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Abstract: In order to study the hysteresis in the isolator flow caused by wall suction, theoretical analysis
and numerical calculation are carried out to simulate the process that the back pressure raises and subsequently
drops in this paper. Based on the quantitative correlation between the free stream Mach number and the separa-
tion pressure proposed by Zhukoski, a theoretical model regarding the first shock of the shock train is developed
under the condition of moderate Reynolds number (3x10'< Re, <1.2x10°) without any control measures. It is
revealed that only a regular reflection is theoretically possible for the first shock when the entrance flow Mach
number is greater than 2.0 and no hysteresis phenomenon can occur. Nevertheless, the wall suction can stabilize
the first shock foot by bleeding the boundary layer, resulting in an increasing of separation angle and shock wave
angle with back pressure rising. As a result, the flow deflection angle is in the double solution domain of the Von
Neumann criteria and a hysteresis in the RR<>MR transition occurs once. The results further exhibit a new hyster-
esis in boundary layer separation which is induced by the back pressure.
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Fig. 1 Sketch of the isolator model with suction
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