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Effect of ratio of height to width of lobe on the performance of

a lobed mixer in a forced mixing exhaust system

XIE Yi, LIU You-hong

(School of-Jet Propulsion,
Beijing University of Aeronautics-and Astronautics, Beijing 100191, China)

Abstract: Geometric and ntmerical simulation models of-tobed mixer with variation of
the ratio of height to width \(h/b)\ of lobe were created based on a lobed mixer in the forced
mixing exhaust system of turbofan engine_with constant lobe number and lobe length.
Though three-dimensional ‘numerical simulation, the principle of the effect of different ratios
of height to width in a forced mixing exhaust system was obtained. The results show that at
the exit section of-the force mixing exhaust system, when the width of lobe is constant, the
thermal mixing ‘efficiency rises as h/b increases; however, when the height of lobe is con-
stant, the mixing efficiency declines with rise of h/b. Besides, as h/b augments, the total-
pressure recovery coefficient decreases if the width of lobe is unchanged, or increases if the

height of lobe is invariable.

Key words: forced mixing exhaust system; lobed mixer;
ratio of height to width of lobe (h/b); thermal mixing efficiency;

total-pressure recovery coefficient
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Case p"/kPa T /K m/ (kg/s)
LN 55.214 297,95 119.1
N 51. 583 743.9 22.36

R HE Cooper, Merati, HUM X 5% 3 1R A 2%
R G I A (PTV) i 3 W 28 04 5 76 A [+
it VAR BT %32 I U 37 B T 5 45 2R 9 X L
AJ 0 : Realizable k-e 1R T 15 45 1 5 SC 50 {6 & by
FHIT. BOAS C R ] Realizable k-e i i A5 5 R0 AR Ui
B THT BRSO D R 58 TR A HE R e AT BB .
F1 T = B MUSCL # 300 JF 25 4 b 19 A% B AT 3
AR L e LA 3 07 i 36 3 00K T = i MUSCL
(monotone upstream-centred schemes for con-
servation laws) #& =X 3 17 2 # . HAth 350 3 i H] —
Wy B X7 S B TR ) 5 B RS A it ] SIM-
PLE(semi-implicit method for pressure linked e-

quation) B3k, TR BR SN 10°.

2 HEERS5SW

2.1 RHHHH

DL 0 55 B AN AR B & B e h/b=3. 0 {4l
LR T AR, B E A HE R R W 5
Sl 5 pros. B B O5 R AL, 7E 0O R % A
(X/D=0) , F i it A4 W5 & I 0 1) S0 2l UL T
VR 25 DA 1) R 0L B0 3K R 32 R =2 BT B T
— % ERH 396 JF U IR B0 1) K R ) T e s B 1)
HATR iRl ) N 1 o T L R A N A A N i
o - ARk An & 6 fT s (R R, 48 4
K X/D=0,0.1,0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8,1.0). H# &
6, 76 P e 2 K BT ( X/ D=0,0. 1 # ) Ak,
P Sk 3 8l A2 IR TLART T AR 1 5% i K, HL 3 TR
AN PSR R AR A, BT DA A A ) i AN (E
B AR5 P AEAR L v BE SO AH T, T T AR
SE. BEE TSN A S RS WHIR A, 2R BE 35 i
TR L E ARG s i AR R A L U I B Y
R e A ST ) 55 o T 1] 98 M L A R JRUOR IR L O
FHAR BT I BRAF 227N 0 ) 103 B AR AR A i
AR RL A A (R . TR G A% LR R R (XY
D=0.8,1.0), B 4" 7E jifa it FE 7L AE HI 09 48 224 1
F R RE R HE— BN B T T AR T A Rl
G54 DL RN TROBE B 168 25 44, I B 3 1] 36 i — 20 il
T A% 2 DX RS T /) 5 10 B9 TR R vy 20 5O 2
AR FE.

0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3

0.2

Z
-IIIIII|IIII|IIIIIIIII|IIII|IIII|IIIII

P05 O R g Al R

Fig.5 Velocity vector at trailing edge of lobe



2790 Wow B h % R o 25 %
7.0
[ —— X/D=0
—— X/D=0.1
6.0r o X/p=02
- —— X/D=0.6

il

&6 AN [ AT L L ) 38 169 o e R
Fig. 6 Scalar of streamwise vorticity on different

cross planes

2.2 mEAREHRE
B SO RO b, 3 ) i G A AN A Y T 2 (E
wxa N
| 2|5 — 38 ain
iy = 1 Iy I= D
m

Kb D ARG HFIRREA N AHLE I ELE,
U HPBEA DTEEEE, w i 207 [, o
Y T 1) R BE A, o SR A T ) SO R O
2.2.1  PEMGERE b ASAR 0 1] I 7 B

AR A (D X T e vE B o AR R, £5
FERTE A2 ) A ) 368 TG it A9 S {1 D e BE L R/ b
A Ak a7 BT R, AT, AE B R & b
(X/D=0), Vi [n] it (14 % 5 - 29 18 B & 58 L iy 3
TN K. 24 h/b =5.0 B, ROk, Hh
3. 004, B /IME K 153 %, K3 98 PR 5 B, 3 1) 1%
T3 1 1 T R 45 T R B A i T AR DO B S AL
TR BRI IR T DO R AR R R

It = 2h(Upntan v + Ugutan og ) 2)

K U AN A B EE; Uga HIMEA B3
JE s h PSS = s o s a0 30 D IR AL
Pk AN IR AL BT YR b R AE IS h
Wit v B LU 0 1S T B R ISR AN IR s e
WhEE h/b GBI K B2l AL, T
B =22 1 1 K.

T 8 2% BT L U 1) 98 Ak T R TR B B i i
AWK, 24 X/D=0. 2 i, H h/b=2.0,3.5,

50 —+AD=1.0

5 40}
3.0F
2.0F
1.0 1 1 ' L 1 ' L
20 25 30 35 40 45 50
hib
Bl 7 b AERAFEGEELT . BOREGHESRS

VAL 1] 384 T fk 205 24 1
Fig. 7 Non-dimensional average streamwise vorticities
of different h/b,when b is constant
5.0 FEAL TG 5 44 19 I 1] 168 T 4 A ARl 8 T .
FEEI b/ b=2. 0 f5 AL L a4 2L A B T R 2%
BITEAR T h/b=3. 545. 0 AL, i p i B 28 i ar
1oL T D 8 2k AR 1m) ARG [ JE o e, Horbr b/ b=
5. ORI, AR Ab T WY S 5t 2 DR Jhy O 2 A O U
] 305 i E R 3G R R/ b ST K. 7E X/ D=
0. 2B AL B h/b= 3.5, 4, 58 B S CHL iR & 7
X/D=0. 1 #EAL , 38 B8 KA o FHE AR R (19
FETEIZ AR BRI KA. TEAS [F] = 98 LA 7
h/b=5.0 By Ry Ee K HAE K 5. 986, [A] R 2k Ab
A 38T 99. 3%, (HARXS T X/D=0. 1 #kf
fb h/b=3.5,4.0,4. 5 BRI [a] 95 5 & LT AR,
X PR R e B DX TR] L 9 1) 8 78 1% X R 4 F —
ANRE X R BIRAS . Bl A It 3 04 1] & R S Ji It
PE DL S ] 983 B 51 2 9 32 R U 4 45 TR AN A A5
LA R A AR, W 98/, h/b=15. 0 BLAL iy TR
T 963 iR kA B K FLAE S 1Bl e ), A U [l I8 AR
B B 1] 9% 25 5 e A, L s 30 1) R IOV FH BH S L 7
X/D=0.6 g HEA h/b=>5.0 BRI K 4. 195,
BX/D=0.2 BEW/NT 29.92%. fEIR & 4%
FA I . h/b=2.0,2.5,3.0,3. 5 & A& K Ky ¥ 1] 74
AEELARM, BT LA i B2 8 AW AR /N, ARk B [a] X/ D=
0.6 I AH LB/ 306 Horfr h/b=3.0,3.5 i
MR A X/ D=0. 6 # 1 A 1 38 A 1) 2D 5 i 3
T 33 J2 pl 3K A AR D AR A A T B
MR EE RN T2 A Y] )2 R i, — /N Jr e
ot DB D) J2 5 A% B0 3 1) 8 v (5 300 1 30 98 AT /N IR
B BRAh AR R L /b= 5 LR, R R
T R Ll A R B B 3k RN 7R % IX ) L
h/b="5. 0 F5EHRU 3 1) 103 8 050 5 1 /0N 3 43 A B ) i



512 4 W A S T LN ISR IR S HE R SR RE R R 2791

0.8 0.8 0.8 - Vorlicily
: s 40
o 30
C E 20
i E 13
0.6 06F 0.6F 10
E F las
\ E i
: : o
0.4 v 04k : Bl -
L 04F L04F -13
N N TR NTTE i-zn
£ g 30
b : 210
02 02k 0.2F
0 : -
. ) nE , 0
02 0 0.2 -02 0.2 -0.2 0 0.2
Y 4 Y
hb=2.0 hib=3.5 hib=5.0

B8 b AR, X/D = 0.2 #1H_FJ niR J0 5 40 iR 5 A

Fig. 8 Distribution of non-dimensional streamwise vorticities at cross plane X/ D=0. 2,when b is constant

3.6
| —— Y/=0

—o—1/0=0.1

32F —a— /=02
—— /=06
——=Y/0=1.0

28F

&

241

20F

16 \/\"‘*ﬂ

20 25 30 35 40 45 50
hibh
B9 hAERARREFEWLT . RERGHRRS
AR A v e R L)
Fig. 9 Non-dimensional average streamwise vorticities

of different h/b,when h is constant

TR L REBOVE FH K. R IR A A o L
h/b=4. 5 B 1] 105 i by e oK, HLAE R 3. 676.
2.2.2 POREE b ASAS B IR
v BE b AR I G ] 9 R A B BE L
h/b A 9 s, HIEATHL7E X/ D = 0 #
T b i 1o 30 8 e 4 5 A DR/ — 3 R/ A
JET A HP /b= 2.5, 3.0 B, 73 5]l ix
— A A, /b = 2.5 A /NE,
h/b=3.0 WK, EHEWELZL, S h/b<2.
5 B o I A 0 R T D 0 I 06 B A PN R B A
AR AAN TR T ) 105 % et 2 ER A1 A R TR T D
A Kb SR F S EE B G R/ b B S 0TE/) , BIr DA
TR R LR WA B R/ b R IS, XS R/ b >
2.5 I, B0 b P TR ST B EORE 4 1 0 R T AR

Aab A1 - 157 3 K 20 S A e 3 3 o T
PR TR - 24 R B E L 2 2. 5<Ch/b<<8. 0 AL P I Ak
DA A T BEBE A R/ b I B TR, BT LA )
WA RILR P REBE R/ b 38 0T B K BEE R/ b 1Y
T I 05 RF ST P R g 3 T PR T D) 0 06 BRI P
oA T4 S AN B ALY, WS 1/ b > 3.0, FEDE IR
BB G Ak 35 1) - U0 B B b/ b 1 3G KM /)N
RIFEA LBFAA. X/D = 0.6 B, 76 i iR 5
PEBAE T o Ui 1 163 AN DT B 5 JHL g 2 3 YT FE L
R AW N . X/ D= 0.6, 1.0 #&m L, AR
1o B HASE A R T 52 R G AL R 1168 B R T, L i
e/ I R B E RN, IR A HER R
Gei b, h/b = 2.5 J& fs/INEE £k R 35 K Y 15
s HE R 2,295, [ h/b = 2. 0 F5 7 AE %8 I Ak
HUMEBN T 27%, h/b = 5 5 B3 ] 3 38 12 7F fr
AR O i/ AE N 1,826,488 h/b = 2.0 FET
Cizz F T A2 3 i 1 A B KO /N 37,02 %.
2.3 MBAHE

TR B R0 VF M TR A Tk AR Y B4R
FRE AR R Ry AR S B v AR 43 1 T A R
AR T LA BRI T 2R A R0 i fd . A< SCR A
TR RO ) BGR A RCR R IT M BOREIR A AR TR
REHESAZGE PR RAE Frost T HY 1%
SC R A ROR (RIFRIR A ROR) AU .

J T dm— T mpe —

B ﬁiii(iﬂhot + Meold) — Tﬁof My, —

T 5
cold Meold

T

ﬁél?i Meold
(3)
Hordr Ty S TR TR IR B . To R 2080 14 IR



2792 o oa &

05 %

JE o e A meqa 53501049 P LA AL R 1) A O A
T AR SE ARG I AR L HE LF
_ Th()\ 7.7/1}101 + Tcold 7/;,lcold

Mhor + Meold
SRMAE R T IZ A 24 3 = 4 B OF 58 3
T A A THT 1 U S I TR ORI Ak B A SR
AT RER BB AR KRB R 22 W A 3K (3) 2
ARG 51 ATT 22 S 204
R B S 5 R R
N = 1 —

Tmix

4

J (T— Tw)?d in
Thoc Mo + Tota Meold — Tiie (o + Meota)
2.3.1 PORTEE b RASHH PR A RCR
ARG (5) L BT A5 2 24 P 56 B b ANAERY AN
W i G LT U 5 3 TR A HE R R I ) A A
RARCRA LRI, & 10 FiR.

(5

0.8
07F
0.6
05}F
& 04
—o— h/h=2.0
03F —o— /h=2.5
—4— /b=3.0
02} —— h/b=3.5
—— h/b=4.0
0.1} —— h/b=4.5
—o— h/b=5.0
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
XID
BL10 b ANASI AN [ i b s R 1 A TR A AR
Fig. 10 Thermal efficiency of different h/b

when b is constant

TEE 10 o, £ R HGR A RBOR M 43k B h/b )\
ANBIR S FR T B AR HES , H 1] B 1 &
X BRI e SE FE 0 ANAERT, 3 KU A
GRS TR DL R ] 165 1) 400 iy it 1t 22 Bt 3 A 5
{18 S8 110 T AS DB 184 5 b A el 181 7 R R B O B 1Y
S Ui 1w 305 103 A ] — AU B EAS OB b
BT ¥E R X E B ST 0 e SE L LA
FEXT 32 AL TR A 00 5 A0 1R TH B & b A 3G
mifnek , #OR & SCREE h i nn g k. mE 10
WA 2 X/ D /NTF 0.3 B TR A 5k 3 T
M X/DRT 0.3 B IRGRCRIE M. XK h
4 X/D << 0.3 F, F UK Ak AT
KB E TR, BT BB U 1] i s i O AR
(stirring effect) B 2 s BRIL Z 40, H T X (0] 21 2

2 N0 Ny NI A I B B ==X 2 S IV GBI 2 VN S -A T = N
YERIIX a4z, 24 X/ D > 0.3 B, i T3 i LA &
B FEEOVE A 52, 3 U R A T N L R
T3] 908 3R e 2 9T /N CUN T 7 I 7 ) & 37 T 3R 18 3
TR o8 Ay 45 Tl /0N RUJE 18 8 104 35K R 38 1] 30 %o T 5 1
R TN A AT R IR G B 1 A S B
BEYZE I £ S0 F R Z Y HOR AL AR A
AL TR G R AT SR S BE R T L B T K
Ho /b= 5.0 BRI IR G ROCR KL 0. 7709,
BB AR G RO /MECh/b = 2.0 BEAD &
47,96 %.
2.3.2 ViMEE b ARASE IR A RR

BT A e e B b AN AR N [ e 5 B AR A
ORI L ) 9 728 A0 B . 7 O R 4 O
BRI ( X/ D<<0. 1) 5 B 58 B2 b XTI R TR A )&
e DB 1] 0 4900 s % 2 1) S 4 RO (’T 9
RS FTLLANE 12 (& 12k hoARAERT A T 5 H
BiRAE X/ D=60:05,0. 1,0.2,0. 3 8@ I, #IE
B RCFEN B FTR . X/ Ds<0. 1 X P,
ANJRVE B b B AU PR A ORI A 22 R KL 2
X/DTE 0. 1~0. 2 X[ AEALE, = R A N
SRR R L Vi 1] I b PR R Y B it i A T
B R AR T RS LA RO AR 52 = b i
B st il 3t = R T R VR VS B —
W) &R AR oA BR. BT LAFE X/ D = 0.2 # 1A
b AR S B R Z B PR AR R A —E R
ZE5 ARABSRAN RAR K. BT AAEE 11 1,2 X/ D <<
0.2 B, 2 AN B b #OR A 203 ih 22 22 18] 1Y 8] R
AR Y X/D = 0.3 BB 11, % il £ 1] BE
B KOt B LA A 5 1 H B R AR e X

0.8

—a— h/h=2.0
07k —° =25

0.6F —— hh=4.0
—— h/b=4.5
05k — =50

& 04f
03}
02+
0.1+
02 04 06 08 10
X/D
BIIL b AR AN [a] 5 5 AR T ) BAGR 5 280R

Fig. 11 Thermal efficiency of different h/b

when h is constant



512 4 W A S T LN ISR IR S HE R SR RE R R 2793

0.55
—==X/D=0.05 ==X/D=0.20
——X/D=0.10 =X/D=0.30

045r

s - /\

0.25F

05 e .

D"—.-.-.A-----_ﬂ—ﬂ———__n_u_n

0.05 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
h/b

Bl 12 hARASEE N [R] e 5 boAsE 2 7 4% A4S o L i)
PR A RE

Fig. 12 Thermal efficiency of different h/b at

different sections when h is constant

FERF ALEZ X A L, T R B A
) 32 YR L AN DT 9/ 5 BT 1) e i % T A
103 320 457 T R 3 T i SR AL T 6 1) BB ) 328 ¥ s 35 5 1L
5 Rl Bs B U2 9 /0 A P AE 32 X TR) RO
WY . TE BB AL, 5Y D)2 %) Ih TR B G 58 O
F4) 38 TN T 15 K. B A 9 30 4 & R S U I I S TR
G L BT ) 2w AR R 2 . fER A A
BT, B 7] 22 1 AR BE o B B T b 1 BG4 R
SYU) 2 BB A Bl 5 R 98 0 1 0 5 S
DL FETR B i 1 EHBRET  ATR 5 2080 23 i 2 W IR
JEE B 3G R B AR UHES. i Ah R 11 AT,
E0.3<< X/D<C0.7 X[H] L, HF hfib= 2.0 %
Y 1] 108 B BB AR R TR IR 6 3 LA ORI 1 R AR
FH 558 LAt B R 3 L 5O 32X T] Ly h/ b = 2. 0 AR
POR A RBCRI K T HA AR A, 7EIR & 4% 1 AL,
TR A AR BE G 9 b iy 3 K s, o h/b =
2.0 BERUh i K, HAE R 0. 6425, h/b = 5.0 B
S d5e/IN N 0,536 2.

2.4 Hh\K

Poesim 0 R A HE RSB R E R B0E O

it

A ﬁljﬂﬁ%i‘{mi P REIE, PR in #oRIZME
PRSI TR A HE R GEA ALY E . T AR mix
FORZAE RV RS T T O AR 5 S 2
TR ] A R A b
2.4.1 PSR b ASAE B U Sk
K13 R 0 8 b A AR, AR 3R (6) 1
SEAY BRI IR S HE R GO R & T WA [H]

JP dm, (6)

B PN R R A AR B0 T s B L ) 7 R AR
TERE 13w, R R A I L B R A R B 4
B b /N B AT o A LB SRR a3 A X 2
PSSR iE 3 N Y N e N = T T A
103 % ek I A R R ) S T 8 R Cn Bl 7 R
FH T 1) 308 BT 77 A 0 1 A5 N A B =2 3 L RO
DL A B AT ] %) A RS 82 Bt 2 ). T LA, 4% A L
DL 1 T Sl A G A B o D e T B i | T
AN, I 13 AT Y X/ D << 0.3 BF, LR AR
PPN SR R R I e R A A R
SR S Z BT B . TR A AR R
( X/DZ=0.8), tH TFEBUAE 0952 ma , Uik 1] it g
ARSI A A VR AR /D B X L,
FEWE RECT BRI . EIR A A A, BRI
F R 2 T8 LG R B s, o, h/b = 2.0 £
AR E REUR K A 09909, h/h=5.0 1
ANy fe /N HAB R 0. 978 3.

1000

0.996
0.992

0.988 |

T —=— /=20
0.084 [ —°— =25
4 —t— h/h=3.0
- —— hb=3.5

[ —+ b=4.0
0980T =45
- —— h/b=5.0

0.976
0

a

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
X/D
P13 b AR AN T e T b A Y A SRR A R
Fig. 13 Total-pressure recovery coefficient of

different h/b when b is constant

2.4.2 PSS EE h AR AU B 4
Y BE b AR AR I AN [ R T Y, B
Pk S 2 B0 Ui ) A A8 AL R AN T 14 i s A D%
e 2 % 3 o F T8O B8 BE b R I [ 36 5 AN K
FE 2 B 3k 25 T b, S TR R wE LU AR AU 22 (8] FY I )
77 A2 B R 40 R A 22 R KRG H B h/b=2. 0,
2.5 FEAUTE B 1 Ab W) R TR A 1 B 5 H A A AL R
W BTV R YT HOR & B 77 AR Be 0% 0 AR B AL
K. FT LATE I 2 % Ff O AN Tl L BR b/ b=
2.0,2.5 R AL A = T LGB B R 2R AL
MHZEAK. 2 X/D = 0.8 B, 78 fin i LA S 3 14 #E
WAL R E R, 32 U BE AR DN i i e
ARATE o Ui 1o 305 AN WA B8 0 JE JCIF 22 /N RUBE R 30, D



2794 Wi 2

g N o

05 %

T 5 3503 1) 98 X6 YR G 104 5 Ak AR ] 2F — 20 0k 553 L TR
G 1B W AR R YR Y HOR & ,ﬂzﬁi?lz
[B) b, s e B/ SRR R AT B .

Hh s FH B 14 B AT AL 7R 0.4 < X/D<o.8|Z|EﬂL,
AR T Hofth 2 B8 FEASE A, b/ b = 2.5 B F2 R
RA P, B 0 KL B LR IR & R 0t HA
AR, ZEIR A A th R b, SRR RS
o B L B3 G, i, h/b = 5.0 BEA N A
KAEHN 0.9902, h/b = 2.0 BRI Jy /N (H N

0. 986 2.
1.000
—— h/b=2.0
¢ ——h/h=2.5
0998 —— h/b=3.0
—— h/b=3.5
0.996 —— h/b=4.0
—>— h/h=4.5
0.994 1 —— h/h=5.0
L 0992
0.990 F
0.988 F
0.986
0_984 1 1 1 1 1 L 'l L 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
X/D
Bl 14 h ARASE  ASIR] R 5 A TR 0 SR R BB R B

Fig. 14 Total-pressure recovery coefficient of

different h/b when h is constant
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