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SUMMARY

The influence of changes in the precursor region flow properties (resulting
from absorption of the radiation from the shock layer) on the entire shock-layer
flow phenomena around a Jovian entry body is investigated under physically |
realistic conditions. In the precursor region, the flow is considered to be
inviscid and the variations in flow properties are determined by employing the
smal]l perturbation technique as well as the thin-layer approximation. The
flow in the shock layer is assumed to be steady, axisymmetric, and viscous.

The analysis is carried out by considering both the chemical equilibrium and
nonequilibrium composition of the shock-layer gas. The effects of transitional
range behavior (slip bousdary conditions on the body surface and at the shock
wave) are included in the analysis of high altitude entry conditions.

Realistic thermo-physical and radiation models are used, and results are
obtained by employing the implicit finite difference ﬁechnique in the shock
layer and an iterative procedure for the entire shock layer-precursor zone.
Results obtained for a 45° hyperboloid blunt body entering Jupiter's atmosphere
at zero angle of attack indicate that preheating of the gas significantly
increases the static pressure and temperature ahead of the shock for entry
velocities exceeding 36 km/sec. The nonequilibrium radiative heating rate
to the body is found to be significantly higher than the correspond;ng equi-~-
librium heating. The precursor heating, in general, increases the rédiafive
and convective heating to the body, and this increase is slightly.higher for

the nonequilibrium conditions.
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M* molecular weight of mixture

M free stream Mach number
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n coordinate normal to the bow shock, n'/R§
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R* universal gas constant
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wy Z* O

radius of the bow shock
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R |
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T temperature, T /'1‘ref
T* dimensional temperature

* * *
Rref reference temperature, V /Cpa

u velocity tangent to body surface, u*/V:



velocity tangent to bow shock, cm/sec
velocity normai to doby surface, u*/v:
velocity normal to bow shock, cm/sec
coordinate along the body surface, x*/R§
photodissociation yield

photoionization yield

‘coordinate normal to the body»surface, y*/R§
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Reynolds number parameter or surface emittance
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r . . * (v
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coordinate along the body surface, £ = x
density of mixture, p*/p:

Stefan Boltzmann constant

optical coordinate

optical thickness

potential function defined in (Eq. 7.11)

potential function defined in (Eq. 7.3)
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1. INTRODUCTION

A space vehicle entering a planetary atmo;phere encounéers.a wide
range 6f flow conditions ranging from free molecular flow at high
altitudes to continuum fiow at low altitudes. Since experimental
facilities cannot adequately simulate conditions expected durihg entry
into the outer planetary atmospheres, most sf the required information
must be obtained from theoretical studies.

During the high speed entry, the atmospheric friction works as a
brake to slow the spacecraft and the gas around the body in the formed
shock layer is heated by the dissipated kinetic energy. Radiation plays
a very important role in the analysis of flow phenomena around an entry
body at high speeds. In many instances, the radiative energy trans-
fer;ed to the body from the high temperature shock layer gas exceeds the
convective and aerodynamic heat transfer. Radiative energy transfer
from the shock layer of a blunt body-into the free stream reduces the
total enthalpy of the shock layer while increasing the enthalpy of the
free stream gases. Because of this increase in enthalpy, the entire flow
field ahead of the shock layer and around the body is influenced signi-
ficantly. The phenomena of change in flow properties ahead of the
shock wave due to the energy interaction fram the shock layer is called
the "praecursor" or "praecurrere" (prae = before + currere = run) which
means "forerunner." In the present context, therefore, the precursor
flow region is considered to be the region ahead of a shock wave in
which the flow field parameters have been changed from free stream condi-

tions due to absorption of radiation from the incandescent shock layer.

Most of the radiative energy transferred from the shock layer into the .



cold region ahead of the shock is lost to infinity unless it is equal to
or greater than the energy required.for dissociation of the cold gas.
¥When the photon enexrgy is greater than the dissociation energy, it is
strongly absorbed by the cold gas in the ultraviolet continuum range.
The absorbed energy dissociates and ionizes the gas and this results in
a change of flow properties in the precursor region. In particular, the
temperatﬁre and pressure of the gas is increased while velocity is
decreased. The change in flow properties of the precursor region, in
turn, influences the flow characteristics within the shock layer itself.
The problem, therefore, beccmes a coupled one and iterative methods are
required for its solution.

Only a limited number of analyses on radiation induced precursor
flow is available in the literature. Works available until 1968 are
discussed, in detail, by Smith [1,2]1*. By employing the linearized
theory of aerodynamics, Smith investigated the flow in the precursor
region of a reentry body in the earth's atmosphere. The cases of plane,
spherical, and wylindrical point sources were considered and solutions
were obtained for a range of altitudes and free stream conditions. It
was found that for velocities exceeding 18 km/sec, precursor flow effects
are greatest at altitudes between 30 and 46 km. It was further concluded
that preheating of air may cause an order of magnitude increase in the
static pressure and temperature ahead of the shock wave for velocities
exceeding 15 km/sec. A few other works, related to the effects of up-
stream absorption by air on the shock layer radiation, are discussed by
Liu [3,4]. Some works on precursor ionization for air as well as

hydrogen-helium atmosphere are presented in [5-9].

* The numbers in brackets indicate references.




In the analysis of most shock-layer flow phencmena, the contribution
of radiation~induced precursor effects usually is neglected. Garrett [10]
presented a detailed review of the various methods used for solving the
radiating flow field at the stagnation region. Also, various methods of
solution of ragiating shock layer are discussed by Anderson [11].
Sutton [12] separated the radiating flow field into an outer inviscid
layer and an inner boundary layer; the two solutions are coupled by
radiative transport through both layers and by the -boundary displace=-
ment thickness. Kumar, Tiwari, and Graves [13] considered the entire
shock layer as viscous flow region and used a time-dependent method to
obtain the ;olutions for small angle of attack. Davis [14] presented a
method for solving the viscous shock-layer equations for stagnation and
down stream flow. Moss [15~17] applied this method of solution to
reacting multicomponent mixtures. fhe precursor effects were neglected
in all the above studies. However, a limited number of studies which
include this effect are available in the literature. Lasher and
Wilson {[18,19] investigated the level of precursor absorption and its
resultant effect on surface radiation heating for earth's entry condi-
tions. They concluded that, for velocities less than 18 km/sec, pre-
cursor heating effects are relatively unimportant in determining the
radiative flux reaching the surface, At velocities greater than
18 km/sec, the amount of energy loss from the shock layer and resultant
precursor heating correction was found to be significantly large.
Liu [3,4] also investigated the influence of upstream absorption by
cold air'on the stagnation region shock layer radiation. The thin layer
approximation was applied to both the shock layer and the preheating

zone (the precursor region). The problem was formulated for inviscid
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flow over smooth blunt bodies but the detailed calculations were carried
out only for the stagnation region. The general results were compared
with results of two approximate forﬁulations. The first approximate
formulation neglects the upstream influence and the second one essen-
tially uses the iterative procedure described by Lasher and Wilson
[18,19]. The results are compared for different values of a radiation/
convection parameter.

As mentioned earlier, the cold gas absorbs energy only by photodis-
sociation and photoionization in the precursor region. The absorption
coefficients are a continuous nonzero function of photon energy (because
of bound-free transition) for all.values of photon energy exceeding the
dissociation potential of the molecule. A critical review of ultra-
violet photoabsorption cross sections for molecules of astrophysical and
aeronomical interest, available in the literature up to 1971, are given
by Hudson {20]. Specific information on photoionization and absorption
coefficients of molecular hydrogen is available in [20,21].

In the shock layer region, the gas may be treated as gray or non-
gray: Anderson [11] concluded that a gray gas analysis is not suffic-
iently accurate for entry applications and suggested use of nongray
models. The frequency dependence of the absorption of coefficient for
a nongray gas may be treated éither in detail or by a "step model.™
There exists several camputer proérams for the detailed frequency
dependence of the absorption coefficienht which are developed by Nicolet
[22], wilson [23], and Thomas [24]. In a step model, the frequenay
dependence is broken into a number of discrete steps. Falanga and

Olstad [25] presented a 38-step model for 90% co,, and 10% N2 (by




volume) mixture which included 15 steps to model the continuum and 23
steps to model the line contribution to the radiation transport. Zoby,
Sutton, and Moss {26] developed a 58-step model for hydrogen and helium
mixture, The transitions considered in this model are: the bound-bound,
bound-free and free-free transitions for atomic hydrogen, the bound-free
and free-free transitions for the negative hydrogen ion, and the Lyman.
and Werner band systems for molecular hydrogen. This 58=-step model is
fairly accurate and compares verylwell with the results of Nicolet's
detailed model for hydrogen/helium species [27].

The total radiative tramsport is an integral over both the fre-
quency spectrum and the physical space. The methods for calculating the
divergence of the radiative flux and othexr conservation equations are
available in {28-30].

It is very well documented in the literature that the degree of
rarefraction of a flow is measured by the Reynolds number. Therefore,
for a fixed blunt body at low altitudes where the Reynolds number is
high, the flow will behave like an ordinary viscous flow which lie§
within the scope of the Navier-Stokes equations. At higher altitudes,
where the Reynolds number is low, the theory of free molecular flow can
be used. The transition zone between these two regions has been divided
into several subregions which are discussed in greater detail by Hayes
and Probstein [31], and Cheng [32] has provided the aifferent methods of
solution valid within each region. In the continuum range, the flow
phencmena is investigated through use of the Navier~Stokes equations.

In the transition range (from the continuum end), however, use of the
Navier-Stokes equations is still justified for the main flow field but

the boundary conditions cannot be satisfied in the usual manner, Thus,

10




the characteristic.feature of flow of a slightly rarefied gas, which
sharply distinguishes it fraﬁ the continuum floﬁ, is the'change in the
boundary conditions at th ody surface [ 2 1ock wave ) [ 33].
Instead of using the Rankine-~Hugoniot conditions as boundary conditions
at the shock wave, Prxobstein and Pan [34,35] introduced the concept of
mgshock wave slip” as interpretation of the transported effects behiﬁd

the shock. Rott and Lenard [36] have shown that the effects of velocity

slip and temperature jump on the body surface cannot be neglectéd in |

scopic argument which leads to the simple expression for velocity slip
and temperature jump is given in [33,36].

From the literature survey, it is quite clear that no work is avail-
able which considers the influence-of precufsor heating on the shock
layer flow phenomena around a Jovian entry body. A few studies tﬁat are
available deal only with the case of chemical equilibrium in the shock
layer; the case of shoc?ziayer chemical nonequilibrium flow has not been
cohsidered. Also, noicéhsideration has been given to investigate the
trénsitional range shoék layer flow phenomena encountered at high Jovian
entry altitudes. In an actual entry situation, the influence of pre-
‘cursor heating, nonequilibrium chemistry in the shock layer, and transi-
tional range flow phencmena may be strongly céupled. Thus, it is
essential to investigate the extent of influence of eacﬁ phenomena
separately and jointly in order to assess the true behavior of flow
around the entry body. This information is of vital importance in
determining the convegtive and radiative héating_of the entry body.

The main purpose of thi§ study, therefore, is to investigate the

influence of changes in the precursor region flow properties on the
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entire shock layer flow phenomena around a Jovian entry body. The cases
of shock layer chemical equilibrium as well as chemical nonequilibrium
are considered, and the effeéts of transitional range behavior aie
included in the analyses of high altitude entry cénditions. In orxder

to accomplish these objectives in a systematic manner, the entire problem
has been divided into four subproblems as:

1. Investigation of the radiation induced precursor region flow

2. Effects of shock and body slip conditions on viscous equilibrium
flow.
3. Influence of precursor heating on viscous equilibrium flow.
4, Influence of precursor heating on viscous nonequilibrium flow.
Basic formulation of the entire problem is presented in Chap. 2.
The boundary conditions for different flow regimes are given in Chap. 3.
Information on thermodynamic and transport properties for each species
considered in different flow regimes are given in Chap. 4. Information
on chemical reactions and reaction rates for both equilibrium and non-
equilibrium conditions are given in Chap. 5. Discussions on radiation
models and radiative flux equations are presented in Chap. 6. Solution
procedures for the precursor and shock layer regions are discussed, in
some detail, in Chap. 7. Discussions of all results are presented in

Chap. 8.
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2. BASIC FORMULATION

The physical model and coordinate system for a Jovian entry body is
shown in Fig. 1. The entire flow field ahead of the body can be divided
essentially into three regions: the free stream, the precursor region,
and the shock layer. The flow properties are considered to be uniform
at large distances from the body. In this section, governing equations
;re presented for the precursor as well as shock layer region. However,
it would be appropriate here to discuss first the Jovian atmospheric and
entry conditions.

2.1 Free~Stream Region

Information on Jupiter's atmospheric conditions are available in
[37-39]. 1In the past, the nominal composition of the atmosphere was
assumed to be 85 percent hydrogen and 15 percent helium by mole fraction.
Recently, this has been changed to 89 percent hydrogen and 1l percent
helium [39]., For different altitudes of entry, the free-stream condi-
tions used in this study are given in Tables 1 and 2. The temperature
of the atmosphere (i.e., T ) is taken to be constant at 145 K and the
free-stream enthalpy can be calculated by following the procedure given
in [1,2] as

H = 1.527 R T (2.1)

where R = 8.315 Joules/K-mole is the universal gas constant. The
number density of hydrogen can be calculated by the ideal gas law and
the relation can be expressed as

= 22 :
NHZ = (7.2431172 x 1022) (1>m/'rm)xHz (2.2)

where xH is the mole fraction of H2 and P_ has the units of N/m2.
2
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\PRECURSOR
ZONE

Fig. 1 Curvilinear orthogonal coordinate systems for thin-layer
approximation.
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Table 2 Free-stream and shock conditions for Jovian entry.

Free stream V,r km/sec 'rs, K qg(0), e:':t_:,'/cm2
Z = 95, km 38 16,610 1.35 E12
o, = 1.29 E-3, kg/m? 35 15,400 7.75 E11
P =673, N/m 32 14,080 3.52 Ell
30 13,550 2.01 Ell
Z = 103 40 16,890 1.16 Ell
p_ = 8.56 E~4 35 15,040 4.70 E11
P_ = 448 33 14,250 3.28 El11
30 12,810 1.142 E11
zZ = 116 45 18,227 1.09 E12
p, = 4.65 E~4 39.09 15,886 4.76 El1
P_ = 244 35 14,480 2.18 El1
30 12,480 4.87 E10
Z = 131 43.21 16,390 3.86 E11 .
P, = 2.32 E~4 s 15,210 1.61 E11
P_ = 122 35 13,880 8.72 E10
30 12,030 1.90 E10
2 = 150 42 15,050 9.60 ELO
p, = 9.29 E-5 40 14,520 6.96 E10
P_ = 49 35 13,140 2.57 E10
30 11,600 6.20 E9
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2.2 Precursor Region
In this region, the flow is congidered to be steady and inviscid.
To investigate the changes in flow properties in this region, both the
small pérturbation theory of classical aerodynamics and the ﬁhin—layer
approximation of hypersonic flow have been used in this'study. Funda-
mental principles of these approximations are briefly discussed in the
following subsections.

2.2.1 Small Perturbation Theory

For application of the small perturbation theory, basic conserva-
tion equations for the precursor region can be written as [40,41]

Mass Continuity:

Ve (V) =0 (2.3)
Momentum :

p(V » W) = ~Vp - (2.4)
Energy:

p(v VHT) = QR ~(2.5)

Species Continuity:
p(v - Vca) = K, (2.6)
State:
= W .7
p = pRTZ (ca/ o) (2.7)
where the total enthalpy per unit mass is given by
- 2
HT H + ve/2
In the above equations, QR = V-qR is the net rate of radiant energy
absorbed per unit volume per unit time, Ka represents the net rate of
production of species a per unit volume per unit time, and v, is the

molegular weight of species a.
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As a result of increased fluid enthalpy, the entire fiow field ‘in
the precursor region is pertﬁrbed. By following the small perturbation
technique of classical aerodynamics, the flow properties can be expresséd

in perturbation series as [1,2, 40-43]

P=p, B+ , + 5 +.00) (2.8a)
p=P_ 1+ Pl + P2 + oeee) (2.8b)
v=v_ (k+ v1 + v2 + ...) (2.8¢c)
H=H+ vi(nl +Hy + .Y (2.84)
T=7T + Tl + T2 + oeee . (2.8e)
C=Cho * Cyp * Coa * o-- (2.8f)

In these equations, all the perturbation variables (except temperature)
are expressed in nondimensional form. The unit vector k represents the
direction of unperturbed free-stream velocity.

If QR and Ka can be considered as first-order perturbation temms,
then substitution of Egs. (2.8) into Egs. (2.3)=-(2.7) results in the

first-order perturbation equations as

Continuity:

v - Vl + apl/az =0 (2,9)
Momentum:

3V, /3z = - (1/yM2)Vp (2.10)
Energy:

= 3

aHTl/az = QR/(p°° V) (2.11)
Species:

3C_ sz =K/ (p_ V) (2.12)

Q [s] (-] o
1
where
HT1 = Hl + Vlz ' (2.13)

and y represents the ratio of specific heats,

18



The boundary conditions are that perturbation quantities vanish at
z - » and that no singularities exist except at the origin.

The radiatioﬁ effect on the gas ahead of thé shock prodﬁces H;, H,
and electrons e by photodissociation and photoionization, and also
increases the enthalpy. Any other speéies which may be produced are
neglected. The contribution of radiation to the gas pressure is neglected?
It is further assumed that the internal degrees of freedom of various
specieg (i.e., vibrational and electxénic modes) are not exited. For
this gas model, the equation of sfate (for the first order perturbation)

can be expressed as [1,2]

Pl = (400/180.17? [(CH + CH2+

Y/2) + (Tl/T) + 3 (2.14)
By following the procedure described by Smith [1,2], the first-order
perturbation relation for enthalpy is found to be

H = (1/v2) {1.527 RT, + [(5/4)RT_ + 1/2]C

1 H.+

2

+ [(3/4)RT + DIC.} (2.15)
where I and D represent the ionization and dissociation energy res-
pectively. It should be pointed out here that D in the above equation
actually represents half the energy required for dissociation.

As pointed out earlier, the upstream gas absorbs the energy radiated
from the shock layer in the ultraviolet continuum range. The radiation
from the perturbed gas due to recambinatioﬁ (i.e., emigsion) is neglected.
The amount of radiative energy absorbed by the perturbed gas per unit
volume and time, QR’ is given by

Q =N 7 H o(v)dv (2.16)
R H20 v
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where N is the number density of H2, Hv is specific irradiance and
, .

o{v) is the photon absorption cross section of Hz at frequency v.

In determining the rate of production of species in the precursor
region, only photodissociation and photoionization are considered..
Recombination is assumed to be a second order effect and, therefore, is

neglected in the present linearized treatment, The net rate of produc-

tion of species, therefore, is given by [1, 28]

K, =m Ny 4;(Hv/hv) op (v)av (2.17a)
2
Ky o =my N &;(Hv/hv) o (v)dv (2.17b)
2 2

where m_, represents the weight of an H, molecule (in grams per molecule),

1 2
and UD(v) and cI(v) are the absorption cross section for photodissocia-

tion and photoionization, respectively.

2.2.2 Thin Layer Approximation

The concept of thin shock layer theory (usually applied to hyper-
sonic shock layer flows [31]) is also applied to investigate the precur-
sor effects., The curvilinear orthogonal coordinate system, shown in
Fig. 1 is selected and the differential equations for a-hypersonic plane

or axisymmetric flow can be written in the present coordinate system as

[42]
(a/as)(purj) + (3/3n)(varj) =0 (2.18)
pludu/ds) + (Xv(3u/dn) - Kuv] + (3p/3s) = O (2.19)
plu(dv/3s) + Xv(3v/3n) + Ku?] + X(3p/3n) = O (2.20)
pl(u/X) (3H/3s) + v{(3H/3n)] + (er)-l[(a/an)(xrqu)] =0 (2.21)
pl(u/x) (3C /3s) + v(3C /on) - K =0 (2.22)
where K = K(s) = 1/Rs, X =1 + Kn, and ﬁ = 0, for plane flows and 1 for

axisymmetric flows. It should be noted that, according to the notations
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uséd in Fig. 1, all guantities appegring in the above equations should
ﬁave a prime sﬁperscript (i.e., u', v', p', H', etc.), and all physical
coordinates should have a superscript * (i.e., s*, n*, r*, etc.). How-
ever,.for the sake of clarity, these notations have_been omitted from the
equatiops.

If the precursor region is assumed thin, then one can make the
;pproximations that (n/Rs)<<l, 9/9s8<< 3/3n, and rj is not a function of

n. In this case X = 1, and Egqs. (2.18)=-(2.22) reduce to simpler forms

as [42]
(3/3n) (pv) = 0 (2.23)
pv(du/9n) = 0 | (2.24)
pv(3dv/on) + (3p/3n) = O (2.25)
pv(3H/5n) + (BqR/an) =0 (2.26)
pv(BCa/an) - Kh = 0 : (2.27)

The similarity between these equations and the small perturbation
Egs. (2.9)-(2.12) should be noted.

In present application to the hydrogen-helium atmosphere, Eq. (2.27)
will be written for atomic hydrogen and hydrogen ions. In Eq. (2.26), H
represents the total enthalpy and is given by the relation

H=H,=h+ (a2 + v2)/2 (2.28)
where

h" = 1,527 RT + [(5/4) RT + I/2]CH+ + [(3/4)RT + D]CH (2.29)
2

Note that Eqg. (2.29) is slightly different than the relation for per-

turbation enthalpy given by Eq. (2.15).
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2.3 Shock-layer Region
In this region, the flow conditions for which the present analysis
is carried out are axisymmetric, steady, laminar, viscous, and compress-
ible. It is further assumed that the gas is in local thermodyhaﬁic
equilibrium and the tangent slab approximation is valid for.radi;tive
transport. The reacting multicomponent gas mixture is treated in both
chemical equilibrium and nonequilibrium conditions.

2.3.1 Chemical Equilibrium

The viscous shock layer conservation equations presented in ([14~17]
are a set of equations that are valid uniformly throughout the shock-
layer region. The methods of obtaining thege equations are discuﬁsed
in detail in those references. First the conservation equations are
written for both the inviscid and the boundary-layer regions in the body-
oriented coordinate system. Then these equations are nondimensionalized
in each of the two flow regions with variables which are of order one,
Terms in the resulting sets of equations are retained up to second order
in the inverse square root of Reynolds number. Upon combining these two
sets of equations, so that terms up to second order in both regions are
retained, a set of equations uniformly valid to second order in the
entire shock layer is obtained. The nondimensional form of the viscous
shock-layer equations that are applicable in the present case can be
written as

Continuity:

(3/3x) [(r+y cos 8)pu] + (3/3y) [(L+yk) (r+y x cos 8)pvI=0 (2.30)

X-momentum:

8 __du, du wve \ 1  3p
PAT + v« 3% 3y T +yc) 1T+ yc ox

- ez{il-u du _ _ uxk + 2k, cos @
N oy 0% 1+ YK) M\ T+ yK r+ycos 6

.[(3u uK
(By 1+ -ylc>} (2.31)
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B e

Y-momentum:
u_ v v _ _u P .
p(1 + yk 9x v Ay 1+y )+ Ay 0 (?'32)
Energy:
u 9H 3H\ _ 3p EKuZV
p(l-i-y)c 3x+v y) "ay 1+ yx
N aC N
d u 9H U .S i s 3] Ju
= 2 — —— e G E— R edi a— - —-———
€ {ay [?r 3y Pr i hi 3y ? hi Ji + Pr (Pr-1)u 3y
=] j=]
N
_ _uxku? +( K cos 6 B 3H _u s acy
1+ yx l+y« r+ycos 8 /|Prdy Pr i;l i 3y
N 2 q
[ u Ju HKu 9°R
-F hiJi+E ‘Pr'l’“‘a'y' 1+y|<]} _[ ¥
i=)
K cos 6
+ qR(l — - )] (2.33)

where

H=nh +u?/2.

The terms used to nondimensionalize the above equations are defined as

X = x*/R;
y = y*/R}
r= r*/R;
K = K*/(urefc;w)

= g% *3
qp = 9/ (PgV27)
h = h*/v*?

*

£ 3%
Ji = JiRh/uref

v = vE/V* Pr = CSu*/K*

p=p*py Le; 4 = p*CEDI /K
u = u*/u;ef Lj_j = p*C;D;j/K*
c, = C/ch, p = p*/(pXVi?)
Mpeg = W*VEZ/CE) T = TrC /v

K = K*/R; u = u*/V;

c = [u;ef/ (p;v;R;)] /2 (2.34)
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In Eq. {(2.33), Ji represehts the mass flux relative to the mass

average velocity and is given by the gxpression [14,44]

NI
Al T
3, = - (u/pr)[;:lbik (3C,/3Y) + (Li/T) (ar/ay)] (2.35a)
where
S . Lei, i=X
ik a5 i#K
ik’
NI( Ei{)NI ’
Le, = L z (C./M.L,.)
oyt Myl 3
j#l j#1
o NI
by = Le; - {(Mi/M)LeiK * -0 /)] §=1 Le;5%5 }

The last term in Eq. (2.35a) represents the contribution of thermal
diffusion, The quantity'Leij represents the multi-component Lewis
number, and Lij represents the binary Lewis Semenov numbers; both are
defined in Eq. (2.34). If thermal diffision can be neglected and Lij can
be taken as constant for all species, then Eq. (2.35a) reduces to

J; = - (u/Pr)Lij(BCi/ay) (2.35b)

In the present study, use is made of Eq. (2.35b), and the value for
Lij is taken to be 1.1 [45,46].
The expression for the equation of state for a hydrogen/helium
mixture is given by Zoby et al [47] as
T* = CT[(p*/1013250)!'/ (p*/0.001292)K] (2.36a)
H* = cH[(p*/_1013250)m/(p/o.oolzez)"] (RT_/M) (2.36b)

where

K = 0.65206 = 0.04407 ln(XHZ)
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£ = 0,67389 - 0.04637 zn(xH )
2
m = 0.95252 - 0.1447 En(XH )
2

n = 0.97556 - 0.16149 2n (X, )
2

U, =V, sin 6 (1 + 0.7476(1-x32)1

CTU = - 545.37 +61.608 U, - 22459 U2 + 0,039922 U3

- 0.00035148 U: + 0.0000012361 Ug'
CHU = 5,6611 - 0.52661 ug + 0.020376 U_ - 0.00037861 ug
+ 0.0000034265 U: - 0.000000012206 “Z

cT = CTU + 61.2 (1-xH2)

CH = CHU - 0,.3167 (l-xH )
2

and sz represents the mole fraction of HZ'

The set of governing equations presented above has a hyperbolic/
parabolic nature. The hyperbolic nature enters through the normal
momentum equation. If the shock layer is assumed to be thin, then the
normal momentum equation can be expressed as

pu2k/ (1 + yk) = (3p/3y) (2.37)
If Eq. (2.32) is replaced with Eq. (2.37), then the resulting set of
equations is parabolic. These equations can, therefore, be solved by
using numerical procedures similar to those used in solving boundary-

layer problems [(14,15].

2.3.2 Chemical Nonequilibrium

For the condition of chemical nonequilibrium, the basic governing
equations. (continuity, X-momentum, Y-momentum, and energy) are essen-

tially the same as given for the chemical equilibrium condition. The
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species continuity equation, however, is needed and this is given by -
the relation

| 8¢ ac
u i i o
.p'.'(l-l-m: 53+v an)- bt i

2 { 3 [Q +nc)(z+n cos e)’ail} (2.38)
(1 + nK)(c +n cog 6)3 ' 3

where W i ‘represents the rate of production of chemical species in the

shock layer. The equation of state given by Eq. (2.36) is valid only

for the chemical equilibrium case, For the case of chemical nonequi-

librium, the equation of state is given by the relation [28] v

PYW* = T (Ni) R*T* (2.39)
. i
where Ni is the number of moles for the i-th gpecies. This result is

reminiscent of the thermal equation of state for a perfect gas. The sum
in parentheses, however, is not a constant since the total number of

moles change as the chemical balance changes.
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3. BOUNDARY CONDITIONS
- As pointed out earlier, the slip.hpuhdary conditions are not
important at low altitudes but they cannot be neglected at higher
altitudes. Since both the slip and no-slip conditions have been used
1n this study, they will be discussed separately in this chapter.
3.1 No—Slip Boundary Conditions .
At the body surface (wall), no velocity slip and no temperature_
juméuere.assumed. Consequently, the velocities at the surface are
v=0 | _ N R & l)h
u=0 o - o wﬂ3.2):
The wall temperature for this study is séecified es | | | B
T, = constant (3.3)
ThelRankine-Hugoniot relations are used to deteruine the flow ‘
properties 1mmed1ately behind the shock. The nendimensional form'of

the shock relations can be written as [45]

Continuity:
P _Vg- = —sina (3.4)
Momentum
u' _ = sina (3.5)
= in2 -
pP__ = p_+ + sin a(l l/ps-) (3.6)
Energy:
=t s 2 12
hs' hs+ + (sin<a/2) (1 l/ps-) (3.7)

where o is shown in Fig. 1, and u; and v; are velocity components
expressed in a shock-oriented coordinate system. The relations for

u_ and v in the body-oriented coordinate system can be written as

u_ = u' sin (o + B) + v! cos(a + B) (3.8)
S S . S



v =~ u; cos{a + B) + v; sin(a + B) | (3.9)
where angle 8 is indicated in Fig. 1.
3.2 slip Boundary Conditions

Shidlovsky [33] has shown that at the body surface the velocity
slip and temperature jumé conditions are of the same order as the Knudsen
number. The Knudsen number, Ki, is defined as the ratio of the particle's
mean free path £ and the characteristic dimension L of the body (i.e,,
1<.n = 4/L). The ordinary boundary conditions {which correspond to
continuum conditions) are obtained when K.n + 0. However, for the
transitional range (i.e., for Kn -+ 0(1)), in order to be consistent
with the Navier-Stokes equations of motion, a linear relation between
the conditions at the wall and the flow should be assumed, This can be

done by a semi-macroscopic argument which leads to the simple expression

for velocity slip and temperature jump as [48-51]

U= g2 A (u/P)(P/p)1/2 (5u/3y) (3.10)
T=T + g2 AZ(K/P (P/p)l/2 (3T/3y) (3.11)
v=0 (3.12)

where A, and A2 are constants and are given by

1
= ron 1/2
Al = [ ol)/cl] (r/2) R

~ _ 1/2
A, = (15/8)[(2-0,)/0,] (n/2)

The terms oy and o, are slip and thermal accommodation coefficients
respectively and are dependent on the nature of the surface and fluid.
However, in actual flight conditions both o1 and o, are expected to be 1.
Since the transport and thickness effects are important at higher
altitudes, the conditions imposed at the shock cannot be calculated by

using the classical Rankine-Hugoniot relations. Probstein and Pan [34]

have shown that the thickness effect is of a higher order in o and,
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therefore, it is neglected in the present study. The information on
thickness effect can be found in'[52,53]. In the present case, the
shock may still be considered "thin" when compared to the thickness of
the viscous shock layer. As such, the ﬁhin-;ayer approximation
(8/8x')<<(a/8y') and y'/Rs<<l can be used in the shock.transition zone.
The notations x' and y; are used for the shock surface curvilinear
orthogonal coordinates in Fig. 1. By using Stokes assumption and applying
the hypersonic thin layer approximation, the governing equations for

the shock transition zone can be expressed as [54]

Continuity:

prvr = p;v; (3.13)
x'-momentum:

p* + p;v;v; - (4/3)u* Bv;/ay* = p;V;2+ p* (3.14)
y'=-momentum:

pXUru - p* Jur/dy* = pIviUX (3.15)

Energy:
PAVAH* - (u*/Pr) 3/9y{H- (1-Pr)u*2/2 -

[1-(4/3)Prlv*?/2} = p*v*H* (3.16)

where H* = h* + (u*2 + v*2)/2.

At the down stream.edge of the transition zone both v and (4/3)
[u(3v/3y)] are reduced to high-order quantities under a high shock com-
pression ration. Therefore, a set of modified transport boundary condi-
tions immediately behind the shock can be written as

pAVE = pry* - (3.17)
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pAVAU* ~u*(dur/3y)_ = pAVAUZ | (3.18)

PE+OLVAVS = PA+ oXVE2 | (3.19)
pAVA (HA-H*)={ (u_/Pr) 3/3y* [H*- (1-Pr)ut?/2]} | .. (3,20)

- By introducing v = v sin ®, u = Vv cos a and nondimensionalizing-
all the quantities, the final modified Rankine-Hugoniot conditions are

obtained as

psv; = gin a (3.21)
u! = cos a - (e? u_/sin a) (Bul/3y*) (3.22)
'p_ =P, + sin® a (1-1/p ) (3.23)
h = h - (e2 Hy Pr sin a) (3h/3y"') +

(l/2)[ué_- cos a)?_+ sin? a - §;2 o (3.249)
u_ = ul sin(a + B) + ve cos (a + B) (3.25).
v, = v; sin(a + B) - vé cos (a.+ B) . (3.26)

As mentioned before, use of slip boundary conditions are made in -.:
investigating the shock layer flow phenomena at relatively high entry

altitudes.
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. 4. THERMODYNAMIC AND TRANSPORT PROPERTIES
Thoxnodynanic properties for specific heat, enthalpy, and free
encrgy,-and traﬁéport properties for viscosity and thermal conductiQity
are required for each species considered in differént flow regimes, For
the precursor zone as well as shock layer, the_general.expression for
total enthalpy, specific enthalpy, and spécific'heat aﬁ constant presQ |

sure are given respectively by

Hy = h + (a2 + v%)/2 - (4.1)
h= zci'.hi (4.2)
Cp = IS, (4.3)

different.

For the precursor region, the relation for the specific enthalpy is
obtained by following the procedure described by Smith (1] as |

h" = 1_,4575RT + (0.75RT + D)CH + (1.25RT + I/2)CH3 (4.4)
where D and I represent the dissociation and ionization energy respec=
tively, and their values are available in [S5). The derivation of
Eq. (4.4) essentially follows from the consideration of Eq. (4.2). If
it is assumed that_the internal eneigy of each particle can be described

only by translational and rotational modes, then the relation for specific

enthalpy of each species can be expressed as

3 5
hHe -?RT+p/p -E'RT . (4.5)
h, =2Rr+2RT+ p/p == RT (4.6)
Hy, " 2 2 7 ® .
h =2RT+2RT 4+ p/p + I=oRT+I (4.7)
Hgp "~ 2 2 2
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RT+p/-+'D-§_R'J_'.'+D . (4.8)

v Djw

RT : ' ' : (4.9)
Also, from the conservation of charged particles one can write

Ce/Me = Caalfﬂi (4.10)

Now, for 85 percent,H2 and 15 percent He on volume basis (or 76 percent

H2 and 24 percent He on mass basis), Eq. (4.2) is written as

(C/My)h, = (0.26/4) (SRT/2) + [(0.74 - c“i - ¢ )/2]1 (7RT/2) +
[(SRT/2 +D)IC, + (7RT/2 + I)(C, /2) + (5RT/2)(C__ /2) (4.11),
H Hf Hy
A simplification of the above equation results in Eq. (4.4).

In the shock layer region, Egs. (4.2) and (4.3) are used to

calculate H and CP' . With x, representing the mole fraction of the ith

i
species, the expressions for hi and CPi are found from Refs., 56 and 57

as
_ 2 3
Hi = RT[a1 + (a2/2)T + (33/3)T + (a4/4)T +
4
(as/S)T = aG/T] (4.12)

3

c =R(a1+a'r'+a'r2+a'r +a5T4) (4.13)

Pi 2 3 4
where R is the universal gas constant (=1.98726 cal/mole - K) and T
is the local fluid temperature in K. For different species, values of
are given in ([57], and for species under

the constants al, a . a

2 * 6
present investigation they are listed in Table 3. It should be pointed
out here that in this study, instead of employing Eq. (2.36b), Eqs. (4.1),
(4.2), and (4.12) are used to calculate the enthalpy variation in the
shock layer. This is because slightly better results are obtained by

using the above set of equations.
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For the shock-layer gas, the mixture viscosity and thermal con-

ductivity are obtained by using the semi-empirical formulas of Wilke [58]

as
N N o
=z R4 b .
u T [_xlul/(j=1 xj¢13)] (4.14)
N N
K=12 K./(Z LD, . .
I [xl 1/(j=1 xJ¢lJ)] . (4.15)
where
_ 1/2 1/4.2 1/2
634 = [1+ y/uy) e /M) /{81 + (Mi/Mj)]}

and Mi is the molecular weight of species i. For hydrcgen/helium

species, specific relations for viscosity and thermal conductivity are

given in [59,60]. The viscosity of H, and He, as a function of tempera-

2

ture, can be obtained from reference (59] as

ny = (0.66 x 10°°) M>?/(x + 70.5), N sec/m’ (4.16)
2

My, = (1.55 x 1078 m3/%/ (1 + 97.8), N sec/m’ (4.17)

The thermal conductivity of H2 and H are obtained from Ref. 60 as

K, =3.212x 107 + (5.344 x 10°)T (4.18)

2
-5 -8
K_= 2.496 x 10 ~ + (5.129 x 10 )T (4.19)

H

The Qiscosity of H and thermal conductivity of He are obtained from the
relation between viscosity and thermal conductivity of monatomic gases
as given in Ref. 58 by

K = (15/4) (R/M)u (4.20)
Very little information is available on transport properties of other
+

] +
species such as H_, H

5 ’ e_, etc. Fortunately, transport properties are
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important only iﬁ the boundary-layer region where fhe temperature is not
high enough to produce these species, -

It should ﬁe noted that all relations presented ip this section
are expressed in dimensional form.

The heat transfer to the wall due to conduction and diffusion is

referred here as the convective heat flux and is given by the relation

{15,46] as
N
= epl
q e<[K(3T/3y) + (u L%/£r) i-l (BCi/By)hi] (4.21)

where Pr is the Prandtl number, Le is Lewis number and the value for Le

is taken to be 1.1 [45,46] in the present study.
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S. CHEMICAL REACTIONS

Analyses of chemically reacting flows are usually simplified by
assuming the chemical equilibrium behavior of the gas mixture. While
this assumption may be justified in some cases, in many realistic prob-
lems this may:lead.to serious errors. Thus, in order to understand the
degree of physical reality, it becomes essential to analyze the complex
gas mixture under the conditions of chemical nonequilibrium. In this
chapter, information on chemical equilibrium and nonequilibrium reactions
and reaction rates are provided for the shock layer gas mixture of a
Jovian entry body.

5.1 Chemical Equilibrium

In the chemical eguilibrium case, a computer code developed by
Sutton (26] is used in this study. The number density of eight chemical
species, Hz, H, H+, H-, e , HeT He+ and H€+ are calculated by the chemi-
cal reactions and rate constants given in Table 4. In general, the
reactions can be expressed by |

z aiAi £z biBi (5.1)

The number density of particles (particle/m3) is related to the
equilibrium rate constant and can be expressed as ([28]

K, = (IN3()1/N%E ()] (5.2)

The conversion equations for hydrogen and helium nuclei and

charge are

(&}

NH + 2NH2 + NH+ + N = Ny (5.3)
N, +N_4++N + N (5.4)
He get gett He *
NH+ + NHe+ + 2NH8++ - NH_ = Ne_ (5.5)
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Table 4 Reaction scheme and rate constants for
chemical equilibrium conditions.

RATE COMSTAMTS
' 1/2

1. m3ox k, = 4.699E22 T
2. xzn’ +e” k, = 2.411218 73
3. mezme’ s k, = 9.645E1S -5
- - 1.5

4 H zme™ e K, = 2.411815 T
5. BTeN+a” - 9.643E15 T+

. b4 Ks .

PARTICLES/M3
(l-exp (~6331/T) exp(-51964/T)
exp (-157810/7T)
exp (-285287/T)
exp (-631310/T)

exp (~8750/T)

Table 5 Reaction scheme and rate constants for
chemical nonequilibrium conditions.

1.
2.

3.

4.

7.

8.
9.
10.
11.

Rate constants in cm’ sec’l mole”

1

1/2

Aeactions

E+ezn’ 2 k,=2.27EL3 T.l/z exp (-157885/T,)

Bo + e+ te ¢+ 2e k.s1.33E23 T /2 exp(-2.85285/T )
- 2 e e

Heezx H* + e, 172

" +e2l + 2 kz- 4.11E13 Te exp('—l.léOES/Te)

He + @ : Het* + @, 172

Be* + ¢’z Be' = 20 k.~ 2.24813 /% exp(-2.320E5/T,)

H+B2>H 4+ 0, 1/2

H* + X 2 B +e+ 1 ks-G.ZOE.'LO T exp (-1.160E5/T)

exp (~-1.160ES/T)

l [1-exp (~1SES/T2) |

exp (-52340/T)

l+|lo:!'+!h,

ll'#ll.:l + @ + He k6-4.89510'r

llzo-lo:ll+u+sn k7-4.33£:18'1'

n2+xz:n+n+nz k.a-Z.S k7

lzﬁu:l-tﬂ-ﬁﬂ k9-14.0k
+ +

l2+! TH+rA+H klo-kQ

n2+.-:n+u+. ku-k‘3
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The number densities of the hydrogen and helium nuclei are calcu-

lated by
o
NH = 2xH2(A°p/Mo) _ (5.6)
o
NHe xHe(Aop/Mo) (5.7)
where

= 2. + 4,
M° 2 OlGxH2 003xHe

In the above equations, Ao represents Avogadro's congtant, p is the

mixture density in g/cm3, X is the mole fraction of molecular hydrogen,

2

and Ko is the mole fraction of helium,

The solution procedure for obtaining the eight unknown number
densities is discussed in [26]. The closed-form solutions are obtained
by solving Eq. (5.2) for each reaction independently. This is accom-
plished by setting the appropriate values in Eqs. (5.3)-(5.5) equal to
zero if the species are not present in the reaction, The closed-form ,

solutions for the number densities (in particles/cm3) of each species

are given by

o o 1/2

H_: NH2 = (NH/Z) + (Kl/8)[l + 8NH/Kl) 1]

+ - (o) 1/2
H : NH+ = &2/2)[(1 + 4NH/K2) - 1]
H: N_.=N>-2N_ -N

: H H H gt

2

+ - o 2.1/2 -
H: N = (Dl/2)[(l + 4K3NHe/D1) 1], Dy = Ky + Ny

+3+ ++ o 2,172 - o
He s N, = (D2/2)[(1 + 4K4NHe/D2) - 131, D2 x4 + NH + NHe
He: N_ = No = N_. + N_++

e He He He He
e : Ne_ = NH+ + NHg + 2NHg+
H NH_ = NHNe_/KS . (5.8)
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5.2 Chemical Nonequilibrium

When chemical reactions proceed-at a finite rate, knowledge of the
raté of production terms, Wi, which appear in the species continuity
equations, are required. The reaction scheme describing important
collisional processes in hydrogen-helium ionizing shock waves has been
modeled by Leibowitz [8] after the results of argon ionization studies.
Eleven separ;te reaction steps describe the dissociation of molecular
hydrogen; excitation of electronic states of hydrogen and helium, and
ionization of the atamic hydrogen and helium by collisions with atoms
and electrons. A complete discussion on these reaction schemes is avail-
able in [61] and [62]. The eleven reactions and corresponding rate con-
stanﬁs are given in Table 5.

In a complex gas mixture containing a total of & species, of which
xi are capable of undergoing m elementary chemical reactions, the chemi-
cal equation for the general elementary reaction r can be written as
{28}
2
z

b X

-
ijrie , i i (5.9)

where a, . and b, r are the stochiometric coefficients appearing on
’ r

the left and right in the reaction r. By applying the principle of
detailed balancing, the backward rate constant, Kb r is obtained by
r

dividing the forward rate constant, K by the equilibrium constant

£,r'

K which is given in Table 1.
r

The total rate of change in Xi is given by the relation [28]

'A
dgk- m 2
i a, 1 I b.
”ag_ =T (bi,r-ai,r)Kf,r[H (Xi) i, r X i=l(Xi) i,rl (5.10)

'él i=1 c,xr
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This is the general rate equation for a complex gas mixture. The rate
of production of chemical species, Wi, now can be expressed by

Wi = Mz(dx;/dt)(R;/p;V;) (5.1;)

Equations (5.9)~-(5.11), along with other fluid mechanical equations,
equation of state, and the electron energy equation, are solved numeric-
ally to obtain the concentration of all species. In order to have a
reasonable rate of convergence in the numerical scheme, however, it is
important to express the rate of production term in a proper form. This
is accomplished by splitting Wi into two separate contributions as
{15,63,64]

w /e = W) - wolc, (5.12)
The reasons for doing this are explained in the cited references.

5.2.1 Electron Temperature

Because of a large ratio of atom (or ion) mass to electron mass,
electrons transfer energy rapidly by collisions with other electrons but
only slowly by elastic collisions with atoms or ions. Consequently, a
different temperature is given to atams (heavy particles) and electrons
in the same gas. The electron temperature is obtained from the solution
of the electron energy equation. A detailed discussion of the electron
energy equation is given by Appleton and Bray [65]. For a one-dimensiocnal
steady shock wave in a Hz-He mixture, the resulting equation can be
expressed as [61]

3[e]mevR(T-Te)-OH(Rl-er+R3—R3r)-®He(RZ-R2r+R4-R4r)=0 (5.13)

where

Ve = M Ve 2 (5.14a)
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/2

v =@ kT /m)? (5.14b)
Qek = Ak[exp(-ng)-exp(-bkE)] (6.14c)
E= (1/2) V2 | | (5.144)
V= 4(kTe/23u)1/? (5.14e)
u = MaMb/ (Ma+Mb) . (5.14f£)
VeI Ver/My (5.149)

k

In Egq. (5.13), [e] represents the concentration of electrons, ek is

the ionization energy per mole of species k, and Ri and Rir are the
forward and backward production rates for electrons respectively. In

Eq. (5.14b), v represents the collisional frequency, n, is the number

ek k

density of species K, Ve is the average electron velocity, and Qek
represents the elastic collision cross section for species k. In Egqg.
(5.14e), E represents the relative kinetic enefgy, V is the relative
speed, and u is the reduced mass. The values of coefficient; Ak’ ak,
and bk appearing in Eg. (5.14d) are available in Ref. 53. By substituting
Egs. (5.10) and (5.14) into Eg. (5.13), an explicity expression for the
electron temperature, in terms of the species concentration and heavy

particle temperature, can be obtained as

T =T - [(kl+k3)(x2-x4/xc H)+(k2+k4)(x3—x5/l<

e , c,He)]/xl (5.15)

where kl' kz, k3, k4 are rate constants in Table 5 and
X, = 1/@lelm VR) (5.16a)
X2 = eﬁ[H][e] (5.16b)
X3 = @He[He][e] (5.16c¢)
X, = O, [H] [e] | '  (5.169)
Xg eHe[HZ][e] (5.16e)
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Use of the electron temperature is made in evaluating the radiative

flux in the shock layer.
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6. RADIATION MODEL

An appropriate expression for the radiative flux, qpe is needed for
the solution of the energy equation presented in the second chapter,
This requires a suitable transport model and a meaningful §pectral model
for variation of the absorption coefficient of the gas. In this chapter,
appropriate expressions for the spectral and total radiative f£lux are
given and information on the spectral absorption by the hydrogen/helium
gas is presented.

6.1 Radiative Flux Equation
The equations for radiative transport, in general, are integral

squations which involve integration over both frequency spectrum and

plexity of the three—dimensiqnal radiative transfer can be reduced by
introduction of the "tangent slab approximation.” This approximation
treats the gas layer as a one-dimensional slab in calculation of the
radiative transport. Radiation in directions other than normal to either
the body or shock is neglected, Discussions on the validity of this
approximation for planetary entry conditions are given in ([66-70].

As mentioned earlier, the tangent slab approximation for radiative
transfer is used in this study. it should be pointed out here that the
tangent slab approximation is used only for the radiative transport and
not for other flow variables. For a nonscattering medium and diffuse
nonreflecting bounding surfaces, a one-dimensional expression for the
spectral radiative flux is given by [27-29]

qu(Tv) = 27 {EV[BV(O)E3(TV) - Bv(Tov)E3(Tov - Tv)] +

T T
AV P oV
:’ Bv(t)Ez (rv - t)dt - £ 13\)(1:)5:2 (t - Tv)dt} (6.1)
i v
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where

- Y ' ] ]
T, of av(y )dy

1 -
En(t) =f exp(-t/u')un zdu
o

B = (hv3/c?) [exp (hv/KT) -1]

The quantities Bv(o) and Bv(Tov) represent the radiosities 6! the body
surface and shock respectively,

The expression of total radiative flux is giveﬂ by

T =0f g, (T,)av ' (6,2)
To obtain specific relations for the total radiative flux for the pre-
cursor and shock-layer regions, it is essential to know the spectral
absorption characteristics of the absorbing-emitting species in these
regions,

In the precursor region, the radiative contribution from the free
stream usually is neglected. For a diffuse, nonreflecting shock front,
the expression for one-dimensional radiative flux for this region is

obtained from Eqs. (6.1) and (6.2) as

qR(n) = 20f {qv(O)E3(Kvn) +

LU £m Bv(T)Ez[Kv(n—n')]dn'}dv (6,3)

where q (0) = evﬂBv(Ts). In obtaining the above equation, it was

assumed that the absorption coefficient K, is independent of position,
The information on the spectral absorption model for hydrogen/

helium species in the precursor region is given in [42] and is briefly

discussed in subsection 6.2, The model essentially consists of
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approximating the actual absorption of active species by three differ-~

ent step models. For this model, ig. (6.3) can be expressed as [43]

N V..
qg(m) = 21 £ {(5/1%)q(0)E, (k;n) 2 w3’ - 1y1av
i=1 V..
v 1i
n 21
+ Ky ! Eztni(n -n")] S Bv(T)dvdn'} (6.4)
° Vii

where V = h\)/kTs and g(0) = scT:. In writing the above equation, it has
been assumed that the shock front radiates in the precursor zone as a
gray body. |

In the shock layer, the radiative energy from the bow shock usually
is neglected in comparison to the energy absorbed and emitted by the gas
layer. This implies that the transparent shock front does not absorb but
emits radiation. The expression for the net radiative f£lux in the shock
layer, therefore, is given by

L T

Vv
qR = 20f [qv(O)E3(TV) + Of Bv(t)EZ(Tv - t)dt
. TO\) '
- B (t)E_(t - T )dt}dv (6.5a)
. ) 2 Vv
v

In this equation, the first two terms on the right represent the radia-
tive energy transfer towards the bow shock while the third term repre-
sents the energy transfer towards the body. Upon denoting these contribu-

tions by q; and q;, Eq. (6.5a) can be written as

(6.5b)

A few spectral models for absorption by the hydrogen/helium species
in the shock layer have been proposed in the literature [22-26]. For,

Jovian entry conditions, the absorption by helium is usually neglected.
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The spectral absorption of hydiogen species was represented by a 58-step
model by Sutton f26] and was approximated by a 30-step model by Tiwari
and Subramanian [27]. The results of these ;tep models are compared with
the detailed model of Nicolet [22] in [27]. The 58-step model proposed
by Sutton is employed in this study. The details of radiative absorption
and computational procedure are given in [26]). The information on spec-
tral absorption by this model is summafized in subsection 6.2. 1In
essence, the step ﬁodel replaces the frequency integration in Eq. (6.5)
by a summation over 58 different frequency intervals. In each interval,
the ‘absorption coefficient is taken to be independent of frequency. For

this model, Eq. (6.5) can be expressed as

N .
— y [ ]
q = 27 ? {Eva(Tw)E3[ s av(y )dy 1
j=1 o
Y Yy
+ f av(E)Bv(E)Ez[ J av(Y )ay'ldg
o 3
Y g
- ; av(ﬁ)Bv(E)Ezlyf aV(Y )dy'1ldg} (6.6)

where Yg denotes the shock location and N represents the number of
spectral intervals. In each of the jth intervals, the absorption co-
efficient is assumed constant while the Planck function is not. 1In
accordance with Eq. (6.5b), Eq. (6.6) can be expressed in terms of q;

and q; and for a gray body one finds

+ N
q = 2 Y ' '
R(y) = (4nh/c?) §=1{EF(vj,TW)E3[OI avj(y )day'l]
y " Y
+ of (KT/h) F(Vj,T)avj(E)EZIEI avj(y )dy'ldg}l (6.7a)
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g
. (y")

N Y
“(y) = - 2 S 4 :
qR(y) (47h/ec“)z { I~ (XT/h) F(vj,T)avjEzl r avj

=1 y : Y
x dy'ldg} (6.7b)
where
\).2
Flv,,T) = s {v3/lexp (hv/KT ) - 1]1}av
v
31

v,
E(vj,T) = sz{v3/[exp(v) - 11}av, v = hv/KT

\)jl

From the knowledge of the temperature distribution normal to the
body, Egs. (6.7) can be solved by numerical integration over frequency
and space. The final temperature profile is obtained through an itera-
tive procedure. Use of Eqs. (6.7) is made in obtaining the radiative
flux towards the body and shock as well as the net radiative flux.

For evaluation of the radiative flux, usually it is essential to
express the exponential integrals En(t) in simpler approximate férms.
Quite often, these integrals are approximated by appropriate exponential
functions [28,29]. 1In this study, it was established that better results
are obtained if the exponential integrals are expressed in series form
for small and large arguments. The series expansion of the exponential

integral of first oxrder is given as

For t < 1:
t2 +3
El(t) = - 0.5772 - ¢n t + t - 71271 + 3001 . . . (6.8a)
For t > 1: T
E, (t) = exp(-t) t?b +1§ +2; i +31*; * :kt“) (6.8b)
0 1t 2t 3t
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a, = 0.26777343 ' b, = 3.958469228
a, = 8.63476089 _ b, = 21.09965309
a, = 18.059016973 | b, = 25.63295614
a, = 8.57322874 b, = 9.5733223454

Relations for exponential integrals of higher order are obtained'by
employing the recursion relations given in t29j.
6.2 Radiation Absorption Model
Appropriate spectral models for gaseous absorption are needed for
solutions of the radiative flux equations. Information on spectral
absorption by the precursor and shock-layer species is presented in this
section,

6.2.1 Spectral Absorption Model for Precursor Region

In the precursor region, the photoionization absorption coefficient
is a continuous nonzero function of photon energy (because of bound-free
transition) for all values of photon energy that exceed the ionization
potential of the atom. Similar remarks apply to the photcdissociation
and radiative recombinafion. A critical review of ultraviolet photo-
absorption cross sections for molecules of astrophysical and aeronomic
interest, available in the literature up to 1971, is given by Hudson [20].
Specific information on photoionization and ﬁbsorption coefficient of
molecular hydrogen is available in [20,21, 71-74].

Photoionization and absorption cross sections of H_, as obtained

2

from Refs. 20, 21, and 71-74, are plotted in Fig. 2. From this figure,
(]

it is evident that the ionization continuum starts at about 804 A and

. [}
continues towards lower wavelengths. Between the wavelengths of 600 A
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and 804 ;;.the absorption cross section for the ionization continuum is
lincluded in the total absorption (i.e., absorption due to ionization as
well as dissoéiation). For wavelengths below 600 ;, however, the ioniza-
tion continuum absorption is equal to the total abso;ption. The total
absoiption'cross section for the continuum range below 804 ; can be
closely approximated by the two rectangles (I and II) shown in the

figure with broken lines. The ratio of the ionization cross section to
the total absorption cross: section (i.e., the value of YI) is taken to be
unity for rectangle I and 0.875 for rectangle IX. For wavelengths greatér
than 804 ; (where h is below ionization energy), the value of YI is taken
to be zero. Little information is available in the literature dg the
absorption cross section for dissociation of H2 molecules. There is
strong evidence, however, that photodissociation starts at about 2600 ;
and continues towards lower wavelengths to about 750 ; [69,71]. There
are also a few diffuse bands in this spectral range [71,73]. Thus, it
becomes difficult to evaluate the absorption cross section in this spec-
tral range. For this study, the absorption cross section in the spectral
range between 804 g and 2600 ; was approximated by rectangle III. The
specific values of o(v) for the three rectangles are found to be

cI(v) = 4,1 E-18, cII(v) = 8.2 E-18, and UIII(v) = 2.1 E-18. The value
of YD is taken to be zero for rectangle I and 0.125 for rectangle II.

The numerical procedure for employing this model in the radiative flux

equations is discussed in detail in Ref. 42 and is summarized in Chap. 7.

6.2.2 Spectral Absorption Model for Shock-lLayer Region

As mentioned earlier, the 58-step model proposed by Sutton [26] for

spectral absorption by the hydrogen species in the shock layer is employed
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in this study. For atogic_hydrogen, all three transitions (bound<bound,
bound-free, and free-free) are considered. The total absorption of the -
jth step is a summation of the average absorption for the ith transi-
tions in the jth step, i.e.,

K (6.9a)

Kk, = I
IR &
vj+Avj
_Kij = (l/Avj) I Kidv (6.9b)
v
3
| ‘i -.f(T'Ni'v) (6‘9c)
where N, represents the number density in cm >,

i

For the free-free transition, the absorption coefficient is cal-

culated by

H _ . 3l/2
Keg (2.61E 35)NeNH+/(\) T ) . (6,10) .

The absorption coefficient for bound-free transitions is calculated

by employing two separate relations as

y .
2 = (1.99E - 14) /3 T (/ndexp(c)), 1 ¢ n

b <4 (6,.11a)
n2=l

2

H - - 3
K (6.31E 20)(TNH/v )exp(cz)exp(c3), 5<n,<n

[} 2, max (6,11b)

(-157780/T) [1 - (1/n§) ]

2]
|

(-157780/T) (1 - 6/13/6)

O
]

3]
L]

[(157780/T) (1/25 - §/13/6)1 - 1

a.79e - 5) /7y /7

-3
L]

In the above equations, n, represents the principal quantum numbers, §

2
is the reduction in ionization potential in eV, and the values 157780

and 13.6 are the ionization potential in K and eV respectively.
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The bound-bound transitions are included for principal quantum
numbers up to five. The absorption coefficient is calculated by usiné

the relation

k2 = SL(v) ' (6.12)

bb .
where S is the line strength and L(v) is the line shape factor. The
line strength is given by the relation

S = (1.10E - 16)fn2N_ exp[(-157780/T) (1 = 1/n2)] (6.13)
The line shape factor is given by the relation

Lev) = y/{nly% + (v - v )21} (6.14)

where v, is the frequency at the line center and y is the line half-

width, and these are given by

v, = l3;6[(1/nﬁ) - (1/n§)] . (6.15)
Y = all.0SE 15(? - n%)N§/3] (6.16)

The constant a in the above equation is taken to be 0.642 for the first
line and unity for the remaining lines.
The absorption coefficients for the free-free and bound-free transi-

tions of the negative hydrogen are

H - - 3
Kgg = (6.02E = 39)N.N_/v (6.17)
Kgf = (2.89E - 17) (8% - 483 + 3.648% + 0.73B)N - (6.18)

where B = 1.502/v. The threshold for the bound-free transition of H™

is 0.757 ev.
The absorption coefficient for molecular hydrogen in the jth step

is obtained in accordance with Eg. (6.9) and is expressed as
w2 = £ (TN (6.19)
3 3 H2 )

where fj(T) is dependent on the particular step. The molecular bands

cover the steps from 7 to 17 eV.
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Further details on constructing the step=function model and utilize

ing it in the radiative flux equations are given in Refs. 25-27,
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7. SOLUTION PROCEDURE

An iterative procedure has been used to couple the precursor and
shock~-layer soluﬁions. In this method, the shock-layer solutions are
obtained first with no consideration of precursor effect. From this
solution, the radiative flux at the shock front (which influences the
precursor region flow) is determined. By employing this value of the
radiative flux, different precursor region variables are calculated
through use of Egs. (2.18) through (2.25). Values of these flow variables
are obtained just ahead of the bow shock, and then the Rankine~Hugoniot
relatidns are used to determine the conditions behind the shock. These
conditions are used to obtain new shock=-layer solutions from which a new
value of the radiative flux at the shock is calculated. The procedure
is continued until the radiative flux at the shock becomes invariant,

The solution procedures for the precursor and shock-layer regions
are described in some detail in following subsections.

7.1 Precursor Region Solution

As pointed out earlier, two methods (the small perturbation theory
and the thin-layer approximation) are employed in this study to investi-
gate the precursor region flow phenomena. The solution procedure for
these methods is discussed separately in this section.

7.1.1 Small Perturbation Theory

Since the problem treated by thin layer method is linear, it is
permissible to obtain a solution for arbitrary frequency, and then
integrate this solution over the spectrum to obtain the general solu-
tion. Thus, in the development that follows, flow-field perturbations
will be considered for a unit frequency interval. Consequently, Egs,

(2.11) and (2.12) now can be written as
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- 3
BHE /92 NH c(v)/(pmvw) Hv (7.1)

1 2
= ) ' 7.2
3CH2+/32 [ml_NH2 p o)/ (o vV bv)]Hv (7.2a)
. BCH/Bz = [ml NH2 YD o)/l vV hv)]Hv (7.2b)

where YD and Y_ represent photodissociation and photoionization yields

I
respectively.
It can be shown that the flow under consideration is irrotational

{1,2]. Thus, there exists a potential ¢ such that

_ v :
Vl ) (7.3)
For z~-direction, integration of Eg. (2,.8) results in

= = (yM2 = —(vM2 '
P, (YMZ) 3¢/3z (YMw)Vlz (7.4)

Eg. (2.9) can now be expressed as

V24 + 3p,/3z = 0 (7.5)
In order to evaluate Bpl/az and to relate H1 to other variables, it is
necessary to consider the gas model and radiation, For the precursor
region gas model, the expressions for pressure and enthalpy variations
are given by Egs. (2.14) and (2.15) respectively., Now, in order to ex-
press the governing equations in terms of perturbation potential, first
Py is eliminated by combining Egs. (2.14) and (7.4). The resulting
equation is then differentiated with respect to z and use is made of

Eg. (7.2). Next, Egs. (2.15), (2.16), (7.1), and (7.3) are combined to

give
= - 2 2 _
apl/az T 3¢¢/3z Pv Hv (7.6)
where
T = 0.727 y M2 (7.7a)
Pv =a, + bv/hv (7.7b)
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a = NH2 o(v)/(p, V_ H) : (7.8;)

bv = —(avml/Z)I(I - 0.89 RIQ)YI + (2D - 1.89 RT ) YD] (7.8b)

Upon combining Eqs. (7.5) and (7.6), the governing equation fof the flow
is cbtained as

vfwd) - T 3%¢/922 = P H (7.9)
For the axisymmetric case, this is expressed as

£t 9/0r (£24/3r) - T 32¢/32% = B H_ (7,10)

Egs. (7.9) and (7.10) are seen to be the classical potential equa-
tions for compressible flow with a forcing term proportional to radiation
added. The potential for the flow induced by a radiant source with a
spectral distribution is obtained by integrating the contributions of
each frequency as

o=/ ¢ av (7.11)

As discussed by Smith [1,2], solutions of the governing equations,
presented in the previous section, can be obtained in special cases
depending on the model used for the distribution of spatial radiation.
If the radius of the radiating gas cap, RC, is large compared to the
photon mean free path, then the problem can be treated like radiation
from a plane source. On the other hand, when the radius of the radia-
ting gas cap is small, then the problem can be treated like a spherical
point source for radiation from the gas cap and a cylindrical point
source for radiation from the wake. Note that, in general, Rc may not
be the same as the radius of the bow shock, Rs.

7.1.1.1 Radiation From a Plane Source, For radiation from a plane

source, it is essential to integrate the Hv contribution over the plane,
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&% .

as attenuated by passage through the absorbing medium. The relation for
Hv’ in this case, is givep by [28]

Hv = qu(o) Ez(—xvz) (7.12)
where qv(o) is the spectral radiative flux density aﬁ the shock wave,
K, is the spectral absorption coefficient, and En(t) is the'exponential
integral of order n. The expression for Kv(which may also be interpreted
as inverse of the photon ﬁean free path) is given by

k. = N_ o(v) - (7.13)

v H2
In this form K, represents the absorption coefficient of H2 molecules.
If the number density NH (and hence, Kv) can be taken to be independent
2

of z (which is a good approximation for small ionization and dissocia-
tion), then the optical depth is defined by

T =k (7.14)
For the plane radiating source (where Vi.y¢ = 0), therefore, a combina-
tion of Egs. (7.9), (7.12), and (7.14) results in a simpler expression,
the integration of which results in [42]

¢ = -[2 P q (0)/(Tc2)]IE, (-Z) (7.15)
where the boundary condition of (3¢/3%5)*>0 as I+~ has been used,

| From Eq. (7.3), the velocity perturbations, ahead of the shock

front, can now be written as V =V = 0, and

1x ly
Viz = -2 Pv qv(O)/(FKv)]E3(-C) - . _ (7.16)
From Eq. (7.4), the expression for pressure perturbation is found to be
p, = 2 vy P, qv(O)/Kv]E3(-C) (7.17)
where it was assumed that (MZ/T)=1; Similarly, the expressions for

density perturbation, total enthalpy, static enthalpy, and species

concentration are found to be [2,42]
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= [2 P, qv(O)/(PKv)]E3(*C) -‘7.18)

P1

By - 12 q,(0)/ (o VHIE(~T) (7.19)
B, = 2q,(0){(1/ (o V3)1 + B /(Ik ) E (~5) (7.20)
Cy = I2 WHZ m /o, V, hvl1¥ (V) 9, (0)E, (~£) (7.21a)
cHz+ = [2 Wf‘z m /o, V, hv)lylkv) q,, (0)E, (~2) (7.21b)

By employing Egs. (7.17), (7.18), and (7.21), Eq. (2.5) is solved for
the temperature variation. PFor this case now, all flow properties at
any point upstream of the shock can be determined.

7.1.1.2 Radiation From Spherical and Cylindrical Point Sources. The

physical model for radiation from spherical and cylindrical point sources
is shown in Fig. 3. A spherical point source is a source which radiates
equally in all directions. A cylindrical point source is a source which
radiates as a cylinder of infinitesimal radius and length. For both
cases, the incident radiation at any field point s is given by [1,2]

Hv = (Av/sz) exp(-Kvs)(sin B)j - (7.22)
In this equation, Av represents the radiative strength of the source,

s is the distance from the source and € is the angle between the free
stream velocity vector and a line from the field point to the center of
the source. The superscript j is equal to zero for a spherical point
source and one for a cylindrical point source.

Eqg. (7.22) can be substituted in Egs. (7.9)-(7.10) to obtain the
corresponding equations for the perturbation potential. Within the con-
fines of the assumptions made in obtaining Egq. (7.22), however, both
problems (spherical as well as cylindrical point source) can be con-
sidered to be axisymmetric. The governing equation for the perturbation

potential, therefore, can be written as
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1

0L 9/anmas'/am) - T 32'/3z2 = A p"2 e 7H

(sin )7 (7.23)
where
.=: = ! = o= =
] Kvs, n er, ¢ Kv¢, A A(v) K, Pv Av
A procedure for“-general solution of this equation is suggested by

Smith [l1]. For entry flow, however, M2>>1 and Eg. (7.23) can be solved
[- -]

by expanding ¢ in a series in (1/T) in the vicinity of the body. Thus,

one can express as

o = -/ e + a/mE Y am v am e @ em

+ .. .] (7.24)

where Fj's are function for perturbation potential. Substitution of
this relation intoc Eg. {7.23) gives

228,/3c2 = w2 exp(-u) (sin ©) (7.25)
and

aZFJ(“)/ac2 = =n"" 3/3n(n arj(“'l)/an) (7.26)

The problem, therefore, is reduced to guadratures in the vicinity of the
body. In the present analysis, only the terms in (1/T) will be retained.
By integrating Eg. (7.25) twice, the expression for Fj is obtained as

- "2 - J -
Fj (z,n) = J L exp ( uo)(n/uo) (z co)dco (7.27)

2 . .
where uo =n? + g2, For convenience, let us denote

5507 expl-n ) (/) az (7.28a)

G, (z,n) 9F./23
3 C, J/ 4

4

i)

B (G,n) = 9F/3n 17 exp (- ) /w7 [+

(n/uo)(z +3)1 -3 Yz - £,)4g _ (7.28b)

With these definitions of Fj' Gj' and Hj' the perturbation quantities

can be expressed as [2,42]
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$* = ~(A/T)F

j(t.n) (7.29)
Vig = (A/I‘)!‘Ij (z,n) (7.30)
Viz ™ -(A/I')Gj (z,n) : _ ' (7.31)
P = YAGj (z,n) (7.32)
Py = (l\/I‘)Gj (z,n) : (7.33)
= 3 .
HTl (Kv Av/pa VQ)Gj(C,n) - (7.34)
- 2
CH onl Av_nv/p°° v, h?)YD(v) Gj(c,n) (7.35a)
C, - 2
Byt = (m) A, «3/p, V, BVIY, (V) Gy(z,n) . (7.35b)

Note that for the case of spherigally radiating point source § = 1 in

the above equations. Also, these equations are obtained for arbitrary
frequency. The expression for total potential, for this case, can be

obtained by combining Egs. (7.11) and (7.24) as

o = -(/T) 7 [A(v) /6v]E, (2, m)av (7.36)
[+]

FPurthermore, it should be noted that the above solutions are valid in

j] does not vanish, This is the

the region where [u“2 exp (-u) (sin 0)
case of spherically symmetric flow ahead of the entry body and is of
primary concern in the present study. Other cases involving cylindrical
point source are discussed in [1,2].

The procedure for expressing the perturbation equations in terms of
the photoabsorption model employed in the precursor region is given, in
detail, in [42].

7.1.2 Thin Layer Approximation

A direct integration of Egs. (2.23) through (2.27) results in the

following governing equatiéns for the precursor region
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pV=p V (7.37)

PV, (W-u) =0 (7.38)
P Voo (V=7 ) + (p-p) =0 _ (7.39)
P Vol ~ H) +q =0 | (7.40)
P vw(aca/an) -k, =0 ' (7.41)

where it has been assumed that D ™ 0.

In Egq. (7.40), H represents the total_enthalpy and is given by a
combination of Egs. (4.1) and (4.4). The expression for the radiative
flux, Qg is given by Eg. (6.4). For the present application, Eq. (7.41)
will Se written for atomic hydrogen and hydrogen ions. By following

the procedure outlined in [1,42] the expressions for species concentra=-

tion are found to be

N
_ -1
CH = 284 ? YD. E3(Ti)(kTs) I(vi) (7.42)
i=1 i
N -1 )
CH ;=+ - 284 ; YI. E3(Ti)(kTs) I(vi) (7.43)
2 i=1l i

where

B, = (15/7%) [q(0)m /(p V)]

4
Vai

I(vﬁ) = [ {v%/lexp(v) - 11}av
v
1i

and m, represents the weight of the H2 molecule in grams per molecule.

Note that there are nine algebraic equations to evaluate the nine

. The solutions of this set of

Hy+

algebraic equations are obtained by using the Gauss-Seidel method [74].

unknowns p, v, u, p, h, H, CH’ C

The properties at the infinity are used as the first initial guess in
the Gauss-Seidel method. The iteration is continued until all the
quantities in this region become invariant. The flow chart of the

computational procedure is illustrated in Figs. 4 and 5.
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CALL PERC

PRINT

Fig. 4 Flow chart for combined Precursor/shock-layer solution
procedure.
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'GUESS A VALUE FOR
v

-

SQLVE EQ. 0 (7.37) FOR

Y
SOLVE EQ.u(7.38) FOR

\

SOLVE EQ. (7.39) FOR

Y

CALL QRADqIATION FOR
r

4 NEW v

SOLVE EQ. (7.40) FOR A
Hp AND T
i

CALL PCH2 FOR
Ko

Y

SOLVE EQUATION OF
STATE FOR P

Y

No
@RGENCE >

yYes

RETURN

Fig. 5 Flow chart for subroutine PERC used in the precursor region

solution procedure.
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7.2 Shock-Layer Region

A numerical procedure for solving the viscous shock-layer equations
for stagnation and downstream regions is given by Davis [14]. Moss
applied this method of solution to reacting multicomponent mixtures in
[15,17]. A modified form of this procedure is used in this study to
obtain soluﬁions of the viscous shock-layer equations. 1In this method,
a transformation is applied to the viscous shock—lafer equations in order
to simplify the numerical computations. In this trénsformation most of
the variables are normalized with their local shock values, The trans-

formed variables are [15]

n=y/y, p = p/p_ b= u/ug
E=x p=p/og K = K/K_
u= u/us T = T/Ts Cp = Cp/CPS
e v/vs H= H/Hs | (7.44)
The transformations relating the differential quantities are
3 3 1 3
% () 3 Y, (dys/dE)ngg () (7.45)
and
_ 2 2
mO==20, =022 (7.46,
b4 yS ay?_ Y: 3“2
The transformed equations can be expressed in a general form as
3%w/on?  + a 3W/n + aW + a, + a,dW/3E = 0 (7.47)

The quantity W represents u in the X-momentum equation, T in the tempera-
ture energy equation, H in the enthalpy energy equation, and ci in the

species continuity equations. In most cases, the coefficients a, to a

1 4

to be used in this study are exactly the same as given in {15]. However,
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there is one exception. Since radiatian is‘included in the present .
study, the coefficients of the enexrgy equation are different from those
used in [15]. For example, in the enthalpy energy equation, coeffice
27 and a, are the same as given in {15], but a
and this is given by

ients a;,a is different,

3

Py
a., _Ir-s == [-L%‘*!.* (1 + : nK r+ T :6i G;n
3 T Ys n Yaﬂ Y"’l
s s
+ YsPrPgVs” op _Ysfr'rys 1 2%
2 = an 2 R A
€ uSuH € usHsu s
. q © . cos 6 )1 (7.48)
R1+ynk ~Ir+y_ cos@ )
where
b = ;r s ;ru AL i L 1)324
YS ’ i=] n Pr- N
2 012
p 2 cuu

-1+ysnl<

Other transformed equations are the same as given in [15].
The surface boundary conditions in terms of trangformed variables

are

=)

=o,€=o,§=§w (7.49) .
The transformed shock conditions are found to be

=p=1 (7.50)

=g

Uu=v=T=Hs=
at n = 1.
The second order partial differential equations as expressed by

Eq. (7.47), along with the surface boundary and shock conditions, are
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solved by employing an implicit finite-difference method., In order to
obtain numerical solutions for the downstream region, it is necessary

to have an accurate stagnation streamline solution. Since the shock
shape is affected by the downstream flow, a truncated series of shock
standoff distance is uggd to develop the stagnation streamline equations.
As such, the shock standoff distance is expressed by

v

s " Y15 t Y2 B4 (7.51)

Since £ is small and the curvature x is approximately one in the
stagnation region, it is logical to say that (see Fig. 1)
"B =g - (7.52)
Since ¢ = (n/2) -8, there is obtained
a =6+ tan  [(3n_/3E)/ (L + ky)]
= (n/2) + E{[Zyzs/(l + yls)] - 1} (7.53)
By using Egs. (7.51) to (7.53), the shock relations [Egs. (3.4)=(3.9)]

can be expressed. in terms of expanded variables as

V- = 1/p - V.. = 1/0 - (7.54)
ut. = -E[Zyzs/(ll+ y,) -1 | (7.55)
u - = {1 - 2y, /(1 -y, )11 + l/ps_)} (7.56)
P~ = P+ + (L= 1/p_2) + E2{ (1 - 1/p_-)

Il =2y, /(L + ¥, )12} o (7.57)
hy==h 4 + (1 = 1/p__)/2 ' (7.58)

In Egs. (7.54) through (7.58), only Ps and u_ involve Y, in the
s

first terms of their expansion. Thus, a series expansion for the flow
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variables is assumed about the axis of symmetry with respect to non-

dimensional distance £ near the stagnaﬁion streamline as

p(E,n) = p, (n) +p,(ME2 + ——= (7.59a)
ulg,n) = u; (Mg + --- ' | (7.59b)
v(E,n) = vin) + === . (7.59c)
p(E,m) = py (n) + === (7.594)
T(E,n) =T, (n) + ~—- (7.59)
HE,M) = u; (M) + === (7.59f)
K(g,n) = Ky (n) + === (7.59g)
Cp(E,n) = Cpl (n) + === (7.59h)
ci(E.n) =Cyy n) + ——= (7.59i)

Since Yoe is a function of downstream flow, it cannot be determined by
the stagnation solutions. Thus, a value of Yog = 0 is assumed initially.
This assumption is removed by iterating on the solution by using the
previous shock standoff distances to define Yogr

The new form of x-momentum and energy equations in the §,n can be

written as

3w W
;;;—+ a, 5 + a2W + a, 0 (7.60)

5t and a3 are exactly the

same as given in [15]). For the enthalpy equation, W = H and again ay

For x-momentum, W = u and coefficients al, a

and a, are the same as defined in [15] but a_ is given by

2 3
2 -
a; = (Pr,lsyls/ulsHls)(Pr,l/ul)[(l/yls)(BW/Bn)
- - . = -
+ 2¥/(1 + nyls)] + (ylsPrpsvsvl/e usuHs)(apl/Bn) (7.61)

Other stagnation streamline equations are the same as given in [15]., 1It

should be noted that at the body surface 51 = 1 and 52 = 0.
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As mentioned earlier, the governing second-order partial different-
ial equations are solved by employing an implicit finite-difference
method. For this purpose, the shock layer is consi&ered as a network
of nodal points with a variable grid space in the n-direction, The
scheme is shown in Fig. 6 where m is a station measured along the body
surface and n denotes the station normal to the body surface. The derive
atives are converted to finite~difference form by using Taylor's series
expansions. Thus, unequal space central difference equations in the

n-direction at point m, n can be written as

. An . an
Ny . n-l W - a W
oan’'n Ann(Ann_l + Ann) m,n+1 Ann_l(Ann_l + Ann) m,n=1
Ann - An -1
+ -—A__Z__n—._ wm n (7.623)
ﬂn nn-l ’
%W, _ 2 W : 2
)y = : - —
an2 P Ann(Ann + Ann_l). m,n+l AnnAnn—l m,n
b 2+ — "o ne1 (7.62b)
-1 fha1 '
W - W
W - _m,n m=-1,n
ag)m I (7.62¢)

A typical difference equation is obtained by substituting the above
equations in Egs. (7.47) or (7.60) as

W = - (Dn/Bn) - (An/Bn)Wm (cn/Bn)wm' (7.63)

n+l - n-1l

A = (2 +a,8n ,)/[An (An_ + &n .07

1
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By = - 12 -3, (8n, =08n, )1/ bndn, ) -2, -3 /80

¢n = (2 - a;an )/1an _, (Bn + &n__,)]

Dn = a3 - a4wm-1,n/AEm-l

Now, if it is assumed that

wﬁ,n = Enwm,n+1 + Fn (7.64)
or
"o,n-1 = Ba-1¥m,n ¥ Fp-a1 (7.65)

then by substituting Eq. (7.65) into Eg. (7.63), there is obtained

wm n - [-An/ (Bn + ann

’

)]Wm,n+1

) (7.66)

-1
+ (-Dn - cnFn--l)/(Bn + cnEn-l
By comparing Egs. (7.64) and (7.66), one finds

E =-A/(B _CE ) ‘ (7.67)

F, = (D, -CF ,)/(B +CE ) (7.68)

Now, since E1 and Fl are known from the boundary conditions, En and

F_ can be calculated from Eqs. (7.67) and (7.68). The quantities L
at point m, n can now be calculated from Eg. (7.64).

The overall solution procedure starts with evaluation of the flow
properties immediately behind the shock by using the Rankine-Hogoniot
relations. With known shock and body surface conditions, each of the
second-order partial differential equations are integrated numerically
by using the tridiagonal formalism of Eg. (7.47) and following the pro-
cedure described by Egs. (7.63) to (7.68). As mentioned before, the
solutions are obtained first for the stagnation streamline, witﬁ this

solution providing the initial conditions, the solution. is marched down-

stream to the desired body location. The first solution pass provides
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only an approximate flow-field solution. This is because in the first
solution pass'the thin shock-layer form of the normal momentum equation
is uséd, the stagnation streamline solution is assumed to be independent
of downstream influence, the term dys/§£ is equated to zero at each bhody
station, and the shock angle a is assumed to be the same as the body
angle 6. All these assumptions are removed by making additional solu-
tion passes.

In the first solution pass, the viscous shock=layer equations are
solved at any location m after obtaining the shock conditions (to estab-
lish the outer boundary conditions) from the precursor region solutions.
The converged solutions at station m-l1l are used as the initial gquess for
the solutions at station m. The solution is then iterated locally until
convergence is achieved.

For the stagnation streamline, guess values for dependent variables
are used to start the solutjon. In the first local iteration, both
(ays/aa) and (3W/3f) are assumed to be zero, The energy equation then
is integrated numerically to obtain a new temperature. By using this
temperature, new values of thermodynamic and transport properties are
calculated. Next, the x-momentum equation is integrated to find the u
component of velocity. The continuity equation is used to obtain both
the shock standoff distance and the v component of velocity. The
pressure P is determined by integrating the normal momentum equation.
The equation of state is used to determine the density. For example,
the integration of the stagnation streamline continuity equation from
0 to n results in

2 = (=
[+ y, 0%, v, P 1V, = (=2y, p, u )A (7.69)
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where

A of a -+ ylsn)pluldn (7.70)

This equation gives the v-velocity component along the stagnation
streamline. However, integration of the continuity equation from
n=0ton=1 results in
2 - - : :

a+ Yls) P1sV1s 2r>lsul$yls (B + C) (7.71)
where

B= "5 ddn, C=y glEEﬁdn

o "1 ’ 1s 11

The shock standoff distance can be obtained from the solution of
Eq. (7.71) as

- 2. 1/2
(2vls+23uls)+[(2vls+ZBuls) 4(vls+2Cu

y =
1s 2(vls+2Culs)

lslvls]

(7.72)

Similarly, other quantities at the stagnation streamline are obtained.

With known stagnation streamline solution and body surface and
shock conditions, the above procedure is used to find solutions for any
body location m. The downstream shock standoff distance and the v-velocity
component are obtained by integrating the continuity equation in the
n-direction from O to 1, and o to n respectively. Integration of the

coritinuity equation from n = 0 to n = 1 results in

] 2 l1-- low
aE;[ys cos 8 PU of pundn + ysrpsus_of pudn
1 -
= (r + Y cos 6)[yspsus 1+ ySK)pSVS] (7.73)
By defining, for station m
1. . 1.l

C1 = cos 6 psus g pundn, C2 = rpsus g pudn

and denoting the same relations by C, and ¢, for station m-1, Egq, (7.73)

3 4

can be expressed in terms of a difference equation as
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2 o 2 .
[(clys M czys)m (C3ys + c4ys)m---1]/AE

- ’ + ! -
TOgUgYgn T ©O8 ® Pe¥sYemism = *Pg’s _
- _' - 2 . -
rpsvsncysm cos 6 psvsysm cos 6 psvslcysm (7.74)
This can be expressed in a qﬁadratic form as
2 4 '
(I\A)ysm (BB)ysm + (CC) =0 (7.75)

where

AA = c1 + cos empsvsAE

= -+ - ]
BB C2 rpsvsKAE cos 6 psusysAE + cos 6 psvsAE

= - 2 + ' -
<c [c3(ys)m-1 C4(Ys)m-1 + rpsusysAE rpsvsAEJ
The shock standoff distance at station m is obtained from Eg, (7.75) as

y_ = {-(8B) + [(BB)? - 4(AA) cc) 12

}/2(an) (7.76)
The v=-velocity component can be obtained in a similar manner, Integra-

tion of the continuity equation from Q0 to y gives

) n -
3E [o[ ysm(r + Y_,n cos 6)psuspudn]

+ (r + Yl cos [ + nysmr)(psvspv)
- ! sul =
ysmnosuspu] 0 (7.77)
As before, this can be expressed in terms of a difference equation as
i) = (&) _ 1788} + (I1) v + (33) = 0O (7.78)

where

(II)m (r + Y o cos 8)(1 + ysmnK)psvsp

) (e 4 , _—
(JJ)m (r ysmn cos e)ys np_u_pu

m S S

n s
+
(KK)m =°f ysm(r Y " €OS e)psuspudn
Thus, the v-velocity component at each point on the station m can be

obtained from Egq. (7.78). Other guantities at station m are obtained
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by a similar manner. As menticned before, the first pass is only an
approximate solution because of several inherent assumptions. These
assumptions are removed by iteration in the next pass. For the sub-
sequent solution passes, the shock angle and Y,g 3Te given by
-1,
a=08 + tan [yu/(l + xy“)..'! (7.79)

- - 2
Yg2 (9.3 y'l)/«G(AE) (7.80)

s
The flow diagrams for computation procedure are shown in Fig. 4 and

rigs. 7 to 13.
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Fig. 7 Flow chart for subroutine SHOCK for shock-layer
solution.
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FPig. 8 Flow chart for subroutine SHOKLY for shock-layer solution.
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Fig. 9 Flow chart for subroutine ENERGY for shock-layer
solution.
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Fig. 10 Flow chart for subroutine MOMENTM for shock-layer

solution.
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Fig. 11 Flow chart for subroutine RADIATION for shock-layer
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V2
X = _/ {V’/[exp(v) - 1]} dv
Ve
Vi1
X, = f {v’/[exp(»w) - 1]} dv
V2

N N
QP (M5,N) = f COF2(M5,N) COFl(M5,N) E, [f ay (N-)dn']d#;
o o

N

o} (o]

N
aj (N' )dN'] ag

N
QM(N) = /
o

¢
COF2(K,N) COF3 (K,N) Ez[f a5 (N')dN'] ag
N
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8. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

For this study, the entry body considered is a 45° hyperboloid
blunt body which enters the Jovian atmosphere at a zero deéree angle of
attack. The hody.surface is assumed to be gray having a surface emit-
tance of Q,8. Unless specified otherwise, the surface temperature is
taken to be uniform at 4,564K. For the case of chemical equilibrium in
the shock layer, all results were obtained by considering a boﬁy nose
radius of Rﬁ = 23 cm. For chemical nonequilibrium conditions, however,
three different nose radii (12, 23, and 45 cm) were considered. The
nominal composition of the free stream atmosphere was considered to be
85 percent hydrogen and 15 percent helium for most calculations. However,
comparative results were also obtained for the 89 percent hydrogen and
1l percent helium nominal atmosphere.

First, results are presented for variation in flow properties only
in the precursor region. These results were obtained with known values
of radiative heat flux at the shock front. Next, chemical equilibrium
shock layer results, obtained by considering sl;p conditions, are pre-
sented. With these results providing the basis for further investigation,
complete precursor region-shock layer coupled solutions were obtained for
both chemical equilibrium and chemical nonequilibrium in the shock layer.
These results are presented in the last two sections of this chapter.

8.1 Precursor Region

In the precursor region, the results were obtained only for the range
of entry velocitigs for which free-stream and shock conditions were avail-
able (see Table 1). As mentioned before, precursor-region results were

obtained by employing both the small perturbation method and the thin
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layer approximation. First small perturbation results are presented,
and then some key results of this method are compared with the results
of the thin layer approximation.

By employing the small perturbation method, the perturbation quan-
were calculated numerically and the

tities V C._, CH , and T

1z’ P1’ H o 1
results are illustrated in Figs. 14-22. In Figs. 14-18, perturbation
quantities are shown as a function of distance from the shock for differ-
ent altitudes and a constant entry velocity of 35 km/sec, In Figs. 19-23,
the perturbation quantities (just ahead of the bow shock) are illustrated
as a function of the free-stream velocities. Since Py = —Vlé' separate
results were not illustrated for the density perturbation. From these
figures it is evident that the magnitude of perturbation quantities, in
general, depend on the distance from the shock, altitude of entry, and
entry speeds.

Figures 14-18 show that at a fixed entry velocity, the perturbation
effects are greater for lower altitudes and at locations just ahead of
the shock. This, however, would be expected because the number densities
of participating species are greater at lower altitudes and at these
altitudes most radiative energy from the shock gets absorbed in the
immediate vicinity of the shock front. At higher altitudes, perturba=
tion effects are significant to a larger distance from the shock front.
This is because, at these altitudes, the number densities of participating
species are small and radiation effects are felt farther into the free~
stream. Specific results presented in Figs. 14-18 indicate that the use
of the small perturbation theory is justified in determining the veiocity,

density, mass fraction and total enthalpy variations. For example, just
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Fig. 14 Velocity perturbation as a function of distance
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from the shock at different altitudes and a
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ahead of the shock, the wvalue of (V/Vm) is 0,9992 for Z = 95 km and is
equal to 0.99975 for Z - 150 km. Similarly,_H,i,1 = 6.8 x 10‘3 for

Z = 95 km and HT1-= 2.4 x 10 for z - 150 kn (i.e., 0.68% increase in
total enthalpy at 95 km and 0.24% inciease at 150 km), The static
pressure and temperature variations, however, cannot be considered small,
This is because for 2 = 95 knm, Pl = 2 and T1 = 300 K, and for 2 -~ 150 knm,

P1 = 0.64 and Tl = 94 K, For these variations, therefore, one could
question the validity of the small perturbation theory.

For different altitudes of entry, perturbation results (just ahead
of the shock) are illustrated in Figs. 19-23 as a function of entry
velocities. These results again indicate that the perturbation effects
are greater for lower altitudes. As would be expected, for any specific
altitude, the effects are larger for higher entry velocities. This is
a direct consequence of greater radiative energy transfer from the shock
to the free-stream at high entry speeds. For the most part, variations
in the velocity, mass fractions, and total enthalpy again are seen to be
small. For example, for an entry body at an altitude of 95 km, the total
enthalpy of the gas (HTl) entering the shock wave is increased from about
0.68 percent at V = 36 km/sec to 1l percent at V = 38 km/sec. For
Z = 150 km, however, HTl increases from 0.24 percent at 35 km/sec to
0.66 percent at 42 km/sec. The variations in the static pressure and
temperature, in some cases, are seen to be several times greater than the
ambient values. These large variations, however, occur for conditions
where dissociation is high and the validity of the entire theory is
questionable [1,2].

By employing the governing equations (Eqs. 2.9-2.13) and the spec-

tral information of Sec. 6.2.1, numerical results were obtained for
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velocity, pressure and temperature variations for different values of

n at s = 0. Specific results for an altitude of Z = 116 km are com-
pared in Figs. 24-26 with corresponding results of the small perturba-=
tion theory. For the range of parameters considered, the results
obtained by the two procedures are seen to be in excellent agreement.

It is obvious from these results that either approach could be utilized
in the investigation of the precursor region flow fieid. It was noted
in Sec. 7.1 that for the Jupiter's entry conditions, tﬁe general govern=
ing equations of the small perturbation theory reduced to the case of
simple plane source. As such, use of this method to Jupiter's entry

anale mh

raca 3 A Ana a3 al Twecas
case i O Clie=GiMensidna. allaryses. il

7]
2}
m
7]
1]
[
[
<
:

layer approximation procedure is that it is physically more convincing
and it can be extended easily to three-dimensional and axisymmetric
cases.
8.2 Effects of Shock and Body Slip Conditions

By invoking the boyd and shock slip conditions, results for varia-
tion in the shock layer flow properties were calculated for higher alti=
tude entry conditions. Scme important results of this investigation are
presented in this section. Results are presented first for the veiocity
and témperature jumps at the body surface. Following this, results are
presented for the properties immediately behind the shock, WNext, the
effects of radiation on convective heating at higher altitudes are dis-
cussed. Finally, to assess the influence of slip conditions, results
are presented for the convective and radiative heating. It should be
emphasized here that the term slip conditions (or slip boundary condi-
tions), as used in this study, implies both the body and the shock slip

conditions.
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The variation in the surface slip velocity i; illustrated in Fig. 27
as a function of the entry altitudes. Since u-velocity is almost zero
at the stagnation streamline, the results presented in Fig. 27 have been
obfained for logation (or station) 3 of Fig. 6. Figure 27 clearly illus-
trates that the condition of no slip is not satisfied at higher altitudes,
Since u is normalized by the shock value (i.e., u= u/us), the magnitude
of velocity slip can be expressed as a percent of u_. It i3 evident from
Fig. 27 that about 8 percent velocity slip occurs at Z - 261 and only
0.1 percent at Z = 143 km.

The temperature jump at the body surface is shown in Fig. 28 for
different entry altitudes. The results presented in this figure are for
the case with no radiation and, in obtaining these results, the body
surface temperature was taken to be 4,000 K. A temperature jump of about
18 percent (i.e., VT = 680 K) is noted at the stagnation point for entry
conditions at Z =261 km. At lower altitudes, however, the temperature
jump is seen to be relatively small. For example, at Z = 116 km, the
temperature jump is only 3 K.

Figures 29-31 show the temperature jump, velocity slip, density and
total enthalpy changes just behind the shock. It is evident from Fig. 29
that when the altitude is lower than 225 km, the shock slip conditions
are not important. However, a significant temperature difference is
noted at Z = 261 km. The results presented in Fig. 30 illustrate that
both the u and v velocity components are influenced by the slip condi-
tions. Since both the temperature and velocity components decrease just
behind the shock, the slip conditions result in an increase in density
and a decrease in total enthalpy. This is clearly evident from the

result of Fig. 31.
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Figure 32 shows how the convective heat flux is effected by radia-
tion. The results indicate that at low altitudes, the convective heat
flu# decreases with‘iﬁqreasing altitude and at high altitudes it increases
with the altitude. This is because at different ranges of altitude, the
temperature distribution is rearranged by the radiation effect#. It is
noted that a maximum of 50 percent change in convective heat transfer
occurs at Z = 261 km and a 25 percent change at 2 = 225 kﬁ.

Figure 33 shows how the radiative heat flux is affected by slip
boundary conditions. It is seen that tﬁe effect is very small at alti-
tudes lower than 225 km. It is found that there is approximately 50
percent reduction in radiative heat flux due to the shock temperature
jump at 261 km.

The effects of slip boundary conditions on convective heat flux
towards the body (along the body surface) are illustrated in Figs. 34
and 35, for the cases with and without the radiation interaction. The
results indicate that the slip conditions start to effect the convective
heat flux at 2 = 225 km (¢ = 0.09064) by approximately 8 percent (at
stagnation point) and this increases to 27 percent at Z = 261 km
(e = 0.2129). The effect is seen to increase with the distance away
from the stagnation point, and inclusion of radiation is seen to suppress
this influence. When the altitude is less than 225 km, the effect of
slip boundary conditions is relatively small and it can 5e neglected.

8.3 Influence of Precursor Heating
on Viscous Equilibrium Flow
By considering the conditions of chemical equilibrium in the shock

layer, governing equations of both the precursor and shock layer regions
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were solved for physically realistic Jovian entry conditions. Results
of complete parametric study are presented in this section, First, the
results are presented for quantities just behind the shock wave, and
then a few results of flow variables within the shock layer are pre-
sented. Next, results are presented for the entire shock-precursor
region. Finally, a few results are presented to demonstrate the influ-
ence of precursor heating on the magnitude of different heat fluxes in
the shock layer.

The radiative flux from the shock layer towards the precursor
regiqn is found to be highest at the stagnation line shock location.
Results of the radiative flux from the shock front are shown in Fig, 36
for different altitudes of entry. As would be expected, precursor
heating results in a higher radiative flux at the shock front, It is
seen that the radiative flux reaches a maximum value for an altitude
of about 116 km, and the largest precursor effect (PE) of about 8 percent
is found to be for this altitude. This is a direct consequence of the
free stream and entry conditions at this altitude. For other entry
conditions (altitudes), precursor effects are seen to be relatively
lower.

Figure 37 shows the shock standoff variation with distance along the
body surface for different entry altitudes. The shock standoff distance,
in general, is seen to decrease with increasing.altitudes. This is
becauge higher entry velocities are associated with higher altitudes.

The precursor heating results in a slight increase in the shock standoff
distance (a maximum of about 2 percent for Z = 116 km) because the

density of the shock layer is slightly reduced.
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The conditions just behind the shock are illustrated in Figs. 38«4l
as a function of distance along the-body for different entry altitudes.
For z = 116 km, Fig. 38 shows that precursor heating increases the ’
enthalpy by a maximum of about 2 percent at the stagnation'line. The
change in shock temperature is shown in Fig. 39 for different altitudes.
As would be expected, precursor heating results in a relatively higher
temperature. The effect of precursor heating on the pressure just behind
the shock was found to be small and, therefore, it could not be shown in
a figure conveniently. Since the pressure essentially remains unchanged,
precursor heating results in a decrease in the density (see Fig., 40)
mainly because of an increase in the temperature. It was found that
precursor heating had no significant influence on the u-component of
velocity, but the v-component is slightly increased (see Fig;—4l) as a
result of decrease in the shock density.

Variations in pressure, density, velocity, and chemical species
across the shock layer are shown in Figg. 42~44 for an altitude of
Z = 116 km. Results presented in these figures are normalized by their
shock values and they show that precursor effects are felt throughout
the shock layer. Results presented in Figs. 42 and 43 for two body
locations (£ = 0 and 1) indicate the relative change in pressure; density,
and velocities as compared to their shock values. TFor £ = 0, Fig., 44
shows that precursor heating slightly decreases the concentration (mole
fraction) of atomic hydrogen and increases the concentration of ions and
electrons throughout the shock layer. |

Variations of temperature, pressure, density, and velocity along
the stagnation streamline in the entire shock layer-precursor zone are

illustrated in Figs. 45-48 for different altitudes. Since higher entry
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velocities are associated with higher altitudes, precursor effects, in
genexal, are found to be larger for higher altitudes. The results for
the precursor region show a dramatic increase in the pressure and
temperature but only a slight change in the density and velocgity. The
changes are largest near the shock front because a major portion of
radiation fraom the shock layer gets absorbed in the immediate vicinity
of the shock front. Figures 45 and 46 show that, in spite of a large
incre;se in the temperature and pressure in the precursor region, pre=
cursor heating does not change the temperature and pressure distributiqp
in the shock layer dramatically. The change in temperature, however, is
significant and (as would bBe expected) the maximum change occurs just
behind the shock. There is a slight change in the pressure near the body
but virtually no change closer to the shock. Figure 47 shows that the
change in density in the shock layer is higher for higher altitudes and
towards the shock. BAs discussed before, precursor heating results in a
slight decrease in the shock layer density. Virtually no change in the
u~component of shock layer velocity was found, but, as shown in Fig. 48,
the v-component is slightly increased.

The effects of precursor heating on different heat fluxes in the
shock layer are illustrated in Figs. 49-51. These results clearly
demonstrate that precursor heating has a significant influence on
increasing the heat transfer to the entry body. This increase essentially
is a direct consequence of higher shock layer temperatures resulting from
the upstream absorption of radiation. Figure 49 shows the variation of
radiative and convective heat flux with distance along the body surface

for Z = 116 km. It is noted that the precursor heating results in a
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7.5 percent increase in the radiative flux and about 3 percent increase
in the convective flux fo the body at the stagnation point, The increase
in heat transfer at other body locations are relatiﬁely lower., A
similar ;onclusion.can be drawn from the results presented in Fig. 50
for the radiative flux towards the shock and the body for two body.
locations (£ = 0 and 1) at Z = 116 km. Results of radiative and con~
vective heat flux at the body (for £ = 0) are illustrated in Fig., 51 for
different altitudes of entry. The radiative flux résults are seen to
follow the trend exhibited in Fig, 36 for radiation at the shock front,
The convective heat flux, however, is seen to increase slowly with the
altitude up to Z = 131 km and thereafter decrease with increasing alti-
tudes. The precursor effect is found to increase the radiative heating
Ey a maximum of about 7.5 percent at Z = 116 km and the convective
heating by 4.5 percent at 2 = 131 km.
8.4 Influence of Precursor Heating
on Viscous Nonequilibrium Flow

The influence of precursor heating on the flow phenomena around a
Jovian entry body was investigated under the conditions of chemical non=
equilibrium in the shock layer. As mentioned before, the entry body
considered for this study is a 45° hyperboloid blunt.body. The body
enters the Jupitor's atmosphere at zero angle of attack. The two nominal
atmospheres considered for Jovian entry consist of 85 and 89 percent hydro-
gen (by mole fraction) respectively. Also, to investigate the influence
of change in the body nose radius on the thickness of the nonequilibrium
layer, three different nose radii (12, 23, and 45 cm) were considered.

To illustrate the important features of the nonequilibrium analysis, most
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results were obtained for entry conditions which closely correspond to
the peak heating-conditions (i.e., for conditions at Z = 116 km). How-
ever, a few illustrative results have also been obtained for other
entry conditions. Equilibrium and nonequilibrium results are presented
first for variation of different properties in the shock layer. Results
are then presented to illustrate the influence of precursor heating.
Finally, resﬁits are presented for variation of different heat fluxes

in the shock layer under the influence of both the nonequilibrium con-

ditions and the precursor heating.

Two assumptions can be made about the molecular hydrogen entering
the shock layer immediately behind the shock. One criteria is to assume
that chemical reactions are "completely frozen" and initial composition
of hydrogen just behind the shock corresponds to the free stream value.
The second criteria is to consider that all hydrogen molecules have been
dissociated immediately behind the shock. This is referred to as the
"half-frozen” condition. Nonequilibrium results obtained for these two
cases (for entry conditions at Z = 116 km and for 85 percent hydrogen
nominal atmosphere) are illustrated in Figs. S2 to 54 as a function of
the normal coordinate at the stagnation point., Figure 52 shows the mole
concentration of different species écross the shock layer. It is evi-
dent from this figure that molecular hydrogen is completely dissociated
within about 4 percent of the total shock standoff distance from the
shock wave. This is referred to as the dissociation zone (or the
dissociated region). ' The variation in nondimensional v-velocity compon-
ent and density is illustrated in Fig, 53. Since molecular weights

change rapidly in the dissociated region, there is an increase in
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veloéity and a decrease in density near the outer-edge of the dissocia-
tion zone. The temperature distribution is shown in Fig. 54. It is
noted that the temperature just behind the shock wave reaches a value
of approximately 45,000 K in the completely frozen condition. After a
short interval, however, all hydrogen molecules are dissociate§ and
temperature drops to about 25,000 K. Next, ionization occurs and, as a
result of this, temperature continues to decrease until it reaches the
equilibrium value. From the results presented in Figs. 52-54, it is cone
cluded that the half-frozen and completely frozen assumptions are quite
close except in the dissociated region near the shock wave, and that
the half-frozen flow computation is a reasonably good assumption for
conditions of chemical nonequilibrium at altitudes near the peak heating
region. Thus, all other results presented in this section have been
obtained by considering only the half-frozen condition behind the shock.
As discussed in the previous section, the shock standoff distance
(for a given body nose radius)} varies with the altitude of entry and
entry velocity. It should be pointed out here that, in general, the
shock standoff distance increases with increasing the body nose radius. .
For entry conditions.at Z = 116 km, equilibrium and nonequilibrium
results for the shock standoff distance are illustrated in Fig. 55 as
a function of the coordinate along the body surface. It is noted that
the shock standoff distances for equilibrium and with radiation are con-
siderably lower than fof nonequilibrium and with no radiation. This,
however, would be expected bécause shock-layer densities are greater for
radiation and equilibrium conditions than for no radiation and nonequili--

brium conditions.
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Variations in chemical species across the shock 1a§er are shown
in.Figs. 56~59 for different conditions. For entry conditions at
Z = 116 km, results presented in Figs. 56 and 57 show that the non-
equilibrium layer is about 25 percent of the total shock-layer thickness
for no radiation case and about 50 percgnt for thé.case witﬁ radiation.
This is because inclusion of radiation results in a different tempera-
ture distribution in the shock layer. This point will be discussed
further while presenting results fbr the temperature variation. Near
the wall, the mass fractions of atomic hydrogen and electrons are higher
for nonequilibrium coﬁditions with radiation. This is because cold gases
near the wall absorb relatively more radiative heat flux in nonquili—
brium case. For no radiation case, a comparison of results presented
in Figs. 56 and 58 reveal that the nonequilibrium layer increases from
25 percent at Z = 116 km to about 40 percent at Z = 143 km. This is
because density is lower at higher altitudes and, therefore, it will
take a relatively longer time to reach equilibrium condition., For
2 = 116 km entry conditions, Fig. 59 shows the species concentrations
for three different body nose radii (12, 23, and 45 cm). These results.
indicate that the thickness (or range) of the nonequilibrium layer de-
creases with increasing nose radius. In particular, it is seen that the
thickness is about 40 percent for R.n = 12 em but itlis only 10 percent
fc:r_R.n = 43 cm. This is because the shock standoff distance is propor-
tional to the body nose radius and the relaxation time for chemical
reactions is about the same for all cases.

Temperature distributions ;cross the shock layer are illustrated in
Figs. 60-62 for different conditions. For the case with no radiation,

the heavy particle and electron temperature variations across the shock
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tion) in Fig. 60 for different entry conditions., The results show that
in the absence of radiation, the nonequilisrium temperature is higher
than the equilibrium temperature throughout the shock layer for each
entry condition. It is also noted that the electron temperature, which
is lower than the heavy particle temperature during early stages of
ionization, asymptotically'approaches the heavy particle temperature
during the later stages of ionization. As discussed in the previous
section, the temperature distribution in the shock layer is relatively
higher for higher altitudes because of higher entry velocities. For
entry conditions at 2 = 116 km, the electron temperature distributions
(without and with radiation) aie shown in Figs., 61 and 62 for three
different body nose radii. As noted earlier, the thickness of the non-
equilibrium layer decreases with increasing nose radius. Also, for a
given nose radius, inclusion of radiation increases the thickness of the
nonequilibrium layer. This is because the loss of radiation from the
shock layer results in an entirely different temperature distribution
(see Fig. 62) and leaves relatively less energy for dissociation and
ionization of the gas.

For entry conditions at 2 = 116 km, Fig. 63 shows the mass fraction
of atomic hydrogen and hydrogen ion along the stagnation streamline in the
precursor region. While equilibrium results indicate that only 5 percent
hydrogen is dissociated and 0.018 percent is ionized, the nonequilibrium
results show that 15 percent hydrogen is dissociated and 0.8 percent
ionized. It should be pointed out that the composition of the precursor
gas will be different for different entry conditions. It should be

emphasized here again that in investigating the precursor region flow
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p:opertieg and their influence on the shock layer flow-phenon?na, the
entire precuisoreshock layer solﬁtions are obtained by iterative pro-
cedures.

for the case with radiation and for entry conditions at Z = 116 km,
tﬂe heavy particle and electron temperature variations across the shock
layer are illustrated in Pig. 64 along with the equilibrium temperature
distribution. 1In ccmparision‘with results of Fig, 60, it is seen that
in the present casé; the nonequilibrium temperature is lower tHan the
equilibrium temperature iﬁ certain portions of the shock. This is a
direct consequence of the radiation cooling (i.e., radiation loss to the
free stream) of the shock layer. Also, in this case, the nonequilibrium
temperature is slightly higher than the equilibrium temperature in the
vicinity of the wall. This is because cold gases near the wall absoxb
radiation from the high temperaﬁure region of the shock layer. As would
be expected, precursor heating results in a slightly higher shock-layer
temperature disfribution.

Variations of temperature, pressure; and density along the stagna-
tion streamline in the entire shliock layer-precursor zone are illustrated
in Figs. 65-68 for different conditions. These results show that pre-
cursor effects are higher for the nonequilibrium conditions. This,
however, would be expected since in this case, the radiative heat flux
towards the precursor region is considerably higler. The shock-layer
nonequilibrium condition significantly influences the temperature and
pressure variations in the precursor zone, but its effecté on density
changes are quite small. As noted earlier, in the shock layer, non-=

equilibrium results approach the corresponding equilibrium values at
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about 25 percent of the shock layer thickness frdm the shock wave. For
the equilibrium case, the influence of precursor heating on shock-layer
temperature, pressure, and density variations is discussed in the pre-
vious section.

For a comparision of the shock-layer flow phenomena for the two
noﬁinal compositions of the Jovian atmosphere, illustrative results were
obtained for enfry conditions at Z = 116 km. Results for the temperature
variatioh immediately behind the shock and for the radiativé heat flux
across the shock layer are illustrated in Figs. 69~71. It is evident
from Fig. 69 that the shock temperature is lower by about 2 percent for
case of 89 percent hydrogen atmosphere, This is because, in this case;
relatively more energy is required to dissociate the molecular hydrogen,
Since the shock temperature is lower in this case; the radiatve heat
fluxes (q+ as well as q-) are lower for both eqﬁilibrium and nonequili=-
brium conditions (see Figs. 70 and 71).

To investigate the extent of heating on an entry body, the varia-
tions in radiative heat flux in the shock layer were calculated for
different conditions. As discussed earlier, the chemical nonequilibrium
effects are more important with small body nose radius and for higher
altitude entry conditions. Results for radiative flux towards the shock
and body are shown in Fig. 72 for Rﬁ = 12 cm and 2 = 116 km. The
results indicate that, in the nonequilibrium case, the radiative heat
flux is increased to about 70 percent toward the- body and almost 2.5
times toward the shock (i.e., toward the precursor region). Results for
radiative heating of the body for R; = 23 cm and Z = 143 km are shown ip

Fig. 73. The results show that the heat flux is about three times higher
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for the nonequilibrium conditions. This is a direct consequence of the
higher temperature in the nonequilibrium layer near the shock.

To investigate the influence of precursor heating on viscous non-=
equilibrium shock-layer flow phenomena, specific results were obtained
for tpe peak heating entry conditions and for an entry body with a nose
radius of R; = 23 cm. These are presented here as final results of the
present study.

The fadiative heat flux from the shock layer towards the shock front
and the precursor regioniis shoﬁﬁ in Fig. 74 for both equilibrium and
nonequilibrium conditions. The results clearly indicate that heat flux
toward the precursor regioﬁ is considerably higher for nonequilibrium
conditions. This is again a direct consequence of higher nonequilibrium
temperature in the shock layer. As discussed before, precursor heating
results in a higher radiative flux at the shock front. The results of
Fig. 74 indicate that precursor heating results in a 15 percent increase
in radiative flux in the nonequilibrium case while only 8.5 percent
increase is noticed for the equilibrium condition. |

The results of eguilibrium and nonequilibrium radiative f£lux towards
the body (along the stagnation line) are illustrated in Fig., 75. Although
it is realistic to calculate the radiative flux based on the electron

~
temperature, results (for the case with no precursor effects) have been
obtained also by using the heavy particle temperature only for compara-
tive purposes. The nonequilibrium results are seen to be significantly
higher than the equilibrium results, This. is primarly due to the high
temperature region near the shock where nonequilibrium temperature over-

shoots occur.
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Figure 76 shows the variation of radiative and convective flux with
distance along the body surface. The radiative as well as convective
heat transfer to the body surface.is seen to be enhanced b& the noﬁe
equilibrium conditions. . As discussed above, the increase in radiative
heating is a direct consequence of higher electronic temperature, For
the casé with no radiation, the convective heat flux toward the body was
féund to be the same for equilibrium and nonequilibrium conditions. For
the case with radiation, however, Fig. 76 shows that the convective heat
flux for the nonequilibrium case is about 20 percent higher than the
corresponding equilibrium value at the stagnation point, This is because
the cold gas near the wall absorbs higher radiative flux from the shock
layer under the nonequilibrium conditions. As discussed before, the
influence of precursor heating is enhanced dge to nonequilibrium condi=-
tions. Figure 76 shows that precursor heating results in a 10.5 percent
increase in the radiative flux at the sﬁagnation point in the noneqtili-
brium case while only about 7 percent increase is noted for the equili-
brium case.

For the entry conditions considered in this study; therefore, it
is logical to conclude that nonequilibrium heating of the body is signi-
ficantly higher than equilibrium heating, Results similar to this were
also obtained by Grose and Nealy [76] for Venusian entry conditions.

For certain Jovian entry conditions,lresults presented in [8,59] indicate
that nonequilibrium heating is considerably less than the equilibrium
heating. This obviously is in contradiction to the present findings.

It should be pointed out that for the entry conditions considered in

this study, the temperature just behind the shock is very high and all

hydrogen molecules are completed dissociated. Under these conditions,

162



0.018~ ,,3)

0.014 NONEQUILIBRIUM

EQUILIBRIUM
Rp = 23 cm
Z = 1I6 km

RADIATIVE FREE STREAM H, = 85%

HEAT FLUX
- ——PRECURSOR EFFECT

——NO PRECURSOR EFFECT

0.006 F——== CONVECTIVE HEAT FLUX
NONEQUILIBRIUM

EQUILIBRIUM

] | i | | = ¥/ p*
0.002 5 — 55— 06 o5 1o Rn

Fig. 76 Variation of radiative and convective heat flux with
distance along the body surface.

163



HB line emissions are higher than for the equilibrium conditions, This
is because, in addition to high temperature, the number density of atomic
hydrogen is considerably higher than the equilibrium value. Thus, find-

ings of the present study appear to be campletely justified.
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CONCLUDING REMARKS

The main objective of this study was to investigate the influence
of precursor heating oﬁ the entire shock layer flow phenomena around a
Jovian entry body under physically realistic conditions, For this pur-
pose, the flow in front of the entry body was divided into three regions,
the shock layer, the precursor zone, and the free stream. The problem
was formulated by considering the chemical equilibrium as well as non-
equilibrium composition of the shock layer gas.

In the precursor region, flow phenomena was investigated by
employing the small perturbation theory of classical aerodynamics and
the thin layer approximations of hypersonic flow, For Jovian entry
conditions, one-dimensional results obtained by the two methods were
féund to be in good agreement for the range of parameters considered,
The results, in general, indicate that for certain combinations of entry
speeds and altitudes of entry, the precursor effects cannot be ignored
while analyzihg flows around Jovian entry bodies. The usefulness of the
thin-layer approximation in analyzing the precursor region flow is
demonstrated. The main advantage of this method is that it is physically
more convincing and its use can be extended easily to axisymmetric and
three-dimensional cases.

In the shock layer, results of flow variables were obtained along
the body and the bow shock and across the shock layer for different
entry conditions. The results show that the slip boundary conditions
(both at the shock wave and the body) should be used when the entry
altitudes are higher than 225 km. Specific results for the chemical

equilibrium condition indicate that, in most cases, precursor heating
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has a maximum influence on flow variables (excepﬁ the pressure) at the_
stagnation line shock location., It was found that while pressuie
essentially remains unchanggd in the shock layer, the precursor heating
results in an increase in the enthalpy, temperature, and v-component of
velocity, and a decrease in the shock layer density. For the entry con-
ditions considered in this study, results clearly demonstrate that pre-
cursor heating has a significant influence on increasing the heat
transfer to the entry body. Chemical nonequilibrium results reveal that
there exists a nonequilibrium layer of con;iderable thickness in the
shock layer region and inciusion'of the radiative heat flux term in the
n b iation increase s the thickn
brium conditions, temperature (heavy particle as well as electronic)
overshoots occur near the shock wave. BAs a result of this, the radiative
as well as convective heat transfer to the body surface is increased
significantly. The influence of precursor heating is enhanceéd due to
nonequilibrium conditions; a 9.5 percent increase in the stagnation point
radiative heating has been observed at an altitude of 116 km.

For further studies, it is suggested that the precursor region flow
phenomena be investigated without making the thin layer approximation,
Since precursor region is relatively thin for most entry conditions, this
improvemen£ probably will not change the findings of the present study,
However, it would be advisable to consider turbulent flow in the shock
layer, especially for analyzing the flow away from the stagnation region,
Also, a more general model for radiative transport (instead of the tanw
gent slab approximation) should be used, and conditions of different

angles of attack for the entry body should be considered.
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