locations said in (a). The dominant longitudinal frequency mode obtained
from CFD simulation data exactly matches that obtained from the experiments. However, based on CFD

simulation data, the range of bulk mode frequency varies between 144 Hz and 268 Hz.

stream of the combustor dump plane (positions of pressure transducers pt4 and pt5, where, x =
33.02 mm and 58.42 mm respectively). The locations of the transducers are marked in Fig. 1. We
find from both experiment (Fig. 3 (a)) and CFD simulation (Fig. 3 (b)) that p’ exhibits large ampli-
tude near the oxidizer post (see the red time trace) which is a consequence of the vortex shedding
at the propellant separator’! (also called as fuel collar). We find almost similar temporal behavior

of p’ at the injector recess and the subsequent downstream locations in the combustor.

Next, we perform a Fast Fourier transform (FFT) analysis to find out the dominant modes
of frequencies of thermoacoustic oscillations in HAMSTER combustor using data obtained from

both experiments and CFD acoustic pressure data in Figs. 4 (a) and (b), respectively. We ob-
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serve the presence of two modes, one having a low frequency (< 300 Hz), and another is seen at
1587 Hz'!. Previous works’%’! performed by the Purdue group mentioned that the low frequency
mode is a hydrodynamic or bulk mode instability resulting from the fluctuations in the propellant
feed system that can be brought on by abrupt changes in the fluid properties within the system,
and a delayed combustion response. However, the dominant mode is the first longitudinal mode
(1L) at 1587 Hz at 705 K preheated oxidizer temperature. Previous investigation’! found that
the effect of bulk instability becomes less pronounced as the oxidizer temperature increases. At
higher preheated oxidizer temperatures, p’ rises and consequently, the amplitude of thermoacous-
tic mode becomes higher than that of bulk instability. However, although one mode between the
bulk and the longitudinal (1L) modes often dominates in liquid rocket engine combustors, both
modes coexist. The system may temporarily and intermittently switch between them that confirms
the interdependence between those low and high frequency modes, as demonstrated in the previ-
ous literature’! at 700 K preheated oxidizer temperature. On the other hand, the harmonics of 1L
mode are observed (2L - 3174 Hz and 3L - 4761 Hz, see Fig. 4). The amplitudes of the 2L and 3L
modes are found to be relatively low in the amplitude spectrum of the CFD data compared to the

experimental data.

Further, in Figs. 5 (al)-(bl) and (a2)-(b2), we try to observe the temporal evaluations of the
power spectrum in the downstream direction of the combustor dump plane. We find that 1L mode
is strong closer to the dump region or the head end of the combustor (x = 7.62 mm) throughout
the time period of 30 ms (Figs. 5 (al) and (a2)) since pressure anti-nodes for acoustic standing
waves are noticed there. However, 1L mode becomes weaker at downstream locations dump plane
(at x = 58.42 mm) (Figs. 5 (a2) and (b2)) and almost diminishes at x = 180.34 mm (see Sec. A
in Appendix) since pressure nodes for this 1L mode are situated near x = 180.34 mm. Therefore,
we understand that the near dump region in the combustion chamber can be the zone of interest
towards understanding the mechanism of thermoacoustic oscillations. However, the bulk modes

do not diminish at the downstream locations of the combustor (Figs. 5(a2)-(b2)).

In the next section (Sec. IV B), we try to understand the mutual influence between acoustic
pressure and OH* chemiluminescence oscillations based on the temporal data found experimen-

tally near the dump plane of the HAMSTER combustor (location of pressure transducer pt3).
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FIG. 5. (al-bl) and (a2-b2) show the scalograms (frequency vs time) of experimentally and numerically
(CFD) obtained p’ during combustion instability at two locations of the HAMSTER combustion chamber:
7.62 mm (al & a2) and 58.42 mm (b1 & b2) downstream from the dump plane or head end of the combustor.
A dominant 1L mode is clearly observed during the oscillations near the dump plane region. Due to the
presence of a pressure anti-node at 7.62 mm, the amplitude of p’ (both positive and negative) becomes
very high. Therefore, the amplitude of 1. mode becomes high at that location in the combustion chamber.

However, the amplitude of the 1L mode gradually becomes low downstream of the combustion chamber.

B. STE analysis on temporal data of HAMSTER combustor

Based on the prior research!?#04243 we use the temporal evolution of acoustic pressure fluc-
tuations p’ and OH* chemiluminescence fluctuations Iy,;. of HAMSTER combustor close to the
wall at x = 7.62 mm to gain a basic understanding of the mechanism underlying the mutual in-
fluence between these two variables. We show p’ of the combustor obtained from the experiment
when the propellants are throttled to the steady operation condition to obtain the state of thermoa-
coustic oscillations following the ignition of the main chamber (engine start) at 3.25 s in Fig. 6
(b). Subsequently, p’ grows from low to high amplitudes. During this growth in amplitude, we
observe from earlier literature’! that both the bulk mode and 1L mode oscillations co-exist. How-
ever, the 1L mode primarily dominates from 5.8 to 6.9 s (time series and FFT of p’ are already
shown in Figs. 3a and 4a during 6.4 to 6.43 s), when the combustion oscillations gain sufficient

acoustic power to exhibit saturated high amplitude limit cycle oscillations (HALCO). In Fig. 6 (a),
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FIG. 6. The amplitude of acoustic pressure (i.e., p = p+ p’) measured from experiments in HAMSTER and
its mean subtracted local fluctuations (noted as p’) are presented on the left vertical axis in the plots (a) and
(b) respectively. The variation of symbolic transfer entropy based on p’ and I},;. obtained at x = 7.62 mm
near the combustor wall is shown on the right vertical axis. We consider the time duration when a growth of
low amplitude oscillations saturates to high amplitude limit cycle oscillations. During the growth when the
bulk mode and the 1L mode oscillations co-exist, we find that the influence of 17, on p’ gradually reduces
where as the influence of p’ on Ij,,. remains nearly constant (a). We find a drop in directionality (AS,,_, 1611*)

in (b) due to the continuous reduction in the influence of Ij,;. on p’. The root mean square of p’ is shown

in (c).

Growth to High
amp. TAl

35 4 4.5 5

TAI

t (s)

19

0.2

.6

1 0.4

-0.2



we estimate the STE (7°%) between p’ and I}y to quantitatively understand their mutual transfer
of information. Note that STE calculated using the fluctuations of the variables (i.e., p’ and Ij;.)
and actual values of the variables (i.e., p and Ipg~) are the same as the method relies on ranking
order of the patterns of time series. To determine 7 at the time instants, we employ moving
overlapping windows, each with 0.03 s data (i.e., 30000 data points that correspond to around 48
cycles during TAI). In the calculation of 75, we consider the embedding dimension (D) of the high
dimensional system as 7, as obtained from the method of false nearest neighbors (FNN) 808! on

both experimental and CFD acoustic pressure data.

From the estimation of 75 in Fig. 6 (a), we find that the influence of p’ on I,. (T}f,_)l, )
OH*

increases when low amplitude pressure oscillations are seen after the engine starts up. However,

during the growth to saturated HALCO, 75 ,  consistently has higher value over T
p'—=1

OH* OH*

This signifies that the influence of p’ on I}, (Tlf, N Ié)H*) is seen to be higher than that of ;. on

—p'

4 (TI§ _}p,) at the wall near dump plane during this phase. This observation corroborates with
OH*

the assertion made in earlier works from Gotoda’s group!?#>>182 On the other hand, T]*? Ly
OH*

significantly reduces until HALCO is observed. Hence, the feedback interaction from heat release
rate (e< OH* chemiluminescence) to acoustic pressure fluctuations plays a vital role during the
growth of low amplitude oscillations to HALCO.

In Figs. 6 (b)-(c), we estimate the directionality index between p’ and Ié)H* (i.e., AS Yol =

S N : -
Tp,ﬁ 0o TIbH*%p’)' We find that AS,_, 1,,,. cquires a value greater than zero at # = 3.3 s due to

an asymmetric bidirectional coupling between p’ and the heat release rate with a stronger influence
of p’ on the heat release rate than vice versa before p),,. (see in Fig. 6 (¢)) starts to increase. After

that, AS ,_, I gradually increases during the growth to HALCO. Earlier studies! #2182

reported
that the direction of the feedback interaction starts to dominate from acoustic pressure fluctuations
to the heat release rate fluctuations in combustor when TAI is formed with strong periodicity. We
unveil that AS ,_, I increases close to the wall at x = 7.62 mm during a transition to HALCO as

, 1S observed.
s

We further compare the result with that obtained using CFD data (see Table 1V) for verification.

T[Z e decreases, while a nearly constant Tlf,
We calculate temporally averaged directionality index between p’ and the intensity of OH chemi-
luminescence emission from both experimental and CFD data at the three locations of the pressure
transducers (pt3, pt4 and pt5) in the combustor during fully developed TAIL The estimation of the
index is done over a time duration of 30 ms as the CFD simulations are limited to about 30 ms of

run time due to the computational cost. We find the positive sign of temporally averaged direction-
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TABLE IV. We calculate AS,,_, L. (from experimental data using photo multiplier tube) or AS,,_, L, (from
CFD simulation data) over a time duration of 30 ms. Note that the only difference between OH* and OH is
that OH* is the line of sight integrated measure using photo multiplier tube during experiment close to the
wall at x =7.62 mm and OH is measured from the computational domain using CFD at the same location. We
check the sign convention of the directionality measure (> 0 or < 0) during TAI at the following locations:
(pt3) position of 1% pressure transducer downstream of dump plane (result is shown in Fig. 6) : x = 7.62
mm, 10 mm <y < 12.5 mm, (pt4) position of 2" pressure transducer downstream of dump plane: x = 33.02
mm, 10 mm <y < 12.5 mm, (pt5) position of 3" pressure transducer downstream of dump plane: x = 58.42

mm, 10 mm <y < 12.5 mm.

Serial No Location Data type temporally averaged
AS,_, Iy OF ASyr.,
1 Location pt3 Experimental 0.462
2 Location pt4 Experimental 0.357
3 Location pt5 Experimental 0.665
4 Location pt3 CFD 0.028
5 Location pt4 CFD 0.046
6 Location pt5 CFD 0.048

ality index between p’ and the intensity of OH chemiluminescence emission for both experimental
and CFD data at the prescribed locations during fully developed TAL It is important to note that
the predominant direction of feedback between these two variables is found from acoustic pressure
to OH chemiluminescence emission using both experimental and simulation databases, although

the calculated values are not exactly the same.

Nevertheless, to understand the mechanism or evolution of the complex states in a system, a
conclusion drawn solely from temporal data may provide only partial information while the un-
derstanding on spatiotemporal scale can offer a deeper inference about a system’s dynamics based

on which one can identify the "critical region">%-83

or epicenter of TAI at which the bidirectional
coupled interactions between the variables are seen to be more promising during the sustenance

the combustion instability in the liquid rocket engine combustors. Therefore, in the subsequent
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FIG. 7. We consider four time instants when the acoustic pressure approaches a local maxima during
thermoacoustic oscillations for the spatiotemporal analysis: 22.75 ms (a), 22.80 ms (b), 22.83 ms (c) and
22.85 ms (d). Also, we take four time instants (e-h) for understanding the mutual interaction between p’
and Q' when acoustic pressure approaches a local minima in Appendix B: 22.44 ms (e), 22.47 ms (f), 22.50

ms (g) and 22.53 ms (h).

sections (Secs. IV C and IV D), we try to understand the mechanism associated with TAI through
the direction of mutual information between the primary variables of the HAMSTER combustor

on spatiotemporal scale.

C. STE analysis on spatiotemporal behavior of HAMSTER combustor

In the previous section (Sec. IV B), we use the acoustic pressure and heat release rate (chemi-
luminescence) fluctuations obtained experimentally during the growth of pressure oscillations to
TAI. However, in this section, we focus on the acoustic, flow and combustion variables obtained
using CFD simulation on spatiotemporal scales during TAI. We take two flow variables: vortic-
ity and velocity. Besides, two combustion variables, the heat release rate and the temperature of
combustion field, are considered in the study. First, we describe the observations obtained by
analyzing the spatiotemporal fluctuations of these variables. Following this, we obtain a qualita-

tive understanding of the direction of mutual interaction between these variables by performing
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an analysis based on the concept of STE on their oscillations. Hereon, vorticity and the fluctu-
ations in heat release rate, flow velocity and temperature are denoted by the notations ®, Q’ Ju,
and 0’ respectively in the discussion of their spatiotemporal evolutions. For the spatiotemporal
analysis of the variables (Figs. 8 to 12), we consider the time stamps when p’ significantly grows
and approaches the local maxima during ¢ = 22.75 to 22.85 ms as marked in Fig 7. Note that this
time scale is different than the experiment, and this period is obtained after a steady state has been
achieved. However, the inlet conditions and operating parameters are all kept exactly the same in
the simulation as in the experiments, as mentioned previously, to replicate similar dynamics during

TAIL

1.  Mutual influence between the acoustic and heat release rate fields

In Fig. 8, we present the spatial distributions of p’ and Q' (considering —0.1 m < x < 0.15 m,
z=0and —0.025 m <y < 0.025 m) during r = 22.75 to 22.85 ms near the dump region. As
p' rises, ' also rises in the shear layer and is seen to be higher from the wall to the centerline.
The consumption of large amount of fuel and the movement of the burning fuel trapped in the
recirculation zone (near the dump plane) to the centerline coincide with a rise in overall heat
release rate fluctuations as mentioned in the previous study’’. In addition, Q' increases in the
vicinity of the fuel collar where flame stabilizes during the period. These observations raise the
following questions:

1) Does the increase in Q' along the shear layer influence rise in p’?

2) Does p’ have influence on Q' at the fuel collar?

In this section, we try to answer the questions through the variation in mutual influence between
p’ and Q' using STE method (III to IV rows of Fig. 8).
near the wall of

in Fig. 8 III (a)),

From the analysis, at = 22.75 ms, we find a few pockets having high Tzf’—> o

the dump region and at the downstream direction of the dump plane (see T;,_> o
which signifies that p’ influences Q' at those zones. The influence from p’ induces the fluctuations

in heat release rate field, causing the wrinkling in the flame. On the other hand, the influence of
p'—Q’ almost diminishes at the wall of the dump regime during # = 22.80 ms to 22.85 ms (see

T; in Fig. 8 III [(b)-(d)] ), while a gradually thickening of the line of Tlf, in the vicinity of

-0 -0
fuel collar indicates an influence of p’ on Q'.

In contrast to the spatial distributions of T[j a rapid expansion of the zones having higher

-0
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TQS’—w’ near dump regime after + = 22.80 ms indicates the increment of influence of Q' on p’
(see TQ'qu in Fig. 8 IV[(b)-(d)]). In other words, the increase in TQ.S,HP, indicates the evolution
of the interaction zones for heat release rate where it significantly influences the acoustic field.
Interestingly, the influence of Q’—p’ becomes almost symmetric about the centerline after t =
22.80 ms, signifying that the influence from Q' to p’ occurs throughout the dump plane. Godavarthi
et al.** also found the predominance of Q" over p’ during a phase synchronization state (where
phases of p’ and Q' appear to be locked in time) and a general synchronization state (where both
amplitudes and phases of p’ and Q' appear to be locked in time) in a bluff body stabilized gas
turbine combustor based on the temporal data.

Further, we can identify the change of the dominant direction of the feedback interaction be-
tween p’ and Q' in both space and time from the analysis of AS, ¢ (see Fig. 8 V). Comparing
the mutual influences between p’ and Q' during ¢ = 22.75 to 22.85 ms, we detect a sharp transition
in the directionality between these two variables by observing the switching of the regime where
influence of p’ on Q' is dominant (green colored regions having positive values) into the regime
where influence of Q' on p’ is dominant (red colored regions having negative values). The change
in directionality from p’ to Q' signifies that the influence of Q' on p’ is stronger than that of p’
on Q'. Interestingly, along with the dump region, the top of the fuel collar or fuel-oxidizer split-
ter plate also shows the same shift, indicating that the flame produced from the fuel side plays a
crucial role in the oscillatory behavior of the acoustic field. Thus, we obtain a clear perception
about the direction and strength of mutual interaction between acoustic and heat release rate fields
from the information of their spatiotemporal behavior during a local maxima of thermoacoustic
oscillations. We also try to understand the mutual influence between these two variables when p’
becomes locally minimum (corresponding to Fig. 7) during TAI (see Sec. B in Appendix). Signif-
icantly, we find an emergence of the influence in the direction of Q' to p’ during this period (see
Fig. 15 in Appendix). Hence, the relatively stronger influence of heat release rate on the acoustic
field has an important role in triggering the large oscillations of the acoustic field and consequently,

TAI can sustain in the combustor.

2. Mutual influence between acoustic pressure and vorticity fields

For a non-reacting cold flow, p’ and flow dynamics characterized by vorticity field (w) and

flow velocity oscillations (u') become correlated with each other when a flow passes through a
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duct®*. Vorticity (curl of velocity field) is the intrinsic hydrodynamic characteristic of a flow
system. In case of the reacting flows, for high temperature, baroclinic generation of vorticity
increases® due to an uneven torque acting on fluid components, such as when pressure and density
gradients are not aligned. Therefore, vorticity generated in the liquid rocket engine combustor
can be hydrodynamic as well as baroclinic. Harvazinski et al.®¢ showed that baroclinic vortex
generation can be one of the crucial factors in self-excited instabilities in CVRC experiments.
Also, the acoustic-flow interaction becomes more complex in such system since an additional
effect comes as both the fields alter according to the variation in the feedback from Q’ . Therefore,
the mutual influence between p’ and flow variables during their variations in the thermo-fluid
systems differ from non-reactive cold flows. However, so far, we do not get a clear understanding
of the mutual influence indicative of feedback interactions between p’, @ and u’' of the model
liquid rocket engine combustors, including the present experimental setup.

In the present study, we investigate the direction of the influence between the fluctuations in the
acoustic and hydrodynamic flow fields by performing STE on p/, ® and u’ (results of Tu*? Sy and
Tpé:_m, is discussed in Sec. IV C4) during ¢t = 22.75 to 22.80 ms. In the HAMSTER combustor,
vortices are shed at the fuel collar from the oxidizer side’'. Further, behind the fuel collar at the
dump plane (backward facing step), we find the simultaneous rolling of positive (correspond to
anti-clockwise vorticity) and negative (correspond to clockwise vorticity) vortices at t = 22.75
ms (see spatial distribution of @ in Fig. 9 II (a)), signifying a development of low velocity regime
(discussed in Sec. IV C 4) over there. However, as the low velocity regime contracts after t = 22.80
ms (discussed in Sec. IV C4), we see that the vortices eventually cease to revolve.

Now, let us examine the influences of p’—® and w—p’ (Figs. 9 III and IV). We find that
the influence of p’— @ mainly dominates in the downstream direction of the dump plane and the
injector recess when p’ reaches local maxima at t = 22.85 ms. On the other hand, we notice that
the influence of w— p’ spreads more rapidly near the dump plane than Q'— p’ (comparing Figs. 8
IV and 9 IV). In addition, the direction of influence @— p’ observed at the upstream direction of
the dump plane through the injector recess and fuel collar implies that @ has a significant impact
on p’ that in turn influences both 1L mode and the bulk instability over there.

From the distributions of AS,,_,, in Fig. 9, we notice a switching in the predominant direction
of feedback interaction between p’ and ® at the dump plane, and upstream and downstream of the

combustor. At = 22.80 ms, we find that the switching of positive to negative values of AS,,_,,

begins to occur near the fuel collar region, identifying the epicenter of the emergence of driving
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influences of vorticity field on the acoustic pressure field. After that, the rapid replacement of the
positive values of AS,,_,, (red colored regions) by its negative values (green colored areas) at the
dump region and the upstream of the fuel collar, indicating the dominant direction of interaction
from @ to p’. On the other hand, the negative values of AS,,_,, are replaced by its positive values
downstream of the combustor when p’ reaches local maxima, signifying the relatively stronger
influence of p’ over @. Thus, the impact of the vortex shedding near the fuel collar on the ampli-
fication of p’ is clearly captured through the directionality index. In literature, there is evidence of
high-pressure oscillations sustained by vortex shedding in a dump combustor®’. However, through
the present study, understanding of a rapid switching in the driving direction of bidirectional cou-
pling between p’ and @ on spatiotemporal scales can help engineers in the control of TAI and

redesign of the combustors.

3. Mutual influence between heat release rate and vorticity fields

Following the discussions about the mutual influences between p’ and Q' (Sec. IVC1), and
p' and ® (Sec. IVC2), we try to find the direction of mutual influence (feedback interaction)

between Q' and @ in the current section. We present 73, and 75 ., in the third and fourth rows

0'—o o—0'
respectively in Fig. 10 to identify the zones where the direction of influence is seen along Q' — @
and w—Q'. We find the direction of influence along Q' — @ near the wall and at the dump region of
the combustion chamber. Consequently, we notice a significant variation in the distribution of ® at
those areas. The previous study’" also showed that the increase in Q coincides with the timing of
the impingement of the vortices at the wall. On the other hand, we can see the influence between @
and Q' grows along @—Q’ direction towards the injector recess (where fuel and oxidizes mix prior
to the inlet of the combustion chamber) that coincides with the amplification in Q' (see in Fig. 10)
at the the injector recess. The vortex shedding from the fuel collar couples with the accelerated
flow of hot gases at the injector recess, establishing a thin region of Q' before near-complete
combustion.

Finally, we demarcate the regions of dominant direction of interaction in @—Q’ (red colored
region) and Q' — ® (green colored region) from AS o'—e (Fig. 10 V). Notably, comparing the dis-
tribution of ASy_,,, with the distribution of ASy,_, , (Fig. 8), we can infer that the mechanism
of TAI near the entrance to the combustion chamber is primarily driven by @ than Q’, whereas,

Q' strongly drives TAI than ® at the expanded area (i.e., backward step or dump plane) near the
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(a) t= 22 75ms ~ (b)t=22.80ms (c) t=22.83ms (d) t=22.85ms
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FIG. 11. The spatial distributions of p’, «’, influence of p'—u’ (T5_. ), influence of u'—p’ (TS _, ,) and the

p—m u—)p

directionality (AS,/_,,) are presented in separate rows at different time stamps: (a) r = 22.75 ms, (b) t =

22.80 ms, (c) ¢ = 22.83 ms and (d) # = 22.85 ms. We notice a strong influence of p'—u’ (TS5 _, ,) near dump

p —u’
region which gradually dies down as the low velocity region diminishes near the wall. on the other hand, we
find a gradual increase in the influence of ' —p’ (T3 s ;) in the combustor. From AS,,_,,s (corresponding to

the fifth row), we identify the switching in the direction of predominant interaction between two fields. The

combustor’s dimension is shown in meter.

entrance. In addition, we understand that Q’ has stronger influence on @’ near the wall than p'.
Understanding of the predominant influences of p’, Q' and @ on spatiotemporal scales thus can
help us in exploring the genesis of the combustion oscillations during TAI in the liquid rocket en-
gine combustor. In addition, a comparative study in the relative influence of such variables, which

is discussed later, can be helpful in taking preventive strategy for mitigating these oscillations.

4. Mutual influence between acoustic pressure and flow velocity fields

As a part of understanding the mutual influence between p’ and hydrodynamic oscillations in

the HAMSTER combustor, we perform STE analysis using spatiotemporal data of p’ and «’ in
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Fig 11. From the spatiotemporal distributions of ' (Fig. 11 II), we notice that the regions of high
amplitude negative u’ (reverse flow) regions, indicating the formation of the recirculation zones,
are located close to the wall region of the combustor. However, when p’ amplifies close to the
dump plane, those negative velocity patches (blue-colored) that arise during the acoustic damping
(when p’ reaches local minima) begin to vanish. The positive u’ (flow in the forward direction)
regions (yellow and red-colored) progressively takes over the wall section during this period.

In Figs. 11 II-1V, we try to identify the direction of influences between p’ and u’ on both spatial
and temporal scales during the emergence of positive ' regions from the centerline to the wall (¢
= 22.75 to 22.85 ms). We discover the influence of p'—u’ (see T1§ _,, In Fig. 11 III) at the inlet
of and at the dump region at r = 22.75 ms and gradually declines after that, as the reverse flow
events almost diminishes closer to the wall. On the other hand, we find that Tlf, o persists with a
little reduction in amplitude at the downstream of the dump plane where positive u’ is continuously
observed during the period. This retention of Tlf _,,, contributes to the expansion of the positive u
regions. In contrast, we see a gradual increase in the influence of ' —p’ (i.e., TL; Hp,) in Fig. 11 IV.

Further, from AS,_,,, (Fig. 11 V[(a)-(b)]), we clearly detect that the direction of dominant
interaction between p’ and «’ switches from p’—u’ to u'— p’ near the fuel collar at ¢ = 22.80 ms.
After that, the driving influence of v’ on p’ can be progressively seen stronger near the dump
region. The predominance direction of the interaction in u'—p’ indicates that the formation of
a positive velocity region is one of the driving phenomena for the amplification in p’. Thus, in
general, observing the switching of the driving direction in @— p’ (Sec. IV C2) and &' — p’, we can
mention that the switching of the predominance direction of hydrodynamic-acoustic interaction in

hydrodynamic— acoustic near the dump region is one of the key factors in the rise of p’.

5. Mutual influence between acoustic pressure and temperature of combustion fields

Like other variables discussed in the previous sections, the knowledge of the influence of the
burning rate of propellants on the acoustic pressure waves is also required to suppress combustion
instabilities in the rocket engine combustors®®. The temperature of the combustion field is primar-
ily linked with the density of unburnt reactants and products, the perturbations in the burning area
due to equivalence ratio disturbances’, and proportional to the burning rate of the propellants®.

To understand the mutual interaction between p’ and 6’ (fluctuations in temperature of the com-

bustion field) during the approach towards a local maxima of p’ during TAI, we need to identify
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the direction of influences between these two variables on both spatial and temporal scales. To-
wards that, we first present the spatio-temporal distributions of these two variables (Fig. 12 I-II) at
the first two rows followed by the STE analysis (Fig. 12 III-V). We notice the lower temperature
zones at the wall close to the dump region where the heat exchange between unburnt propellants
and products gradually occurs. The heat transfer between the unburnt and burnt mixtures takes
place when high temperature burnt gases move to the recirculation zone (i.e., negative velocity
region) and consequently, fuel is rapidly consumed there. On the other hand, the high tempera-
ture zones are confined in the shear layer near the dump region. Further, we observe that a slow
expansion of high temperature zones at the downstream of the dump plane promotes the rapid
combustion of the propellants when p’ approaches a local maxima.

From T;; _, o (see Fig. 12 1IT), we explore that p’ influences 6’ downstream of the combustor
since the islands of T; _,g Can be constantly seen there. On the other hand, we unveil that Tes, L
increases near the dump plane similar to TQ'S’—>p’ when the high temperature zone expands to the
dump plane and enhances the heat transfer with the unburnt mixture. Observing the negative and
positive values of AS,y ¢ (Fig. 12 V), we can also demarcate the areas where p’ — 6’ feedback
interaction is driven in ’— p’ and p’— 6’ directions. We observe that the switching of p'— 6’ to
0'—p’ occurs at dump region, while the dominant direction of the interaction is seen in p'—6’
downstream of the combustor near the local maxima of p’.

Thus, we find a clear perception of the dominant direction of influences between the acoustic,
flame and flow variables on spatiotemporal scales during an amplification of acoustic pressure
oscillations in the HAMSTER combustor, while knowledge based on temporal data may be in-
sufficient for understanding the sustenance mechanism of TAIL In the study using spatiotemporal
variations of the variables employing STE, identifying the dominating feedback direction makes it
simpler to find the relatively stronger influencing variable in a bidirectional interaction. A recent
industrial case study®® using the concept of directionality ascertained the impact of a temperature
controller on the downstream temperature readings and identified a regularity in the flow of influ-
ences for consecutive industrial processes. This work illustrated how the directionality measure
can provide a precise representation of the dependencies within a process.

In the present study, even though the qualitative analysis (Sec. IV C) based on STE yields some
conclusive results about the dominance between acoustic and other variables, we still need to
find a robust way to identify the most influencing variables among all the variables for each time

instant. In the following section (Sec. IV D), we perform a quantification analysis based on STE

33



to understand the switching in the driving mechanism at each time instant and determine the order

of variables according to their impact of influences during a limit cycle of TAL

D. Quantification of the influences between the variables during TAI

Following the spatiotemporal variations of the directionality between the variables, here, we
attempt to provide a quantitative estimation of the mutual influences between them during a cy-
cle of TAI. We can understand that these variables influence each other autonomously during a
combustion process. Hence, a linear correlation is insufficient to quantify the mutual information
between the variables. The proposed STE enables one to consider the information flowing from
one variable to another variable, while multiple variables (> 2) take part in the process. Thus,
the approach provides an easier way to distinguish the mutual influences imposed by any vari-
able on another variable in a nonlinear system. For understanding the temporal variation of the
acoustic field and the heat release rate, we present p’ and Q' in Fig. 13. During TAI, we observe
that Q' intermittently exhibits the local maxima and minima that correspond to the attachment and
detachment of the flame edge to the injector rim.

Further, we select an area considering 0 <x <0.05m, —0.0125m <y <0.0125m, and z =0
to calculate the spatially averaged directionalities ((AS)) in Figs. 13 (b)-(f). The region of interest
(ROI) is selected such that it coincides with the switching in the direction of the feedback inter-
actions between the variables in the combustion chamber near the dump region. By calculating
(AS) between two variables and comparing all (AS) with each other, we can identify the driving or
most influencing variables during one cycle of oscillation. For easier understanding of the impact
of relative influences between two variables, we use separate plots, (b)-(f) in the figure.

Based on the trend of (AS) in Figs. 13 (b)-(e), we identify seven distinct stages of feedback
interactions between the variables, each of them exhibits different mechanism. When p’ drops
near dump region during ¢ = 22.44 — 22.5 ms, we find that (AS) in all cases, shown in the
Figs. 13 (b)-(e), has the same trend below zero, although those are different in the amplitude.
The negative values of (AS) for those cases suggest that the relative influences of Q’, ®, u’' and
0’ on p’ is stronger during this period. We consider this period as stage-I. At this stage, we find
that (AS,y ) > (ASy_,y) < <ASp,%Q,> < (ASy_.¢) (Figs. 13 (b)-(e)). (AS,0) =~ (ASy )
signifies that the impact of influence of @ and u’ on p’ is nearly the same. In addition, from

(AS o) < (ASp/_>Q~,> (Figs. 13 (b)-(c)) and <ASQ~/_>(D/> < 0 (Fig. 13 (f)), we understand that im-
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FIG. 13. A quantitative estimation of the degree of mutual influences among the fluctuations in acoustic
field, hydrodynamic flow, vorticity, heat release rate and thermodynamics property such as temperature is
provided in (b)-(f). From the quantification, we are interested in finding an order of the primary variables
according to their impact of influence. In this analysis, we choose a location close to the dump plane
considering 0 < x < 0.05 m, —0.0125 m <y < 0.0125 m, and z = 0 to calculate the spatially averaged
directionalities ((AS)) in (b)-(f). Based on the variation of (AS), we find seven distinct stages. In each stage,

we find out the dominant direction of feedback interactions and the driving variable.

pact of influence of @ is higher than that of Q’. During this period, a previous study’? found that
the overall heat release rate in the shear layer becomes thin and low overall. On the other hand,
the shed vortex is headed straight towards the combustor wall at this time since the shear layer
expands outward. We can make an order of the variables based on the impact of the relative influ-
ences: ® ~ u’' > Q' > 0’ > p’. Note that the order is found based on the influences of the acoustic

pressure on other variables and vice versa.

During t = 22.5 —22.74 ms, we find that (AS,,_,,/) gradually increases and obtains the highest
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positive value followed by (AS,/,¢) and (AS ,_, ). We consider this time period as stage-II. We
also notice that (AS,y_,g/) =~ (AS,y_,) at the end of stage-II. From this investigation, we unravel
that p’ is strongly influencing the other variables and has highest (lowest) driving influences on
u' (Q). Previous study’’ found an overall thickening of the flame region in the shear layer for
which the relative influence of Q' on @ is found to be higher during this period. The dominant
influencing order of the variables is arranged during stage-II as follows: p’' > Q' > ® ~ 0’ > u/'.

During ¢ = 22.74 —22.85 ms, we find a decreasing trend of (AS) that exhibits large negative
values after crossing zero. We regard this period as stage-III. During this stage, we find the largest
negative value of (AS,/_,,) followed by (ASp, %Q-,>, (ASy_,y) and (AS,/_,¢/). From this estima-
tion, we unravel that the most influencing variable is @, while the relative influence of p’ on the
other variables is lower. From (AS, ) < (AS,_,4), we understand that the vortex-shedding
events between the wall and shear layer mainly dominate the dynamics of the combustor, although
the heat release rate becomes high. During stage-IIl, we make the following order of variables
according to their influencing ability: @ > Q' >u’ > 6’ > p'.

We find that the trend of (AS) in Figs. 13 (b)-(e) increases rapidly than stage-II during
t =22.85—22.94 ms and exhibits positive value at the end of this period. Finding such alter-
ation in (AS), we consider this time period as stage-IV. During this period, we also observe that
(AS ' _)Q,) ~ (). Hence, the mutual influence between p’ and Q' becomes almost equal, while the
relative influence of p’ on the other variables is stronger. Additionally, we notice that (AS,/_, )
becomes equal with (AS,y_,¢/), signifying that the driving influences of both @ and 0’ on p’ are
equal. Further, we find that (AS; ) > 0 at the end of stage-1V, indicating a relatively stronger
influence of Q’ on @. Based on those observations, we find the order of the variables according to
their impact of relative influences at the end of stage-IV: p' ~ Q' > 0"~ w > /.

During r = 22.94 — 23 ms, we notice that (AS) becomes negative in all cases (see Figs. 13 (b)-
(e)). During this period, <ASP, _>Q-,> obtains the largest negative value, signifying that Q' strongly
influences the dynamics of the combustor. We also find a local maxima in Q' at t = 23 ms (see
in Fig. 13 a). We consider the time period during 22.94-23 ms as stage-V. At the end of this
stage, (AS,/_,¢) is found to be equal with (AS,_,,), indicating that the driving influences of
thermal oscillations from combustion zone and vortex perturbations are the same during this stage.
Besides, we observe that the driving influence of &’ on p’ is relatively lower than other variables
as (ASy ) > ((AS )5 (ASp ). (ASyy—er)). We note a order during this phase as follows:
0>0~w>u>p.
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After stage-V, we find an almost constant behavior of (AS) till + = 23.16 ms. We regard this
time period as stage-VI. During this stage, we find that (AS,/_,,/) > 0, signifying that the relative
influence of p’ on u’ is stronger. On the other hand, ((AS,_, /), (ASyy6/), (ASy ) <0, signi-
fying that the relative influences of O/, @ and 6’ on p’ is stronger. Further, we understand that Q'
strongly influences @ from (ASy_,,) > 0 (in Fig. 13 f) and (AS,y_,o) > (AS,,_, ) (in Figs. 13
(b)-(c)). Besides, we notice that (AS,/_,,) ~ (AS,y_,¢/) <0, signifying that the driving influences
from both @ and 6’ becomes same at the end of stage-VI. Thus, we can find the driving order of

the variables during stage-VI as follows: Q' > 0" ~ @ > p' > u/'.

Prior to the end of one cycle during TAIL we find a change in trend of (AS) during r = 23.16 —
23.24 ms. We regard this period as stage-VII. Interestingly, we find the difference between values
of (AS) of the variables (Figs. 13 (b)-(e)) is small towards + = 23.24 ms. This signifies that the

driving influences of Q', @, u/, 8’ on p’ is more or less same.

In a nutshell, we unravel the variation in the predominant direction of the feedback interactions
among the primary variables of a liquid rocket engine combustor during one cycle of thermoa-
coustic oscillation based on the variation of the directionality index. Further, by quantifying the
different levels of feedback interactions between the variables, we find the driving order of the
variables according to the impact of their influence or feedback and witness the switching of the
driving order, causing the change in the dynamics of the combustor. From the spatiotemporal be-
havior and the quantification analysis, we unveil that the vorticity emerging from the fuel collar
is the most influencing variable for the acoustic pressure fluctuation approaching a local minima
(stage-I) or maxima (stage-III). The identification of the fuel collar as the epicenter of TAI can
be helpful in mitigation of the instability by adopting appropriate strategy such as the suppression

of vortex shedding using flow modification methods®*-!

. Also, the understanding the behavior of
stage-IT and stage-III (also see (AS) between p’ and Q' for considering different cycle of oscillation
during TAI in Appendix C) is crucial since that period is close to the local maxima of p’. Thus, the
symbolic transfer entropy is useful approach to examine the relative influence of the bidirectional
coupling between the variables in understanding the physics underlying the sustenance of ther-
moacoustic instability. Nevertheless, the importance of symbolic transfer entropy is not limited to

the HAMSTER combustor and can be useful to understand the feedback interaction between the

system variables at different dynamical states for the turbulent combustors.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

We utilize a dataset derived from a high-fidelity large eddy simulation (LES) of a first longitu-
dinal (1L) mode dominated liquid rocket engine combustor to investigate the feedback interaction
between combustion, acoustic field, and hydrodynamic variables during the occurrence of ther-
moacoustic instability. In this study, we employ an approach that integrates transfer entropy with
symbolic dynamic filtering to analyze the influence of one variable on the others in a liquid rocket
engine combustor known as HAMSTER. Within this framework, we measure the influence be-
tween the variables in both directions and identify the dominant route of influence between them.
Using experimental data of OH* chemiluminescence and acoustic pressure oscillations at the com-
bustor wall near the dump regime, we observe a continuous decrease in the influence of OH* on
the acoustic field, leading to a notably stronger acoustic influence on the reaction rate. Upon
confirming that our temporal data observations align with previous literature, we proceed with a
comprehensive analysis of the spatiotemporal behavior of the variables related to the combustion

and hydrodynamic fields.

In our spatiotemporal study, we examine the mutual influences and the directionality (i.e., net
influence between the variables) among key factors: acoustic pressure, heat release rate, vortic-
ity, flow velocity, and temperature, specifically when the fluctuation of acoustic pressure reaches
the local maximum within a thermoacoustic oscillation cycle. We observe a significant increase
in the influence of all variables on the acoustic field during this period. Through spatiotemporal
analysis using symbolic transfer entropy, we are able to clearly identify the influencing "islands"
of the variables at each time stamp. Our findings reveal that heat release rate oscillations exert
influence on acoustic pressure oscillations on both sides of the shear layer at the dump plane, with
the influence of acoustic pressure oscillations on heat release rate oscillations in the dump region
gradually diminishing. Furthermore, we detect that the influence of vorticity fluctuations on the
acoustic field commences near the fuel collar as the acoustic pressure approaches a local maxi-
mum. This influence extends throughout the dump region and towards the upstream region of the
dump plane during this time. The relatively stronger influence of vorticity in the upstream direc-
tion contributes to the rise in acoustic pressure there. We also understand the influence between
heat release rate oscillations and vorticity and demarcate the most influencing zones of those vari-
ables on the acoustic pressure oscillations. The influence of heat release rate oscillations is found

to be predominant than that of vorticity on the acoustic field at the expanded area of the dump
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plane close to the fuel injector and the combustor wall. On the other hand, vorticity has a stronger
influence than heat release rate oscillations in the injector recess and around the center of the com-
bustor. The influence of velocity on the acoustic field increases near the dump region and the fuel
collar, especially when a positive velocity zone gradually replaces a negative velocity zone at the
combustor wall. Additionally, we observed that the effect of temperature oscillations in the com-
bustion field on the acoustic field intensifies as the high-temperature zone moves toward the dump
region.

Further, we compute the spatially averaged directionalities between the acoustic pressure os-
cillations and the other variables to quantify and compare their level of influence. We observe that
the driving mechanism changes at specific points in the thermoacoustic oscillation cycle due to the
varying influence of these variables. The analysis quantifies that the vorticity is the stronger influ-
encing variable compared to others during an amplification (a reduction) of acoustic pressure to a
local maxima (minima). The influence of velocity field is more or less equal to the vorticity toward
the local minima. This way, the study explicitly provides the insights into the relative influences
of all possible physical variables in sustaining thermoacoustic instability for the first time. The
perception of the switching in the predominance of the direction of feedback interactions during
local minima to the local maxima of acoustic pressure oscillations based on CFD simulation data
will help the researchers during the design stage of the combustors. Further, the strategy can be
adopted in the design to target the epicenter of the emergence of thermoacoustic instability in the
rocket engine combustor. Finally, this symbolic transfer entropy-based analysis can be a suitable
approach for exploring the driving mechanism of various reacting flow systems extending beyond

the axial mode dynamics of the model rocket combustor.
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APPENDIX

A. Power spectrum at 180.34 mm downstream of the dump plane
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FIG. 14. (a) and (b) show the scalograms (frequency vs. time) of experimentally and numerically (CFD)

=

(]

obtained p’ at 180.34 mm (cl & c2) downstream from the dump plane or head end of the combustor.
A dominant 1L mode, which is clearly observed during thermoacoustic oscillations near the dump plane

region, almost diminishes in the downstream direction of the combustor.

We perform the power spectrum of the acoustic pressure time series obtained at 180.34 mm

downstream of the dump plane near the wall region (location of pt6 pressure transducer). We find
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that the 1L mode almost diminishes there. However, the bulk modes are present in that region

(Fig. 14 (b)).

B. Mutual influence between acoustic pressure and heat release rate oscillations towards a

local minima of acoustic pressure fluctuation

In Fig. 15 (B), we try to investigate TpS,H o (row-IID), Tg,ﬁp, (row-IV) and AS, , 5 (row-V)
during the time period (time stamps are marked in Fig. 15 (A)) when p’ becomes locally minimum.
Here, we consider a small regime of the combustion chamber near the dump plane i.e., 0 < x <
0.15m, -0.25 m <y < 0.25 m and z = 0. To correlate our understanding from STE approach
with the variation in acoustic pressure and heat release rate fields during acoustic damping of a
TAI cycle, we represent the spatiotemporal behavior of those fields in the first and second rows of
Fig. 15 (B). From the distributions of heat release rate oscillations, we notice that the intensity of
the flame becomes low compared to that seen during the increase in p’ towards a local maxima.
Also, the shape of the flame close to inlet of the chamber changes at # = 22.50 ms as the flow field
changes (not shown here). However, from the spatial distributions of T;_> o during r = 22.44 to
22.53 ms, we find that p influences Q' along the center of the combustor. The spatial distribution
suggests that acoustic pressure to heat release rate interaction effectively happens from the center
of combustor to flame, although p’ interacts with Q' at many points in the combustion chamber
at that time. In addition, we observe a very few p'—Q’ influencing zones at the dump region at

t =22.53 ms.

On the other hand, the influence of Q' on p’ gradually spreads over the dump regime and also
extends towards the downstream direction during the period (see TQS’—W’ in Fig. 15 (B) IV). There-
fore, although the flame intensity reduces during the period, we find an emergence of influence
in the direction of Q' to p’ in the combustor. Further, from Fig. 15 (B) V, we can demarcate the
regions where the predominate direction of feedback interactions is found either along p'—Q’ or
Q'—p' using AS ¢y~ Thus, similar to the positive p’ of TAI cycle (Sec. IV C 1), Q' has an impor-
tant role in influencing the acoustic damping (p’ < 0) during TAI since AS /¢y exhibits negative

values across a large area (see red colored regions of AS , during ¢ = 22.44 ms to 22.53 ms

p—=0
in Fig. 15 (B)). However, it is noteworthy that O/ —p’ influencing regimes are more spread and

strong over the dump plane during positive p’ than acoustic damping.
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FIG. 15. A. Temporal evolution of p’ is shown during 22 to 24 ms. we perform the analysis at four time
stamps marked by red circles. B. The spatiotemporal distributions of p’ (row-I) and Q' (row-II) at 0 < x <
0.15m,-0.25 m <y <0.25 m and z = 0 are presented in the first two rows. During t = 22.44 —22.53 ms, we
find that p’ goes below zero and thus, reaches at local minima, representing the acousting damping during
thermoacoustic instability. In this analysis, we interest to calculate the mutual influence between acoustic
pressure and heat release rate fields when p’ approach to the minima (negative peak). We can identify a few
acoustic influencing zones along the center of the combustion chamber (see row-I11, pr: _,0)- In contrast,
the combustion influencing zones can be identified to be more spread over the dump regime at t = 22.50
ms (see row-1V, T3, N p,). Further, the directionality index (AS,y_, o) is used to identify a distinct boundary
between the direction of dominant interaction between heat release rate and acoustic fields prior to acoustic

damping at row-V of the figure. The dimension of the combustor is shown in meter (m).
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FIG. 16. We plot p’ and Q’ in (a) during 21.9 to 22.43 ms. In (b), we estimate (AS I _>Q,> for the same time
period. During this period, similar to the earlier observation, we find that (AS » _>Q,> becomes negative when

p' rises at the dump region, confirming a stronger influence of Q' on p’ than p’ on Q'.

C. Quantification of mutual influence between acoustic pressure and heat relase rate

oscillations during 21.9 to 22.43 ms

We consider a cycle of TAI during 21.9 to 22.43 ms to check the variation of (AS,,_, ) when
p’ approaches a local maxima (Fig. 16). Similar to Fig. 13, we find that the directionality measure

drops to a large negative value during this period (see the shaded region in Fig. 16 (b)).
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