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The effects of pre-ignition turbulence by gas jets on the explosion behavior 39 

of methane-oxygen mixtures 40 

 41 

Abstract 42 

Most of the previous studies investigating explosion characteristics of combustible mixtures were 43 

performed at quiescent state. However, in realistic accidental explosion scenarios, the ignition of the 44 

combustible mixture usually occurs under a turbulent environment. In this study, we examine the 45 

maximum explosion pressure pmax and explosion time e of CH4-2O2 mixtures under the 46 

pre-ignition turbulence condition in a spherical closed chamber at a room temperature of 298 K. 47 

Turbulence is generated using fluidic jet of three different gases (O2, CO2 and N2) and its intensity is 48 

controlled by changing the initial pressure of the gas jet pJ0 (i.e., 200 and 500 kPa) and the explo-49 

sion chamber pressure p0 (i.e., 40 and 60 kPa). The dual effects of turbulence and gas dilution on the 50 

explosion behavior of CH4-2O2 mixtures are investigated in detail. The results indicate that by add-51 

ing O2 into CH4-2O2 mixture at quiescent condition, pmax increases but the rate of overpressure rise 52 

is reduced. By introducing turbulence through gas jets into the combustible mixture, the explosion 53 

behavior is affected by both the turbulence and gas dilution. With O2 injection, turbulence overall 54 

enhances the explosion, but the amount of O2 dilution increases at higher pJ0/p0 and longer jet dura-55 

tion time (tJ0), rendering the mixture to tend toward fuel-lean side and slow down the explosion rate. 56 

The present results also demonstrate that the turbulence effect of CO2 is more profound than that of 57 

N2 jet. Both pmax and e are enhanced by CO2 jet turbulence when tJ0 is relative short (tJ0 < 400 ms). 58 

However, for longer tJ0, the dominance of CO2 dilution becomes more noticeably than N2 dilution 59 

with a longer explosion time e. 60 

 61 
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1. Introduction 63 

Methane (CH4) is a hydrocarbon fuel widely used in multitudinous fields. Its use in power 64 

generation has long been considered as a “cleaner’ alternative to other fossil fuels or coal [1]. Not 65 

only is the main component of natural gas, methane can also be produced from biomass providing a 66 

renewable source of energy. As a combustible fuel source, the flammability and explosion hazards 67 

of methane are of great concern concerning its transportation and storage. As such, numerous inves-68 

tigations have been performed on the combustion and explosion characteristics of methane-based 69 

mixtures, e.g.,[2-14]. Recently, the detonation propagation and its limits [15-24] have been widely 70 

investigated regarding methane mixtures due to their possible applications in detonation-based en-71 

gines.   72 

In research, the 20-L explosion spherical vessel has become the standard apparatus to evaluate 73 

explosion properties of gases/vapors [25], dusts [26], hybrid dust-gas/vapor mixtures [27]. Meas-74 

urement includes the flammability limits, limiting oxygen concentration, minimum ignition energy, 75 

maximum explosion pressure pmax, maximum rate of pressure rise (dp/dt)max, explosion time e and 76 

laminar burning velocity SL [28-36].  77 

To either enhance the combustion efficiency or mitigate explosion hazards, different fuels or 78 

inert gases can be blended into methane-based mixtures. For instance, Wang et al. [37] suggested 79 

that hydrogen addition can improve the flame speed and decrease the combustion duration notably, 80 

while pmax is not significantly affected. Ma et al. [38] and Wierzba et al. [39] showed that the ex-81 

plosion intensity can be enhanced by hydrogen addition; parameters such as pmax, (dp/dt)max and 82 

temperature increase with increasing hydrogen content in the methane-hydrogen-air mixture. Sarli 83 

et al. [40, 41] discussed the scenario that hydrogen addition to methane can lead to a more vigorous 84 

flame/turbulence interaction, which was the underlying factor being responsible for the explosion 85 
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process of hydrogen-methane/air mixtures. Mitu et al. [42] investigated the ignition temperatures of 86 

flammable substances in (N2 + O2) mixtures with different concentrations of oxygen. On the other 87 

hand, the explosion behavior can be suppressed by inert gas dilution. Zhang et al. [31] showed that 88 

addition of argon Ar or nitrogen N2 into dimethyl ether-air mixture can result in a decrease of pmax. 89 

Compared with Ar dilution, the decrease of SL is faster when the mixture is diluted with N2. Shen et 90 

al. [43] examined explosion hazards of C2H4-N2O mixtures with N2 or CO2 addition. They found 91 

that dilutions by N2 and CO2 restrict the decomposition of N2O by enhancing tri-molecular reaction. 92 

Zhou et al. [44] argued that N2 and CO2 dilutions also have an important impact on SL and flame 93 

instability in H2/CO/CH4/air mixtures. Their studies showed that the thermal and chemical effects of 94 

CO2 dilution is greater than those of N2. Mitu et al. [45] investigated the effectiveness of diluent 95 

gases on explosion characteristics. The experimental results showed that CO2 was the most effective 96 

gas, followed by H2O, exhaust gas, and N2. Benedetto et al. [46] analyzed the effects induced by the 97 

additionally introduced inert gases (CO2, N2, He, and Ar) on the explosion behavior of CH4/O2/N2 98 

mixtures, they found that the inhibition effects of those inert gases on the explosion parameters in 99 

combustible mixtures were in the order of CO2, N2, He and Ar. 100 

Despite a wealth of studies on the explosion behavior of methane-related mixtures, the majori-101 

ty has obtained results with mixtures initially at quiescent state. In real explosion scenarios, the 102 

combustible is usually subject to a turbulent flow environment caused by wind or obstacles. In re-103 

cent years, research has focused on the important role of turbulence on the explosion process [47, 104 

48]. Benedetto et al. [49] demonstrated the influence of turbulence on the explosion characteristics 105 

of hybrid mixtures of methane and nicotinic acid, such as the maximum pressure, deflagration index, 106 

and minimum ignition energy. Sun & Li [50] investigated the effects of initial turbulence on the ex-107 

plosion of hydrogen-air mixtures by comparing the explosion parameters under both laminar and 108 
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turbulent ambiences. Bauwens & Dorofeev [51] carefully examined the initial turbulence on vented 109 

explosion overpressures. Kundu et al. [52] investigated the effect of turbulence and explosive pow-110 

ders in a confined explosion using a 1-m
3
 large-scale spherical apparatus.  111 

In most experimental settings, turbulence is typically generated by injecting a gas into the 112 

combustible. Hence, turbulence intensity and the nature of the turbulence-generating gas could both 113 

affect the explosion process. Up-to-date, no extensive investigation has yet taken into account the 114 

combined effect of turbulence and gas dilution. Hence, in this work, this combined effect of 115 

pre-ignition turbulence generated by three different gases on the explosion characteristics, i.e., pmax, 116 

and e, are systematically determined. 117 

 118 

2．Experimental setup 119 

 120 

Fig.1 A sketch of the experimental setup. 121 

 122 

The experimental setup consisted of a standard 20-L explosion spherical vessel, high-voltage 123 

ignition system, fluidic jet generation device, time-delay control and data acquisition system (Fig. 124 

1). The vessel has a 33.68-cm inner diameter and 10-mm thickness. For turbulence generation, high 125 



 6 / 25 

 

pressure gas from a 3.1-L tank was promptly injected into the chamber via a solenoid valve. Omega 126 

pressure gauges (PXM309, 0-0.7 MPa range and accuracy ±0.25 % of full scale) were used to mon-127 

itor the initial pressure. The CH4-2O2 mixture was ignited by an ignitor mounted at the upper part of 128 

the spherical vessel, and two electrodes extended into the chamber with a depth of 1 cm. 129 

For each experiment, the explosion vessel was first evacuated below 100 Pa. Afterwards, me-130 

thane and oxygen were filled into the vessel to the desired condition by the method of partial pres-131 

sures and left intact for at least 10 minutes to ensure a quiescent well-mixed mixture. The methane 132 

volume fraction CH4 is defined as CH4 = VCH4/ (VO2+VCH4) where VCH4 the methane volume and 133 

VO2 the oxygen volume. Another tank was filled with a specific gas (O2, CO2 or N2) to a high pres-134 

sure for injection (200 or 500 kPa). The delay control system arranged the time sequence of fluidic 135 

jet generation and ignition. As shown in Fig. 2, when the system was triggered, it sent pulse signals 136 

to activate the solenoid valve producing a gas jet from the high-pressure tank, and the jet duration 137 

time tJ0 can be adjusted accordingly, ranging from 20 to 800 ms. After a delay time td of 100 ms, the 138 

combustible mixture under the turbulent condition was ignited by a spark plug with low energy in 139 

order to avoid additional turbulence induced by ignition energy. In this study, td was defined as the 140 

time period starting from the end of the jet flow to the beginning of the ignition. The pressure evo-141 

lution inside the explosion chamber was recorded by a PCB transducer (113B21), from which two 142 

explosion parameters (pmax and e) were determined. Here, e was defined as the period from igni-143 

tion to the time when the explosion pressure reaches its peak. The initial temperature was 298 K for 144 

all experiments. Figure 3 shows a sample explosion pressure data obtained from the experiment. To 145 

extract pmax and e, the raw trajectory was first processed by a smoothing technique using a Gaussi-146 

an-weighted moving average filter [21].  147 

Experimental errors in this study can be summarized to two major categories: the random error 148 
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and the systematic error. In this study, the random error mainly originated from the measurement of 149 

the explosion trajectory, which is due to the transient nature of explosion process. At least three 150 

shots were repeated for each condition, and the explosion overpressure trajectories were reproduci-151 

ble because the results fluctuated within 5 %. In order to guarantee the accuracy of the experimental 152 

results, the explosion parameters (i.e., pmax, e) presented in this work were calculated from the av-153 

erage values of three shots. Systematic error mainly resulted from Omega pressure gauge (PXM309) 154 

used to measure the initial pressure, which ranged from 0 to 0.7 MPa with an accuracy of ±0.25 % 155 

of full scale, and hence the maximum error of initial pressure measurement was to be approximately 156 

±1.75 kPa. 157 

 158 

 159 

Fig. 2 An illustration of timing for system components. 160 

 161 

a) tJ0 (ranging from 20~800 ms), b) td (100 ms), c) ignition time ti (200 ms).  162 

 163 

 164 
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Fig. 3 Comparison of the raw pressure data and curve after smoothing (φ = 1.0, p0 = 60 kPa, quiescent state). 166 

 167 

 168 

3. Results and Discussion 169 

3.1 Experiments without initial turbulence 170 

Figure 4a shows the explosion pressure trajectories of CH4-2O2 under quiescent condition with 171 

p0 from 20 to 90 kPa. For p0 = 20 kPa, pmax is 0.21 MPa and e is 8.5 ms. When p0 increases to 50 172 

kPa, pmax increases but e decreases. The corresponding values are 0.58 MPa and 6.7 ms, respec-173 

tively. As p0 increases further to 90 kPa, pmax reaches 1.08 MPa with e equal to 5.7 ms. Both the 174 

maximum pressure and the rate of pressure rise can be observed to increase with p0. 175 
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Fig. 4 Explosion pressure evolution for CH4-2O2 mixture initially at quiescent state. a) with various p0 and b) 178 

diluting with different O2 amount at p0= 40 kPa. 179 

 180 

Table 1 O2 dilution for cases with p0 = 40 kPa and pJ0 = 500 kPa 181 

Case No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

tJ0 (ms) 0  20 50 100 200 400 600 800 

p1 (kPa) 40 40.40 40.89 41.67 43.57 46.46 49.57 52.29 

VO2 (L) 0 0.08 0.18 0.33 0.71 1.28 1.90 2.43 

χCH4(%) 33.3 33.0 32.6 32.0 30.6 28.7 26.9 25.5 

φ 1 0.99 0.97 0.94 0.88 0.81 0.74 0.68 

 182 

After the fluidic jet emerges into the chamber, the explosion characteristics of the tested mix-183 

ture are affected by two factors: turbulence and the injected gas. For the latter, it is equivalent to 184 

adding a certain O2 amount into the CH4-2O2 mixture. Hence, the effective mixture φ tends to the 185 

fuel-lean side if the added O2 is considered. For jet duration tJ0 ranging from 0 to 800 ms, the initial 186 

chamber pressure increases while both χCH4 and φ decrease, which can be determined by calculating 187 

the remaining O2 volume in the storage tank. Table 1 summarizes the parameters after O2 injection, 188 

including the initial chamber pressure p0 and high-pressure tank for the jet generation pJ0, the 189 

chamber pressure after the O2 injection p1, the volume of oxygen dilution VO2, the mole fraction of 190 

CH4 after injection χCH4, and the equivalent ratio φ.  191 

The explosion pressure data for different cases of O2 addition are shown in Fig. 4b. For these 192 

shots, O2 was added into the chamber and the mixture was ignited after 10 minutes. Therefore, the 193 

results are considered to be measured at quiescent state without any turbulence effect to investigate 194 

only the O2 dilution on the explosion behavior of methane-oxygen mixtures.  195 

In Fig. 4b, the values of pmax and e hold on for cases 1 to 4 (for tJ0 from 0 to 100 ms). It thus 196 

indicates that adding small amount of O2 plays little impact on the explosion behavior. As tJ0 in-197 

creases from 200 to 800 ms (cases 5 to 8), pmax increases from 0.48 to 0.53 MPa, and e increases 198 

from 7.0 to 8.1 ms, accordingly. Hence, a relatively large amount of O2 dilution can increase both 199 
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pmax and e. In other words, the added oxygen increases the overpressure, but it slows down the rate 200 

of pressure rise. It is noteworthy that, by adding the amount of O2 into the mixture, the initial pres-201 

sure insider the chamber is also increased, e.g., when the jet duration time (tJ0) increases from 0 to 202 

800 ms, the initial pressure increases from 40 kPa to 52.3 kPa (shown in Table 1), Fig.4a shows an 203 

increase in the initial pressure results in an increase of overpressure and pressure rise rate. Zhang et 204 

al. [53] suggested that an increase in the initial pressure could result in a decrease in the distance 205 

between molecules, increasing the incidence of collision of molecules, thereby accelerating the 206 

chemical reaction rate, and pmax accordingly increases. The above analysis suggests that there is a 207 

combination effect induced by adding certain amount of O2 into the mixture (viz. the dilution ac-208 

companied by the decrease of equivalence ratio and the increase of total initial pressure), eventually 209 

resulting in increasing the overpressure but slowing down the rate of pressure rise. 210 

 211 

3.2 Effect of turbulence generated by O2 jet 212 
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(c) 216 

Fig. 5 Explosion pressure evolution with O2 jet turbulence.  217 

 218 

In this study, the pressure difference between high-pressure storage tank and the explosion 219 

chamber is the primary factor that influences the turbulence intensity, i.e., pJ0/p0, the higher pJ0/p0 is, 220 

the higher the turbulence intensity will be. Figure 5 shows the pressure trajectories with turbulence 221 

effect generated by an O2 jet. For Fig. 5a, p0 = 40 kPa and pJ0 = 500 kPa (hence, pJ0/p0 = 12.5), 222 

while tJ0 varies from 0 to 800 ms. When tJ0 increases from 0 to 100 ms, pmax varies slightly from 223 

0.47 to 0.50 MPa, while the value of e is greatly reduced (i.e., from 7.0 to 5.9 ms). As illustrated in 224 

Fig. 4b, adding the same amount of O2 but without the turbulence has little impact on pmax and e. 225 

While with turbulence (Fig. 5a), although pmax does not change significantly, e is greatly reduced 226 

by 15.7 %. When tJ0 increases from 200 to 800 ms, pmax consistently increases (from 0.51 to 0.54 227 

MPa). However, in contrast to the small volume injection (tJ0 equal to 0 to 100 ms), e also increases 228 

from 6.7 to 7.2 ms, indicating the explosion pressure rise rate is lowered. This behavior is similar as 229 

that without turbulence (Fig. 4b). From Table 1 and Fig. 4b, as tJ0 increases from 200 to 800 ms, the 230 

volume of O2 added into the chamber increases from 0.71 to 2.43 L and φ changes from 0.88 to 231 

0.68. Although the explosion characteristics are promoted by the turbulence, the influence of high 232 

O2 dilution is more significant, which reduces the explosion reaction rate, thus increasing e. 233 
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Figure 5b shows results for p0 = 60 kPa and pJ0 = 500 kPa (pJ0/p0 = 8.3). In this case, the turbu-234 

lence intensity is reduced. It is observed that, when tJ0 goes up to 800 ms, the value of pmax also in-235 

creases from 0.72 to 0.81 MPa, ande persistently decreases from 7.0 to 6.2 ms. This suggests that 236 

both the effects of turbulence and O2 dilution promote the explosion characteristics with increasing 237 

pmax and decreasing e. 238 

Results for p0 = 40 kPa and pJ0 = 200 kPa (pJ0/p0 = 5) are shown in Fig. 5c. Note that the tur-239 

bulence intensity for this case is relatively weak compared to the previous two cases. There is no 240 

obvious variation for both pmax and e, indicating a competing effect between turbulence and O2 di-241 

lution and hence, results in little impact on the explosion behavior.  242 
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Fig. 6 Explosion parameters a) pmax and b) e as a function of tJ0 with O2 jet turbulence. 246 

 247 

Figure 6 summaries pmax and e results with varying tJ0 for pJ0/p0 = 12.5, 8.3 and 5. For each in-248 

dividual case, there exists a linear increase between pmax and tJ0. As tJ0 goes from 0 to 800 ms, pmax 249 

increases by 11.1% for pJ0/p0 = 12.5, and 17.1% and 4.6% for pJ0/p0 = 8.3 and 5, respectively. At 250 

high turbulence conditions (pJ0/p0 = 12.5 and 8.3) and short injection time tJ0, the explosion time e 251 

is reduced (especial for pJ0/p0 = 12.5). Hence, the combustion rate is promoted at those conditions. 252 
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However, for higher tJ0, the resulting increase of O2 dilution into the mixture becomes prominent 253 

and this effect suppresses the explosion rate, hence resulting in an increasing e. These results illus-254 

trate that there is an opposite effect between turbulence and O2 dilution, both affecting the explosion 255 

behavior in a confined chamber. For higher the pJ0/p0, the stronger the turbulence intensity is, which 256 

promotes the chemical reaction, burning velocities and the explosion overpressure via distorting and 257 

expanding the flame surface area [54]. In contrast, with increasing jet duration time, hence, O2 addi-258 

tion amount, the mixture tends to the fuel-lean side which suppresses the explosion rate to some ex-259 

tent.  260 

 261 

3.3 Effect of turbulence generated by inert gases 262 
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Fig. 7 Explosion parameters a) pmax and b) e as a function of tJ0 with CO2 jet turbulence. 265 

 266 

For the O2 injection, besides the generated turbulence affecting the explosion behavior, the in-267 

creased χO2 also influences the chemical reaction rate and the explosion process. Here we further 268 

investigate the turbulence effect by inert gases on the CH4-2O2 explosion behavior. Previous inves-269 

tigations [32, 55-57] illustrated that unreactive gases have significant suppression effects on the ex-270 

plosion process. Figure 7 shows that for pJ0/p0 = 5, with increasing tJ0 from 0 to 800 ms the explo-271 
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sion hazard is relaxed, i.e., pmax decreases and e increases. For pJ0/p0 = 12.5, pmax generally keeps 272 

constant and e first decreases and afterwards it quickly goes up, indicating the explosion hazard is 273 

in turn inhibited. Lastly, for the case of pJ0/p0 = 8.3, pmax first increases to 0.81 MPa and then decays 274 

to the state equivalent to that without turbulence (pmax = 0.73 MPa). Similar to the pJ0/p0 = 12.5 case, 275 

e decays and then increases. For this last case, the turbulence first promotes the explosion but the 276 

CO2 dilution quickly balances this positive effect as tJ0 is increasing to 800 ms. The reason that the 277 

results from pJ0/p0 = 8.3 are different from the cases of pJ0/p0 = 5 and 12.5 is mainly because the ini-278 

tial pressure for test is different, i.e., for the cases of pJ0/p0 = 5 and 12.5, the p0 is 40 kPa, while for 279 

pJ0/p0 = 8.3, the corresponding p0 is 60 kPa. Results have clarified that the increase in the initial 280 

pressure could accelerate the chemical reaction rate and increase in explosion pressure. Therefore, 281 

the baseline of pmax is much higher for pJ0/p0 = 8.3 than other cases. 282 
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Fig. 8 Explosion parameters a) pmax and b) e as a function of tJ0 with N2 jet turbulence. 286 

 287 

Similarly, Fig. 8 presents the results with N2 turbulence. With increasing tJ0 from 0 to 800 ms, 288 

pmax is generally decreased for cases of pJ0/p0 = 5 and 12.5. Only a slightly increase of pmax is ob-289 

served for pJ0/p0 = 8.3. Figure 8b also indicates that, although e experiences fluctuation with the 290 
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increase of tJ0 (0 to 50 ms), an increasing behavior of e is generally observed. These results thus 291 

show that the suppression effect of N2 jet on pmax and e is more apparent than that by using CO2. 292 

 293 

3.4 Comparison between CO2 and N2 injections  294 
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Fig. 9 pmax and e as a function of tJ0 for the case of p0 = 40 kPa and pJ0 = 500 kPa. 297 

 298 

Figure 9 compares the explosion parameters with tJ0 variation between the CO2 and N2 jet tur-299 

bulence. The initial condition is kept the same (i.e., p0 = 40 kPa and pJ0 = 500 kPa). The results in-300 

dicate that pmax is lower while e is longer under the effect of N2 turbulence when tJ0 is less than 400 301 

ms. As tJ0 increases above 400 ms, e is shorter and pmax is approaching that of the CO2.    302 

Previous investigation [56] suggested that, at quiescent state with no turbulence, the effect of 303 

CO2 dilution is more profound than N2 dilution in reducing the values of combustion/explosion pa-304 

rameters (including burning velocity, pmax, etc). However, the results obtained in this study is the 305 

opposite for tJ0 ＜400 ms, which illustrates the promoting effect by turbulence on the explosion is 306 

more profound that the suppression effect by gas dilution at shorter tJ0 condition.  307 

 308 
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Fig.10 CO2 and N2 dilution as a function of tJ0 for the case of p0 = 40 kPa and pJ0 = 500 kPa. 310 

 311 

To clarify turbulence effects of CO2 and N2 jets on the explosion, numerical simulation using 312 

CFD package ANSYS Fluent 3D is performed. Reynolds averaged Navier-Stokes equations with 313 

the standard k-ε turbulence model are used and solved using the SIMPLE algorithm. The domain is 314 

equivalent to the experiment, i.e., V = 20 L. The total number of elements is 1,055,928; increasing 315 

above this number of elements has no noticeable influence on the results. Figure 10 exhibits the 316 

volumes of CO2 and N2 injection at different tJ0 from 0 to 800 ms for the case of pJ0/p0 = 12.5 in ex-317 

periment. The relationship between CO2 or N2 dilution and tJ0 can be described as 318 

2CO J0(L) 0.0026 (ms)V t  and 
2N J0(L) 0.0033 (ms)V t , and the values of linearly dependent coeffi-319 

cient R
2
 are calculated as 0.999 and 0.998, accordingly. An approximately linear relation between 320 

the inject flow and tJ0 is assumed and hence, the jet entrance applies velocity-inlet boundary. To en-321 

sure the amount of gas injection in simulation is consistent with that in experiment, the jet entrance 322 

velocity is set as 162 m/s and 172 m/s for CO2 and N2 jet, respectively. The difference is due to the 323 

molecular weight of those gases under the same pJ0/ p0. 324 
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Fig. 11 Turbulent kinetic energy for CO2 and N2 jet with p0 = 40 kPa and pJ0 = 500 kPa. a) The turbulent ki-331 

netic energy field of CO2 jet for tJ0 = 50 ms; b) Turbulent kinetic energy along centerline for different tJ0. 332 

 333 

Figure 11a shows the turbulent kinetic energy (k) contour using CO2 jet with tJ0 = 50 ms. The 334 

axial distributions along the horizontal centerline (A-A) are shown in Fig. 11b for different tJ0. “0” 335 
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refers to the center of the 20-L spherical chamber. From the simulations, the turbulent kinetic ener-336 

gy plots for each corresponding CO2 or N2 jets coincide almost with each other regardless of tJ0. 337 

Besides, it is indeed found that the k only depends on pJ0/p0. The turbulent kinetic energy is about 338 

35 % greater for CO2 jet than that of N2 for the most places in the chamber particularly near the jet 339 

entrance. Therefore, for tJ0 ＜400 ms, the CO2 turbulence effect is more prominent than that of N2 340 

turbulence, enhancing explosion over the dilution effect. In contrast, the unreactive gas dilution in-341 

creases notably when tJ0 ＞ 400 ms and the prohibiting effect becomes more significant than the 342 

turbulence promoting effect on the explosion behavior. This result helps to explain trends in Fig. 9.  343 

This work presents experimental and numerical results of the turbulence effect on the explo-344 

sion behavior in methane-oxygen mixtures, the competing mechanism between turbu-345 

lence-enhanced effect and explosion-prohibited effect by added gases is clarified, those results may 346 

contribute towards forming a more in-depth understanding of the real explosion process considering 347 

turbulent condition. 348 

 349 

4 Conclusion 350 

In this study, two explosion characteristics, namely the maximum explosion pressure pmax and 351 

the explosion time e, are measured experimentally using a standard 20-L spherical explosion vessel 352 

for methane-oxygen mixtures at quiescent state and under the influence of initial turbulence. The 353 

latter is generated by the injection of different gases (O2, CO2 and N2) into the spherical chamber. 354 

Turbulence intensity is controlled by changing the ratio of initial gas jet and chamber pressures 355 

pJ0/p0. The following summarizes the findings: 356 

(1) At quiescent state, adding the amount of O2 into CH4-2O2 mixture increases the maximum 357 

of overpressure but it reduces the pressure rise rate.   358 
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(2) There is a competition between explosion enhancing effect by turbulence and explosion 359 

prohibiting effect by the injected gas dilution, both influencing the explosion behavior of me-360 

thane-oxygen mixtures in the confined chamber. 361 

(3) By introducing O2 jet turbulence, pmax increases with increasing tJ0. e is greatly reduced for 362 

tJ0 varying from 0 to 200 ms for pJ0/p0 = 12.5 and 0 to 400 ms for pJ0/p0 = 8.3. Longer tJ0 renders the 363 

chemical reaction rate slow.  364 

(4) The turbulence intensity of CO2 is more profound than that of N2 jet. Hence, both pmax and 365 

e are promoted by CO2 turbulence for cases when tJ0 is relatively short. At longer tJ0 (e.g., tJ0 > 400 366 

ms), the effect of CO2 dilution dominating the explosion behavior becomes more apparent than N2 367 

dilution. 368 

Future research will focus on the interaction between turbulence and leading shock of the ex-369 

plosion and its effect on the explosion process by applying high-speed Schlieren camera, laser di-370 

agnostic apparatus (e.g., PIV) is to be employed to explore the detailed turbulent flow field on the 371 

explosion process. 372 
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