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ABSTRACT 

Annular chambers, consisting of multiple flame nozzles, are frequently used in many industrial 

processes, for example, rocket engines and gas turbines. In the study, we proposed a novel approach 

to the problem of annular combustion with emphasis on the collective dynamical behaviors that its 

individuals do not have. A series of circular arrays of octuple flickering laminar buoyant diffusion 

flames were investigated computationally and theoretically. Five distinct dynamical modes, such as 

the merged, in-phase mode, rotation, flickering death, partially flickering death, and anti-phase modes, 

were computationally identified and interpreted from the perspective of vortex dynamics. A unified 

regime diagram was obtained in terms of the normalized flame frequency 𝑓/𝑓0 and the combined 

parameter (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2, where 𝛼 = 𝑙/𝐷 is the ratio of the flame separation distance 𝑙 to the flame 

nozzle diameter 𝐷  and 𝐺𝑟  is the Grashof number. The bifurcation transition from the in-phase 

mode and the anti-phase mode to the totally or partially flickering death occurs at (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 =

655 ± 55. In addition, a Stuart-Landau model with a time-delay coupling was utilized to reproduce 

the general features and collective modes of the octuple oscillators flame systems. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Collective behaviors of a dynamical system refer to the patterns and phenomena that emerge 

when individual components or agents interact and synchronize [1, 2]. These dynamical behaviors 

are studied across various scientific disciplines, including physics, biology, chemistry, sociology, and 

engineering [3]. A type of thermal fluid system with rotational symmetry [4-8], is common in many 

industrial devices, for example, turbomachine rotors [9], can-annular combustors in gas-turbine 

engines [10, 11], and Chevron-type primary exhaust nozzles for aircraft engines [12]. A prominent 

example that inspires the present study is the annular combustion system, where multiple combustion 

chambers are arranged in a circle array, and the collective dynamics of these multi-element flames is 

attributed to the potentially destructive azimuthal instability [?]. A simplified but potentially vaulable 

study of the problem is to investigate the dynamical modes of circulary arrays of laminar diffusion 

flame oscillators, which retain the essential features of the system but theoretrically and 

computationally much tractable. 

A well-known self-exciting flame oscillator is the “flickering” or “puffing” buoyant diffusion 

flame[13]. Many previous studies [14-23] have been carried out to understand the physics of 

flickering diffusion flames. Chen et al. [24] confirmed that the large toroidal vortices (e.g., vortex 

rings) are formed outside the luminous flame due to the buoyance-induced instability, as shown in 

Fig. 1(a), and found that the frequency of the toroidal vortices well correlates with the flicker 

frequency. In early experimental studies, the flicker frequency 𝑓0  is proportional to (𝑔/𝐷)1/2 , 

where 𝑔 is the gravitational constant and 𝐷 is the fuel inlet diameter. The flickering phenomenon 

was observed and studied in diverse research areas of fluid mechanics (i.e., the buoyant jets and 

plumes [25, 26]), flame dynamics (i.e., the wake flame of droplets and porous spheres [27, 28], 

nonnormal environments of gravity and pressure [15, 18], and co-flow and swirling effects [29, 30]), 

chemical reaction (i.e., soot formation [31]), and flames with acoustic, electric, and magnetic forcing 

[32-34]. Therefore, flickering flames is a simple and fundamental platform for practical issues and 

multidisciplinary research.  
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FIG. 1. (a) Jet diffusion flame with the outer vortex ring (e.g., toroidal vortex) [24], (b) two dynamical 

modes of dual flickering flame [35], (c) four dynamical modes of triple flickering flames [36], (d) 

initial-arch-bow-initial “worship” oscillation mode of four candle flames [37], and (e) three 

dynamical states, namely clustering, weak chimera, and chimera, of four flame oscillators [38]. 

 

More is different [39]. The individual flickering flames typically follow simple rules of a self-

exciting oscillation, but their collective interactions can lead to complex and emergent properties. In 

the past decade, two dynamical modes of dual flickering flames were substantiated by numerical 

simulations [40-42] and experiments [43, 44]. The synchronized flames flicker in an in-phase manner 

at a relatively small gap while they do in an anti-phase manner at a relatively large gap, as shown in 

Fig. 1(b). Recently, the dynamical behaviors of multiple flickering flames (i.e., more than two 

identical flame oscillators) have attracted much research interest [36-38, 45, 46]. Okamoto et al. [36] 

observed four distinct dynamical modes, such as the in-phase mode, the partial in-phase mode, the 

rotation mode, and the death mode, in three flickering candle flames in an equilateral triangle 

arrangement, as shown in Fig. 1(c). Chi et al. [47] systematically studied triple flickering flames in 

an isosceles triangle arrangement and recognized seven distinct stable dynamical modes. Forrester 

[37] experimentally observed an initial-arch-bow-initial “worship” oscillation mode for four candles 

in Fig. 1(d). Manoj et al. [38, 45] experimentally observed variants of clustering and chimera states, 
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for example, three dynamical states, namely clustering, weak chimera, and chimera, of four candle-

flame oscillators in Fig. 1(e). Therefore, interacting flickering flames can give rise to rich dynamical 

phenomena. Moreover, the flame number and arrangement are essential to the complexity of flame 

dynamics. 

Compared with the many experimental studies on multiple flickering buoyant diffusion flames, 

very few studies attempted to establish dynamical models to reproduce the experimental findings. By 

hypothesizing that a lack of oxygen is a key factor in producing the flickering flame and that thermal 

radiation coupling causes the synchronization of two flames, Kitahata et al. [43] proposed a 

dynamical model to interpret their experiments. Noting that their radiation measurement does not 

support the radiation coupling hypothesis, Gergely et al. [48] hypothesized that the oxygen flow 

induced by the thermal expansion is responsible for the flame coupling and proposed a modified 

model. Manoj et al. [49] adopted the time-delay coupled identical Stuart-Landau oscillators to 

reproduce the dynamical modes of two coupled candle flames. Recently, Chi et al. [50] proposed a 

complex coupling term in the Stuart-Landau equation to interpret the experimentally identified 

dynamical modes. They also found that the classical Kuramoto model successfully interpreted the 

dynamical modes except for those associated with amplitude death while the complexified Stuart-

Landau model well interpreted all the dynamical modes observed in their experiment. 

Regardless of the above advances, the existing studies are often limited to a relatively small 

dynamical system consisting of a small number of flames. Few researchers have yet carried out 

numerical simulations and theoretical modeling on larger flame systems. To make a small but firm 

step toward understanding the complex combustion dynamics of annular combustion systems, this 

study attempts to computationally and theoretically study the collective dynamical behaviors of 

octuple laminar diffusion flame oscillators. We shall organize the remaining text along the lines 

described here. The simplified laboratory problem for investigating combustion modes of annular 

combustors is first presented in Sec. II. Then, the methodology descriptions of computation for 

circular arrays of multiple flickering flames and the dynamical oscillator model for flame flicker are 
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given in Sec. III. Next, five dynamical modes of circular systems of octuple flames are provided and 

interpreted from the vortex dynamical perspective, followed by the discussion on the dynamical mode 

transition, in Sec. VI. The last section contains a summary of the present findings, significance, and 

potential applications in Sec.V. 

 

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION: A NOVEL APPROACH TO COLLECTIVE 

DYNAMICS OF ANNULAR COMBUSTION 

Juniper and Sujith [51] reviewed the modeling development for rocket engines and gas turbines 

and pointed out that physical understanding and parametric learning from laboratory-scale rigs are 

beneficial. In recent years, combustion instability manifested as azimuthal mode coupling in the 

annular chambers of many gas turbines has received increasing attention [52-56]. As shown in Fig. 

2(a), the specific mode propagates in the azimuthal direction and not in the longitudinal direction [57]. 

The azimuthal instability originates from the collective behavior of multiple flames and is not suitable 

for the simplification study in that the integrated system is separated by a single or a few flame 

modules with appropriate periodic boundary conditions. While turbulent flames are the most common 

combustion phenomena in nature and industries, they have complex flow structures and strong 

turbulent/chemical couplings. Resolving multiscale spatiotemporal features of turbulent flames 

requires significant computational resources. Vignat et al. [6] found that laminar flames, created by 

the matrix injectors in Fig. 2(b), are useful for investigating the annular systems coupled by azimuthal 

modes in the absence of swirl and turbulent fluctuations.  

The extreme conditions and the complex physics in combustors make it difficult to perform full-

scale experiments, or at least to carry out detailed measurements [57]. Therefore, simple tools are 

usually required to reproduce instability modes, comprehend their physics, and evaluate control 

strategies. Previous works [52, 53, 58-60] have attempted to construct analytical models for the 

prediction and control of combustion instabilities while retaining most of the important physical 

phenomena and geometrical specificities of annular chambers. Parmentier et al. [52] established a 



 

6 

 

simple analytical model based on a network view of the annular chamber to predict stability maps for 

the azimuthal modes. Bonciolini et al. [59] proposed low-order models consisting of coupled self-

sustained oscillators driven by additive stochastic forcing to qualitatively reproduce the 

experimentally observed dynamics. Weng et al. [60] presented a phenomenological, reduced-order 

model based on a synchronization framework for modeling the transition between different dynamical 

states. It is noteworthy that classifying various instability modes in annular chambers is an interesting 

and valuable issue [53].  

 

 
FIG. 2. (a) Azimuthal combustion instability (pressure fluctuations along the azimuthal direction) in 

an annular engine and zoom on two neighboring burners [57], (b) MICCA3 annular combustor with 

matric injectors [6], (c) turbulent [61], flickering [47], and steady [62] flames, and (d) circular array 

of octuple flickering flame. 

 

The present strategy for studying the dynamical modes in the annular chambers is different from 

the above ones. It is well known that turbulent flames are ubiquitous but difficult to study due to 

complex turbulent flow and strong turbulent and chemical coupling, while laminar flames are more 

tractable but barely useful in industries due to too simple configuration and limited couplings of flow 

and reaction. To facilitate understanding of the collective dynamics of multiple flame systems in 

annular chambers, this study is mainly focused on unconfined laminar diffusion flames to minimize 

the complexity of turbulent fluctuations, combustion chemistry, and flame-acoustics interaction. 

Compared with complex turbulent flames and simple steady flames in Fig. 2(c), flickering flames [13] 
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with unstable, nonlinear, and periodic characteristics retain the intrinsically unsteady nature of 

turbulent flames most simply. Moreover, the circular array of flickering flames, as shown in Fig. 2(d), 

could be a tractable research platform to grasp the essential features of flame-vortex and vortex-vortex 

interactions in turbulent combustion, as the circular flame systems possess annular flame 

configuration, nonlinear flame-flame interaction, and coupling of flame and vortex. 

 

III. COMPUTATIONAL AND THEORETICAL METHODOLOGY 

A. Computational Methods 

Present simulations are performed using Fire Dynamics Simulator (FDS) [63], which is a finite-

difference open-source solver developed by the National Institute of Standards and Technology 

(NIST). The solver platform is based on the “low Mach number” combustion equations [64] for 

describing the low-speed motion of a gas driven by chemical heat release and buoyancy forces [65, 

66]. In the past decade, FDS has been widely used for studying thermally-driven flow issues, 

including the soot model of laminar flames [67], small-scale fire whirls [68-70], large eddy simulation 

of turbulent buoyant flames [71-73], and nonlinear dynamics of turbulent flames [41, 74, 75], to name 

only a few. Our recent works on single flame in rotating flow [76], dual interacting flames [42], and 

triple interacting flames [77] have proven the reliability of this computational platform in successfully 

reproducing flame and vortex interactions of laminar buoyant diffusion flames for distinct dynamical 

behaviors in experimental observation [36, 43, 78-80]. 

In the present study, the computational methods are similar to the previous studies of dual-flame 

[42] and triple-flame [77] systems. The laminar non-premixed methane-air flames are simulated by 

solving the governing equations of continuity, momentum, and energy conservations: 

 𝜕𝜌

𝜕𝑡
+ ∇ ∙ (𝜌𝒖) = 0 (1) 

 𝜕

𝜕𝑡
(𝜌𝒖) + ∇ ∙ (𝜌𝒖𝒖) = −∇�̃� − ∇ ∙ 𝝉 + (𝜌 − 𝜌∞)𝒈 (2) 
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 𝜕

𝜕𝑡
(𝜌ℎ𝑠) + ∇ ∙ (𝜌ℎ𝑠𝒖) =

𝐷�̅�

𝐷𝑡
+ �̇�′′′ − ∇ ∙ �̇�′′ (3) 

where 𝜌  is the mass density and 𝒖 = (𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑤)  the velocity vector; the spatially and temporally 

resolved pressure consists of the pressure perturbation 𝑝 and the backpressure �̅� , 𝝉  the viscous 

stress tensor, 𝜌∞  the background air density, and 𝒈 = (0,0, −𝑔)  the gravitational acceleration 

vector; ℎ𝑠 is the sensible enthalpy (a mass-weighted average of the enthalpies of the individual gas 

species), �̇�′′′ the combustion heat release rate per unit volume, and �̇�′′ the conductive and diffusive 

heat fluxes. Particularly, Eq. (3) is not solved explicitly but satisfied through guaranteeing the velocity 

divergence, which is factored out as follows: 

 ∇ ∙ 𝒖 =
1

𝜌ℎ𝑠
[

𝐷

𝐷𝑡
(�̅� − 𝜌ℎ𝑠) + �̇�′′′ − ∇ ∙ �̇�′′] (4) 

where ℎ𝑠 is calculated by summing ℎ𝑠,𝑖 = 𝑇𝑌𝑖𝑐𝑝,𝑖 of all gas species, where 𝑇 is the temperature, 

𝑌𝑖 the mass fraction of specie 𝑖, and 𝑐𝑝,𝑖 the specific heat of specie 𝑖 at constant pressure; �̇�′′′ is 

calculated by summing �̇�𝑖
′′′∆ℎ𝑓,𝑖, where �̇�𝑖

′′′ is the mass production rates of specie 𝑖 and ∆ℎ𝑓,𝑖 is 

the respective heats of formation; �̇�′′ contains −𝑘∇𝑇 and − ∑ 𝜌ℎ𝑠,𝑖𝐷𝑖∇𝑌𝑖𝑖 , where 𝑘 the thermal 

conductivity and 𝐷𝑖 is the diffusivity of species 𝑖. In addition, the background pressure is retained 

in the equation of state �̅� = 𝜌ℛ𝑇/𝑊 (ideal gas law), where 𝑊 is the molecular weight of the gas 

mixture, ℛ the universal gas constant, and 𝑇 the temperature. Finally, the transport equations of 

specie 𝑌𝑖 need to be solved for closure of the governing equations. 

For the thermally driven flow of flickering flame, the buoyancy is predominant and the 

dynamic structures of flames are unaffected by the fast-chemistry assumptions [81]. Our recent works 

[30, 76] compared infinitely fast chemistry and one‐step finite rate chemistry for reproducing 

flickering flames and confirmed that different chemistry models have slight influences on the 

flickering frequency. Thus, to avoid the complexity and high computation cost of a detailed reaction 

mechanism, the mixing-limited, infinitely fast reaction was used to calculate species mass fractions 

and the heat release rate. Specifically, the single-step reaction of methane and air is adopted to 

simplify the combustion in buoyancy-dominated flames. The transport equations of five gas species 
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(CH4, O2, CO2, H2O, and N2) are solved explicitly by  

 𝜕

𝜕𝑡
(𝜌𝑌𝑖) + ∇ ∙ (𝜌𝑌𝑖𝒖) = ∇ ∙ (𝜌𝒟𝑖∇𝑌𝑖) + �̇�𝑖

′′′ (5) 

where 𝑌𝑖  is the mass fraction of specie 𝑖 , 𝒟𝑖  the diffusion coefficient, and �̇�𝑖
′′′  the mass 

production rate per unit volume by chemical reactions. To ensure the realizability of species mass 

fractions (i.e., 𝑌𝑖 ≥ 0  and ∑ 𝑌𝑖 = 1 ), FDS’s strategy is to solve all species equations for 𝜌 =

∑(𝜌𝑌)𝑖 and then to obtain mass fraction by 𝑌𝑖 = (𝜌𝑌)𝑖/𝜌. Specifically, the primitive species are 

lumped into reacting groups, such as 𝐹𝑢𝑒𝑙 + 𝐴𝑖𝑟 → 𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑑𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑠 and the lumped species approach 

(a simplified reaction progress variable approach [82]) is used to avoid any complications related to 

boundedness and ill-defined initial and boundary conditions. See Supplemental Material [83], Sec. 

S1, for more details on the simplified approach. Besides, the effects of turbulence, radiation, and soot 

were not considered in the present small-scale laminar flames [76]. 

 The basic solution procedure of the governing equations is a predictor-corrector explicit-time 

integration scheme for capturing unsteady and dynamic processes in thermally driven buoyant flows. 

All the spatial derivatives of the governing equations are discretized by the finite difference method 

on structured, uniform, staggered grids. The time step is adjusted to ensure numerical stability by 

checking the Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy (CFL) condition at the end of the prediction step. The solver 

algorithm has evolved over roughly three decades. Further details of the solver and a wide array of 

validation/verification applications can be found in [63]. 

 

B. Computational Setups 

In this study, the circular systems of octuple flames are studied by simulating eight identical 

Bunsen-type diffusion flames in circle arrays in a quiescent open space, as shown in Fig. 3. The square 

column of 16𝐷 × 16𝐷 × 24𝐷  for the present computational domain, where 𝐷 = 10  mm is the 

characteristic length of the Bunsen burner. The Bunsen burners (the gray square columns of 

𝐷 × 𝐷 × 3𝐷) are located with the same gap distance of 𝑙 along a cycle of 𝐿 = 𝛽𝐷 diameter and 

labeled by 1-8 numbers in a clockwise direction. The bottom of each burner is an inlet boundary for 
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the gaseous methane jet (density 𝜌𝐹 = 0.66 kg/m3 and kinematic viscosity 𝜈𝐹 = 1.65 × 10−5 m2/s) 

at the uniform velocity 𝑈0, while the burner wall (grey area) is set as an impermeable, non-slip, and 

adiabatic solid boundary. The six sides of the computation domain are set as an open boundary 

condition (i.e., a simple upwind boundary condition). On these boundaries, the local pressure gradient 

determines whether gases flow inwards or outwards [76]. When the flow is incoming or outgoing, the 

temperature and species mass fractions take on their respective exterior values or the respective values 

in the grid cell adjacent to the boundary. The environment is set as quiescent air (density 𝜌𝐴 = 1.20 

kg/m3 and kinematic viscosity 𝜈𝐴 = 1.51 × 10−5 m2/s) under the normal temperature and pressure 

conditions (20℃  and 1 𝑎𝑡𝑚 ). The flames of all cases were in a fully developed state as the 

simulation time was at least 20 times longer than the characteristic time 𝐿/𝑈0. Table I shows the 

detailed setups for simulating the flickering phenomenon. 

 

 
FIG. 3. Schematic of the three-dimensional simulation and flame arrangement (top view) for circular 

arrays of octuple identical flickering flames, labeled by 1-8 numbers in a clockwise direction. Each 

Bunsen burner (denoted by the grey squares) is consisted of a square column of 𝐷 × 𝐷 × 3𝐷 and 

the centers of eight burners are located along a 𝐿 diameter circle with same distance of 𝑙. The whole 

computational domain is a square column of 16𝐷 × 16𝐷 × 24𝐷 with an open space boundary on 

each side. The octuple identical flickering flames (denoted by the orange flame sheets) are ejected 

from the burners, their respective toroidal vortices (denoted by the black vortex lines and the vorticity 

contours) around the flames interact each other, and the octuple-flame system presents distinct 

collective dynamics. 
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TABLE I. Key parameters of numerical simulations. 

Setup Detailed description 

Fuel and oxidizer 

Methane gas with kinematic viscosity 𝜈𝐹 = 1.65 × 10−5  m2/s is ejected at a 

uniform inlet velocity 𝑈 = 0.165 m/s from each burner; Environment air with 

kinematic viscosity 𝜈𝐴 = 1.51 × 10−5  m2/s is quiescent under the normal 

temperature and pressure conditions (20℃ and 1 𝑎𝑡𝑚). 

Bunsen burner Identical square burners with 𝐷 = 10 mm length and 3𝐷 height. 

Nondimensional 

parameter 

Reynolds number defined by 𝑅𝑒 = 𝑈𝐷/𝜈𝐹 = 100 and Froude number defined 

by 𝐹𝑟 = 𝑈2/𝑔𝐷 = 0.28. 

Domain A square column of 16𝐷 × 16𝐷 × 24𝐷 with the gravity constant of 𝑔=9.8 m/s2. 

Boundary 

Open boundary conditions allow airflow in and out freely for six surfaces of the 

domain; impermeable, non-slip, and adiabatic boundary conditions for solid 

surfaces of the burners with the central fuel inlet. 

Grid Structured, uniform, and staggered grids of ∆𝑥 = ∆𝑦 = ∆𝑧 = 10−1𝐷. 

Model 
Infinitely fast reaction for one-step overall methane/air combustion; no modeling 

for radiation and soot formation. 

Simulation Fully developed flows after running at least 20 times longer than (𝐿/𝑈0). 

 

It should be noted that the flickering feature of the flames results from the periodic shedding of 

toroidal vortices, which is induced by the buoyancy force. Many previous experiments have 

substantiated that the dominant flickering frequency is insensitive to the type of fuel [16, 22, 24, 62]. 

Therefore, a complex combustion mechanism is not indispensable for computationally reproducing 

the flame flicker. For simplicity of simulating the buoyancy-dominated diffusion flames, one-step 

overall methane/air combustion of 𝐶𝐻4 + 2(𝑂2 + 3.76𝑁2) → 𝐶𝑂2 + 2𝐻2𝑂 + 7.52𝑁2  is adopted 

and the chemical reaction is mixing-limited, infinitely fast. Also, the radiation and soot formation 

were neglected in the small-scale flames.  

 

C. Domain and Grid Independent Study 

Our previous mesh-independence study of flickering flames [42] shows that the mesh refinement 

(each grid has ∆𝑥/𝐷 = ∆𝑦/𝐷 = ∆𝑧/𝐷 = 10−1) is sufficient to capture the primary vortical structure 

of the buoyance-induced flicker of a laminar diffusion flame. In the present study, we take the case 

of 𝐿 = 10.2𝐷 as an example and carry out a domain-independence study. The flame dynamics will 

be elaborated in the following sections. Table II compares the dynamics mode of flames and flickering 

frequency obtained in four cases with different domains and grids (see Supplemental Material [83], 
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Fig. S1, for more details). The mode is determined by the phase difference, while the dominant 

frequency is calculated by the Fast Fourier Transform of flame signals (e.g., the vertical velocity at a 

fixed point [76]) with an ±0.2 Hz error. 

 

TABLE II. The domain and grid-independence studies. 

No. Domain and grid Flame mode Frequency (Hz) 

1 
20𝐷 × 20𝐷 × 30𝐷 

200 × 200 × 300 

Anti-phase: two groups with 𝜋 

phase difference 

1-3-5-7 in-phase; 12.2 

2-4-6-8 in-phase 12.2 

2 
16𝐷 × 16𝐷 × 24𝐷 

160 × 160 × 240 

Anti-phase: two groups with 𝜋 

phase difference 

1-3-5-7 in-phase; 12.4 

2-4-6-8 in-phase 12.4 

3 
16𝐷 × 16𝐷 × 24𝐷 

240 × 240 × 360 

Anti-phase: two groups with 𝜋 

phase difference 

1-3-5-7 in-phase; 12.8 

2-4-6-8 in-phase 12.8 

4 
12𝐷 × 12𝐷 × 18𝐷 

120 × 120 × 180 

Partially flickering death: two 

groups with different dynamics 

2-6 and 4-8 in-phase; 

1-3-5-7 flickering death 

12.4 

15.8 

 

The present results show that the second domain and grid study can capture well the flame mode 

and frequency, as the same mode and a small frequency change (about 5%) are simulated by enlarging 

the domain and refining the mesh. Consequently, we adopted the domain of 16D × 16D × 24D and 

the grid of 160 × 160 × 240 for the parametric studies in the following sections to ensure adequate 

accuracy with reasonable computational cost. According to the thermal diffusivity (about 20-140 

mm2/s at 300-2100 𝐾) and the characteristic time of the present flickering flames (flame frequency 

about 10 Hz), the diffusion zone of the flame is evaluated to be 1.4-3.7 mm and can be partially 

resolved by the present mesh size [76]. 

 

D. Validations of Single and Dual Flickering Flames  

Based on vortex dynamics, Xia and Zhang [21] theoretically established the connection between 

the flicker of a single flame and the periodic shedding of toroidal vortices. Their vortex-dynamical 

scaling theory for flickering buoyant diffusion flames was very well validated by the existing 

experimental data in the literature. As a qualitative validation of the present computation, a 

benchmark case of a diffusion methane flame at 𝑅𝑒 = 100 is simulated to reproduce the flickering 

phenomenon, where flame dynamics is closely associated with vortex evolution. For more details on 
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the evolution of the temperature and vorticity contours during a period, please see Sec. S3.1 and Fig. 

S2 in Supplemental Material [83]. Particularly, the flame mainly flickers in the vertical direction and 

its representative quantity (e.g., the temperature in the transverse section) is time-varying like a 

periodic wave. The periodic flicker of a diffusion flame essentially exhibits a limit cycle [23, 48, 49], 

which could be modeled as a Stuart-Landau oscillator. The relevant discussion will be expanded in 

Sec. III.E.  

Many early experimental studies [14, 18, 84] empirically obtained the correlation of 𝑆𝑡~𝐹𝑟−1/2 

for flame flicker, where 𝐹𝑟 = 𝑈2/𝑔𝐷  is the Froude number and 𝑆𝑡 = 𝑓0𝐷/𝑈  is the Strouhal 

number. To quantitatively validate the present computational methodology and models, we compared 

the flickering frequency of single flames with previous experiments (see Supplemental Material [83], 

Sec. S3.2 and Fig. S3, for more validation details). It is shown that the numerical results agree fairly 

with the scaling relation of 𝑆𝑡~𝐹𝑟−1/2, while the experimental data scatter within a strip between 

𝑆𝑡 = 0.28𝐹𝑟−1/2 and 0.54𝐹𝑟−1/2. Overall, the present simulations are quite capable of capturing 

the vortex evolution and flame flicker in single diffusion flames in a quiescent environment. In 

addition, we computationally and theoretically investigated the flame flicker in swirling flows and 

found the nice reliability and accuracy of the present simulation framework in reproducing previous 

experimental observations, including the faster flicker of diffusion flames in weakly swirling flows 

[76] and various dynamical modes of diffusion flame in the environment with a range of strong swirls 

[30]. For capturing the vortex interactions between flickering flames, the present computational 

method has been sufficiently validated in the following. 

The interactions of two identical flames are fundamental to understanding the bifurcation of 

various dynamical modes of circular arrays of flame oscillators. Over a decade, the coupling 

mechanism of two flame oscillators has been extensively investigated in terms of flow dynamics [29, 

42], flickering modes [35, 49], and reduced-order modeling [43, 48]. Considering the interaction of 

two toroidal vortices in a dual-flame system, Yang et al. [42] used the vortex diffusion and the vortex-

induced flow to interpret the in-phase and anti-phase flickering modes occurring at relatively small 
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and big flame distances, respectively. See Supplemental Material [83], Sec. S4 and Fig. S4, for more 

details on the vortex mechanism. Particularly, Yang et al. [42] found that the synchronized flickering 

mode of two identical flames is not dictated by the nondimensional gap distance 𝛼 = 𝑙/𝐷, where 𝑙 

is the distance between the centers of two identical flames and 𝐷 is the characteristic size of burner 

nozzle. Then, a characteristic nondimensional number (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 was proposed to characterize 

the vortex diffusion and the vortex-induced interactions [42], where 𝐺𝑟 is the Grashof number for 

approximating the buoyant and viscous forces of a heated fluid. In present study, we defined the 

nondimensional number as 

 

(𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 =
𝑙 − 𝐷

𝐷
× [

𝑔(𝑇𝑓 − 𝑇0)𝐷3

�̅�𝜐𝐴
2 ]

1/2

≃ 𝛾
(𝑔𝐷)1/2(𝑙 − 𝐷)

𝜈𝐴
 (6) 

where 𝐺𝑟 is the ratio of buoyant forces (induced by temperature change) to viscous forces and 

expressed as 𝑔(𝑇𝑓 − 𝑇0)𝐷3/�̅�𝜈2 . In the problem of flickering flames, 𝐺𝑟  is proportional to 

𝑔𝐷3/𝜈2, as 𝑇𝑓 is the flame temperature about 2100 𝐾, 𝑇0 is the ambient air temperature at 300 𝐾, 

�̅� is the average temperature of about 1200 𝐾. Therefore, the prefactor of 𝛾 = √(𝑇𝑓 − 𝑇0)/�̅� is 

constant about 1.22. It should be noted that (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 is equivalent to a Reynolds number of 

(𝑔𝐷)1/2𝑙/𝜈  that was proposed and verified in our previous work [42], where (𝑔𝐷)1/2  is a 

characteristic velocity of the buoyancy-driven flow. 

Figure 4 shows that many experiment and simulation data of dual flickering jet flames collapse 

to a narrow band of a transition region of 400 < (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 < 500. The frequency variation of 

the simulated dual flickering flames agrees well with existing literature [40, 44]. Particularly, the 

flickering frequency 𝑓 of dual flames varies with (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 in a nonmonotonic manner and the 

in-phase and anti-phase modes are distinguished by a frequency “jump”, where 𝑓/𝑓0 increases from 

below 1 to above 1 within the transition. It should be noted that 𝐹𝑟 varies over a wide range of 

𝑂(0.001)~𝑂(10). Consequently, the present simulation methods are verified to predict the vortex 

interactions of flickering flames. 
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FIG. 4. Regime diagram of the dual-flame system. Data are from previous experiments [40, 44] and 

present simulations of dual-flame systems. The systems consist of two identical flickering diffusion 

flames, of which each one is characterized by the Froude number 𝐹𝑟. The nondimensional number 

of (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 is an equivalent Reynolds number [42], while the flickering frequency 𝑓 of dual 

flames is normalized by the frequency 𝑓0  of single flame. A transition region of 400 < (𝛼 −
1)𝐺𝑟1/2 < 500 distinctly separates the in- and anti-phase modes. 

 

The physical interpretation of the bifurcation parameter (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2  can be illustrated to 

make an analogy to the formation of a von Karman vortex street [42]. Eq. (6) implies that the 

transition between the two distinct flickering modes of the dual-flame system is dictated by the 

Reynolds number of (𝑔𝐷)1/2𝑙/𝜈, which is defined based on the properties of the inner-side shear 

layers of the two flames. Besides, the flickering death mode [47, 49] is located within the transition 

region, in which the two flames have not been pinched off anymore and only oscillate at a small 

amplitude or even cease to oscillate and become steady. Yang et al. [77] interpreted that the flickering 

death mode can be treated as a special case of in-phase mode due to the suppression of vortex 

shedding at small flames that vortex interactions mainly occur far behind the flames. 

 

E. Stuart-Landau Model with Time-delay Coupling 

The collective behaviors of coupled flickering flames are complex synchronization phenomena 

that widely occur across different fields such as physics, biology, chemistry, and engineering [1, 3]. 

In nonlinear dynamics, oscillator models are used to study the behavior of many artificial and natural 

systems that are collections of individuals [2]. The Stuart-Landau (S-L) model [85] has been widely 
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used to explain the dynamical behaviors of chemical, biological, and quantum oscillator systems. The 

well-known model is expressed as: 

 𝑑𝑍(𝑡)

𝑑𝑡
= (𝑎 + 𝑖𝜔 − |𝑍(𝑡)|2)𝑍(𝑡) (7) 

where 𝑍(𝑡) = √𝑎𝑒𝑖𝜔𝑡  ( 𝑎 > 0 ) represents the oscillation state, where √𝑎  is the oscillation 

amplitude and 𝜔 the oscillation frequency. The term of |𝑍|2𝑍 represents the nonlinear saturation 

that stabilizes the amplitude of the oscillations. If 𝑎 is non-positive, the system will be stable in the 

linear sense, and no limit cycle is formed. See Supplemental Material [83], Sec. S5.1 and Fig. S5, for 

more details on the illustration of the Stuart-Landau limit cycle oscillator.  

In the context of coupled oscillators [85, 86], time-delay coupling has been used to produce rich 

and complex dynamical behaviors, such as synchronization, oscillation death, or pattern formation. 

In the time-delay coupling, the dynamics of an individual oscillator is influenced by delayed feedback 

from other individuals, introducing a time delay in their interactions. To validate the feasibility of the 

S-L model with time-delay coupling for the present flame oscillator problem, we took an example of 

dual coupled oscillators and added the interplay term of 𝐾(𝑍2(𝑡 − 𝜏𝑑) − 𝑍1(𝑡)) in the RHS of Eq. 

(7) for the influence of 𝑍2 oscillator on 𝑍1 oscillator, where 𝐾 is the coupling strength and 𝜏𝑑 is 

the time delay. See Supplemental Material [83], Sec. S5.2 and Fig. S6-S7, for more details on the 

numerical implementation and validation of the Stuart-Landau oscillators with the time-delay 

coupling. 

As an illustration, we fixed the coupling strength at 𝐾=25 and gradually varied 𝜏𝑑 for the three 

types of interacting oscillators respectively. As shown in Fig. 5, the two S-L oscillators exhibit in-

phase (no phase difference) mode in Fig. 5(a), death (very small amplitude) mode in Fig. 5(b), and 

anti-phase (𝜋 phase difference) mode in Fig. 5(c) with increasing 𝜏𝑑, in which the transition between 

in-phase and anti-phase modes occurs in the range of 0.1 < 𝜏𝑑 < 0.15 (similar to the transition 

region of 400 < (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 < 500 for the dual flickering flames). Particularly, as shown in Fig. 

5(d), the frequency trend of the present time-delay coupled S-L oscillator model is qualitatively 

aligned with that of the dual flame system in Fig.4. This result justifies our approach of adopting the 
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time-delay coupled Stuart-Landau oscillators in the present problem of circular arrays of coupled 

flame oscillators. 

 

 
FIG. 5. The stable states of S-L oscillator 1 and 2 in (a) in-phase mode, (b) death mode, (c) anti-phase 

mode as 𝐾 =25, and 𝜏𝑑 = 0.05, 0.12, and 0.25, respectively. The oscillator’s real parts of 

𝐴1(𝑡) sin 𝜃1(𝑡) and 𝐴2(𝑡) sin 𝜃2(𝑡) are plotted in red and blue lines respectively, where 𝐴 is the 

amplitude and 𝜃 is the phase angle. As discussed in Sec. S4.1, 𝑎=1 and 𝜔=10 are used to keep each 

uncoupled oscillator in the limit cycle. It should be noted that the death mode is defined as the 

oscillation of 𝐴 < 0.1  in the present study. (d) Three dynamical modes of two identical S-L 

oscillators with time-delay coupling in the parameter space of the normalized oscillation frequency 

𝜔𝑑/𝜔 and time delay 𝜏𝑑. 

 

As illustrated in Sec. III.D, the flame mode significantly depends on the vortex interactions in 

the gap flow between adjacent flames [42]. In this study, we considered the oscillator’s local interplay 

for the interactions among octuple flames in a circle array in Fig. 3, where each oscillator is coupled 

only to its nearest neighbors. Consequently, the nearest neighbor coupling is utilized for 

approximately solving the complex coupling problem. For multiple interacting bodies distributed 

uniformly along a ring, the extension of Eq. (7) can be approximated to just two coupling terms, 

caused by nearest neighbor oscillators. Hence, the S-L model for 𝑍𝑗, one of the 𝑗 = 1~8 oscillators, 

has the form  

 𝑑𝑍𝑗

𝑑𝑡
= (𝑎 + 𝜔𝑖 − |𝑍𝑗|

2
) 𝑍𝑗 + 𝐾(𝑍𝑗+1(𝑡 − 𝜏𝑑) − 𝑍𝑗(𝑡)) + 𝐾(𝑍𝑗−1(𝑡 − 𝜏𝑑) − 𝑍𝑗(𝑡)) (8) 

where all oscillators are identical with 𝑎 =1 and 𝜔 =10 for simplification [38] and arranged in a 

closed ring with the same interval, forming a local coupling unite of 𝑗 − 1, 𝑗, and 𝑗 + 1 oscillators 
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with periodic boundary conditions for the circulant coupling, particuarlly, the unite 7-8-9(1) for 𝑍8 

oscillator and the unite 0(8)-1-2 for 𝑍1 oscillator. Similarly, Biju et al. [46] employed periodic limits 

to enforce the ring topology of an oscillator network. It is noteworthy that the nearest neighbor 

coupling is a local model, unlike global and nonlocal coupling models [85], where the coupling has 

a global dependence on the geometrical arrangement of the oscillators. 

 

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 

A. Computational Identification of Dynamical Modes 

The collective behaviors of the octuple flame system, consisting of eight identical flame 

individuals at 𝑅𝑒 = 100 and 𝐹𝑟 =0.28 (the flickering frequency 𝑓0 = 10 Hz), were investigated 

by varying the dimensionless flame-gap distance 𝛼  from 1.6 to 4.5. These ten cases of octuple-

flickering flames with (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 = 152 − 885 cover the range of coupling effect of the dual 

flame system, as discussed in Sec. III.D. We found five distinct flame modes and three dynamical 

regimes for collective behaviors of present circular flame arrays by characterizing their flickering 

amplitude and phase difference. Table III shows the detailed parameters and classifications of the 

simulated circular arrays of flame oscillators. For a larger circular array of present flickering flames, 

the adjacent flames would be weak and render a case of no interest to the present study. 

The relevant observations for those modes can be made as follows: 1) the merged (hereinafter 

referred to as Me) mode indicates that the octuple flames can merge into a bigger one, as they are too 

close to each other (e.g., 𝛼 =1.6 and 2.4); 2) the in-phase (hereinafter referred to as IP) mode appears 

as these flames are sufficiently separated but can flicker synchronously without a phase difference 

(e.g., 𝛼 =2.8, 3.0, and 3.1); 3) the rotation and flickering death (hereinafter referred to as RFD) mode 

appears as the flames alternatively flicker in the azimuthal direction and the flame flicker is 

suppressed (e.g., 𝛼 =3.4); 4) the partially flickering death mode (hereinafter referred to as PFD) 

occurs when the octuple can be divided into several subgroups (e.g., the 1-2-3 flames), behaving 

behaves like the partially flickering death mode of triple flame system (e.g., 𝛼 =3.5 and 3.8); 5) the 
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anti-phase (hereinafter referred to as AP) mode is that the eight flames are divided into two groups 

(1-3-5-7 flames and 2-4-6-8 flames) with a constant phase difference of 𝜋 (e.g., 𝛼 =4.0 and 4.5). In 

terms of flickering amplitude and phase difference, the five flame modes can be sorted into three 

regimes: in-phase regime (i.e., Me and IP modes without any phase difference among all flames), 

flickering suppression regime (i.e., RFD and PFD modes with amplitude suppression of flames, at 

least one), and anti-phase regime (i.e., AP mode with 𝜋  phase difference for two clusters). The 

details of each dynamic mode will be elaborated in later sections. 

 

TABLE III. Main information of simulation cases.  

No. 𝛼 (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 Flame mode Dynamical regime 

1 1.6 152 Merged (Me) mode: all flames are merged into a big 

flame. 
In-phase regime 

(no phase difference) 

2 2.4 354 

3 2.8 455 
In-phase (IP) mode: all flames flicker as one group 

without phase difference. 
4 3.0 506 

5 3.1 531 

6 3.4 607 

Rotation and flickering death (RFD) mode: all 

flames are not pinched off and alternatively 

oscillate in the azimuthal direction. Flickering  

suppression regime 

(amplitude suppression) 
7 3.5 632 Partially flickering death (PFD) mode: the 

subgroup of flame 1-2-3 behaves the same as the 

partially flickering death mode of the triple flame 

system. 
8 3.8 708 

9 4.0 759 Anti-phase (AP) mode: eight flames are divided 

into two groups (1-3-5-7 and 2-4-6-8) with a 

constant phase difference of 𝜋. 

Anti-phase regime 

(𝜋 phase difference) 10 4.5 885 

 

Furthermore, the flame frequencies of five representative cases of these distinct modes are 

calculated from the flame time series, for example, the velocity magnitude at the center of each nozzle, 

as shown in Fig. 6(a)-10(a). The same flame frequencies are calculated based on the velocity 

magnitude at the 3𝐷  downstream of each nozzle (see Fig. S8 in Supplemental Material [83]). 

Compared to the self-excited motion of a single flame, collective flames oscillate at different 

frequencies. Particularly, due to the three-dimensional complexity of the problem, we adopted the 

time-varying flame quantity in the transverse section (𝑋 − 𝑌 plane) to characterize the collective 

behaviors, which can be effectively depicted by the change of the flame temperature in the horizontal 
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plane, as illustrated in Sec. 3.1. 

Merged (Me) mode: Figure 6 shows the representative case 𝛼 =2.4 for the merged mode of 

octuple flickering flames. During the periodic process of 𝜏 = 227 ms, the eight flames can be well 

recognized according to the time-varying temperature distributions in the horizontal plane of 

𝑍/𝐷=6.0, as shown in Fig. 7(b). Particularly, their high temperature (≥ 2000 𝐾) can be connected 

from 2𝜏/6  to 3𝜏/6 . The connected zone indicates that the flame sheets are merged and 

subsequently form a bigger flame surface. 

 

 

Fig. 6(c) corresponds to the dynamical behaviors of two flames (flames 3 and 7) in the 

longitudinal plane. An inner vortex, denoted by curled streamlines, appears inside the flames. The 

size and location of the recirculation zone evolve with the flames. It should be noted that the vortex 

grows up when flames are lengthened and deformed. At 5𝜏/6, the flame is pinched off and the vortex 

shedding occurs. The merged flames flicker at a primary frequency of 8.8 Hz, smaller than that of a 

single flickering flame. Also, we observed a lower frequency of 4.4 Hz (called the secondary 

 
FIG. 6. The periodic collective process of the circular array of octuple flickering flames for 𝛼 =2.4: 

(a) time and frequency domains of the velocity magnitudes at the center of each nozzle, (b) horizontal 

𝑋 − 𝑌 plane at 𝑍 = 6𝐷, and (c) longitudinal 𝑌 − 𝑍 plane at 𝑋 = 0𝐷. 
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frequency) in Fig. 6(a) and conjectured it results from the emergence of the inner vortex, as the vortex 

has about twice the length scale of the outside vortex. Interestingly, the time-varying velocity 

magnitude waves as an “M” shape with unequal left and right peaks. 

In-phase (IP) mode: the collective behaviors of eight flames in the case 𝛼 =2.8 occur in a 

flickering way, as shown in Fig. 7. As there is no connection between the high-temperature zones in 

Fig. 7(b), these flames are not merged but oscillate individually with no phase difference. Fig. 7(c) 

clearly shows that the collective flames are affected by the inner vortex and the flame dynamics are 

closely associated with the vortex evolution. These synchronized flames exhibit the up-and-down and 

the back-and-forth deformation, appearing like a “worship” [37]. The vortex reconnection plays an 

essential role in the collective dynamics, as similarly illustrated in the triple-flame system in our 

previous work [77]. Besides, their primary and secondary frequencies, 8.4 Hz and 4.2 Hz shown in 

Fig. 7(a) respectively, are slightly smaller than those of the case 𝛼 =2.4. This is due to the bigger 

diameter of the circular array. 

 

 
FIG. 7. The periodic collective process of a circular array of octuple flickering flames for 𝛼 =2.8: 

(a) time and frequency domains of the velocity magnitudes at the center of each nozzle, (b) horizontal 

𝑋 − 𝑌 plane at 𝑍 = 6𝐷, and (c) longitudinal 𝑌 − 𝑍 plane at 𝑋 = 0𝐷. 

 

Rotation and flickering death (RFD) mode: In the case 𝛼 =3.4 shown in Fig. 8, the flame 
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circular array becomes bigger and the collective behaviors vary significantly. These flames have an 

azimuthal motion and the pinch-off of each flame vanishes. As shown in Fig. 8(b), the transverse 

temperature shapes of each two diagonal flames deform in opposite directions (denoted by the 

opposite arrows). The collective flames regularly form the circumferential motion (see Supplemental 

Material [83], Fig. S9, for the height variation of flames on the cylindrical slice. More specifically, 

the inserted figure shows the three-dimensional pattern of flame sheets (denoted by the iso-surface of 

the heat release rate). A twisting deformation of flames in the anticlockwise direction can be seen. In 

addition, we noted that the eight flames have no pinch-off during the periodic process of 𝜏 = 179 

ms and the inner vortex occurs near the top part of flames, as shown in Fig. 8(c). In fact, the primary 

frequency of 𝑓=12.0 Hz shown in Fig. 8(a) could characterize the swaying of the flame head, instead 

of the vertical oscillation. This collective behavior is similar to the flickering death mode of a dual- 

or triple-flame system [47, 49], in which the flicker of one flame is suppressed by the vortex-induced 

flow of the adjacent flames [77]. 

 

 
FIG. 8. The periodic collective process of a circular array of octuple flickering flames for 𝛼 =3.4: 

(a) time and frequency domains of the velocity magnitudes at the center of each nozzle, (b) horizontal 

𝑋 − 𝑌 plane at 𝑍 = 6𝐷, and (c) longitudinal 𝑌 − 𝑍 plane at 𝑋 = 0𝐷. 

 

Partially flickering death (PFD) mode: In the case 𝛼 =3.8, the longitudinal diagonal flames 
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(flames 1 and 5) flicker in an in-phase way and so do the horizontal pair of flames 3 and 7. However, 

these two pairs have a 𝜋  phase difference, as shown in Fig. 9(b). Meanwhile, the other flames 

(flames 2, 4, 6, and 8) are in the flickering death mode. For the collective flicker of 1-3-5-7 flames, 

its primary frequency is 𝑓=11.8 Hz (about a period of 𝜏=85 ms) in Fig. 9(a). Figure 9 (c) shows that 

the inner vortex forms far away from the flames, so the negligible influence of the downstream vortex 

on the flames may cause no secondary frequency.  

 

 
FIG. 9. The periodic collective process of a circular array of octuple flickering flames for 𝛼 =3.8: 

(a) time and frequency domains of the velocity magnitudes at the center of each nozzle, (b) horizontal 

𝑋 − 𝑌 plane at 𝑍 = 6𝐷, and (c) longitudinal 𝑌 − 𝑍 plane at 𝑋 = 0𝐷. 

 

Anti-phase (AP) mode: When eight flames are relatively away from each other, for example in 

the case 𝛼 =4.0, we can see the flames are separated into two groups of 1-3-5-7 flames and 2-4-6-8 

flames in Fig. 10(b). In each group, the in-phase mode appears as the four flames flicker 

synchronously with no phase difference. The two group flames alternatively flicker with a phase 

difference of 𝜋. The collective behavior of octuple flickering flames is similar to the anti-phase mode 

of the dual flame system [42]. Besides, we noted that the inner vortex forms near the flame 

downstream in Fig. 10(c). Thus, the shear layers of adjacent flames in the circular array, exhibiting a 

distinct asymmetric feature, play an important role in the collective behavior. In this case, the 
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collective motion only has a primary frequency of 12.4 Hz in Fig. 10(a), of which the frequency 

increase (2.4 Hz higher than 𝑓0) is consistent with the finding of the anti-phase mode of the dual 

flame system, as mentioned in Sec. III.D. 

 

 
FIG. 10. The periodic collective process of a circular array of octuple flickering flames for 𝛼 =4.0: 

(a) time and frequency domains of the velocity magnitudes at the center of each nozzle, (b) horizontal 

𝑋 − 𝑌 plane at 𝑍 = 6𝐷, and (c) longitudinal 𝑌 − 𝑍 plane at 𝑋 = 0𝐷. 

 

B. Parametric Transition of Dynamical Modes  

The non-dimensional frequencies, 𝑓/𝑓0 , of circular arrays of octuple flickering flames are 

plotted against (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2  are shown in Fig. 11(a). This frequency variation trend shows a 

bifurcation transition (denoted by the grey zone of (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 = 655 ± 55) between the in-phase 

mode (a lower-frequency collective state with secondary frequency) and the anti-phase mode (a 

higher-frequency collective state without secondary frequency). It should be noted that the collective 

effect causes the transition range of about 600~710 to be higher than 400~500 of the dual flame 

system in Fig. 4. 

The transition covers the RFD and PFD modes, in which the flickering amplitudes of collective 

flames are suppressed neither completely or partially. Previous experimental observations [47, 49] 
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reported similar phenomena of amplitude death in combustion systems with a few flames (≤ 3). In 

fact, the death state occurs commonly in various dynamical systems, such as neuron and brain cells 

and prey-predator systems. Particularly, nonflickering flame mode may reduce the noise generation 

reduced in a combustion chamber. Different from the moving-burner technique to achieve steady-

state combustion [87], the present study gives a feasible way to design flame layouts in a circular 

array system for flicker suppression. 

 

 
FIG. 11. Regime diagram of (a) octuple flame oscillators and (b) octuple identical S-L oscillators 

with time-delay coupling. In the flame system, the eight identical flickering diffusion flames exhibit 

five distinct modes with increasing the nondimensional number of (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 [42]. Their 

frequencies 𝑓  are normalized by the natural frequency 𝑓0  and small (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2  cases, 

including the merged, in-phase, rotation & flickering death modes, have secondary frequencies. A 

transition region of 600 < (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 < 710 , where the flicker death occurs in some or all 

flames, distinctly separates the in- and anti-phase regimes. In the S-L system, using the nearest 

neighbor coupling for the oscillator interactions, Eq. (11) is solved to obtain three modes and their 

𝜔𝑑/𝜔 at different 𝐾 and 𝜏𝑑. The collective states of flames are identified according to the phase 

difference and amplitude, as mentioned in Sec. III C. A transition region of 0.01 < 𝜏𝑑 <
0.4 distinctly separates the in- and anti-phase regimes. 

 

C. Stuart-Landau Oscillators with Nearest Neighbor Coupling 

In the present study, Eq. (8) is used as a toy model to study the collective states of multiple flame 

oscillators. Figure 11(b) shows the results of the present model within 10 < 𝐾 < 30 and 0.01 <

𝜏𝑑 < 0.4 for octuple S-L oscillator systems. In the regime diagram, the in-phase, death, and anti-

phase modes are reproduced with increasing 𝜏𝑑, while the death mode is absent when 𝐾 is relatively 
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large. In general, the frequency trend of 𝜔𝑑/𝜔 has a jump variation within the transition region of 

0.10 < 𝜏𝑑 < 0.18. Like the dual oscillator system, the eight oscillators in the in-phase state have 

lower frequencies than the natural frequency, while the frequencies of those in the anti-phase state 

are higher. These results are consistent with the observations on the three regimes in the octuple 

flickering flame systems in Fig. 11(a). Specially, the small 𝜏𝑑 = 0~0.1 region roughly corresponds 

to the region of merged and in-phase states, where (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 is smaller than 600; the situation 

that the death mode occurs at the appropriate 𝜏𝑑 and 𝐾 is similar to those cases of rotation & death 

and partial death modes in a narrow region of (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 = 600 − 710 ; a larger 𝜏𝑑  plays a 

similar role as a larger (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 to divide the eight oscillators into two anti-phase clusters (i.e., 

four oscillators are in-phase in each cluster but anti-phase with the other four). Therefore, the S-L 

model used here has brought out a great capability of reproducing the general features and collective 

modes of flickering flame in circular arrays. 

It is noted that Eq. (8) did not reproduce a few modes, such as all flames in the merged state, all 

flames possessing an azimuthal motion, and partial flames in the death state. The limitation of the S-

L model may be due to two causes. First, the S-L model is represented by a limit cycle oscillator, 

consisting of amplitude and frequency, while the flame is a high-dimensional system, in which 

spatiotemporal interactions could be multimodal. Increasing flame numbers or varying flame layouts 

is likely to make the flame and vortex interactions complicated, thereby forming distinct dynamical 

behaviors from the collective perspective. Second, the nearest neighbor coupling of S-L oscillators is 

an approximate model to mimic the interaction between adjacent flames. Collective states and 

essential characteristics of oscillators apparently rely on coupling scenarios, for example, all-to-all 

(global) coupling and spatially varying (non-local) coupling. The additional dimension is required for 

the global or nonlocal coupled terms and accordingly introduces new equilibrium states in the system 

such as traveling waves and in higher dimensions spiral patterns or scroll waves [85]. The influences 

of the global coupling on the collective behaviors of multiple oscillators merit future work. 
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V. CONCLUDING REMARKS 

In nature, local interactions between individual entities often give rise to patterns or collective 

behaviors in groups. The flickering flame, as a flame oscillator, has been used widely in recent years 

to study the nonlinear dynamics of complex systems. In this study, we computationally and 

theoretically investigated the emergence of synchronization events in circular arrays of octuple 

identical flame oscillators (i.e., small-scale flickering buoyant diffusion flames of 𝐹𝑟 = 0.28). 

Parametric studies from the perspectives of flickering flame simulation and S-L oscillator model were 

carried out in the range of a bifurcation parameter of (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 = 100~900 and in the two-

parameter space of 10 < 𝐾 < 30 and 0.01 < 𝜏𝑑 < 0.4. 

In the present simulations, five distinct dynamical modes were identified by comparing their 

frequencies and phase differences and were classified into three regimes, namely the in-phase regime 

including the merged mode (all flames are merged into a big one with a lower flickering frequency), 

in which an inner vortex forms in the circle array and coexists with the outer buoyance-induced 

toroidal vortex, and the in-phase mode (all separated flame individuals flicker synchronously without 

phase difference), in which the vortex reconnection keeps all flames in same manner; the flickering 

death regime including the rotation & flickering death mode (the flicker of all flames is suppressed 

and they collectively form an azimuthal motion), in which the flame flicker is suppressed by the 

vortex-induced flow of other flames, and the partially flickering death mode (a part of the eight 

identical flames is flickering death and the rest flames flicker in an in-phase or anti-phase 

synchronization), in which the inner vortex occurs far away from the flames and the vortex-induced 

flow causes the flickering death of some flames; and the anti-phase regime including the anti-phase 

mode (flames are separated into two groups with a 𝜋  phase difference, but flames flicker 

synchronously without phase difference in each group), in which the shear layers of adjacent flames 

exhibit a distinct asymmetric feature.  

Understanding transitions between various dynamical modes is of theoretical and practical 

importance. We found a bifurcation transition of (𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 = 620 ± 50 between the in-phase 
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mode and the anti-phase mode in the regime diagram of flame circular arrays. The transition separates 

lower-frequency collective states with a secondary frequency and higher-frequency collective states 

without a secondary frequency. Those secondary frequencies could be due to the formation of a bigger 

inner vortex in circle arrays. In the transition, the collective effect can suppress the flame flicker 

totally or partially (i.e., the flickering death). Thus, designing a circular array system with a suitable 

(𝛼 − 1)𝐺𝑟1/2 is a feasible way to generate a death mode, thereby reducing noise generation and 

possibly relieving thermoacoustic oscillations [51] that usually occur in annular combustors.  

Three distinct states including the in-phase, death, and anti-phase modes were theoretically 

reproduced by using the S-L model with a time-delay coupling. Within 10 < 𝐾 < 30 and 0.01 <

𝜏𝑑 < 0.4, octuple S-L oscillators exhibit the in-phase, death, and anti-phase modes, while the death 

mode is absent when 𝐾 is relatively large. However, the merged, rotation, and partial death modes 

were not reproduced by the model. Considering the S-L model with a time-delay coupling can 

reproduce all the modes of the dual flame system, we attributed the limitation of the S-L model to  

the lack of higher-dimensional representation of flame dynamics and the absence of nonlocal (or even 

global) coupling. More sophisticated S-L modelling of the present system merits future work.  

Nevertheless, the present study provides a novel approach to explore synchronization in complex 

collective features of flames in circular arrays. The physical modelling based on vortex-dynamics 

mechanisms and its relation with the toy model of Stuart-Landau oscillators remain a problem to be 

solved in the future. Extending the present study to include the influences of turbulent flow, wall 

confinement, and combustion-acoustics interaction [11, 88] in larger-size annular combustion 

systems merits future works. 
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