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Abstract

Anomalous entrainment in cumulus clouds has been a topic of investigation ower ma
decades in the past. Its importance stems from the fact that entrainment rate is one of the
mgor inputs toseveralcumulusparameterization schess. Recently Narasimhet al.
(PNAS; 2011) have successfully simulated the largeale dynamics of cumuhgoud
flows in the laboratory and provided a mechanistic explanation for the observed cumulus
entrainment anomaliesThey showed a favourable comsam of a dilutiorrelated
guantity( c a |l | e dbetegerthelaboratady)measurements and claedolvingmodel
computations, and discussed the important problem of homogeneous vs. inhomogeneous
mixing in cumulus clouds. The main purpose & fesenteport is to providadditional
supporting informatiomnd a more detailed account of the entrainmnelatted issuesot
included inthe PNAS papetlue to space constraint¥e believelis reportin conjunction
with the paper will present tathe readera comprehensive and meoeless complete

documentatiomn the issues mentioned above.

1. Introduction

Cumulus cloudswhose scienceinvolves a complex interplay among dynamics,
thermodynamics, microphysics, radiation etc., represent the largesé sfurncertainty
in weather and climate modellingnderstandingloud physics and dynamics is therefore
a topic of intense current investigatjarsing chiefly field measurements and |aegkly
simulations (see e.g. Blytt al. 1988, Gerbeet al. 2008, Siebesm and Cuijpers 1995,
Romps and Kuang 2010). The laboratory experiments have mainly focussed on cloud
microphysical studies and very few dies have attempted to simulate thenamicsof

cumulus clouds in the laboratory (Stratmatmal. 2009). Anew apprach in this direction



has recently been reportbgl Narasimheet al. (2011) who showed how thenacroescale
evolutionof cumulus cloudgan be simulateth alaboratory apparatusesigned by Bhat
and Narasimha (1996) heyproposed thé&ransiendiabaticplume as a appropriatéluid-
dynamical modefor studyingcumulusflow dynamicsandexplained for the first timethe
@nomalous behaviour of entrainment in cumulus cloubtlgrasimheet al. (2011 to be
referred to as N+ in the rest of this reppresatedthestriking variation oftheentrainment
coefficient with heighin therelevantearlier measurements made on steady diabatic jets
and plumes.This result showed that thé&ef-preservatioa theory of entrainment in
cumulustype flows was untenablélheyfurthershowed that the dilution ratésmeasured
using a t er nfoundan the éaboratory diabatit plutn@s compare favourably
with those obtained in the numerical simulation of steady deep clouds performed by Romps
and Kuang2010).Moreover,N+ pointed out how their laboratory simulationanhave
implications in understanding the issue of homogeneous vs. inlem@oOgs mixing in
cumulus clouds, whichlsois a subjecof great current interest

The present report is meant to provide additiorfarmation, apartrom the supporting
materialaccompanying the main text inrtNwith regard to the issues mentioned above.
Section 2ncludesa detailed account @fcritical re-analysis of the experimental data on
steady diabatic jets and plumescluding the assumptionsiade and the data smoothing
performedduring the course of the analysi; section 3 we present the reasoning
employed in arriving at the laboratory analogue of purity (whichshalic a | | 0di abati
purityo6) comput egl(20b0y. SeRtmmdeads wihrihaestiati@of the
turbulent mixing time scalaesecessaryor deciding the nature of mixing in clouds.this
section,we provide somadditionalarguments and information to support fireposal
made n N+ that mixingin cumulus cloudgends to become more homogeneous with

increase in height above the cloud base. A summary is given in section 5.



2. Acritical re-analysis of available experimental data for calculation of entrainment
coefficients in steady diabatic jets ad plumes
In this section we present the methodology we have used incileulation of
entrainment coefficients isteadystateround jets and plumes subjected tosflirce heat
addition(reportedn N+). The entrainment coefficient is defined(@srne 1973)

, = dm/dz
£ 20 bU,’

2.1]

wheremis time-meanmassflow rate integrated in radial directionis vertical coordinate,

bis velocitywidth (it can either bdy, ,whereU (b,) =U_/2 or b,,,whereU (b,,) =U_/e),

ue’

U andUc are mean local and centreline velocities respectively saisdluid density Note

that the erm velocity width used here refers ttee radial width (or half the diametral
width). Herein, we include five dataets obtained in three different laboratarieg.,
Indian Institute of SciencBangalorgllSc), Delaware University (DU) and Florida $a
University (FSU) &ll using a setup very similar to that developed by Bhat and Narasimha

(1996) to calculatea. values as a function af These data sets have been reported in the

papers listed belv.
1. Bhat & Narasimh#1996; 11Sc)
2. Venkat&rishnan(1997 et al. 1999 11Sc)
3. Agrawal& Prasad2004 DU)
4. Venkatakrishnan, Elavarasan, Bhgtothapalli& Lourenco(2003 FSU)

An accurate calculation ai. requires accurate measurements of rflass rate and

velocity width.However, sincehie setup useth the above investigatiordoes not allow

run times more than 15 to 20 minufasd alsalue tosome other reasons bementioned

below), here is some scatter and uncertainty in the data reported in these studies. As a
result, calculation fo a. poses problems and may sometimes show unrealistically large
fluctuations as the derivative operator on rAasw rate(equation 2.1)amplifies small
variations. Thiganresultin a noasmooth behaviour in the axial variation ®&f , which

could bedue to one or more of the following reasdsse also M); (i) insufficient
averaging times(ii) difficulties encountered in measuring small velocities close to the

jet/plume edgesand (iii) the presence of heating gridsthe measurement zooausing



unwanted reflections Therefore to get reasonably good estimates of entrainment
coefficients, som smoothing and fairing ¢heraw data &s reported in the above studies

was found necessary. In the following, we presatdtailed discussion regarding the step

by-step procedures used (including the reasoning behind each step) to arrive at the
estimdes of thea. values in each of these studies. (Note that in these studies

(mass/time) has been termeddasa s s f | usedionwé nc & hi-fsliaw Ormaatsesd t ©
avoid confusion with théefinition of mass flux i.e. mass/area/timevhichis commonly

used n the cloudphysics literature.)
2.1 Bhat and Narasimha (1996; BN)

BN carried outlow visualization andaser Dopplevelocimetry {DV) measurements
on steady diabatic jetarhich were subjected to efburce heating in a hejection zone
(HIZ)ina & a; hereq is the eginningof the heating zamanda is the endf the
heating zoneThe nordimensional paramet&N proposedo characterize the floywealled
by them theheatrelease nmber (vhich canalso be interpreted as bulk Richardson
number BN199§ G, to be @lled G in this report to distinguish it from tHeeatrelease
number referred to the base of the heating zé@ndo be defined later in this section (see

equation 2.3 Theheatreleasenumber is expressed ajpation 4 in B\
CE —_— (2.2)

Here subscript indicates the base of the HIZ, is the coefficient of volumetric

expansion,g is the acceleration due gravity, r is the densityC is the specific heat at

constant pressur€ is the total heat added in the HiZis the orifice diameter ando is
the orifice exit velocityldeally, for the calculation o&., centreline velocity and width
data (for a Gaussian mearelocity profile) should be used at the same valueGf
However, since both the data at the sa@eare not reported in BN, we have chosen

centrelinevelocity values atG = 4.2 and velocitywidth values atG =4.4. We expect



that the small difference in the numerical valueGfill not affect the trend ina.to

leading orderas is borne out by the following exercise.

2.1-(a) Centreline Velocity U,)

The centrelinevelocity valueswere extracted from figure 9 (a) in BN f& =4.2 and
are reproduced in figurk below. (For extracting dataoin figures, a free software called
WINDIG was used throughout this exerc)séhe squaresymbolsshow theraw datafor

the heated jett was observed that below the Hi2. (z/d) <133, there was some scatter
in the data gee figure 1note that the scatter is more highlightedhe 1/U _plot thanin

the U, plot, not shown hefe To snoothoutthe trend, we make use of the fact that the jet
prior to the HIZ follows classical similarity theory i@ /U, =B,d/(z- z)). Hered and

U, areorifice exit diameter and velocity respectively, is a proportionalty constant and
Z,is the virtual origirof the jet or the plume). This relation is plotted in figure 1 asolid

line with B, =5.7and z, =-4(see table 1 in BN). These valuesifand z are valid up

toz/d <10C as noted in BN; w have, however, used them til/d° 12C on the
assumption that the departurem this relationfor 100< z/d <120 will be small The
solid line has a slight offset frothe trend indicated by the data points below the heating
zone (square symbold).dashedine isthereforedrawn parallel to theolid line removing

the offset; itpasgsthrough the data pointt & 'Q x pandd Q «v, while the data
pointsat z/d © 40andz/d °© 12Clie slightly away from this lineTo obtain a smoother
variation of the centreline velocityhe values ofJo / Uc at z/d © 40andz/d° 12C are
taken tolie on thedashedine, leaving the rest of the dataaltered The circles in figure

1 indicate the refined data.



40 1 O Raw data from Figure 9(a) in BN
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Figure 1 Centreline velocity values extracted from BN. Bo#d line is based on

U./U,=B,d/(z- z)with B, =5.7and z, =- 4. z and z indicate the beginning and end

of the HIZ G =4.2.

2.1-(b) Velocity Width (b,,)
BN have reportedboth scalar p,,) and velocity g,.) widths where themeanpixel

intensity (in the visualized images) and axial velocity reach 1/e of thepective
centreline values. As already noted above, since measurement of low veloalyesmn
the axis presds difficulties, only a few data points of velocity widths (from direct

measurements) are available. For example, figure 11 in BN gives velocity widths at

G = 4.4atthree axial locations; these are reproduced in figure 2 here as red squares
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Figure 2 Velocity-width values extracted from BNz and z indicate the beginning and

end of the HIZNote that for the square€) 1& and for the circles® 18.

Unfortunatelydirect measurements bhrenecessary for calculation of mafésw rate
at these locations, but amet available near the beginning and below the HIZBN,
however, have given scalaidth data ingreat detail (figure 6 in BN) covering the entire
region of interest. We, thefore, have inferred velocity widths from scalar widthg for
zlocations b®w andclose tahe beginning of the HIZ. For thigirposewe choseG = 4.7
, which is close toG = 4.4 for which direct measements ofb,, are availabldshown as
circlesin figure 2) This is justified sincéor z< z the jet is seen to follow sedimilarity
laws, and the data points for different value§otollapse welbn top of each other (figure
6 in BN). BN have given a value df = b, /b, =1.3for the unheated jet; the valueslpf
obtained from thiselation are shown in figure 2 as squsyenbok. Note that wé&ave not
convertedb,to b, for z> z (exceptfor the data point corresponding to thest square
symbolwhich is vey close t@, ), since the dependence 6fon the heat added in the HIZ
is not yet clearly known. The resulting composite variatiobgfwith zis seen in figure

2. It is consistent with the general trend that the width first increases beyond the value
corresponding to the unheated case (showthégolid line) and later on drops belawv

(see also the discussion in section-@pf. This justifies the present exereisf putting



together velocitywidth datapartly obtained from direct velocity measurement aadtly

inferred from the scalaconcentratiormeasirement.

2.1-(c) Massflow rate (m)

BN foundthatther measured (and scaled)ialvelocity profiles slightly beyond the
HIZ anddye-concentratiomprofilesinside as well as above the HIZ followed the Gaussian
distribution reasonably well for most of thradial extent.Since the masBow-rates

obtained by integrating the velocity profiile the radial directionare not available, we

calculate masflow rate at eacklocation asm=r @2U_, assuminghevelocity profiles

to be Gaussian in sha For this purpose,alues ofb,,and U_wereinterpohted using
0Shape Preserving SmMATLAB and the resultipgomadi®wi o n
rate (per unit densitymn/ r ) variation is showin figure 3 (a).

The solid inein figure 3(a)showsthe masdlow-ratevaluesfor an unheated jet. It is
clear fromthe figure that the effect of heating is to increase the fflassrate from the
corresponding unheated value inside and beyond theTHIZ is consistent with the raa
flow-rate variationrshown inNarasimha and Bhat (2008hich wasobtained by using a
variableb model to convert scalar width into velocity width far> z (seefigure 3(H).

Thus the pesent exercissupports the contention of Narasimha and Bhat (2008) that the
massflow-rate values for the heated jatthe experiments of Bldre indeed higher than

those for the unheated jet (far> z ) andnot lower asconcludedn Agrawaland Prasad

(2004).

sche
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Figure 3 (a) Variation of volumBtow rate (masdlow rate per unit density) wittz

corresponding to the data in figures 1 and 2. (b) Miassrate obtained using variabte

model; reproduced from Narasimaad Bhat (2008).



2.1-(d) Entrainment Coefficient (a.)

The entrainment coefficient obtained from atjon @.1) is plotted in figuret below.
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Figure 4 Entrainment coefficient as a function ofor the data in figures 2 and 3 (for

both raw and refined valueg)rithe measuremesiteported inBN.

It is seerthat the refined valued a. are different from theorrespondingaw values
for z¢ z ;forz> z ,they are vitually the saméas expectedf Not e t hat the ter m

valuesd has been used throughout this sectic
the smoothing exerciseor examplein the present case this corresponds to the centreline
velocity variaton with its values modified at two locations/d © 40andz/d ° 12C; see

figure 1) In the unheated region, the first two (refined) valuea oére about 0.058 which

are close to the valuesported in the ldératurefor a classical jete.g. 0.056 as quoted by
Turner (193) and 0.057 as calculated by Husseairal. (1994). (Note thata. = 0.054

givenin Turner (1986) is slighthowerthan these valugsThus thea. value obtaied for

the data of BNs consistent with the results of the previous studies.

1C



2.2 Venkatakrishnan (19971 PhD thesis V)

Venkatakrishnan\(r) carried out flowisualisation andlaser Doppler velocimetrftDV)
measurements on jets and plumes wifhsource heat addition in a setup similar to that
used by BN. Here we consider tflows measuredy him: adiabaticjet anda diabatic

plume.

2.2.1 Diabatic Jet:

2.2.12(a) Centreline Velocity U, )

The centreline velocity as exttad from figure 3.15a from s plottedin figure 5. It

was used for calculating . without any further refinemefstmoothing

14 . .
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Figure 5 Centreline velocity values extracted from(figure 3.15a)for the diabatic jet

Uexit IS the orifce exit velocity.
Note thatUexit used here is the sameldsused earlier in the report, denoting orifice exit

velocity. We prefer to retain the same notation as used go\that a direct comparison

can be made with the plots reported by him.

11



2.2.2(b) Velocity Width (b,)

VT has given velocity widthsh( ) with U(b,) =U_./2, presumably because it is more
difficult to measureb . accurately as compared bp. This dcata as extracted from figure
3.18 from \ is plottedin figure 6.As with U, the velocity width variationvasused for

calculatinga . without any further refinemefsimoothing
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Figure 6 Velocity width values exti@ed from \f (figure 3.18)for thediabaticjet.

2.2.12(c) Massflow rate (m)

VT has given values of integrated mdissv rate (per unit densitym/ 7 ) by directly

evaluating the integraE]n 2pUrdr and they are reproduceddin figure 3.19 in V) in

figure 7 below. This is the case for both the jet gregplume.

12
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Figure 7 Mass flow rate as a functionzdfom figure 3.19 in W for thediabaticjet. For

details see the accompanying text.

It is evident from figure&y that tle measureanassflow-rate values inside the HIZ i.e.

Z, < z<z,apparentlyshowa norsmooth variation due to the measurement uncertainties

This is paticularly seen in the neighbourhood »fd ~70. Since differentiation furer
amplifies small variations, it was thought necessary to refine the data close to and inside
the HIZ. This requires estimates of the measurement uncertainty whicbtayiven in Y.

However, Venkatakrishnagt al.(1999) have given measurement uncettes inU_and
b, for similar experiments donesingthe same setup as used by Mrom these estimates,

measurement uncertainty in mdksw rate is taken to bé 1% of the measured value (see
Appendx A for more details). This is shown in figure 7 in terms of error bars on the
measured values (squasgmbolg. In order to make sure that the gradients change less
abruptly (and therefore asenootlerandmore realistic) close to and inside the HIZjred
values of masfiow rate are selected within the ertwar (away from the measured value
by approximately 5% on theppropriate side; 5% being half the esided errof 10%).

These are shown by circles in figure 7.

13



2.2.1(d) Entrainment Coefficient (a.)

The entrainment coefficients calculated from equatibhb) (using haHvelocity width
(b,) are plotted in figure 8 for the raw and refined values of #flassrate (see figure 7)
for the jet. For this (and lathe following cases) shag@eserving spline interpolation has
been used to get smoother variation of the rlilasgrate derivativeldm/d3. Note that
with b=Dh,, a. =0.065- 0.068 for classical round jets (seeppendix B for detas).
Figure 8 shows that within the measurement uncertainty (indicated by error bars; see
Appendix A), a. reaches a constant value for a small distance upstream of the beginning
of HIZ and the range. =0.065- 0.068 falls within thisband. The jet entering the HIZ

can thus be regarded msarlyselfsimilar. The linear variation of o¢reline velody and

width seen from figure§ and6 clearly support this conclusion.

- Raw mass flux data

0.14 - -©-Refined mass flux data
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Figure 8. Entrainment coefficient as a function ofor the da& in figures 56 and 7 (for

both raw and refined values) from the measurements &nthe jet.

This exercise shows how a small error in measurement offloassate can introduce
a large variation in values of entrainment coefficient. Apart from nteasurement
uncertainty, discrete approximation of the derivative operator and data interpolation also
contribute to the observed variability of data points in figure 8. Note, however, that these

do not affect the overall trend in the variationafwith z. Also note that the variation of

14



a:with zseen in figure 8 is qualitatively similar to that obtainéat the data of BN (see

figure 4).

2.22 Diabatic Plume:

2.2.2(a) Centreline Velocity U,)

The centreline velocity as extracted from figure 4.16a frans\depicted in figure 9.
The estimated error bars are shown on the raw data (see Appendix A for further details).
The typical uncertainty itJ  is ° 5%. Two data points have been refined (by choosing

values about 2.5%n the positive side of the error bar) so as to make the trend smoother

as shown in the figur@lthoughthis does not result in substantial improvement).

5 T T T
{ Raw data with error bar
O Refined data points
‘ TR RIF
03~ Ii' @ Iil 4
~ i
3
D 2- 7
D
1 |
Z, %
0 1 | 1 | 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
z/d

(a) (For caption see the next page)
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Figure 9(a) Centreline velocity valueextracted from VY (figure 4.16a) for theliabatic
plume (b) Centreline vedcity plotted as™Y TY v/s z/d; the plume exhits a linear

variationunder this scaling upstreamtafZ indicatingselfsimilar behaviour.

2.2.2(b) Velocity Width (b,)
The halfvelocity width data i§,) as extracted from figure 4.19 fronmr 6 depicted in

figure 10. It was used for calculating. for the diabatic plume without any further

refinement.
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Figure 10 Velocity width values extracted from {#figure 4.19) for thediabaticplume.
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2.2.2(c) Massflow rate (m)

The masdlow rate data (n/ 7 ) for the pumeobtained on similar lines as described

R

60 i
E’?: 50 |
= 40t i

—
0 = 1 1 Zb 1 | Zt |

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
z/d

for the jet is shown in figure 11.
90 . . ‘

801 ! Raw data with error bar
O Refined data points

Figure 11 Masslow rate as a function affrom figure 4.20 in V for thediabaticplume.

2.2.2(d) Entrainment Coefficient (&)

-3 Raw mass flux data
0.14 - -©-Refined mass flux data|’
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Figurel2 Entrainment coefficient asfunction ofz for the data in figure9, 10 andL1 (for

both raw and refined values) from the measurements &nthe plume.
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The entrainment coeiients calculated from equatiof.]) using haHvelocity width

(b,) are plotted in figurd 2 for the raw and refined valuesmfandU . (see figures 9 and
11) for the plume.

Again, it is evident that close to the beginning of the HE,becomesrelatively
constant showing thepproach teelf-similarity. However, the value & (based orb,)

is about 20% lower than expected (~0.1; see Appendix B). This could be due to the
difficulties encountered in the velocity measurements. It is reddoro expect that the

a. values will be underestimated at albcations by more dess the same factor (~20%)

since similar procedures were adopted at all the locations. Since we are interested in the
variation ofa_relative to its value az, (as will be presented at the end of #estior), we

believe that the qualitative variations & (in the relative sense) will beealistically
captured. Againthe sensitivity of calglation of a.to small variation in masow rate is

evident in figure 12It is interesting® note that in both jet and plume, the dataagnn

figures 4 8 and 12show that the nature of the variation @f before, within and beyond

the HIZ is broadly similar.

2.3Agrawal and Prasad (2004; AP)

AP have performed particle imagelocimetry (PIV) measurements on the-séiurce
heated jets. The experimental setup wually the same as used by BN. AP did PIV
measurements inside the HIZ (where electrode grids arentyesing fluorescent particles
and a longwave filter. According to them the scatter seen in the-aneraged data (to be
presented below) is due toetipresence of the grids and not due to insufficient averaging

time.

2.3-(a) Centreline Velocity U,)

The averaged centreline velocity as extracted from figure 8 of AP is depicted in figure
13 below. Since there &slot of scatter inhie dataas apparent in figure X8vhich is also

true for velocitywidth and mas$low-rate datg, it was decided to fair a smooth curve

18



through the di&a points §olid line in figure 13). Thefaired curve was drawn by hand; see

section 2.3 (c) for the jusication.

0.5 ‘ ‘ | . ;
O Raw data - heated jet (AP) .
- - Raw data - unheated jet (AP) -7
— Faired curve - heated jet (present) -7
0.45 | =1

(s/cm)

1/U

200 210 220 230 240 250 260 270 280 290
z/d

Figure 13 Centreline velocity values extracted fréigure 8 in APalong with the faired

curve used in the present analysks= 4.3

It is seen that the centreline velocity drops faster fidari.e. that fortheunheated jet)
in the initial region of the HIZ. The rate of deceleration then decreasethendntreline

velocity starts acceleratirglittle downstream of, . AP comment that BN did not report

the excess deceleration downsineaf z,. Even though BN did not mention it explicitly,

it is clear from figure Jabovethat the rate of deceleratidor their heated jeis slightly

higher (than the unheatget) downstream ofz, , and the accelerian begins somewhere

in the middle of the HIZ. Aimilar trend is seen in figurg (Vr-jet) also, except that the
acceleration starts close to the end of the HIZ. Thus, apart from the quantitative differences
as regards the amount of excess decelerationtlamlocation where the acceleration
begins, the qualitative variation seen by AP is similar to that reporteatiBN and W

jets. Note that the observed differencesuld also be due to differences in the precise

distribution of the added heat within th#Z, which was not measured any ofthese

studies.
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2.3(b) Velocity Width (b,,)
The velocity widthb,, (whereU (b,,) =U_/e) extracted from figure th AP is shown

in figure 14 below.Again, the solid line indicates thefaired curve. AP have shown a
straght line dashdotline in figure14) corresponding to the unheated jet. They compare
the variation ofb,for the heated jet with this line and conclude that the velaaidgh
throughout he HIZ exceeds that of a normal unheated jet. Moreover, by linking the

variation inb, with that inb_(scalar width), they find this result to be in contrast with that

of BN, whereinb, dropsbelowthe corresponding unheated case in the latter portion of the

HIZ.

8 1 O Raw data - heated jet (AP)

--—- Raw data - unheated jet (AP, slope 0.0885)
— Faired Curve - heated jet (present)

7.5+ |= = Unheated jet (present, slope 0.11) -

Figure 14 Velocity width values extracted frdigure 9 inAP along with the faired curve

used in the present analys@ = 4.3

We first consider the growth ratter the urheated jein AP. A closer look at the figure
reveals that the slope of tdashdotline (which is the same as the solid line in figQra
AP) is 0.0885.To compare this value for the slopktheunheated jetelocity-width with

those of othes, we sibstitute the similarity laws for the axial variation bkt andbue for an
unheated jefi.e. Y © pj dandAs 4§ (into equation (2.1)and obtait -—— . This

expression implies thaof a typical range of values §f reported in the literaturor a

20



round jef i.e., ] 0.054 - 0.0m5 (Turner 1986, Hussaiet al. 1994 Bhat and
Narasimha 1996 db,./dzshouldvary over the range 0.1080.117. Thus the slope of
0.0885for dh,,/dz corresponding to thdashdotline in figure 14 herés clearly too low

(by about 20%) as comparéalthe range 0.108 0.117, found in other welknown data
on unheated jetdn this connectiomgrawal (2002, in his thesis, has reportetl),./dz =

0.11 forthe unheated jefor 110¢ z/d ¢ 175, for the same flow conditions as inPA
(Incidentally his value is consistent with thgpical range ofdh,,/dzo bt ai ned f
dataas seen aboyesee alsdable 1 beloy Making the reasonable assumptidhat the
same slop®f 0.11continues to hold forz/d > 200 in an unheategkt, the straight line

corresponding tthe growth rate ahe unheated jethould be close to the dasHie (with

rom ot |

slope 0.11shown in figure 14Now if we compare the data points for the heated case with

the dashedline, we see that the heated values @wlelrop below the corresponding

unheated values (faz > z, ), and the overall variation seen in figureviith respect to the

dashed lings qualitatively similar to that in figure 2 abofiee,BN6s dat a and al so

6 for b.in BN). The only differences the zlocationbeyond which the heated values of

b,. drop below the corresponding unheated values.

It is interesting to seek the source of the slope 0.0885 as used by AP in their figure 9

(and figure 14 here)For a Gaussian velocity distribution, it is shown in appendix B that

® T p& 1, beingthehalf-velocity width. This givedh, /dz=0.11/1.2° 0.09. This

number is close to 0.088&hich may be comparedith thevalues of he rate of growth

of the halfvelocity radial width,dh, /dz, obtainedby other investigairs 0.094 (Hussain

et al. 1994), 0.086 (Wygnansiind Fiedler 1969) and 0.09 (Bhat and Narasimha 1996)

This suggests the possibility thatP  u s e-d e 16 & @ il tiggo\bth ofithe dirthdated jet
t o compar-weelwa dihtgyodth othecheated jetf this weretrue, it means

that they have basl their conclusions and the contrasting behaviour of their results with

those of BN onhis incorrect comparisoi.able 1compareghe entrainment coefficient

andslopes of the velocity widths (based on half velodityand 1/e velocityb,,) obtained

by various investigatorf®r a classical unheatedund jet
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Investigaors | dh,/dz dh,./dz

Agrawal and Prasad (2004) 0.055 (0.0885) | 0.0885
(0.11)

Agrawal (2002) - - 0.11
Wygnanski and Fiedler (1969 - 0.086 -
Fisher et al. (1979) (fron 0.04 - 0.108
Turner 1986)
Hussain et al. (1994) 0.057 0.094 0.114
Bhat and Narasimha (1996) 0.0585 0.09 0.117

Table 1. Summary of the entrainmergefficient and the velocity width®r classical

unheated jetsbtained by various investigatotdere |

obtained using the relation ———. Note that in the case of Hussain et al. (1994) the

entrainment coefficient

| 181 Y pTo obtain| as defined in equation (2.1) we have converted thén&bp

variables to thoserelevant for the Gaussian velocity distribution.

report) should really belh, /dz whereasdh,./dzis likely to be ~ 0.11 as inferred from

Agrawal (2002). The more likely values failh,/dzand dh,,/dzfor AP are shown in

bracketssee the adjoining texor more details

2.3(c) Massflow rate (m)

The masdlow-rate data n/ r ) extracted from figure 14 in AP is showarein figure

is based orb

is defined with respecttd t-b @t 6

ue?’

v ar repolded e s ;

and dh,./dzis

This gives

| | Mg .* dh,/dz=0.0885as obtainedrbm figure 9 in AP (and figure 14 in this

15 as squares. AP mention that they calculated +flassrate using the formul@b®U_,

which is exact for a Gaussian velocity profile. We calculated +ih@assate using the same
formula and using the raw velocity and width data from figd#®and 14 (for the heated
jet of AP), which is shown irfigure 15 adriangles These two data sets do rstow a

precise match, which is somewhat unexpectédpecially fo230¢ z/d ¢ 280, the
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reported masflow rate values (squares) are seen tdigber than those calculated from
velocity and width tfiangle9 using the Gaussian assumption. AP discuss briefly about the
velocity profile in the HIZ being a flabppedGaussian and therefore the actual ribass

rate being higher than that obtained bbU_. However, it is not clear whegr they

applied anycorrection to the calculated valuesthe masslow rate they do not report
any correction having been applied in this regard.

O Raw data - heated jet (AP)
450 1 — Raw data - unheated jet (AP)
A Using raw width and velocity in AP - heated jet (present)
—--=-Using raw width and velocity in AP - unheated jet (present)
= = Using corrected width (slope 0.11) - unheated jet (present) AAD

250 L 1 L 1 1 1 L
200 210 220 230 240 250 260 270 280 290
z/d

Figure 15 Masdlow rate as a function affrom figure 14 in ARalong with the masiow

rate calculate for the heated and unheated jatthe present analysi& = 4.3

Thesolidline in figure 15 is the masflow-rate variation for the normal (unheated) jet
as given in figure 14 in AP. Ttdashdotline is obtained by calculating mafisw rate for
the unheated jet using the unheated dgtarted by ARor velocity and width from figures
13 (dashed line)and 14(dashdot line) above Again these two lines do not coincider
some reasanin fact the values for the unheated @tz/d =200, taken from figured.3

and 14arel/U_=0.3277s/cm,i.e, U, =3.05cm/sandb, =5.5cm. This givesamass

flow rate of 2898 cn?/s but the unheated mafisw ratereported by ARs 250cnT /s

(as seen in figuréb). The reasaifor this discrepancyrenot clear. Finallythe dashed
line in figure 15shows the unheated ma$sw rate using the corrected unheated wjdth

with slope 0.11from figure14 (dashed line)in the following, we havehosen thelashed
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line in figure 15to representhe variation of mas#iow rate for the unheatedtjeas this
seems to be the most consistent variation in view of the above discussion

For drawing a faired curve through the mé#es/-rate data we have oken the values
directly reported by AR.e., thesquares in figure 15. Since the scatter in the data is large,
more than one choice of smoothed curve through the data is possible. Figuogv4 &vgo
such faired curves which more or less represent the extfeonees, and they were selected
so as to represent the possible variability in the calculated values of the entrainment
coefficient due to the data scatter. In choosing these curves ieeguieled by the mass
flow-rate variation for the unheated jet; theated masfiow rate departs from the

unheated value close &y and shows a sharp rise followed by a weaker variation. This is

consistent with the description in APdawith the general trend seen in figures 3, 7 and 11
above.

Note thatthe faired curves in figures 13, 14 and 16 have been drawn by hand using
visual judgementor the best fit. We tried using least square polynomial fits, but owing to
the large scatter ithe data they produced spurious oscillations especially for the mass

flow-rate data. Since calculation af. involves taking derivatives dhe massflow rate,

the fitted data produced unrealistic variations. As a resulves fairedoy hand were

thought to be moreeliablein revealing the trend andixability in a. and therefore were
selected for the present analysis.

The above considerations show that the overall tendd . irb,,and m in AP are

qualitatively similar to those in BN andr\{except for the dip in the masflow rate in AP

as in figurel6) and not in contradiction as AP haxatended
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450 O Raw data - heated jet (AP)
- = Using corrected width (slope 0.11) - unheated jet (present)
—Faired curve 1 - heated jet (present)
--—-Faired curve 2 - heated jet (present)

400

m/p(cm/s)
w
3

300
D D
Z, 4
250 | i !
200 210 220 230 240 250 260 270 280 290
z/d

Figure 16 Massflow rate as a function of (raw data fromifjure 14 in AP)with two
choices for thefaired curveused for calculating entrainmeabefficient in the present
analysisThey representmore or lesstheextreme choices for the maftsw rate variation.

See figure 15 for more details.

2.3-(d) Entrainment Coefficient (a.)

The variation ofa_ with zis plotted in figure 17 below for the two choices of the faired
curves forthe masflow rate shown in figurd6. ForU_ andb,,, the faired curves shown
in figures 13 and 14 respectively were used. The extrapolated valugsabfz, for the

faired curves 1 ah2 come out to be 0.0554 and 0.048 respectivdigse valuesre in the
same ball prk as the standard values i.e. 0.08405& (seetable ] indicatingthe overall
soundness of the procedure followed here.

It is seen thafior the choice oturvelin figure 16,a. values become negatit@vards

the end of HIZand show a sharper rise far> z, as compared to cunz
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Figure17 Entrainment coefficient as a functionzdbr the data in figures 13, 14 and 16

from themeasurements of AP.

2.4L. Venkatakrishnan, R. Elavarasan, G. S. Bhat, A. Krothapalli and L. Lourenco
(2003; VK)

VK performedPIV measurements on a jet with-asfburce heating in a setup similar to
that used by BN. They have reported the values ofritraiement coefficient by dectly
measuring the radiallinward velocity at the jet eddd,.) in an axial section of the flow
The avalues extracted from figure 7 from VK are reprodubedein figure 18. They

have not reported any measurements inside the, Hisumablydue to difficulies

associated with the presence of heater grids.
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