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Reduction Technology of the Low Frequency Sound from an Exhaust Stack

of the Jet Engine Combustor Test Facility
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To reduce low frequency noise emanating from the exhaust stack of a jet engine combustor test facility, the cause of the
noise’s generation was investigated by means of acoustic mode analysis of the exhaust stack, a speaker test and CFD of the
pressure control valve. Based on the results of the analysis, the structure of the exhaust stack was changed to an expansion-type
silencer structure for a noise reduction effect improvement, and, in addition, a multistage diffuser was installed in the pressure
control valve as a countermeasure for the source of the noise. As a result, the sound pressure level at 40 Hz has been reduced
from 109 dB to 63 dB, in accordance with the intentions behind the acoustic design.

1. ¥

il

— RIS, RS PR AL B S e AAT A L 2 L -

|

|

S, Vx v bV Y IR OPEITE A |
|

|

QT

OB B = —I—
| SEBL EH
2. Y1y hILYUMBERBRGEL SOHR HTH |
HEEOBE sils
— [ R s oL
WEFRE 7ol o F Ly S L PR s s A
|
i
\

Ehmes VTR

BRI T\ (MR A AT B IR, A 03000, .
BRET 720,51 /S ATHD 2 Kbt o, PR A
I IR S /S ATBITET & PSR O e
WLCus, PRI ) ORI TS |
R PN, B 30 m, GBI 3 m (L 18 ST OB (T ) (B mm)
BAE 2m) T, PIBIGEEERIEIIEC 2 o> T, T ot oty et
78 IHI ## Vol.50 No.3 (2010 )



3. EAKSREERDHAE

3.1 XERATAIERR

FE2RNKHED 13 F 7 5 —T N FEEARY b
VaRY. HEEGHEEHIOT 16 Hz & 40 Hz O/ RL
ANOUASEREL T A, 100 m #iS T L HEREEHE IO L
FWDARY PV oTEY, HERIEEED S OEET
HDHZENETH 5.

F72, 100 m #2T 40 Hz fHED/N Y FLAOV2S [ ol
FARAHEBICT 220 E | (D A K& < RRls Tk
7290, 40 Hz fHECTHEL L 725/ &5tz TRaET 24T
HyZEkE LT

3.2 BERAKEREREROHTE

PRBERAR & /N A 2RI O m Tl & 2L & CTHRRH
EHEHOOEE L~V ERIE LT

8 3 R =SR2 RSSO0
JELAOV (13 2 % =732 F, 315, 40, 50 Hz D4

- PR SN

120 - —— 100 m HbsT
=1 100 m Hupi ( FAfE Ik )

110 | o

B IR B R

B3 % 2l

100

\ SHRfEx
K& kBB

o
S
T

80

70

FHE LV (dB)

60

50 -

40 -

30

GHE 1 2 4 8 16 315 63 125 250 500
OA

o5 —=7Ny FRULEER (Hz)

%) OZALERY. 83 EOBERENS, BETLHEEL
NV ENA IRZRFO 2R MBS R S 7z, F
72, WA NSAKREBOEE AT LR, RS EEE
TR SN ETJTEET T BED LNV HSKE N T LAY
ol FETJTHEEFIIRBE ROV R % RS 5 7201 27%
FoENTEY, T 20 ZUENS KRS $TERIC
SIS, 7 NI CIAER 2 ) B E i & 72 o T
WD ERE SN, BEOREJIINA SRR B
JEJFTEE S ORI DT REEASR E W ST L 72

512, HERIHESE IO CREO R EL (5512 40 Hz
) DEBL TV Z 5, JERNEEOMEHE
R CTIIEAFEZ ), AR S SR M Bk REDS AN T L,
INEL o TG EHEERL 72

NS DIEERMERT A 720, FHEIFERICET 25l
TLAIEAT, HFRUHESE OB EEE — FIITES L OFERA Y —
1 iR Fh L 72

3.3 EHFEERICET 2HERERER

FES B O & R 5 728, Bl AT
( CFD : Computational Fluid Dynamics ) % 3%jiti L 72, fi#
#TV 7 ML STAR-CD % 272, 8 4 RIC CFD #% %
(B ) 2R, TORER, RIS O TR
TRRY v N 3.0 OEBR 04 BERRNE %o
TWb I EDPymotz, — MY = v NS (RS
EHTEDF 8 FIZHAIL THWINT A2 26N TH
D () FOFERII A /SRR B IR
FOWEGE T b L oo 7z.

3.4 HIRUHBBOZTEHR

HIEOFED AR T 5720, HEXIHEEOSEF
Wil 7z. BETAI 2 IRITRT.

V7 b+ x7T SYSNOISE verS5.6

B2l HEASY PV CHET) TR S ZER (E 20T)
Fig. 2 Sound pressure spectrum ( before application of countermeasures )
130, —o— P HEH M IOFE L~ 15
~ 12 (13 42 % =737 F 315, 40, 50Hz DAL ) 12
a8 [ - -m-- D NA S AR AR i
N n —a— RBETR ZE S L] 2
2 110 b i R 19 &
? o\ =
2 100y 16
b v 1=
4o \ =
90 ~ 4 3 &
= \ A
ey
= 0
70 L L L L L L
0 7 09 % Y % o7 9 92 e 7 o7 o7 o7 2 9 9 2 o L 0 8 E @
= = - = O = ) ) D) @ @ | iy — =
ég @ 0 0 0 ® @ @ @ ® © 9 6 ® g © @ ® @ @ & & E %_g:
L8y —

%3 ZERMEIIN T B EHE LNV OZAL
Fig.3 Sound pressure levels by air mass flow

IHI ##  Vol.50 No.3 (2010) 79



(BERSM)
KRB

TRHTE 7V

; .
g
H Ei
e

=
=8
B

%4 ® CFD #R
Fig.4 CFD result

=1 B RTA AR (HERI )
HE ST — 102 W (EFE ST —L
~N)L0dB)

JEHR RGP 1 ~90Hz (1 Hz %A )

F72, KBTS SO B MRS 57012, KEEH
HERED S 2 BTN &R WET VO ICEE L T2
M 2kt L7z

ZIT, HREOTFE ST — LAV, HERIEEEORGE
BELTEZRTLTAHLD, 0dB & L7

P ESE ( REETEE R 5 E TV ) ORERIG
BIEATE % 55 5 RIZ/RT. 50 Hz LR CHg L A 515
=7 ALN, BEEIMEON TRV L5 h o
72 F72, 86 RUCREINHEMED R\ WE TV & KK
RIS S 5TV D 277 Hz \I2 B 58T — F

Y. COFEEE— FIIFERERR (JF 250C) Tl

374 Hz OEEE— FIHLT 5. &8 6 BH 5 KEERIH
E 40
2
Hm 30
|
E 20 +
22 10
=
Z 0
%E
B -0t
18
HI 20 : : : : : : : : : ‘
= 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

JE W (Hz)
(3 ) PWL: HZ/ X7 — LN
g5 BESUTH B O 8 U BB AT AS 3

Fig. 5 Frequency response of exhaust stack

80

SN : 20 U
Rl S R 20 kg/s
- i 400C
(LyI%EHE)
TR~y N 2.9
(a) XEEELEE (b) XEREHE
wEL L EiEH )
[-—] = e
. B 5.000E+01
_—
e = 4.375E+401
| ]
_ 3.750E+401
_— —
- H 3.125E+01
e E .
|
— 1.875E+01
pememcet s 1.250E+01
e -
B .
- _ 6.250E+00
I _— 0.000E+00

() FEHaEEE: 37.4 Hz (IR 250C )

F6R 27.7Hz OEHE-F
Fig. 6 Acoustic mode at 27.7 Hz

EREOFEZ )b b THEE— FEMELATE 7

INHOZEns, SE#EE %5 TS 40 Hz O
BRI, HERUHE SR oS RN 25 Th 5
C EDEEYEATIC L o THERR T & 72,

3.5 AE—HHERICK B155

TEFNTIZ L > TIEH SN REBEE T 5720 A=
ﬁ%%ﬁof A=A & LTy ——3 AEiREE
WIEHICREL, Yr 7 /A4 X (8 =H Rt
M#é%ﬁ)%ﬁ%tt.it,ﬁﬁﬁ%%W@%Eﬁ
Bl 2720, BEEEELNVEIOY A 70k %

IHI 3 Vol.50 No.3 (2010)



60 cm HIFE CHRUHEENICEEE L, SRICBWTHlER
fTolz. A= OFRBEIRRB L O~ A 7 vk kgl
BEETRIIRT. SN EZ /ST — LAYV |25
L, 50 LOlIELTBWAE—HD/RT— L)L E
@K%té:kf,%ﬁf@ﬂv—VNw%%757mL

LB BNI XTI =L NWGA (13 47 7 —T NV R,
2ﬂﬂ)%ﬁ? AV — Ty 3BT b BT & [R5
E— FOMERETE, MBE TR

VU EDZ 0, EITFEEFFERICTEE LAk
1270, HERI SIS OB ORI X 5 T 40 Hz f1HED
RENEMER SN F, PEEIEESE S s N
EEZLNA.

4. ERKEXR

4.1 BBT 17 1—YOEM (FEFEE)

%&ﬁﬂ”&Lfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬂiiéﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁ
WA L7z WEiE 2T 512, eI, R
ERDLIENEETH L. %9IL&’%&?471~
P LA CFD #4& (¥ v 1 JGMi ) 2R
%BT 4 7 =R OTEFEIZIL L v X 9 12
AR L, 2 O%BICT 5 2 & CRalMRE /A % 4%
AL CHOTHEST®E TRE S E58EEZ b o Tn5b. £
BT 1 7 2= I & o TNAR— A TR R IEHGE
WIRETH B, SBET 4 72 —FREIZL-T, EHH

PRGBS IR A =7

N

e

11 e-ee-o

ool

.ri .

.I .. [ ]
l.—m*n
i

I. .I.j

P

%

¥

A ¥ —

BRI <A ruaky
AR AL

87 AV =N BLOYA 70k 2Bk
Fig. 7 Setting of speaker and microphone

35 - - L)V
2.300E+01
g
RN
30 > 1.675E+01 [
~ 25} | - 1.050E+01
g _—
#
% ol 42508400 |
2 4 :
; 2
R w —~2.000E+00
0
2 15t , -

Y |
gg ~8.250E+00 [ |
z —_

(U T
=—= —1.450E+01
5T ~2.075E+01
0 ‘ ‘ > - ~2.700E+01
-10 0 10 20
134275 —=T1NF F.ﬁﬂﬁ £5
PWL %3ii (dB) 53 A ST A e

(A —H 87 — itk )

%8 7877 — LNV 53 (25 Hz)
Fig. 8 Power level distribution ( 25 Hz )

BT 4T 2= N
EEZAY S
1.900
1.800
1.700
1.600
1.500
1.400
1.300
1.200
1.100
1.000
0.900
0.800
0.700
0.600
0.500
0.400
0.300
0.200
0.100
0.000

X ST

£9 CFD #5458 (k3% )
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Fig. 12 Low frequency noise reduction using expansion-type silencer
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