arXiv:2112.07240v2 [physics.flu-dyn] 20 Apr 2022

Bifurcation structure of the flame oscillation

Yuki Araya, Hiroaki Ito, and Hiroyuki Kitahata^∗ Department of Physics, Chiba University, Chiba 263-8522, Japan (Dated: April 21, 2022)

A flame exhibits a limit-cycle oscillation, which is called “flame flickering” or “puffing”, in a certain condition. We investigated the bifurcation structure of the flame oscillation in both simulation and experiment. We performed a two-dimensional hydrodynamic simulation by employing the flame sheet model. We reproduced the flame oscillation and investigated the parameter dependences of the amplitude and frequency on the fuel-inlet diameter. We also constructed an experimental system, in which we could finely vary the fuel-inlet diameter, and we investigated the diameter-dependences of the amplitude and frequency. In our simulation, we observed the hysteresis and bistability of the stationary and oscillatory states. In our experiments, we observed the switching between the stationary and oscillatory states. As fluctuations can induce the switching in the bistable system, switching observed in our experiments suggested the bistability of the two states. Therefore, we concluded that the oscillatory state appeared from the stationary state through the subcritical Andronov-Hopf bifurcation in both the simulation and experiment. The amplitude was increased and the frequency was decreased as the fuel-inlet diameter was increased. In addition, we visualized the vortex structure in our simulation and discussed the effect of the vortex on the flame dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Periodic behaviors can be observed in biological[1, 2], chemical[3, 4], and hydrodynamical[5, 6] systems. They have been understood as nonlinear oscillations and have been studied in relation to the bifurcation, synchronization, and pattern formation. One of the simple phenomena that are understood as limit-cycle oscillations is the flame oscillation, which is often called “flame flickering” or “puffing”[7, 8]. One of the authors reported that a single candle burns in a stationary manner, whereas the merged flame on a bundle of three-or-more candles oscillates at a typical frequency of around 10 Hz[9]. The study reported that the flame oscillation emerges with a greater amount of fuel supply than a threshold. Flame oscillations are generally observed in two types of diffusion flames: a pool flame, where the fuel vapor is introduced into the system through the evaporation from a liquid pool[10], and a jet flame, where the fuel stream is supplied via a gaseous jet[11]. Note that candle flames are classified as a pool flame. In both systems, the frequency in the oscillatory state is universally proportional to d^{−1/2} over a wide range of the fuel-inlet diameter d[12]. The flame oscillation has attracted the attention of many researchers not only of fundamental sciences but also in the industrial fields, since the oscillatory combustion leads to more emission of pollutants, such as unburned hydrocarbons and soot, than stationary combustion.

The flame oscillation has been intensively studied based on hydrodynamics[11–21]. Xia et al. reproduced d-dependence of the frequency, proportional to d^{−1/2} irrespective of fuel types, with a theoretical analysis based on vortex dynamics. Fujisawa et al. experimentally measured the velocity field around the oscillating flame with particle image velocimetry, performed “invalid velocity

∗ kitahata@chiba-u.jp

vector analysis” based on the proper orthogonal decomposition, and observed a strong correlation between vortex structures and flame shapes[13].

From the viewpoint of dynamical systems, the emergence of the flame oscillation was considered to be a transition from a stationary state to an oscillatory state[22]. Many other types of transitions with regard to flame dynamics have also been investigated: transition between the flame oscillations with and without “pinchoff”[14], transition between periodic, quasiperiodic, and chaotic oscillations with a rotating cylindrical burner[23], and switching between the axisymmetric and asymmetric shapes of oscillating flames[18, 24]. It is also reported that two-or-more oscillating flames can synchronize according to the spatial arrangement of fuel inlets[9]. The transitions between various synchronization modes have been observed[9, 17–19, 25–33] and have also been investigated using mathematical models[9, 25].

When we consider transitions in terms of bifurcation phenomena, investigation of bifurcation structures allows us to evaluate the validity of mathematical models and can provide insights into the mechanism of the phenomena. However, most studies of flame oscillations have focused on reproducing the phenomena, and only a few studies have focused on the bifurcation structures. Moreno-Boza et al. theoretically investigated the chemohydrodynamic instability of the stationary state[20] with the flame sheet model, in which the reaction rate of the combustion is sufficiently high and the Lewis number, the ratio of the thermal diffusion coefficient to the mass diffusion coefficient, is unity[34]. They compared the result of linear stability analysis with that from hydrodynamic simulation under the assumption that the flame oscillation occurs through a supercritical Andronov-Hopf bifurcation from the stationary state, and reported some discrepancies, which were left for future investigation[20]. The Andronov-Hopf bifurcation is one of the well-known bifurcation structures where the oscillatory state with a finite frequency appears from the stationary state. This bifurcation is classified into two types: the supercritical and subcritical Andronov-Hopf bifurcations[22, 35]. Considering that only the finite frequency has been reported for the flame oscillation[10–12, 19], the bifurcation structure of the flame oscillation should be classified into the supercritical or subcritical Andronov-Hopf bifurcation. To further understand the flame oscillation, it is essential to identify the bifurcation structure embedded in this phenomenon.

Thus, in the present study, we investigated the bifurcation structure of the flame oscillation in both simulation and experiment. We performed a two-dimensional hydrodynamic simulation employing the flame sheet model, and investigated the dependences of the amplitude and frequency on the fuel-inlet diameter. We considered that our two-dimensional simulation model includes the essential factors, such as the combustion reaction, buoyancy, and convective heat transfer, to reproduce the flame behavior. In order to confirm the simulation result, we also constructed an experimental system in which we could finely vary the fuel-inlet diameter, and investigated the dependences of the amplitude and frequency on the diameter. We then identified the bifurcation structure from the results of the simulation and experiment. We also visualized the vortex structure in our simulation and discussed the effect of the vortex on the flame dynamics based on the phase description of the flame oscillation.

II. SIMULATION SETUP

To reproduce the flame oscillation, we considered the hydrodynamics and the combustion dynamics for the gas, which is composed of ethanol, oxygen, and other nonreactive compounds. We performed two-dimensional hydrodynamic simulation assuming that the gas around the flame is a compressible Newtonian fluid. We used the equation of continuity and the Navier-Stokes equation,

∂_tρ + ∂_α (ρv_α) = 0, (1)

∂_t(ρv_α) + ∂_β (ρv_β v_α) = 1 Re ( ∂_β ∂_β v_α + 1 3 ∂_α∂_β v_β )

− ∂_αP − 1 F r (ρ − ρ_0)δ_{α2}, (2)

which are nondimensionalized by the characteristic velocity, length, and density scales. Here, t is the time, ∂_t is the partial differential operator with respect to t, x_α (α = 1, 2) is the spatial coordinate, ∂_α is the partial differential operator with respect to x_α, and δ_{αβ} is the Kronecker delta. Here and henceforth, we use the subscripts α and β to denote the index of the spatial coordinate and use the summation convention. ρ, v_α, and P are the density, velocity, and pressure field, respectively. Re is the Reynolds number, the ratio of the inertial force to the viscous force, and F r is the Froude number, the ratio of the inertial force to the gravitational force. ρ_0 is the density of the gas with no combustion.

In order to consider the ethanol combustion simply, we adopted the flame sheet model[34]. In this model, the temperature and the mass fractions of the ethanol, oxygen, and other compounds commonly depend on a single variable, “mixture fraction” Z[36], and it follows the advection-diffusion equation,

∂_tZ + v_α∂_αZ = 1 ReP r 1 ρ ∂_α∂_αZ. (3) Here, P r is the Prandtl number, the ratio of the kinematic viscosity to the thermal diffusivity. The temperature field T depends on Z, as T = { T_0 + (T_1 − T_0)Z/Z_{st}, Z < Z_{st}, T_0 + (T_1 − T_0)(1 − Z)/(1 − Z_{st}), Z ≥ Z_{st}, (4)

where Z_{st} is the stoichiometric mixture fraction, T_0 is the temperature with no combustion, and T_1 is the highest temperature in the system. T_1 and Z_{st} should depend on the actual fuel type and the initial and/or boundary condition of the mass fraction. In order to ignore the sound wave, we adopted the low Mach number approximation, assuming that the Mach number, which is the ratio of the flow velocity to the sound velocity, in the flame oscillation was negligibly smaller than unity[37]. We also assumed that the gas around the flame is the ideal gas, where the dependence of the density on the mass fraction was ignored. Under these approximations, ρ and T satisfy the equation of state for the ideal gas,

ρT = ρ_0T_0. (5)

For numerical simulation, we considered a rectangular region, −X_1 ≤ x_1 ≤ X_1, 0 ≤ x_2 < X_2, and defined the floor as x_2 = 0. We also defined the region for the wick as −d/2 ≤ x_1 ≤ d/2, 0 ≤ x_2 ≤ h, where d and h are the width and height of the wick, respectively. As we assumed a bilateral symmetry of the system, we set the symmetry axis to x_1 = 0. The actual calculation region, half of the system, was thus 0 ≤ x_1 ≤ X_1, 0 ≤ x_2 ≤ X_2. The nonslip boundary condition for the velocity, v_⊥ = v_‖ = 0, was adopted for the floor and surfaces of the wick. Here, v_⊥ and v_‖ are the velocity components in the directions perpendicular and parallel to the boundary, respectively. A slip boundary condition for the velocity, v_⊥ = ∂_⊥v_‖ = 0, was adopted for the symmetry axis. Here, ∂_⊥ and ∂_‖ are the partial differential operators with respect to x_⊥ and x_‖, which are the spatial coodinates in the directions perpendicular and parallel to the boundary, respectively. The velocity at x_1 = X_1 and x_2 = X_2 follows the Neumann boundary condition, ∂_⊥v_⊥ = ∂_⊥v_‖ = 0. The pressure at the symmetry axis, the floor, and the surfaces of the wick was determined so that it satisfies the Navier-Stokes equation in Eq. (2). The pressure at x_1 = X_1, and x_2 = X_2 follows the Dirichlet boundary condition, P = 0. The

FIG. 1. Sequential snapshots of the temperature field T (upper panels) and the velocity field vα (lower panels) after a sufficiently long time obtained by the numerical calculation for (a) d = 14, T1 = 14 and (b) d = 14, T1 = 20. The wick region is represented by gray. The top position of the flame is indicated by the arrow in each snapshot for the upper panels.

Neumann boundary condition for the mixture fraction, ∂_⊥Z = 0, was adopted for the symmetry axis, the floor, and the side of the wick. Considering that the fuel evaporates from the upper surface of the wick, the Dirichlet boundary condition for the mixture fraction, Z = 1, was adopted for the upper surface of the wick. The mixture fraction at x_1 = X_1 and x_2 = X_2 follows the Dirichlet boundary condition, Z = 0. To solve the equation of continuity and the Navier-Stokes equation, we used the fractional step method[38] and calculated the variables on a staggered grid. We used an explicit method for the advection-diffusion equation to calculate the time evolution of Z. The convective terms were handled by the upwind scheme and the other terms were handled by the central difference scheme. We set the time step dt = 0.01 and the spatial mesh dx_1 = dx_2 = 1. The size of the calculation region was set as X_1 = 50 and X_2 = 100. h was set constant at 10 and d was varied, which could only be an even number due to the bilateral symmetry in a discrete grid. Dimensionless parameters were set as Re = ϱUL/μ = 21.58, P r = μc/κ = 0.7099, and F r = U^2/gL = 2.041, where L = 0.002 m, U = 0.2 m/s, and ϱ = 1.0 kg/m^3 were the characteristic length, velocity, and density, respectively. μ = 1.853 × 10^{−5} Pa · s, κ = 0.026 W/(m · K), and c = 1000 J/(kg · K) were the viscosity, thermal conductivity, and specific heat capacity of the air, respectively, and g = 9.8 m/s^2 was the gravitational acceleration. We set P r = 0.1789 for the upper surface of the wick so that the diffusion may be great enough to provide sufficient amount of ethanol from the upper surface of the wick. The other simulation parameters were set as follows: ρ_0 = 1.18, T_0 = 3, and

Z_{st} = 0.2199. T_1 was varied finely as a control parameter. We performed the simulations for d = 8, 10, 12, and 14 in the following procedure. First, we calculated 1,000 steps for T_1 = T_0 = 3 with dt = 0.1, which corresponded to the diffusion process of ethanol into the air before ignition. The initial conditions for v_α and Z were v_1 = v_2 = Z = 0 in the whole region. In this situation, buoyancy should not work and convective flow should not occur since we assumed that the density depends only on the temperature as in Eq. (5). Next, we reset T_1 = 12, which corresponded to the ignition, and set t = 0 at this instant. We calculated till t = 3, 000 with dt = 0.01, and the variables in the final state of this calculation were set as an initial condition of the following calculation with different T_1. We increased T_1 from 12 to 24 in increments of 0.5, and then decreased from 24 to 12 in decrements of 0.5. We reset t = 0 when we varied T_1, and calculated till t = 3, 000 with dt = 0.01 for each T_1.

III. SIMULATION RESULTS

The sequential snapshots of the temperature field T and the velocity field v_α after a sufficiently long time are shown in Fig. 1. The stationary state, in which the flame height was constant, is shown in Fig. 1(a) for d = 14 and T_1 = 14, while the oscillatory state, in which the flame height oscillated, is shown in Fig. 1(b) for d = 14 and T_1 = 20. In the flame sheet model, we can uniquely define the contour of the flame as Z = Z_{st}, where the chemical reaction occurs. Therefore, the flame height is defined as the x_2-coordinate of the top position of the

FIG. 2. Time series of the flame height, which is defined as the top position indicated by the arrows in Fig. 1, for (a) d = 14, T1 = 14, (b) d = 14, T1 = 20, and (c,d) d = 10, T1 = 23. Initial conditions were different for (c) and (d). The time ranges indicated by the shaded regions in (a) and (b) correspond to those for the snapshots in Fig. 1(a) and (b), respectively.

flame, which is indicated by an arrow in each snapshot in Fig. 1. As shown in the velocity fields, we observed a strong upward flow above the wick in both states.

The time series of the flame height for the parameters in Fig. 1(a) and (b) are shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b), respectively. For d = 10 and T_1 = 23, either the stationary state shown in Fig. 2(c) or the oscillatory state shown in Fig. 2(d) was observed depending on the initial condition. The stationary and oscillatory states were observed when T_1 was increased and decreased, respectively, which indicates the bistability of the two states.

In the oscillatory state, the difference between the maximum and minimum values of the flame height was employed for the amplitude, and the frequency at which the Fourier spectrum took the maximum within a range of 0.05–0.20 was employed for the frequency of the oscillation. In the stationary state, the amplitude should be 0. T_1-dependences of the amplitude and frequency for each d are shown in Fig. 3(a) and (b), respectively. The phase diagram on the d-T_1 plane is shown in Fig. 3(c). The stationary state, in which the amplitude was zero, was observed for small T_1 and d. In contrast, the oscillatory state, in which the amplitude was finite, was observed for large T_1 and d. In the oscillatory state, the amplitude was increased and the frequency was decreased as d was increased for fixed T_1. In order to investigate the bifurcation structure, we varied T_1 finely around the bifurcation point for each d. For example, since the bifurcation should occur in 16.5 ≤ T_1 ≤ 17 for d = 12 as shown in Fig. 3(c), we increased T_1 from 16.5 and decreased T_1 from 17 in increments and decrements of 0.02, respectively. For the other d, T_1 was varied in the

FIG. 3. (a) Amplitude and (b) frequency of the oscillation in the flame height depending on T1 for various d. (c) Phase diagram to distinguish the stationary and oscillatory states on the d-T1 plane. Amplitudes of the oscillations in the flame heights for d = (d) 10, (e) 12, and (f) 14, when T1 was varied finely.

same way (between 22 and 24 in increments/decrements of 0.1 for d = 10, and between 14 and 14.5 in increments/decrements of 0.005 for d = 14). T_1-dependence of the amplitude is shown in Fig. 3(d), (e), and (f) for d = 10, 12, and 14, respectively. The system was in the stationary or oscillatory state depending on how the parameter had been varied before reaching the same T_1, which clearly indicated the existence of hysteresis and bistability. These results suggested that the oscillatory state appeared from the stationary state through the subcritical Andronov-Hopf bifurcation.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

To compare with the parameter dependences observed in the simulation, we performed experimental observations of the flame for various wick diameters. Figure 4(a) shows the experimental setup. We prepared wicks by cutting diatomite (B161WH, Soil, Japan) into the shape depicted in Fig. 4(b) with a milling machine (monoFab SRM-20, Roland, Japan). The wick diameter d was varied from 8 mm to 28 mm in increments of 2 mm as a control parameter. In order to prevent evaporation of

FIG. 4. (a) Experimental setup. (b) Design of the wick made of diatomite. (c) Wick, whose side surface was covered with a tape, on a petri dish. (d) The wick with a lid.

the fuel from the side surface of the wick, we covered the side surface with an aluminum tape (width: 10 mm, thickness: 0.1 mm, B07SF5GCHT, TeenitorJP, China), placed it in a glass Petri dish (diameter: 45.5 mm, height: 18.8 mm) (Fig. 4(c)), and covered it with a lid (D50S, Thorlabs, USA) (Fig. 4(d)). We performed the experiments in the following procedure. First, we immersed the wick covered with the tape in ethanol (Wako Pure Chemicals, Japan), and degassed it for 10 min in a vacuum chamber in order to let it absorb the ethanol. Next, we prepared the setup shown in Fig. 4(a), and ignited the wick in a darkroom. At the same time, we started recording videos of the flame for 90 s using a high-speed camera (300.16 fps, 540 × 256 pixels, STC-MBS43U3V, Omron Sentech, Japan) equipped with an objective lens (L-600- 12, Hozan, Japan). We performed the experiments six times for each d with the above procedure. The wicks were reused up to two times.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

The sequential snapshots of the flame taken every 0.02 s are shown in Fig. 5. The stationary state, in which the flame height was constant (Fig. 5(a)), and the oscillatory state, in which the flame height oscillated (Fig. 5(b)), were observed for d = 12 mm and 28 mm, respectively.

In order to quantify the dynamics of the flame shape, we performed the binarization on the brightness of each pixel in the recorded videos, and defined the vertical component of the top position of the flame as the flame height. The time series of the flame height are shown in Fig. 6. We observed the stationary state, the oscillatory state, and the quasiperiodic state. Here, the quasiperiodic oscillation was composed of two-or-more incommensurate frequencies. We also observed the switching among these states.

FIG. 5. Sequential snapshots of the flame taken every 0.02 s obtained by experiments for d = (a) 12 mm and (b) 28 mm. Scale bar: 10 mm.

In order to determine the frequency of the flame oscillation, we performed the Fourier transform on the time series of the flame height. The power spectrum corresponding to each time series shown in Fig. 6 is shown in Fig. 7. In the oscillatory state, there was a peak around 10 Hz and its multiples. In the stationary state, there was no peak (Fig. 7(a)(i)) or a much smaller peak than that in the oscillatory state (Fig. 7(a)(iii) and (b)(ii)). In the quasiperiodic state, there were some peaks at equal intervals around the highest peak (Fig. 7(c)(ii) and (d)(ii)).

Considering that the state of the system could vary over time, we measured the amplitude and frequency of the flame oscillation every 1 s in the time course. We performed the Fourier transform on the time series of the flame height during the 4 s window around the considered time, and the frequency at which the Fourier spectrum took the maximum in the frequency range between 5 Hz and 30 Hz was employed for the frequency of the oscillation of the flame height. The amplitude of the flame oscillation was defined as the difference between the local maximum and minimum values in the time course of the flame height. Since the frequency of the flame oscillation was about 10 Hz, we detected the local maximum values in the time course of the flame height so that the time interval between them was greater than 0.05 s. The minimum values between the local maximum values were employed for the local minimum values. We averaged the amplitude over the time window of 1 s at every 1 s in its time course. Note that the quasiperiodic state is classified into the oscillatory state through this procedure.

We detected 60 pairs of the amplitude and frequency for 20–79 s from the ignition time in each experiment. The scatter plots of the amplitude and frequency for each d are shown in Fig. 8(a). In the stationary state, the amplitude was about 0.0 mm and the frequency was distributed over a wide range, and in the oscillatory state,

FIG. 6. Time series of the flame height for d = (a) 12 mm, (b) 20 mm, (c) 26 mm, and (d) 28 mm. The upper panels (i)–(iii) for each d are the detailed plots for the thin shaded regions (i)–(iii) in the lower panel.

the amplitude was finite and the frequency was almost constant at one or two values. Since both the stationary and oscillatory states were observed for the same d, they may be bistable. Since the frequency typically took one of the two values in the oscillatory state for 16 ≤ d ≤ 28 mm, two-types of oscillatory states exist: oscillatory state A, where the frequency is lower (Fig. 7(b)(i), (c)(iii), and (d)(i)), and oscillatory state B, where the frequency is higher (Fig. 7(b)(iii), (c)(i), and (d)(iii)). We also observed the switching between oscillatory states A and B through the stationary state or quasiperiodic state as shown in Figs. 6 and 7.

In order to distinguish the stationary and oscillatory states, we defined a common threshold value of the amplitude as 5.5 mm for all d as shown in Fig. 8(a) and (b). The histograms of the frequency in the oscillatory state for each d are shown in Fig. 8(c). In order to distinguish oscillatory states A and B, we defined a threshold value of the frequency where the count was minimum between the two peaks for each d as shown in Fig. 8(a) and (c). In case there were multiple candidates where the counts were minimum between the two peaks, we employed the value closest to the peak of oscillatory state A. The classification by the thresholds is shown with different markers in Fig. 8(a), and the classification was appropriate.

The results of the mean and standard deviation of the amplitude and frequency for each state are summarized in Fig. 9(a) and (b). As d was increased, the amplitudes increased in both oscillatory states A and B, and the frequency decreased in oscillatory state A. In contrast, the frequency did not clearly decrease in oscillatory state B. The fraction of time duration for which each state was observed is shown in Fig. 9(c). As d was increased, the fraction of the stationary state decreased and that of the oscillatory state increased. The fraction of oscillatory state B was maximum at d = 24 mm.

VI. DISCUSSION

Our experimental results shown in Fig. 8 suggested that the stationary and oscillatory states were bistable, and the noise, such as gentle convective flows and fluctuation of fuel supply, may induce the switching between these states. Therefore, We checked whether a fluctuation induced the switching in the simulation. As the fluctuation of fuel supply, we changed the Prandtl number P r at the upper surface of the wick from P r = 0.1789 into P r = 0.2236 at t = 3000 and changed back into P r = 0.1789 at t = 3000 + Δt. We show Δt-dependence of the amplitude for d = 10, T_1 = 23.0 after a sufficiently long time in Fig. 10. When the time duration Δt of the perturbation was greater than Δt = 0.5, the system switched from the stationary state to the oscillatory state (Fig. 10(a)). The system switched from the oscillatory state to the stationary state when 1.6 ≤ Δt ≤ 2.4 (Fig. 10(b)). Therefore the switching between the stationary and oscillatory states could be reproduced in the simulation.

As d was increased, the states observed in our experi-

FIG. 7. Power spectra of the flame height for d = (a) 12 mm, (b) 20 mm, (c) 26 mm, and (d) 28 mm. The spectra of (i)–(iii) correspond to the time series in Fig. 6.

ments typically changed in the following order: stationary state, bistable state, and oscillatory state. Thus, the oscillatory state may appear from the stationary state through the subcritical Andronov-Hopf bifurcation, which was in agreement with our simulation results. In the simulation (Fig. 3), the bistable region and the oscillatory amplitude therein were so small that the parameter dependence of the amplitude may be similar to the one under the assumption of the supercritical Andronov- Hopf bifurcation. Therefore, we suggest that the hysteresis and bistability should be adequately evaluated to determine the bifurcation points.

d-dependences of the amplitude and frequency obtained in the simulation were qualitatively consistent with those for oscillatory state A obtained in the experiments. In a previous study, Xia et al. reproduced the power law, in which the frequency was proportional to √ g/d, with the theoretical analysis based on vortex dynamics[12]. Following their results, the frequency for d ≈ 10^1 mm and g ≈ 10^1 m/s^2, typical parameters in our experiments, was almost 10^1 Hz, which was at an order consistent with that of our experimental results. Although this power law was observed over three orders of magnitude of √ g/d, the range of √ g/d in our experiments, which was limited near the bifurcation point as 18.7 s^{−1} ≤ √ g/d ≤ 35 s^{−1}, was so small that we could not check whether the power law held. Chen et al. investigated the parameter dependence of the frequency by varying the number of candles, which could correspond to d in the viewpoint of the fuel supply; the frequency was decreased with an increase in the number of bundled candles[19]. The results in our simulation and experiment were qualitatively consistent with their results.

We experimentally observed the two types of oscillations with different amplitudes and frequencies: oscillatory states A and B. Previously, Cetegen et al. and Bunkwang et al. reported bistability of the axisymmetric and asymmetric states[18, 24]. Although the frequencies in oscillatory states A and B were quantitatively consistent with those in the reported axisymmetric and asymmetric states, respectively, the difference in the flameshape symmetry between oscillatory states A and B was not observed in our experiment. Therefore, whether oscillatory state B corresponded to the asymmetric state is still unclear, and further investigation is needed in both three-dimensional hydrodynamic simulation and experiments by focusing on the axial symmetry breaking.

Following some previous studies[13–18, 21], we checked the flow structure in our simulation to understand the role of the large-scale hydrodynamic structure on the flame oscillation. In order to focus on the time variation of the flow in the oscillatory state, we obtained the velocity field v̂_α, which is defined as the deviation from the time-averaged flow field as

v̂_α = v_α − 1 τ ∫_{t+τ} t v_αdt, (6) where τ is the period of the oscillation. The sequential snapshots of v̂_α after a sufficiently long time are shown in Fig. 11(a) and (b). The vorticity field,

ω̂ = ∂_1v̂_2 − ∂_2v̂_1, (7)

is also plotted with the color map. We observed the vortex pair with the upward velocity along the center axis (VPU) and that with the downward velocity along the center axis (VPD) rising alternately. Such vortex dynamics was observed in a previous experimental study, in which the velocity field in the flame oscillation was measured with particle image velocimetry and “invalid velocity vector analysis” based on the proper orthogonal decomposition[13]. Note that the vortex pair in the two-dimensional systems corresponds to the vortex ring in the three-dimensional systems.

In order to clarify the effect of the vortex pairs on the oscillation of the flame height, we investigated the timing at which the vortex pair rose. The top position of the flame and the center positions of the vortices, at which v̂_1 = v̂_2 = 0 holds, are indicated in Fig. 11(b), and the time series of the x_2-components are shown in Fig. 11(c). The center positions of VPD and VPU passed through the flame top when the flame height went up and down,

FIG. 8. (a) Scatter plots of the amplitude and frequency of the flame height for various d. Threshold values of the amplitude and frequency are indicated by gray vertical and horizontal lines, respectively. Histograms of (b) the amplitude and (c) the frequency for each d with a logarithmic vertical axis. The oscillatory and stationary states were distinguished by a threshold value of the amplitude indicated by a gray vertical line (amplitude = 5.5 mm) in (a) and (b). The histograms of the frequency were prepared using the data only for the oscillatory state (amplitude ≥ 5.5 mm). Oscillatory states A and B were distinguished by a threshold value of the frequency indicated by a gray horizontal line in (a) and a gray vertical line in (c). The classification by the thresholds is indicated by different colors and marks in (a).

FIG. 9. Mean values of (a) the amplitude and (b) the frequency in each state, i.e., stationary state, oscillatory state A, and oscillatory state B, for various d. Error bars indicate the standard deviation. (c) Fraction of the time duration for each state at different d.

respectively. We quantified this instant by the phase θ of the oscillation of the flame height. Here, one period corresponds to 0 ≤ θ < 1, and the instant when the flame top is the highest corresponds to θ = 0. The phases when

FIG. 10. Amplitude of the oscillation in the flame height depending on Δt for d = 10, T1 = 23. The Prandtl number P r at the upper surface of the wick from P r = 0.1789 into P r = 0.2236 at t = 3000 and changed back into P r = 0.1789 at t = 3000 + Δt under the conditions to (a) Fig. 2(c) and (b) Fig. 2(d).

VPU and VPD pass through the mean of the flame height are set as θ = θ_U and θ = θ_D, respectively. The dependences of θ_U and θ_D on d and T_1 are shown in Fig. 11(d). We found that θ_U ≃ 1/4 and θ_D ≃ 3/4 irrespective of the parameters d and T_1. Here, we discuss the mechanism of the flame oscillation by focusing on the horizontal flow. An illustration of the behavior during one period of the flame oscillation is shown in Fig. 11(e). The horizon-

FIG. 11. (a) Snapshots of the velocity field v̂α, which is defined in Eq. (6), after a sufficiently long time for d = 14 and T1 = 20. The vorticity field ω̂ is also plotted with the color code. (b) Velocity field and vorticity field enlarged horizontally. The region corresponding to the wick is indicated by gray. The top position of the flame is indicated by a green rhombus. The center positions of the vortex pair are indicated by gray filled circles. (c) Time series of the top position of the flame and the center of the vortex pair. (d) T1- and d-dependence of θU and θD, the phases at which VPU and VPD rose, respectively. (e) Schematic illustration of the flame height and vortex structure during one period of the flame oscillation.

tal inflow toward the flame decreased the flame height at θ = θ_U, whereas the horizontal outflow increased the flame height at θ = θ_D. Thus, we considered that the horizontal outflow and inflow may supply the hotter and colder gases, which may expand and shrink the flame, respectively, under the flame sheet model. It is notable that the vertical flow did not explain the phase relationship, since the upward and downward flow may supply more and less fuel, respectively. The above discussion supports that VPU and VPD cause the decrease and increase in the flame height, respectively, and may enhance the instability of the stationary flame, which leads to the oscillation. The oscillation of flame height and the vortex pair periodically rising may enhance each other with time delay, which can lead to the hysteresis and bistability.

VII. CONCLUSION

We investigated the bifurcation structure of the flame oscillation in a 2D hydrodynamical simulation and experiment. In our simulation, we reproduced the flame oscillation and observed the hysteresis and bistability between the stationary and oscillatory states. In our experiments, we constructed a system in which we could finely vary the wick diameter d as a parameter, and we observed the switching between the stationary and oscillatory states. We concluded that the oscillatory state appeared from the stationary state through the subcritical Andronov-Hopf bifurcation in both the simulation and experiment. In addition, the amplitude was increased and the frequency was decreased as the wick diameter d was increased in both the simulation and experiment.

Following the previous studies, we analyzed the flow structure in our simulation and observed the vortex pairs rising periodically; this provides insights into the mechanisms of the flame oscillation. In addition, we also experimentally observed the quasiperiodic oscillation, which has never been reported before, and another oscillatory state, where the frequency was higher. Understanding of these oscillations may contribute to controlling the flame, and thus, they need to be investigated in detail in the future. Identification of the bifurcation structure of the flame oscillation may also facilitate the investigation of synchronization of coupled flame oscillations using mathematical models.

VIII. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Nos. JP19H00749 and JP21K13891 (HI), and Nos.

JP20H02712, JP21H00996, and JP21H01004 (HK), and also the Cooperative Research Program of “Network Joint Research Center for Materials and Devices: Dynamic Alliance for Open Innovation Bridging Human, Environment and Materials” (No. 20214004). This work was also supported by JSPS and MESS under the Japan-Slovenia Research Cooperative Program No. JPJSBP120215001 (HI), and JSPS and PAN under the Japan-Poland Research Cooperative Program No. JPJSBP120204602 (HK).

[1] J. D. Murray, Mathematical Biology I. An Introduction (Springer, 2002).

[2] A. Pikovsky, M. Rosenblum, and J. Kurths, Synchronization: a universal concept in nonlinear science (Cambridge University Press, 2001).

[3] A. S. Mikhailov and G. Ertl, Chemical Complexity (Springer, 2017).

[4] Y. Kuramoto, Chemical oscillations, waves, and turbulence (Springer-Verlag, 2003).

[5] P. Ball, Flow: Nature’s patterns: A tapestry in three parts (Oxford University Press, 2011).

[6] M. Lappa, Thermal convection: patterns, evolution and stability (John Wiley & Sons, 2009).

[7] D. S. Chamberlin and A. Rose, Ind. Eng. Chem. 20, 1013 (1928).

[8] M. Faraday, The Chemical History of a Candle (Harper & Brothers, 1861).

[9] H. Kitahata, J. Taguchi, M. Nagayama, T. Sakurai, Y. Ikura, A. Osa, Y. Sumino, M. Tanaka, E. Yokoyama, and H. Miike, J. Phys. Chem. A 113, 8164 (2009).

[10] B. M. Cetegen and T. A. Ahmed, Combust. Flame 93, 157 (1993).

[11] A. Hamins, J. Yang, and T. Kashiwagi, Symp. Combust. 24, 1695 (1992).

[12] X. Xia and P. Zhang, J. Fluid Mech. 855, 1156 (2018). [13] N. Fujisawa, K. Sakai, and T. Yamagata, Exp. Therm. Fluid Sci. 92, 286 (2018).

[14] J. Carpio, M. Sanchez-Sanz, and E. Fernández-Tarrazo, Combust. Flame 159, 161 (2012).

[15] D. Durox, T. Yuan, and E. Villermaux, Combust. Sci. Technol. 124, 277 (1997).

[16] X. Zhou, K. H. Luo, and J. J. R. Williams, Heat Mass Transf. 37, 101 (2001).

[17] T. Yang, X. Xia, and P. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Fluids 4, 053202 (2019).

[18] A. Bunkwang, T. Matsuoka, and Y. Nakamura, J. Therm. Sci. Technol. 15, 1 (2020).

[19] T. Chen, X. Guo, J. Jia, and J. Xiao,

Sci. Rep. 9, 342 (2019).

[20] D. Moreno-Boza, W. Coenen, A. Sevilla, J. Carpio, A. L.

Sánchez, and A. Liñán, J. Fluid Mech. 798, 997 (2016). [21] T. Tokami, M. Toyoda, T. Miyano, I. T. Tokuda, and

H. Gotoda, Phys. Rev. E 104, 024218 (2021).

[22] S. H. Strogatz, Nonlinear dynamics and chaos with student solutions manual: With applications to physics, biology, chemistry, and engineering (Perseus Books Publishing, 1994).

[23] H. Gotoda, Y. Asano, K. H. Chuah, and G. Kushida,

Int. J. Heat Mass Transf. 52, 5423 (2009).

[24] B. M. Cetegen and Y. Dong, Exp. Fluids 28, 546 (2000). [25] A. Gergely, B. Sándor, C. Paizs, R. Tötös, and Z. Néda,

Sci. Rep. 10, 21305 (2020).

[26] K. Manoj, S. A. Pawar, and R. I. Sujith,

Sci. Rep. 8, 11626 (2018).

[27] K. Okamoto, A. Kijima, Y. Umeno, and H. Shima,

Sci. Rep. 6, 1 (2016).

[28] S. Dange, S. A. Pawar, K. Manoj, and R. I. Sujith,

AIP Adv. 9, 015119 (2019).

[29] L. Changchun, L. Xinlei, G. Hong, D. Jun,

Z. Shasha, W. Xueyao, and C. Fangming, Combust. Flame 201, 23 (2019).

[30] N. Fujisawa, K. Imaizumi, and T. Yamagata,

Exp. Therm. Fluid Sci. 110, 109924 (2020). [31] D. M. Forrester, Sci. Rep. 5, 16994 (2015). [32] K. Manoj, S. A. Pawar, S. Dange, S. Mondal, R. I. Sujith, E. Surovyatkina, and J. Kurths, Phys. Rev. E 100, 062204 (2019).

[33] K. Manoj, S. A. Pawar, and R. I. Sujith,

Phys. Rev. E 103, 022207 (2021).

[34] S. Mahalingam, D. Thévenin, S. Candel, and D. Veynante, Combust. Flame 118, 221 (1999).

[35] S. Wiggins and M. Golubitsky, Introduction to applied

nonlinear dynamical systems and chaos (Springer, 2003). [36] F. A. Williams, Combustion theory (Westview Press,

1985).

[37] R. Rehm and H. Baum,

J. Res. Natl. Bur. Stand. 83, 297 (1978).

[38] J. Kim and P. Moin, J. Comput. Phys. 59, 308 (1985).