Downloaded by Nick Parziale on July 5, 2023 | http://arc.aiaa.org | DOI: 10.2514/1.A35292

JOURNAL OF SPACECRAFT AND ROCKETS
Vol. 59, No. 5, September—October 2022

Focused Laser Differential Interferometric Investigation
of Turbulent Jet Spectra

Ahsan Hameed*® and Nick J. Parziale!®
Stevens Institute of Technology, Hoboken, New Jersey 07030

https://doi.org/10.2514/1.A35292

In this work, a model of focused laser differential interferometry (FLDI) is derived by incorporating the local
intensity of each beam in an FLDI beam pair. We rederive some known transfer functions to reduce FLDI data.
Additional transfer functions are also derived, intended to model increasingly complex disturbance fields, namely,
isotropic turbulence. The new transfer functions account for disturbances not only in the streamwise direction but
also in the two spanwise directions. Additionally, it is shown that strategically selecting the integration limits for the
idealized FLDI in the denominator of the transfer functions (d¢ /dx) can simplify the FLDI data-reduction procedure.
This is done for disturbance fields in a finite boundary (e.g., a wind tunnel of scale L), by removing the need to
characterize the FLDI probe-volume length scale. Finally, results are presented from experiments performed with a
turbulent jet probed by an FLDI that indicate that increasing the complexity of the transfer function has merit with

some qualifications.

Nomenclature

cp = phase speed, m/s

Ey, = energy spectra of density fluctuations, m(kg/m?)?
frequency, Hz

I(x,y,z) = intensity of beam along its propagation axis, W/m?

Ip = intensity at the detector face, W /m?

K = Gladstone-Dale constant

L = length scale, m

L, = characteristic length of the focused laser differential
interferometry probe volume, m

n(x,y,z) index of refraction of the flowfield

OPL = optical path length, m

Ry, = autocorrelation function

Vb = voltage response of photodetector, V

w(z) = 1/€? radius of beam varying along its propagation
axis, m

Wy = beam waist radius at the point of best focus, m

20 = location of jet, m

Ax = beam spacing, m

Ag = phase change

n = Kolmogorov length scale, m

K = wavenumber, 1 /m

A = wavelength of the laser, m

p = local density, kg/m?

c = width of jet at measurement point, m

I. Introduction

OCUSED laser differential interferometry (FLDI) is a non-

particle-based, optical diagnostic technique pioneered by
Smeets and George [1-7] in the 1970s. Smeets and George demon-
strated the use of FLDI for measurements of a density profile within a
shock front and unsteady boundary layers, and, amongst other things,
developed an eight-beam-pair FLDI setup to examine the flowfield
around a blunt cone. From the 1970s to the 2000s, other researchers
have used laser differential interferometry (LDI) to make measure-
ments in high-speed flows [8-17]. In the early 2010s, Parziale et al.
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[18-24] used the FLDI technique to characterize facility disturbance
level and boundary-layer instability and transition in the Caltech T5
reflected-shock tunnel. More recently, researchers from several
groups have made additional advancements, including making reli-
able convective velocity measurements between two closely spaced
FLDI probe volumes [25-34], facility disturbance-level characteri-
zation [35-37], rigor in design [38], and novel beam shaping tech-
niques for application in hard-to-access flows [39-47].

Quantitative density-fluctuation data may be obtained by applying
data-reduction strategies to raw FLDI signals. The most popular of
these strategies is to transform the FLDI data into frequency space
and apply so-called “transfer functions” that account for geometric
optics and the characteristics of the probed disturbance field [48—50].
Parziale et al. [23] considered the differencing nature of the FLDI
instrument to correct freestream disturbance spectra. Since then,
data-reduction strategies by Fulghum [48], Settles and Fulghum
[49], and Schmidt and Shepherd [50] have been applied to jet experi-
ments to account for geometric optics as well as the differencing
nature of the FLDI instrument. Ceruzzi et al. [27-29] have furthered
these efforts and applied these transfer functions to assess the noise
level in high-speed facilities. Finally, this strategy of transforming
FLDI data to frequency space and applying transfer functions has
been tested and evaluated by using controlled problems devised by
researchers [51-55].

In this paper, a derivation of the FLDI response is proposed that
accounts for the variation of intensity of the beam profile in the phase-
change relation. A methodology for developing new transfer func-
tions for the FLDI instrument is proposed, and its fidelity is tested by
reproducing transfer functions familiar in the FLDI literature. This
process is then used to produce new transfer functions for more
general disturbance fields, namely, isotropic turbulence. Finally,
these transfer functions are applied to the measured FLDI response
as the instrument probes a turbulent jet flow.

II. Model of the FLDI and Relation to Voltage Output

In an FLDI system, two beams traverse closely spaced paths (in
this case, the z direction; see Fig. 1), are mixed with a polarization
optic, and are then registered at a photodetector. The voltage response
from the photodetector, Vp, is the integrated intensity over the sensor
face:

Vp = I_DRSRL = RSRL/ Ip(x,y)dA (H

As

where I (x,y), Ip, Ry, R, , and A are the intensity at the detector face,
integrated intensity, the responsivity of the photodetector, the load
resistance, and the sensor area, respectively. At the photodetector face,

Check for
updates


https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9563-3959
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9880-1727
https://doi.org/10.2514/1.A35292
www.copyright.com
www.copyright.com
www.copyright.com
www.aiaa.org/randp
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.2514%2F1.A35292&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2022-06-09

Downloaded by Nick Parziale on July 5, 2023 | http://arc.aiaa.org | DOI: 10.2514/1.A35292

1566 HAMEED AND PARZIALE

the intensity of the optical signal generated by the FLDI beams can be
related to the phase change as

Ip =1, +1, +2/1,1,cos(A¢p) )

where I, and I, are the integrated intensity of each FLDI beam.
Assuming I, = I, = I, /2, where I, is the initial intensity of the beam
at the outlet of the laser, and shifting the instrument by 7 /2 to the middle
of a fringe, Eq. (2) reduces to

Ip = Iy + Iy sin(Ag) 3)

Following Eq. (1), the voltage measured by the photodetector when the
instrument is at the middle of a fringe is Vy = I,RsR; . Equation (3) can
then be rewritten to relate the voltage response to the phase change as

A¢p = sin”! (V”T_OVO) (G

Having related the voltage and phase change, the aim is now to
relate density disturbance to phase change. As a density disturbance
field passes through the FLDI beams, these closely spaced beams
traverse different optical path lengths (OPLs). This difference in
OPLs results in a phase difference between the beams of the FLDI
instrument, which is expressed as

2

2
Ap = 7”(OPL1 —OPL,) = 7” (/ n(x,y,z)dz —/ n(x.y,z) dz)
51 52

(6))

where n(x, y, z) is the index of refraction of the flowfield, A is the
wavelength of the laser, and s, and s, are the paths of the two FLDI
beams. However, in practice, the voltage change measured by the
photodetector is also dependent on the local intensity. For an FLDI
instrument, this means that changes in index of refraction that occur at
higher levels of intensity contribute more to the phase difference
measured by the photodetector, and so the spatial distribution of
intensity must be accounted for. As in Fig. 1, each FLDI beam is
displaced from the origin along the ordinate by half the beam spacing,
Ax, as I[x + (Ax/2),y, z]. Mathematically, the change in phase is
modified by introducing the local intensity of each beam into Eq. (5)
via multiplication by A; = A, = 1 as

_27t

IVEE: [A1 [ n(x.y.2)dz — Ay / n(x,y,wdz} ©)

where

Flow direction

Fig. 1 Representation of FLDI beam pairs at spatial origin.

s (ffi"ool(x—%,y&)dxdy)
PRI =4t y.2) dxdy
W (ffi"wl(er%,y,z)dxdy)
: fffml(x—}—%,y,z)dxdy

To model the beam intensity, we assume a Gaussian beam profile
given by

—2(x* + yz)] e

16503.2) = 5 Zre|
X,y,2) = ex

ST IO
where w(z) is the 1/e? radius of the beam varying along its propa-
gation axis, z, and is given by

2
w(z) = wg(l + [%] ) (8)
0

where wy is the beam waist radius at the point of best focus. For a
Gaussian beam, [[* _I(x £ Ax/2,y,z)dxdy = 1 for any z. Addi-
tionally, it is assumed that the integration bounds in z are equal as
s; = 5, = 5. With these assumptions, Eq. (6) is rewritten by bringing
the local intensity into each line integral as

Agb:i_ﬂ[//;‘”/1(x_%,y,z)n(x,y,z)dzdxdy
_//‘”/1(x+%,y,z)n(x,y,z)dzdxdyi| 9)

Next, the Gladstone—Dale relation, n = Kp + 1, is used to relate
the local index of refraction to the local density. Here, K is the
Gladstone—Dale constant and p is the local density. Inserting the
Gladstone—Dale relation into Eq. (9) and dividing by the beam
spacing yields

A¢p 27K 0 Ax
Ax m[//_w/;I(x_T’Y’Z)P(X,y,z)dzdxdy
© Ax
_/] /I(x+7,y,z)p(x,y,z)dzdxdyi|
272K o Ax
- TM[L[[’(X‘TW)/’@%@

A
- I(x + TX Y, z)p(x, v, z)] dz dxdy]

S ferofle )

A
—I(x—}—%,y,z)]dzdxdy (10)

In the following sections, the second and third lines of Eq. (10) will
be used to calculate p(x, y, z) in frequency space, given I(x, y, z) and
some knowledge of the flowfield.

III. Relation of Discrete Phase Change to Differential
Phase Change via Transfer Function

In this section, the discrete phase change measured by FLDI will be
related to a hypothetical, idealized differential FLDI response via
transfer functions for the purpose of finding an expression for the
density spectrum. Similar to [49,50], to model this hypothetical,
idealized FLDI, the separation distance between the beams is reduced
to a small value as

%— lim%

ox  Ax=0 Ax

an
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Substituting the first line of Eq. (10) into equation Eq. (11) for
A¢p/Ax, we get

% A;QO[EZIE [/] / (x_f’y Z)P(X y,z)dzdxdy
_//j:[[(x+7x,y,z)p(x,y,z)dzdxdy]] (12)

which reduces to

22 fres

X (lim plx + (Ax/2),y, 2] = plx = (AX/2),y,z])
Ax—0 Ax

:@[/f” /I(x,y,z)a—p dzdxdy] (13)
A o Js ox

Now, we define the nature of an idealized FLDI instrument by
asserting that dp/ox is evaluated at the instrument’s focus as

dzdx dy]

dp
= 14
™ (14)

op(x,y.2) _ dp(x,y,2)
ox - ox

x,y.2=0

s0 it is no longer a function of space, and we note that [ I(x,y.z)
dxdy=1. We can then write

op 2zK odp o 27K dp
9p _ZnRop I(r,y,z)drdydz | = 2= [ 4z (15
ox ldx[[//_m (x.3.2) yz] 7 ax ), 4 U9

The path integration in Eq. (15) introduces a length scale over which
the FLDI response is averaged. Here, we approximate the integration
length to be equal to the characteristic length of the FLDI probe
volume, Lp,

op 27zKLp dp
ox A ox

(16)

A spectral analysis of the results is typically of interest, so we solve
for dp/dx and take the spatial Fourier transform of Eq. (16), as

P\ _ A o
f{a} - 2nKLPf{$} an

‘We compute the Fourier transform of the density using the derivative
property of the Fourier transform (F{dp/ox} = ixF{p}), transform-
ing from physical space to wavenumber (k) space as

Py = 9%
Fioh =P =50 kL, f{dx} (18)

In Eq. (19), we define a system transfer function of the FLDI instru-
ment as the ratio of the measured instrument output at the detector to
the expected instrument output of an ideal FLDI instrument confined
to a specification of our choosing within the framework presented
above.

[A¢/Ax]mea§ured

H( ) - [6¢/ax]ldeal

19)

Using the definition of the transfer function, H (k) we relate the output
of the instrument to the first derivative of the phase field. Solving for
the derivative of the phase change in Eq. (19), we can make a
substitution into Eq. (18) to obtain a relationship in wavenumber
space between the measured fluctuations in phase to the actual
density fluctuations as

yl F{Ap} 2 @ (k)
2rikKLpAx H(k) — 2rixKLpAx H(x)

Fipy = Pl) = (20)

where ®(k) = F{A¢}. In the following sections, a model of the
flowfield will be assumed to determine H. It is noted that relating the
Fourier transform of density to the phase change in this manner
follows [49,50].

IV. Derivation of Transfer Functions

In this section, the transfer functions introduced by [49,50] will be
rederived with the framework described in the previous sections.
Then, new transfer functions will be introduced that attempt to
capture more general flow disturbances, namely, isotropic turbu-
lence. To first rederive the work in [49,50], we assume a sinusoidal
disturbance in x, uniform in y, and infinitesimally thinin z atz = O of
the form

p =p(x,y,2) = Csin(xx + ¢,)é(z) (21)
where ¢, is an arbitrary phase shift along the x direction, C is an
arbitrary constant, and §(z) is the Dirac delta. Substituting the chosen

form of the disturbance into Eq. (10) allows for the evaluation of the
line integral as

o)
—I(x+%,y))dxdy}

2.2
= ZHKXC 2sin (@) exp (— %) cos(¢,) (22)

2 8

The integration in Eq. (22) is similar to the sine transform of a
Gaussian, so it is readily computed in Wolfram Mathematica here,
as is similarly done elsewhere in the paper. To evaluate the transfer
function H(x) for this disturbance, we must first evaluate d¢/ox.
Plugging Eq. (21) into Eq. (15) results in

op _ 2K dp _ 2zKC
a /1 ox dZ - KCOS(KX + ¢x)5(z)|x‘y,z=()
2rKC
= = kcos(d) 23)

noting that we choose / , dz = 1 to represent the relevant integration
length considered with the Dirac delta. The ratio of Eqs. (22) and (23)
is the transfer function

2 A 2.2
H(x) = msin(%) exp( w(éK ) (24)

which we note is Eq. (18) in the work of Schmidt and Shepherd [50].
In that work, they formulate their Eq. (18) by combining two sepa-
rately derived transfer functions, one that accounts for the finite-
differencing effects of FLDI, H, = 2sin(xkAx/2)/(kAx) [their
Eq. (17)], and the effects of beam size at best focus, H, , =
exp(—w3x?/8) [their Eq. (15)]. Reproducing the result of Schmidt
and Shepherd [50] brings confidence to the methodology of deriving
transfer functions outlined in this work.
Next, a disturbance field over a finite domain of the form

(25)

Csin(kx +¢,) —-L<z<L
p(x,y,2) =

otherwise

is considered (Fig. 2a). Substituting the chosen form of the disturb-
ance into Eq. (10) yields
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it
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Fig.2 Representation of density disturbance fields of the form a) p = p(x,y,z) = sin(kx + ¢;) and b) p = p(x,y,z) = sin(kx + ¢,) sin(ky + ¢,).

T e [
—I(x+%,y,z)] dxdydz
= ZﬂKC ( ) cos(¢y) /L exp (— w(ZT)ZKZ) dz

27‘[KC (KAx) Sby) 2327532 w,

KA

wik LxA
Whk
X exp( 3 )erf |:2\/§ w0:| (26)

Plugging Eq. (25) into Eq. (15) results in

ox A ox
_ 2zK

a 27K 9 2zKC
_¢ s /’/dz: ”/1 K COS(KX + ) | y.o= 0/ dz

CoLicos(,) @7

noting that L is chosen as the bound on the path integral. The ratio of
Eqgs. (26) and (27) is the transfer function

2.2 3/2 A 2.2 L
H(x) =7{” 20 gin (<22 exp — O Y e _ Lt
K2AAXL 2 8 23/ 2mwy
(28)

which is similar to a combination of Egs. (16) and (17) in the work of
Schmidt and Shepherd [50]. Equation (28) may be used as a transfer
function for disturbances within a wind tunnel with walls from —L to
L. However, assuming that a disturbance has the structure of Eq. (25)
may not be the best representation of a real flowfield as L becomes
large relative to 1/x.

Also note that when taking the ratio of Eqs. (26) and (27), it is
arbitrary to choose the integration limits of the idealized FLDI
system as =L in Eq. (27), which results in an L in the denominator
of Eq. (28). That is, for a given disturbance field, we can relate
the phase response of the actual FLDI system [represented by
Eq. (26)] to the phase response of an idealized FLDI system
having an integration length of one’s choosing. One convenient
choice would be —Lp to Lp, noting that Lp is the characteristic
length of the FLDI probe volume in Eq. (20). Equation (28) then
becomes

2.2 3/2 A 2 2 L
H(K)zi‘[” D0Gin( 2 ) exp wo erf| | (29)
K“AAxLp 2 \/- 2wy

Importantly, setting the integration length to be the characteristic
length of the FLDI instrument in Eq. (27) eliminates the need to

p(x,y,z) =

characterize Lp, as it cancels out in Eq. (20) when it is applied to
reduce FLDI data.

Disturbances of increasingly complex form will now be intro-
duced. First, to model isotropic turbulence with disturbances in x
and y at the focus of the FLDI system, the density is assumed to take
the form

p = p(x,y,2) = Csin(kx + ¢,) sin(xy + ¢,)5(z)  (30)

Substituting the chosen form of the disturbance into Eq. (10)
yields

Ap _ 27KC // " sin(ex + gy sin(xy + ¢,,)[1(x - % y z)

Ax AxA

Ax
—I(x+ 2 Y z)}dxdy

_ 2zKC | . (xAx w3k’ .
=X 2s1n(7) exp(— y) )COS(%) sin(¢y) 3D

Plugging Eq. (30) into Eq. (15) results in

op _ 27K 9p / 4
ox 2 ox),
2rKC .
= ﬂ/1 K'COS(KX + ¢x) SlIl(Ky + ¢y)§(z)|x,y.z=0
_ 2zKC
T

Kk cos(¢,) sin(¢hy) (32)

The ratio of Egs. (31) and (32) is the transfer function

2 . (xAx wik?
H(k) = ESIH(T) exp(— 4 (33)

noting that the only change between Egs. (33) and (24) is the factor of
two in the exponential.

Next, consider an isotropic disturbance field (see Fig. 2b) of the
form

Csin(kx + ¢,) sin(xy + ¢,) —-L<z<L
{ (34)

otherwise

which, following the above process, yields
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2
Ax_ ZI);C/ /[ s1n(1<x+(/)k)sm(1<y+¢v)[( —,y Z)
_I(X""_x’y,z)]dxdydz

= ZHKC ( cos(¢,) sin(qﬁy) [L exp(— w(ZT)ZKZ) dz

)e
2 /2w

cos(¢,) sin(¢, ) exp

2
w(z) 2 L
(=5 e @

Plugging Eq. (34) into Eq. (15) results in

27rK C (

op 2zKop [ . 2zKC
2 ax[dz— 1 KkcoS(kx + ¢) sin(ky +y) |y, ,_0/ dz
2zKC

= T2chos(¢x) sin(¢,) (36)

and taking the ratio of Eqs. (35) and (36) gives the transfer function

232wy, KAx w%lc2 LxA
H(x) = sin| — - rf 37
() K?AAXL gm( 2 )exp( 4 )e |:2nw()] @7

Finally, in terms of considering disturbances within a fixed boun-
dary L, we consider a three-dimensional isotropic disturbance field of
the form

Csin(kx + ¢,) sin(xy + ¢,) sin(kz +¢p,) —L<z<L
p(x.y.2) =
0 otherwise
(38)

Plugging this disturbance into the phase change relation yields

Ap 2zKC [L [ . . .
A= A /_L//;msm(rcx—l—@)sm(lcy+¢y)sm(1<z

+¢z)[1(x—%,y,z) ()H—A2 .y, z)]dxdydz

= zzlx(fzs n(KA ) cos(¢,)sin(¢,) / sin(xz
2.2
+¢.)exp (— w(zj X ) dz
= ZZIX(/ICZSin (%) cos(¢,)sin(gh,

KA
2 2 ; ;
wy 4 | mwy  iLxA | mwy  iLxA
- fi| ==0 — —erfi| 222
[ 4 ( " /12)]X[erl[ 4 2ﬂwo} erl[ 7 2w,

(39)

0
exp

noting that erf and erfi are the error function and imaginary error
function, respectively. Following the same procedure that was used to
obtain Eq. (37), the transfer function for this disturbance field is

Vzwo w3 4z’ KAx W
H - 24 ) | sin| == )| erfi| =2
0= S5 (25 (5 o

iL L
! u} erﬁ[”—wu’ ’d]] (40)

271' Wy A 2 Wy

This expression is simplified using the identities i X erfi(z) =
erf(i X z), erf(—z) = —erf(z), and 2R[erf(x + i X y)] = erf(x+
i Xy) +erf(x —i X y) with x = Lkd/2zw, and y = 7wy /4. With
this, Eq. (40) becomes

72w, w2
H(x) = -2«
®) K2 AAxXL exp[ 4 (K

472 KAx inwy  LkA
— in| — )| 23] erf 41
<)) ] @
Note that the L in the denominator in Eq. (37) or Eq. (41) could be
written as Lp, as shown in Eq. (29).
As an alternative to considering disturbances within a fixed boun-

dary, L, we can assume a sinusoidal disturbance in x, with a Gaussian
width o as

24 2
p =p(x,y,z) = Csin(kx + ¢,) exp (— Y :; ‘ ) (42)

This model may be useful to determine the response of an FLDI
system to a axisymmetric turbulent jet of width ¢ issuing in the x
direction centered at y = z = 0. Plugging this form of the disturb-
ance into the phase-change relation, we get

A 2rKC [ 00 2472 A
A_i)z Zxﬂ /;oo/\/;ooSin(Kx+¢X)exp(_y :;Z )[I(x_%’y’z)
Ax
(x—l— > LY, z)]dxdydz

_2aKC
idinhdy JX1

(*5)eosto [
Axd ' ¢[w<z>2/za
(Z)Z 2 _ZZ
(4ol
_2zKC KAx w(z)?x? —z2
Al2§ ( )coe((ﬁx)/ exp( g )exp(y)dz,

_2aKC,_ . (KkAx 4732 exp[—(1/8)xK*wd]
= 2sm( )COS(¢X) ST 2w + @)

43)

To make the integration in z on the second line of Eq. (43) tractable,
we assume that the jet width is much larger than the beam waist,
o> w(z). Plugging Eq. (42) into Eq. (15) results in

6¢_2ﬂK%/d
ax A ox), ¢
27tKC

32
kcos(kx+ g{)x)exp( te )
o’

/ T
x,y,z=0J -0

2zKC
= ”1 20Kcos(¢p,)

and taking the ratio of Eqs. (42—44), the transfer function is

2732 sin(xAx/2) exp[—(1/8)x>w}

Hea) = GKAx\/(Kziz/Zw%) + (4n?/06?)

(45)

For an increasingly complex disturbance in x and y with a Gaussian
width o as

V2
p = p(x,y,z) = Csin(kx + ¢,) sin(xy + ¢,) exp(— p )
(46)
yields

273/2 sin(kAx/2) exp[—(1/4)K>w]

Hiew) = oxbxr/(CA2/2wD) + (4n2/?)

47

following the above procedure and assumptions. Finally, assuming a
disturbance of the form
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p=p(x,y,2)

, . . y2+ 2
= Csin(kx + ¢,) sin(xy + ¢,) sin(kz + ¢,) exp| — = (48)

yields
H(x) =

232 sin(kAx/2) (:‘:xp{—(l/4)w(2)l<2 [l + (47%0? [ (4n* w} —|—K2/120'2))] }

kAxo\/x* 2% Jwi+4n? [ 6?

(49)

For each of the transfer functions pertaining to the axisymmetric jet,
Eqgs. (45), (47), and (49), the FLDI user must acknowledge that one is
integrating and averaging through the spanwise structure of the jet in
the z direction.

V. Experimental Setup

An FLDI setup was constructed to probe a turbulent jet. To con-
struct the FLDI system, the linearly polarized laser beam produced by
a Cobolt 05-01 series laser is expanded using a diverging lens. The
expanding beam is then passed through the two available diffractive
optics to generate a grid of beams six columns wide in the streamwise
x direction and two rows tall in the y direction. The collection of
beams is then circularly polarized by a quarter-wave plate before
being split once more in the streamwise direction by a Wollaston
prism. Wollaston prisms of three different separation angles were
used for these experiments: 0.5 arcminute, 1 arcminute, and 2 arcmi-
nutes. The 12 orthogonally polarized beam pairs probe the jet exit
flow. The beam pairs generated by the upbeam Wollaston prism are
recombined by a Wollaston prism of equivalent separation angle on
the downbeam side. The interference caused by the individual beams
within each beam pair traversing different OPLs is manifested as
fluctuations in the intensity of the recombined beams and measured
as changes in voltage by photodetectors. For these experiments,
measurements from 2 of the 12 beam pairs are presented. A schematic
of the setup is presented in Fig. 3.

w

'/D 0\ &

;ifiﬁﬂjjﬁ[ I

A picture of the beam inter- and intraspacing generated using a 2-
arcminute Wollaston prism is presented in Fig. 4. The beam inter-
spacing was 1.639 mm, and the beam intraspacing was 262.53 ym.
The beam interspacing did not change appreciably for the other
Wollaston prisms used in this experimental campaign. The beam
intraspacing using the 1-arcminute Wollaston prism was 85.20 um,
and the intraspacing using the 0.5-arcminute Wollaston prism
was 36.34 ym.

A round, sonic free-jet was used to generate the turbulent disturb-
ance field being probed by the FLDI beams. The free-jet was gen-
erated in a laboratory setting. Compressed air was regulated to
approximately 30 PSIG in the reservoir of a nozzle with an exit
diameter of 3.7 mm. The nozzle was mounted on a platform that
allowed for independent and precise adjustment in the x, y, and z
directions. For these experiments, the nozzle was positioned at the
focus (z = 0),43 mm (x/D = 11.6) away from the FLDI beam pairs.

VI. Results

Results from the experiments are presented in this section. First, a
temporal correlation between the two closely spaced FLDI probes
yields the dispersion relation, x = 2zf/c,(f). The phase speed
¢p(f) was determined following a procedure similar to the one
described by Ceruzzi et al. [56]. For these experiments, an inverse
tangent function provided the most natural fit to the discretely
calculated convective velocities and resulted in a functional relation-
ship of the data points. Figure 5 shows the dispersion relation fits for
convective velocities measured with a 0.5-, 1-, and 2-arcminute
Wollaston prism. It demonstrates the dependency between the dis-
turbance convective velocity and the frequency. That is, the disturb-
ances propagating at higher convective velocities tend to fluctuate at
higher frequencies. For this flowfield, the similarity between the
dispersion relations generated using the three Wollaston prisms also
demonstrates the independency of the measured dispersion to the
optical setup.

Figure 6 shows the transfer functions for the experiment using a
0.5-arcminute Wollaston prism. For the current experiments, the
length scale in the transfer function (2L or o) is relatively small, and
so the transfer function modifies the spectrum most at relatively
high wavenumber. The transfer functions of three-dimensional

LEGEND
A Probe Volumes N Nozzle
(e} Lens Linear Polarizer
CcpP Compressor Pl Pressure Indicator
D Photodetector Q Quarter-wave plate
DO Diffractive optic Res. | Reservoir
L Laser w Wollaston Prism

Fig. 3 Schematic of FLDI setup used to probe the exit of a turbulent jet.

Fig.4 FLDI beam pairs for a setup developed using diffractive optics and a 2-arcminute Wollaston prism. The major tick marks are at 100 gm, and the

minor tick marks are at 50 gm.



Downloaded by Nick Parziale on July 5, 2023 | http://arc.aiaa.org | DOI: 10.2514/1.A35292

HAMEED AND PARZIALE 1571

S
n
o
o

——0.5 arcminute Wollaston prism
—1 arcminute Wollaston prism
—2 arcminute Wollaston prism

150

100

50

Magnitude of Convective Velocity (m/s)

O IIII 1 1 IIIIIII 1 1 IIIIIII 1 1 IIIIIII 1 L1 11111
10 10° 10* 10° 10°
Frequency (Hz)

Fig. 5 Convective velocities and fits of dispersion relation for experi-
ments with 0.5-, 1-, and 2-arcminute Wollaston prisms.
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Fig. 6 Calculated transfer functions for an experiment with 0.5-arcmi-

nute Wollaston prism. Here, ; refers to the wavenumber of the stream-
wise fluctuations.

disturbance fields [Egs. (41) and (49)] suffer from a steep drop in
magnitude at a much earlier than expected value of x;#, and are not
presented in this figure. Their poor behavior most likely stems from
the assumption that the disturbances are perfectly correlated along the
z direction. We will continue to investigate these transfer functions
and will present our findings in future work. Although the disturb-
ances in x and y are also not perfectly correlated, as the simpler one-
dimensional and two-dimensional transfer functions assume, the
ratio of the disturbance length scale to the integration length is less
problematic. That is, 1/k is closer in length scale to the beam waist
w(z) (for x and y integration) than it is to L (for z integration). This is
an apparent limitation of the present approach where we have
assumed that disturbances are isotropic and perfectly correlated in
all directions.

Here, the one-dimensional energy spectra of the density fluctua-
tions are defined to be the one-dimensional Fourier transform of the
autocorrelation function, R;;,(x), analogous to the energy spectrum
formed from velocity fluctuations in the work of Pope [57]. Unfortu-
nately, the autocorrelation function in x space is not directly available
from FLDI data because of the presence of dispersion (Fig. 5); that s,
Taylor’s hypothesis may not be applicable in the present jet experi-
ments. Additionally, the FLDI spectra need to be analyzed in wave-
number space so that the transfer functions may be applied. The
Wiener—Khinchin theorem provides a direct relationship between the
Fourier transform of the density fluctuations to the autocorrelation
function, and it is used to write the energy spectra of the density
fluctuations as

Ey, (k1) = Fi{Ry1,(x)} = Flp()}Fip(0)}" = POPK)* (50)

where the asterisk () denotes the complex conjugate and P(x) is the
discrete Fourier spectrum of density fluctuations per Eq. (20) as
calculated with the “fft” function in MATLAB. Note that the transfer
function alters the energy spectra as E;;(x) ~ H(k)~2. One can
calculate E};, from built-in power-spectral density (PSD) estimation
functions in MATLAB, for example, but the researcher must take care
when considering the units; factors of 2, 7, and the period of the signal
may appear unintentionally when using built-in PSD functions,
which will make the amplitude different from Eq. (50). A standard
check is to compute p*> = f Eyy,(x,)dx for different processing
methods to build confidence in the results.

Results for the experiment with a 0.5-arcminute Wollaston prism
are presented in Fig. 7. The figure shows the response of one of the
FLDI beams in the dual-FLDI beam pair, corrected by the transfer
functions corresponding to the disturbance fields as labeled. The
spectra are offset by a multiple of two from one another along the
ordinate for clarity. The model spectrum labeled E () in Fig. 7 is
the one-dimensional turbulence spectrum given by

o 2
E\ (k) = [1 @(1 —%)dK

from Pope [57]. The results indicate that, as the complexity of the
modeled disturbance better matches the actual disturbance field, the
corrected one-dimensional energy spectra of the density fluctuations
more closely match the model spectrum. The transfer functions
represent a means to account for the differencing nature of FLDI
[1/k in Eq. (20)] as well as the response of the FLDI where the
disturbance wavenumber, beam size, and overlapping beam area all
are on the same order near the focus by introducing spectral compo-
nents (e.g., sin(xx)). In all cases, the inertial subrange is of the —5/3
slope hypothesized by Kolmogorov. For idealized disturbance fields,
where the disturbance in space approaches the limit of infinitely small
fluctuations, of the form sin(xx)&(z) or sin(xx) sin(xy)d(z), the cor-
rections yield an inertial subrange that is shortened by approximately
half a decade, resulting in the transition to the dissipation range
occurring earlier than expected when compared to the modeled
one-dimensional energy spectrum. When the disturbance field more
realistically occupies a physical length (2L or o), the corrections by
the appropriate transfer functions broaden the inertial subrange. Due
to poor experimental design, the beginning of the dissipation range is
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Fig.7 One-dimensional energy spectra of the density fluctuations for an
experiment performed with a round turbulent jet, corrected by transfer
functions for disturbance fields as labeled.
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not visible for these spectra; a smaller FLDI beam intraspacing would
be necessary to process the spectra beyond ;1 = 0.1.

VII. Conclusions

In this work, a model of FLDI is derived by incorporating the local
intensity of each beam in an FLDI beam pair. The resulting transfer
functions represent a means to account for the differencing nature of
FLDI [1/k in Eq. (20)] as well as the response of the FLDI where the
disturbance wavenumber, beam size, and overlapping beam area all
are on the same order near the focus by introducing spectral compo-
nents (e.g., sin(kx)). This strategy enabled the rederivation of some
transfer functions to reduce FLDI data originally found in [49,50].
Additional transfer functions were derived for increasingly complex
disturbance fields that account for disturbances fluctuating not only
in the streamwise direction, x, but also the additional y and z direc-
tions, orthogonal to the flow. For the transfer functions derived for a
finite boundary, —L to L, it was identified that the length scale for the
d¢p/0x evaluation was a choice. That is, a strategic choice of the
integration limits for evaluating d¢/dx in the denominator of the
transfer function enabled the cancelation of Lp when the transfer
function was applied, thus simplifying FLDI data reduction.

By performing experiments with a round, turbulent jet and reduc-
ing the data using the derived transfer functions, it was shown that
increasing the complexity of the transfer function has merit. When
the disturbance modeled by the transfer function better matches the
actual disturbance field, the results obtained from the FLDI system
more closely align with a well-established model and published data.
The best results were obtained when modeling the field to include
disturbances in x and y over a physical length scale in z, be it 2L or o.
However, modeling the field to include disturbances in z resulted in a
transfer function that did not yield meaningful results, most likely due
to assumptions about the correlation of disturbances along that
integration direction. An alternate treatment where the disturbances
are considered in a statistical manner, perhaps a Gaussian random
field, could address this issue.
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