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Comparison between Numerical and Experimental Results
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Fig.1 Comparison between Numerical Analysis
and Experiments(Shlieren pictures)
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Fig.2 Noise levels for different flames
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Fig.3 OH images of non-premixed turbulent
lower lifted jet flame (Average, rms, and
summation of OH profiles).
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Fig.4 Lifted height transition points from

lower to higher for jet flame velocities.
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