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Linear and Non-linear Stability of Heat Exchangers
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The hydrodynamical problem of one-dimensional flow with a uniform heat input
resulting in a change of phase is considered. Equations of mass, momentum, energy
and state representing the dynamic behaviour of such a system are reduced to two
coupled equations for the density p(x, t) and the inlet velocity U(t) on the assumption
that the pressure drop applied between the inlet and the outlet is “small”. A linear
stability analysis is carried out which leads to the problem of computing the zeros of a
complicated analytic function. A non-linear analysis is applied to the case of weak
instability to find the evolution of the slowly varying amplitude of a small oscillation:
in certain circumstances, a “‘burst” occurs, and in such cases no such small oscillation
can exist. . ' '

1. Introduction

A PrROBLEM OF much interest to industrial engineers is that of determining the stability
properties of two-phase fluid flow in boilers and nuclear reactors. A typical situation
is when the flow is driven by an applied pressure drop through a bank of parallel
channels, as shown in Fig. 1. The fluid, in its liquid phase at the inlet, is subjected to a
strong external heat input so that it undergoes a change of phase as it proceeds up the
channels. If the pressure drop and heat input are given, then the system shown in
Fig. 1 is self-contained, and one is then interested in determining steady-state values
u,, of the inlet velocity, and the stability of these to small perturbations of the
system.

There are two possible approaches we may adopt. In view of the complexity of the
system (the flow is turbulent and comprises two phases), one may attempt to
construct as realistic a model as possible, and thus hope to gain a reasonable
comparison with experimental results: such models require numerical work from the
outset, however, and offer little hope of analytical results; alternatively, we may
choose a simpler model which it is hoped will reflect the qualitative behaviour of the
system, and which is capable of some analysis. It is this second approach which we
adopt in this paper.

The model that we shall use is based on the models of earlier authors (e.g. Zuber,
1967; Davies & Potter, 1967) who also studied the linear stability of steady-state
solutions. In this sense, the linear stability of flow through a single boiling channel
may be said to be well understood. We find that the equations can be partially solved,
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so that the original model is reformulated as a pair of delay integro-differential
equations for the (dimensionless) density p(x, t) and inlet velocity U(¢): this is done in
Section 2. The method is slightly different from that of earlier authors (e.g. Davies &
Potter, 1967} in that the equations are simplified before the stability is examined by
linearization.

Flow out

Heot ——> «—— Heat
input input

Flow in

F1G. 1. A once-through heat exchanger.

In Section 3, we examine the steady-state solutions (there may be more than one)
and assess their linear stability. This is in essence a recasting of previous work. In
passing, we prove Ledinegg’s (1938) result that negative-slope regions on the
equilibrium pressure drop/flow curve are associated with monotonic instabilities,
which seems previously to have been supported only by dubious physical arguments.
The converse, however, is not generally true (as is confirmed in Section 5, where a
numerical counter-example is given).

In Section 4 we turn to the principal purpose of the present paper, a non-linear
analysis of a small amplitude oscillation by the method of multiple scales, as
described by Stuart (1960). The only previous work in this area appears to be that of
Friedly & Krishnan (1974), who used Poincaré’s method to compute the amplitude
of a small, steady oscillation when the equilibrium of the system has a slight
oscillatory instability. The work does not describe how this limiting solution is
approached, or what happens if no such solution exists. In Section 4 we show how the
method of multiple scales may be used in the present problem to obtain an evolution
equation for the amplitude of an oscillatory disturbance from the steady state. There
are then two choices: firstly, that a limiting amplitude is indeed reached ; secondly,
that a “burst” occurs, that is, the amplitude becomes infinite in a finite time. The
asymptotic solution then becomes invalid, and the steady state may be said to be
non-linearly unstable ; in this case little further can be said analytically. However, it is
reasonable to suppose that a “burst” is associated with large amplitude oscillatory
behaviour, and thus the system may exhibit a kind of *““threshold excitation” between
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large and small oscillations in certain parameter ranges. Such a phenomenon appears
to have been experimentally observed by Jain (1965).

In Section 5 we give the results of some numerical computations on the analytic
results of previous sections, and these results are discussed in Section 6.

2. Mathematical Mode!

Let us consider a heated one-dimensional flow in a pipe 0 < x < [, which reaches
its saturation temperature at a point called the boiling boundary. For simplicity we
shall suppose that the outlet is reached before the two-phase mixture becomes dry
steam, so that the flow consists of two regions only. (This assumption is not necessary
to the analysis.) The flow is subject to a constant heat input Q per unit length per time
and is supposed driven by a constant pressure drop Ap.

With the assumption that the two-phase region is homogeneous, suitable equations
of motion are

p+up.+pu, =0, (2.1)
p, = —Kkpu?, (2.2)
d

p d—‘t” +pu, = QJA, 2.3)

where p, u, p, e are the density, velocity, pressure and specific internal energy
respectively, A is the cross-section of the tube, and x is a given constant. Suffixes
denote partial derivatives and d/dt is the total (material) derivative. The term kpu?® in
(2.2) is an empirical friction force used to model the turbulence of the flow (Davies &
Potter, 1967). We have neglected the frictional dissipation in the energy equation
(2.3) and the inertial terms in the momentum equation (2.2). This latter
approximation is valid if k is “large” enough (more specifically if § in (2.20) is large
enough), but we wish to emphasize that this simplification is made purely to shorten
the arithmetic (which is in any case considerable), and is not necessarily intended to
be a realistic approximation. In a particular application, it would be advisable to
incorporate inertial terms, but their inclusion does not invalidate the method
described in Section 4.
As equation of state, we assume that the water is incompressible so that

dp
= =0 (2.4)

there. In the two-phase region, the usual Clausius—Clapeyron relation between
pressure and saturation temperature is given by

oL

- = 2.5
6T  Tv,’ 23)

where 5T is the change in the saturation temperature T corresponding to a change ép
in the ambient pressure p, L is the latent heat, and v, is the change in specific volume
between liquid and vapour. If we assume
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v;,0p
MLy 2.6
<L (2.6)
then also
oT .
—_—< 2.7
T <1, (2.7)

and we may realistically suppose that the saturation temperature T is effectively
constant. In this case the densities and specific internal energies of both steam and
water phases, p,, e, p,, e, are constant, as is the latent heat L. (These formal
assumptions are found to be accurate when checked against steam tables.) The
assumption (2.6) is valid if the pressure drop Ap along the tube is sufficiently small.
Since v,, = 1/p;—1/p,,, and p, < p,,, (2.6) is certainly valid provided

Ap

< 2.
psL<1’ (2.8)

and this condition is usually satisfied in applications. For instance, if Ap = 1 bar at an
ambient pressure of ~ 30 bars, then Ap/p,L ~ 3 x 10”3, We therefore take the above-
defined thermodynamic variables to be constant. In particular, the latent heat L is
defined by '

L=e—e,+p/ps—p/pw

1 1 £ Ap
=é&—ey,+ Pou| ——— +0< >L’
'<ps pw> psL

so that dividing by p,L(1/p,—1/p,,), we obtain

-t 1 - A
(p_w _1> _ [pwps(es. e.) +pom] N 0( p > 2.9)
Ps pr Pw=Ps . pr

This result is used below in (2.22). Additionally, in view of (2.4) above, p, being
constant requires that we specify p = p,, at x =0, as in (2.18) below. With these
assumptions, addibility of mass and internal energy in the two-phase region imply
that

p= pw(l —“)'*'Psa (210)
and
pe= pwew(l —a)+psesa (211)

there, where a is the void fraction (fraction by volume of steam), and (2.10) and (2.11)
simultaneously define the equation of state for the two-phase mixture.
Eliminating a between (2.10) and (2.11), we obtain

e=B,/p+B,, (2.12)
where
wPsl€s— €, wPw— Ps€s
B, =M(_e_) B, = PuPw=Pses (2.13)

)

Pw—Ps Pw—Ps
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From (2.1) and (2.12), we find

de —P,dp
— — 2.14
P dt p dt Brus, ( )

and so in the two-phase region (2.3) becomes

By +plu, = Q/A. (2.15)
If we define the boiling boundary as r(t), so that

e=-e,onXx =rt), (2.16)

then (2.15)is valid in r(t) < x < I, anid (2.4) is valid in 0 < x < r(t). Iri order that x = |
is reached before the flow becomes one of pure steam, we require

a<lonx=I (2.17)

In this case the boundary conditions for the equations are that

e=e, p=py,onx=90,
u, p are continuous across x = r(t), (2.18)
Ap = constant (given).

Here, e, and p,, areé given constants. We show below that these conditions are
sufficient to determine the solution.

In order to proceed further, we non-dimensionalize the equations. Let u;, be a
steady-state value (as yet unknown) of the inlet velocity (there may be mote than one
correspondirig €0 a given pressure drop). We define dimensionless variables by
writing

p=p.h u i X Puttn LA x
= PwpP> = u,u, = 7%
g 0
N . pLLA_ ' B}
e=1Lés, =" b =t (2.19)
pwquA r
r(t) = ———— R(t).
Q

Here L is the latent heat and p,,, is the outlet pressure. The choice of x scaling is
motivated by the fact that in the steady state p,u, A is the (constant) mass flow rate,
and so (with L constant), p, i, LA/Q would simply be the length of the two-phase
region, if the tube were so long that a reached 1 before x = I. This is clearly the
natural length scale of the problem.

On using (2.19), and dropping the bars on these dimensionless variables for
coriveniehce, the two-phase equations (2.1), (2.2) and (2.15) become

po+up,+pit, = 0, )
p. = —Bpu, (2.20)
(owp+1/uu, =1,
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where

kp2ul LA
B= LQ(-AT’ w=pdp,, o=Ap/pL,
p (2.21)

1/“ = (ﬂl +poul)/pr'
From the definition of 8, in (2.13) and using (2.9), we see that (neglecting O(Ap/p L))

1—
p=-2 2.22)
)
Since by choice of scaling in (2.19) p~ 1, from (2.22) uw ~ 1, and by assumption
o < 1in (2.21), it follows that

ouwp ~ad <1 (2.23)

in (2.20), i.e. owp is much smaller than 1/u. We make this statement formally precise
by considering the asymptotic limit

60, u,B,w=0(1),ie. finite. (2.24)

A slight qualification must be made to (2.24). At low operating pressures, the ratio w
is quite small; for example w ~ 1/50 at 33 bars: hence also u ~ 50. Furthermore,
neglecting ¢ in (2.20), we have u, = y, and since pu = 1 in the steady state, it follows
from the second equation in (2.20) that p ~ B/2uw?, since u — 1/w as a — 1 (the fact
that we constrain « to be less than one is irrelevant here); by definition, p ~ 1, also
pw ~ 1, hence f ~ w. One might suppose, therefore, that there is some kind of
limiting process associated with w — 0; however, this is not so, and such an
asymptotic analysis would be irrelevant. In view of this, we formally consider w as
O(1), although in reality it may be quite small. In any case, it is clear from (2.23) that
the limit (2.24) accurately represents the model.

Putting ¢ = 0 in (2.20), we find that the energy equation in the two-phase region
reduces to the simple form

u, = p. (2.25)

(A similar equation may be derived in a zone of dry steam, if this is assumed to obey
the perfect gas law: the derivation is much the same.)

Let U(t) be the (unknown) dimensionless inlet velocity, so that U = 1 is a steady
solution of the problem (see Section 3 below). Since the water is incompressible, we
have u= U(t) and p =1 in 0 < x < R(t), hence the dimensionless form of (2.3) is
easily seen to be

e+ U(t)e, = 1. (2.26)

This equation may be solved for ¢ by the method of characteristics. In particular,
we find that the boiling boundary R(t) is given exactly by

{
R(t) = U(6)de, (2.27)
-0
where the delay 74 = (e,,—e)/L is the dimensionless transit time from the inlet to the
boiling boundary: it is seen to be proportional to e, — ey, which may be taken as a
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measure of the “inlet sub-cooling™, i.e. the difference between the inlet temperature
and the saturation temperature, and so in general we shall simply refer to 7, as the
inlet sub-cooling. We define the non-dimensional length A of the tube as

1= LLA, (2.28)
p“'uw

and then we can write the equations for u and p in the two-phase region from (2.25)
and (2.20) as

e =H (2.29)
ptup+pu, =0
with boundary conditions
u = U(t), p =1o0n x = R(t), (2.30)

where R(t) is defined by (2.27). The final boundary condition in (2.18) is then
satisfied, from (2.20), by specifying

i
BJ putdx = 1. (2.31)
0
Since pu® = U(t) in x < R(t), we may write (2.31) in the form
i
1
U(0)R (1) + f putdx = —. (2.32)
R() B

The system to be solved is now (2.29) and (2.32), with the boundary conditions
(2.30) on R(t), given by (2.27). In principle, we also require an initial condition for p
but this can safely be left arbitrary. The unknowns in the problem are U(t) and p(x, t).
Assuming U known, we may solve (2.29) and (2.30) to find u and p in terms of U, and
then U(t) is to be determined as the solution of the remaining equation (2.32). The
above system of equations remains valid provided e < 1 at x = A (the case A < R(t) is
trivial).

3. Steady-state and Linear Stability

The system of equations and boundary conditions (2.29), (2.30) and (2.32)
described in Section 2 is sufficient to determine U(t) (and hence p(x,t)) if the right-
hand side of (2.32) is a known constant. Ap is a given constant (as is p,,) but we have
not specified u,,: we now do this.

By the definition of u,,U = 1 is a steady solution of the equations. Substituting
successively into the equations (2.27), (2.29), (2.30) and (2.32), we find that in the
steady state

R =1, (3.1)

u=1l+px—1q), X> 1o, (3.2)

1

. S— 3
1+ u(x—14) X > To (3.3)

p



368 A. C. FOWLER

and therefore

i
10+J [1+p(x—10))dx = %,
le. ©

Ap 1
2P o — = i+ dupi—To), (3.4)
u B

which defines the right-hand side of (2.32) in terms of the three parameters p, 4 and 1.
(3.4) also serves to determine the steady inlet velocity u,, as a function of Ap and the
other inputs to the problem. Since from the definitions of u, 2 and 1y, we have
i, Ty = constant and 1/2 oc u,, when only u,, is allowed to vary, it follows, using the
definition of 8 in (2.21), that (3.4) can be written

Ap = Au,,+ Bu? + Cul, (3.5)

where A, B, C are functions of the parameters Q, p,,, €tc., but are independent of u,,. A
typical example of an equilibrium pressure drop/flow curve given by (3.5) is shown in
Fig. 2. One can see in this case that there are three possible steady-state values of u,,.

| bari-

Op

1
05

v (ms™

FI1G. 2. A typical steady-state pressure drop-flow curve.

Finally, the condition that the outlet should be in the two-phase region may be
written, from (2.17), (2.10) and (2.19) as

I>p>wonx=4 (3.6)
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From (3.3) and the definition of u (2.22), this is
1-— 1
<14+ —2 =1y <~
) )

O<i—10< 1. 3.7)

A quantity commonly measured by engineers is the-“‘exit quality”’, which is the mass
fraction of steam at the outlet. From (2.10), this is given by '

psct
Pu—(Pu—pst
In the steady state, « is given from (2.10) and (2.19) by
1—
=i
i)
_ st
l-w (3.8)
pu(x —1o)

(1 - )1 +p(x—10)]
and so the exit quality is defined by
(x—10)/[1 + pu(x—10)]
1 —p(x —7o)/[1+ p(x —10)]

and increases linearly along the tube. (3.7) then simply states that the exit quality be
between zero and one, and provides an easy way of measuring the value of 1 —1,.
We now collect the time-dependent problem stated in Section 2 as
!

= X—Tp, (3.9)

R(t) = U(6)de, (3.10)
u = U(t)+pul{x—R(1)], (3.11)
pitup,+pu, =1, p =1o0nx = R(t), (3.12)
2
uz(t)R(t)+J putdx = A+ 3u(h—14)%, (3.13)
R(1)

where we have inte'grateci u using (2.29) and (2.30).
A steady solutﬁon of (3.10)-(3.13) is

U=1,

- (3.14)
p=0+px—1)]"
To examine its linear stability, we put
_ t
U=1+¢e", (3.15)

p = e "M tepy(ée™,
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wheree < 1,¢& = p~'log[1 + u(x—14)] and n is in general complex. We neglect O(&2)
and solve (3.12) for py(£): substituting this into (3.13), we find that the perturbation
of the dimensional pressure drop may be written as

Ap, = B(Ap)f(n)e™, (3.16)
where
) a (2u—n)ry b ut 2# —nt
Jn) =22+ 5——[e -1]+;(e =)= = (A Te)(1meT™), (317)
—_ —nro
b=—t|1-E(—e)| o= (3.18)
n—u n n—up

and 1, = u” 'log[1 4+ p(A—1,)] is the dimensionless transit time through the two-
phase region. The flow is then linearly unstable if f(n) has any zeros with Ren > 0;
otherwise it is stable. The details of this solution are given in Appendix 1.

It is simple to prove f(n) has an infinite number of zeros if 7, % 0, but only a finite
number with Re n > 0. (This is because the zeros are isolated and f(n) — 2/ as |n| - o0,
Ren = 0.) A reasonable bound is easy to obtain, and the roots can be estimated by
scanning the complex plane, thus obviating the need to use Nyquist’s criterion. By
expanding for small 7,, it can be shown that in this case any zero of f(n) must have
Ren < 0. In other words, the flow is stable for small exit quality (defined above).

Now suppose we have a general dimensional inlet velocity u,, U(t) that induces a
dimensional pressure drop Ap. We may write

Ap = N[u, U(1)], (3.19)

where N is a non-linear operator. If U = 1 +¢e™, then by the analysis above leading to
(3.16) we can expand N as

N[u, (1 +ce™)] = N[u, ]+ eB(Ap)f (n)e™ + O(e?), (3.20)

where f(n) is the stability function of (3.17). But N[u, ] is just a function of u,,: in fact,
from (3.5), N[u,] is a cubic in u,, (see Fig. 2). By Taylor’s theorem

N[u,(1+¢)] = N[u,]+eu,, gii +0(e?). (3.21)

If we put n = 0 in (3.20), subtract it from (3.21), divide by ¢ and let ¢ —+0, we obtain
u, dN
B(Ap) du,,

If N[u,] has a negative slope region u, <u, <u,, say, then in this region
dN/du,, <0, so f(0) < 0. But as n -+ o0 along Imn =0, f— 22 > 0. Therefore, in
u, <u, < u,, the system has a static or “Ledinegg” instability (corresponding to a
real positive zero of f(n)). This result was first given nearly 40 years ago (Ledinegg,
1938), but no conclusive proof appears to have been given to date. The converse is
also usually taken for granted, that on positive slope regions a static instability
cannot exist, but this is not necessarily true, and for sufficiently high inlet subcooling
is false for this model, as is shown below by a computed counter example.

f0) = (3.22)
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4. Non-linear Stability

As we vary the parameters u, 7y, 4, the zeros of f(n) will vary continuously. Suppose
we fix u, 1, and vary only A. We know that for 2 — 7, < 1, the system is linearly stable.
Therefore, provided the system becomes unstable for 1—1, < 1, there will exist a
minimum 4, 44, say, such that the zero of f(n) with greatest real part, ngy, has
Reny, = 0. At 2 = 4, the system is said to be in a state of marginal stability. If we
increase 4 slightly further, so 0 < A—J, < 1, this root will cross the imaginary axis
into the positive half-plane Ren > 0. The system is then linearly unstable, but the
linear solution becomes invalid for large times since the velocity perturbation,
assumed small, tends to infinity. In order to try and obtain an expansion which is
valid for all time, we expand the equations about 4, and try an asymptotic solution
for the velocity of the form

U=1+V, V=ecvWig2y@ | 4.1)
where
e = ¢(9), 0=2A—1,, e—»0asd—0. 4.2)
Then if ny = iQ at 1 = 4,, the first-order solution is
V) = Ay e+ (*) 4.3)

where (*) denotes the complex conjugate; but, however we choose &(), the O(e?)
terms include the fundamental ¢**, which leads to so-called secular solutions

V) = A,te (4.4)
as particular integrals. Thus this expansion is also not uniformly valid. However, if we
write

V = e [Ay+e2A,t+ . ..] + higher harmonics, (4.5)
we may suspect that the coefficient of ¢*¥ is the Taylor expansion of a function of the
slow time *t. Thus we should look for an asymptotic solution

V =cA(*t)e™+ ... (4.6)
We do this by using the method of multiple scales (Cole, 1968). We write
V=eVOe* D+e2VAe* D+ ..., t*=t, t(=¢%, 4.7

with a similar expansion for p, and formally rewrite the equations (3.10)-(3.13) in
terms of t* and f, expanded about i, Thus, for example, 9/t is rewritten as
8/0t* +€2d/0t. In order to eliminate secular terms, we must be able to equate the
coefficients of ¢" in the O(¢®) equation to zero, and for this we must choose

¢ =6 4.8)

because of the appearance of terms of O(d) from the expansion of the equations about
1o. We may solve iteratively for V@, and we find that the coefficient of ¢*" in the
0(¢?) equation for ¥ is of the form

dA
m, 7+m2A+m3A|A|2, 4.9)
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where A(t)is as dgﬁned in (4.6) . (4.9) is equated to zero so that the equation for A(1)is

dA
- = ki Atk AlAL, (4.10)

where ki, ks, are complex constants. The details of this process for the present system
are given in Appendlx 2 and the values of k, and k2 in Appendxx 3. One of the main
uses of this techmque in partial dlfferentlal equanons has been in treatmg the
instability of Poiseuille flow (Stewartson & Stuart 1971). It should be noted that,
although that paper consnders spatlally as well as temporally modulated solutions,
there is no need to do so in the present case, sinice the tube is of finite length.

" In (4.10), Rek; >0 if the system is linearly unstable; if- Re k, <0, |A] tends to a
finite limit, and there 1 1s a small steady oscillatory solution. However, if Re k2 > O'then
|4} — o0 in a finite tlme and the solution again becomes invalid. In this case we might
expect a large oscxllatlon

5. Results

InFig.3,a stablhty map is shown at a pressure of about 33 bars (u = 49). The axes
are 7o (a dimensionless measure of the inlet subcoolmg) and l—to (exit quality): an
incregse of 0-1 in 7, corresponds to an increase of about 387°C in the subcooling at
the inlet. The curve marked N denotes values of (to, A—T1o) | for which the ¢quilibrium
pressure drop/flow curve has zero slope that i 1s ,J(0)= 0. N'is simply determined by
an exammatlon of the zeros of dAp/duw, as glven by (3.5). For large enough t,, the
curve has two branches (the lower bemg unmarked) and the region where
dAp/du <0 lles to the right ofthe curve: in other regions dAp/du,, > 0. The curve L
divides the plane into a reglon where there exist Ledinegg 1nstab1lmes and a region

10—

0-8|-

A= To

FiG. 3. Linear stability map.
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where there do not (although there may exist oscillatory instabilities). The lower
branch of L coincides with that of N, and the region of Ledinegg instability lies to the
right of L. We thus see that there is a large area between the upper branches of L and
N in which dAp/du, > 0, i.e. f(0) > 0, but Ledinegg instability exists. This is in
disagreement with previous authors. The curve S distinguishes regions of stability
from regions of oscillatory instability (it may be called the marginal stability curve). It
is considered to terminate when it meets N, since it then becomes irrelevant.

To see how the roots of f{n) vary, let us vary 1, and 1—1, so that we traverse the
stability map in the following way. Let us start at (say) (z4, 4 —1,) = (0-3,0) where the
flow is stable. Moving upwards, a real zero crosses n = 0 from n < 0 as we cross the
lower branch of N (and L). As we move further upwards and cross the upper branch
of N, a second zero of f crosses n = 0 from n < 0 so that f(0) > 0 but there are two real
positive zeros of f. As we move sideways towards L, these zeros approach each other
until, as we cross L, they join and bifurcate off the real axis as a conjugate pair of
roots in the manner of the roots of a quadratic equation as its discriminant becomes
negative. To the left of L, the equilibrium is oscillatorily unstable, and as we move
downwards to cross S, the pair of roots of f(n) with largest real part crosses the
imaginary axis into Re (n) < 0, so that the steady state is again stable.

201

| Agl

! i
o0 0-02

To

Fi1G. 4. Variation of limiting amplitude along S.

The marginal stability curve marks the transition from stable to oscillatorily
unstable flow as 41—, increases. For critical 1 = 44, we find that thé non-linear
analysis predicts a “burst” (|4| > o0 in (4.10)) if 7, = 0-017, otherwise the unstable
mode evolves into a small oscillation.

In Fig. 4, a graph of |4 | against 1, along the marginal stability curve S is shown
for 0 < 75 < 0017 (note that this is not the same as Fig. 3 of Friedly & Krishnan
(1974), which corresponds to a single point of the present diagram). As 1, increases,
the amplitude of the steady oscillation increases and decreases again before tending to
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FIG. 5. Variation of limiting frequency along S.

infinity as 1, » ~0:017. This approach to a “bursting” region may help to explain the
dramatic increase in the amplitude of steady oscillations in certain parameter regions
measured by Jain (1965). Figure 5 shows the variation of Q, as 1, increases along S.
Q, is the frequency correction defined by

using (4.10). The frequency of the limiting oscillation is thus given, from (4.10), by
Q, = Q+(A—1,)Q,. (5.2)
Q
oo}
o
sol-
8
c
S 6oF
a0 \
\
\
1 i 1 \
0005 00l 0015
To

FiG. 6. 2,Q,, along S at % = 0-05.
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It can be seen that Q_, < Q in this case and that Q—Q_ increases and decreases again
before becoming infinite as |4 | — 0. An illustrative graph of Q and Q_, against , is
shown in Fig. 6 for &2 = 0-05.

6. Discussion

The model proposed above may be expected to exhibit qualitatively similar
behaviour to that of actual boilers, and in some cases (where the approximations used
are realistic) may be used for predictive purposes as well.

There are two interesting conclusions to be drawn. The first is that Ledinegg
instabilities may occur on positive slope regions of the pressure drop/flow curve (and
must occur on negative slope regions). The second is that in general if the system has a
weak linear instability, then there is an oscillatory solution with limiting amplitude
|A,| which varies with the parameters of the problem, but for sufficiently large z,, the
amplitude becomes infinite in this theory. In this case, the asymptotic expansion
breaks down, and we should expect that |4 | is in reality finite, but that |4 | > O(e).
As yet, the theory has not been extended to include this case.

Other more obvious conclusions may be drawn from an examinzation of the
stability map, for example the increasing instability as 4 increases in Fig. 3. In this
respect, the results concur with those of other observers.

In conclusion, since this paper may be of interest to practising engineers, [ would
like to re-emphasise its aim and the importance of the results presented.

The aim has not been to apply the results to any particular model, but rather to
show that a qualitative model of the type encountered in heat exchanger dynamics
can exhibit both small oscillations and bursts. It is realized that both gravity and
inertial terms should be included for any practical application, but it is nevertheless
true that an identical analysis to that presented here could still be applied, and the
same form of evolution equation (4.10) for small amplitude disturbances would be
obtained. The qualitative results obtained here are therefore of interest, and the
comparison with Jain’s (1965) work is a valid (if not quantitative) one.

From the point of view of the engineer, the result that (for this model) Ledinegg
instability may occur on positive slope regions of the equilibrium pressure drop/flow
curve is a strange and novel one. It is not due to the pump “operating characteristic”
(i.e. Ap) being a function of the inlet velocity: Ap is considered to be a constant in this
paper. Engineers have always taken it for granted that Ledinegg instability occurs if
and only if the equilibrium curve has negative slope (dAp/du,, < 0). This result is
simply unproven, and “proofs” like that given by Hands (1975) have to assume that
the operator N in (3.19) is an analytic function of U(t), whereas even in the present
simple model, such an assumption is obviously unwarranted. Again, R. Potter
(private communication, 1975) has commented: . . . static instability on a positive
sloping characteristic seems impossible . . .”. On the contrary: it seems impossible to
be able to extract information about a complicated dynamical system incorporating
(in the present instance) two time delays merely from an examination of its steady-
state characteristic. In fact, we have indeed shown that negative slopes of the
equilibrium curve imply Ledinegg instability, but this seems to be all that we can
usefully say.
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Appendix 1. Linear Stability
With U and p given by (3.15), the equation for p, is, on linearizing (3.12),

d 1
—@+(u+n)po=u[l—-(1—e“"‘°)]e”“‘, (AL.1)
dé n
with
po(0) = £ (1—e7™) (A1.2)
The solution is
po = ae” WM 4 pe 2, (A1.3)
where a and b are given by (3.18). The linearized form of (3.13) is
24-2 % (A—1o)(1 —e'"‘°)+j poedE = 0. (A1.4)
o]

Substituting for p, from (A1.3), we obtain f(n) as defined in (3.17).

Appendix 2

We write -
t*=t, I =¢u,

p=e M ep"E t*, D +e2pP+ ..,

U=14eVV0e*,0)+eVI0*, 0+ ...,

)\. = ;.o+82,

(A2.1)
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and expand (3.lij and (3.13) 1;1 powers of . To do this, we use the relaition_s

’ | 3/or = dfar* + 520/, (A2.2)
j F(6,%0)d6 = F(o*,D)do* +
o o sZJ. (c* —1*) a_{r (o*,?)d&*. L, (A23)
Y

which come from expandmg F(o*, o) about t and using 6 —f = £2(¢* — t*) on the path
of integration ¢ = £2¢* in the (o* a) plane
Equating terms of equivalent order we find

0e): Lyy(V3)+ Liy(p™) = L™, o) = 0,
M (VIOY+ M, (p ‘”)— MM M) =0, {A2.4)
(1)(0 t* t)— B (V(l))
0(52)': L‘(V(Z) (2))+'L (V(l) (1))=Q
M@, p @)+ M, (Y9, p) = 0, (A2.5)

p?(0,14,7) = B (VD)4 By(V, p);

0E%):  L(v®, ‘3’)+6L/6,1(V‘” P4 LD, o) 4
L(V(l) (1) V(2) (2))_ ,

M(V(3) (3))+M(V(1) (”)-i-M (V“’ (1) V(z) (z))_ : (A2.6)
PO, t*,7) = B, (V) + B(VV)+ By (V) ph), 1D p2)), ~

These opérators are defined in Aﬁi)éndlx 3:L,M,B,, L, M, B and 8L/04 are lmeér
(0M/d7. =0), L,, M,, B, are quadratlc and L,, M5, B, are cubic. 6L/6) is the
coefficient .of & in the expansion of L about 2 = 4,, and L, M’, B’ arise from the
operators involving tin (A2.2) and (A2.3).

The solution of (A2.4) is

p A(Z)' S
(p‘”> B (po(é-, iQ)A(?)ef“") +C), (A27)

where (*) denotes the complex conjugate, and Po is defined by (A1.3). We only require
a particular solution of (A2.5), since the general solution will not contribute to any
secular terms at O(c?).

It is fairly straightforward to show that

aL f lﬁl'
=2 @4de
! ] A L ]
MWW)?%m“iL< @m“) (A2.8)
dA 000 .. .y i
(l) (l) —_— i
MV )dt@ﬁww),
and that
3 _ dA 6p0

e
T o e
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satisfies p3Y(0, t*,1) = B(V)). We write
dA Bpo

V& =y, p® = T (&,iQ) e +u,, (A2.9)
so that the equations (A2.6) become
L{uy,u,)+ %A(f)e‘m‘ s gf &My
Ly(VV), pM v @ p2) = 0, (A2.10)
M(uy,uy)+ My (VD p) 2 p2) =, (A2.11)
uy(0,t*,1) = B (V) + By (V) p) 2 p(2)), (A2.12)

Finally we solve (A2.11) as a particular integral u, = u,,, u, = u, so that the
non-linear part of the boundary condition (A2.12) is satisfied; -then, with
0, =uy—u,,, 6, = uy—u,,, we have

dA 6f o
T n maAIAIZ} e 4 (%)
= higher harmonics, (A2.13)
M@,,6,)=0,
0,(0,t*,1) = B,(0,),

where m; A)A)? is the coefficient of " in

LJ(V(”’ p(l)’ V(Z)’ p(Z)) + L(ulp’ uZP)’

mj being a function of Q. The condition that the solution of (A2.13) should contain no
secular terms is that

L(6,,8,)+ l:af A+ —=

afdA  of

hel 2 _
i +6) A+myA|Al° =0, (A2.14)
or
dA
—alT=k’A+k2A|AIZ’ (A2.15)
where
dng
kl d}, ()'0)
is the linear growth rate,
af
k,=- .
2 m3/6n

Appendix 3

All indefinite integrals in this section are between t*—1, and t*, and p(0) is an
abbreviation for p(0, ¢*, £). The operators and functions referred to in Appendix 2 are
given by
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B, = yJV“’, (A3.1)

2
B, = _lip(él)(o) V(l)+u2J V(l):'; (A3.2)

2
in (A3.2), the second term is an abbreviation of<fV“’> , and similar notation will be

employed subsequently.

2
B, = —[pé”(m f V@4 p2(0) J V“>+%J Vi

3
{péé’(O)—upé"<0)}+2u2fV‘” f Ve~ f V“’], (A3.3)

b= [1—ﬁ(1—e-"'o)], a=2(1—em0)—p, (A3.4)
n—u n n

po =ae "I heT 2K (A3.5)

Mu(V)= —#[V_ﬂJvV:]ebz“é, (A3.6)

M5(p) = ptpetpp, (A3.7)

MZ(V(I)’p(l))=e—uépgl)[y(l)_#JV(l)], (A3'8)

M3(V(“,p(”, V(Z),p(Z)) . e_”:p(fuliV(Z)_“ JVG)] +

e'”gpgz)[V(l)—yJV(l)], (A3.9)
L, (V)= 2),V—2y().—ro)JV, (A3.10)

Lyy(p) = L petide, (A3.11)

2
Lo(V0, o) = 1oV 41, {V“’-”J Vm} N

7 2
Z{V(l)_uJV(l)}f p(l)eZM'fdé_*_%#J‘ V(l), (A312)

0
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2 3
LS(V(I)’p(l)’ V(Z),p(Z)) — ZTOV(')V(2)+12—p(<l )(O)J V(l)+#2 J vy 4

pJV‘”IV‘”-i—ZrI{V“’—ujV“’} X
{V(Z)_#jyu)}_’_{y(l) ﬂJ‘V(l)} X
rlp(l)euédé_*_z{y(l)_#J (ZD}X

JO

rlp(1j92“§dé+2{v(l)—l,lIV(I)} %

p e dE, (A3.13)

JO
re

JO

(A3.12) and (A3.13) have been simplified by using (A3.1) and (A3.2) in the values for
p1(0) and p*(0).
By inspection of (A3.6), (A3.7), (A3.8), the particular solution of (A2.5) is
V(Z) —_— aOIAIZ +a eZin'+( )’
P = AP [coe "4 e Mg cye T IRT 2N 4 oo p3E] . 42 P27
[do e"“”“”é+d e 24 d, e“""”“’¢+d e 3 4 (*). (A3.14)

Substituting (A3.14) into (A2.5), we obtain

¢y =—bU(—-iQ), (A3.15)
¢, =—al(—-iQ), (A3.16)
d, = (1Q+ pu)ab/u, (A3.17)
dy = b?, (A3.18)

—BURQ)R(— Q) + 1o + 1, UIQ)U(= Q)+ 2U(— IQR2+ c31, +
¢, D(u—iQ)+ D2u){R(—iQ)R3 —c; —c3}]

= A3.19)

%o D2t + (1o — DID() — D) — 27o}] (A3.19)

¢y = dolpte—1), (A3.20)

¢o = R(—iQ)R3 —(c{ +c5+c3), (A3.21)

—[D(Zu—2iQ){R(iQ)R3—(d2+d3)}+d D(u—iQ)+

: dyt, + 10+ 1, UX(iQ)+ 2U(lQ)R2+ uR2(iQ)] (A322)
%2 = [2104 2(40 — 10)UQRIQ)— uV (2iIQ){ D2 — 2iQ) — D(p)}] ’ '

dy = pot, V(2iQ), (A3.23)

do = RIQ)R3 - (d, +d, +ds), (A3.24)



STABILITY OF HEAT EXCHANGERS 381

where

1
R(z) =~ (1—e™%),

D(z) = ! etdé = ! (e 1 =1),
o z
U(z) = 1 - uR(z), (A3.25)
Vi) = 28
z—p

R3 = (iQ+ p)a+2ub— p*R(iQ),
R2 = aD(p—iQ)+ b1y,
and a,b are given by (A3.4).
Substituting (A3.14) and (A2.7) into (A3.9), we find that a particular integral of
(A2.11) satisfying the boundary condition p*®(0) = B, (given by (A3.3)) is
V3 =0,
p(3) = 'AlZA eiQr'[foe—(2u+iﬂ)§+f1 e-3u§+fze—(2u-iﬂ)§+
f3e_2“§+f4e_4“§+f5 e~ +3m) +fse-(3u—im§+
f7e-(2u+ 2iQ)¢ +f8e-(#+iﬂ)€], (A3.26)

where the f; are given by

Jo = —(u+iQ) = (o9 + &)1 — pu1o),

a
U

2u - .
Ji = ———=— [blog+84)(1 — uty) + boe, UQRIQ) +

(1Q—2)
(¢, +&)UIQ)+d, U(—iQ)],
fo = (p=iQ)an, V2iQ),

S5 = ulco+Ep)V (i),

3
fo= G o5 _"3#) [(e +E)U(Q) +d3 U (= i)], (A3.27)
—QRu+iQ
s = =22 e, UG + 4, U )

Jo = 3C,2u—iQ)V(iQ),

7= (u+2i)doV(-iQ),

Je=—U+i+fitfatfs+fe+f7)+Z.
Here a bar denotes the complex conjugate, and I is the coefficient of [A]24 " in
(A3.3), given by

T = L2[R4—2u*R(iQ), oy 1o, a; R(2IQ)] +
L2[R(iQ), uco+2uc, + (iQ+2u)c, + 3uc,,
L3[R(iQ), R(iQ), p*R(iQ)— 1uR4 - 1(iQ+ p)?a—2ub], (A3.28)
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where

R4 = (iQ+ p)a+2ub,
L2(z,,25,23) = 2y(z,+ 2,) + Z, 24, (A3.29)

L3[z,,2;,23) = 2,2,234 2,252+ 2,2, 24.
L2 and L3 give the coefficients of |4|>4 ¢ in products of (i) an O(¢) and O(e?) term,
(11) three O(g) terms, respectively.
Thus the particular solutions u,, = 0, u,, are given by (A3.26), and

A3

L(ulp’ uZp) = LIZ(uZp) = f L.‘Zpe:;“édé
0
= foD(p—iQ)+f 1, +f, D(p+iQ)+ f[3D(u)+ £, D(— p) +
J5D(— Q)+ D)+ f; D(p = 2i2) +fs D2y — i)

= Q,, say. (A3.30)
It remains to compute the coefficient of |4*4 ¢ in Ly (A3.13). This is

Q, =21y L2[1, 09,05 ] + uL2[R(IQ), g To, o, R(2IQ)] +
2L2[R2,04(1 — uty), 0, UQRIQ)] +
L3[R(iQ), R(iQ), u®R(iQ)— 1R4] +
2L2[U(iQ), Ty ag(1 — putg) + co D)+ ¢y 1y + ¢, D(—iQ)+c3 D(—p),
1,0, UQRIQ)+dyD(p —2iQ)+d, 1, +d, D(—iQ)+ds D( — )] +

L3[UQ2iQ), U(2iQ),aD(— Q)+ bD(— u)]. (A3.31)
Thus, m, in equation (4.9) is given by '
my =0, +Q,. (A3.32)

df/on, df/02 may be found explicitly simply by differentiating f(n).



