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Figure 1. Burner configuration (dimensions in mm).
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Figure 2. Comparison of temperature Figure 3. Comparison of temperature
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profiles for 7g/m"-s. profiles for 10.8g/m"-s.
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Figure 7. Comparison of temperature

Figure 6. Comparison of temperature

profiles for 21.95g/m’-s.

profiles for 19.0g/m’-s.
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Figure 9. Comparison of temperature

Figure 8. Comparison of temperature
profiles for 24.84g/m’-s.
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Figure 10. Comparison of computed streamwise velocity profiles for mass fluxes.
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