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Table 1 Equilibrium Thermal Conductivity of Rubidium Vapor
(cal/sec. cm. °C) 104
Pressure, atm

T(K) Monomer 0.02 0.05 0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10 Saturation

520 0.1118 0. 1325

630 0.1271 0.1702

700 0.1419 0.1946 0.2105

800 0. 1562 0.1725 0.1951 0.2286 0. 2485

900 0.1703 0.1765 0.1856 0.1999 0. 2259 0. 2812

1000 0.1841 0. 1869 0.1911 0.1979 0.2109 0. 2451 0. 2897 0. 3081

1100 0.1978 0.1992 0.2014 0.2050 0.2120  0.2315  0.2595 0.3028 0.3297

1200 0.2113 0.2122 0.2134 0.2155 0.219 0.2313 0.2491 0.2791 0.3388 0. 3469

1300 0. 2247 0. 2253 0.2260 0.2274 0.2299 0. 2374 0.2491  0.2698 0.3162 0.3617 0.3729

1400 0. 2381 0. 2385 0.2390 0.2398 0.2416 0. 2466 0.2546 072692 0.3045 0°3439 0. 3729

1500 0.2514 0.2517 0.2520 0.2526 0.2538 0. 2574 0.2630  0.2736 0.3006 0.3334 0. 3832

1600 0. 2647 0. 2649 0.2652 0.2656 0.2665 0. 2690 0.2732 0.2811 0.3019 0.3288 0. 3284

1700 0. 2780 0.2782 0.2784 0.2787 0.2793 0. 2813 0.2844 0.2993 0.3067 0.3288 0.4014

1800 0.2913 0. 2914 0.2916 0.2918 0.2923 0.1938 0.2963 0.3010 0.3139 0.3321 0. 4099

1900 0. 3046 0. 3047 0.3049 0.3050 0.3054 0. 3066 0.3086 0.3123 0.3228 0.3379 0.4183

2300 0. 3180 0.3181 0.3181 0.3183 0.3186 0. 3296 0.3211  0.3242 0.3328 0.3454 0. 4266

2100 0. 3313 0.3314 0.3315 0.3316 0.3319 0. 3327 0.3339 0.3365 0.3439 0.3542 0. 4359

2200 0. 3448 0. 3448 0.3449 0.345) 0.3452 0. 3458 0.3490  0.3490 0.3550 0.3641 0. 4436

2300 0. 3582 0. 3532 0.3583 0.3384 0.3586 0. 3591 0.3600 0.3618 0.3669 0.3747 0. 4522

2400 0.3717 0. 3717 0.3718 0.3719 0.3720 0.3725 0.3732  0.3748 0.3791 0°3859 0. 4610

2500 0. 3852 0. 3854 0.3853 0.3854 0.3855 0. 3859 0.4000  0.3879 0.3917 0.3975 0. 4700

2600 0. 3988 0. 3990 0.3989 0.3990 0.3991 0. 3994 0.4011  0.4011 0.4095 0.4096 0.4791

2700 0.4125 0. 4126 0.4125 0.4126 0.4127 0. 4130 0.4135 0.4145 0.4174 0.4219 0. 4884
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2800 0. 4262 0.4262 0.4262 0.4263 0.4263 0. 4266 0.4271 0.4279 0.4279 0.4305 O0.4345 0.4979
2900 0. 4399 0. 4401 0.4400 0.4400 0.4401 0. 4403 0.4407 0.4415 0.4415 0.4438 0.4473 0.5075
3000 0. 4537 0. 4538 0.4538 .4538 0.4539 0.4541 0.4544 0.4551 0.4551 0.4571 0.4603 0.5172
Table 2 Equilibrium Thermal Conductivity of Sodium Vapor
(cal/sec. cm. °C)X10¢
Pressure, atm
T(CK) Monoer 0.02 0.05 0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10 Saturation
500 0. 3072 0. 4909
600 0. 3489 0.7525
700 0. 3889 1.0334
800 0. 4277 12891
900 C. 4656 0.9611 1.4624 1. 4761
1000 0. 5027 0.6772 0.9022 1. 2008 1. 6067 1.5993
1100 0.5393 0. 6092 0.7073 Q. 8547 1.0995 1.5736 1.6719
1200 0.5754 0. 6072 0.6535 0. 7266 0.8595 1.1729 1.5100 1.7093
1300 0.6111 0.6273 0.6512 0. 6898 0.7630 0.9539 1.1985 1.5136 1.7244
1400 0. 6466 0. 6556 0. 6690 0. 6908 0.7332 0.8496 1.0141 1.2610 1.6487 1.7264
1500 0.6819 0.6873 0. 6954 0. 7085 0.7343 0.8076 0.9170 1.0973 1.4398 1. 6965 1.7214
1600 0.7171 0.7206 0. 7256 0.7341 0.7506 0.7985 0.8724 170015 1.2798 1. 5369 1.7134
1700 0. 7523 0. 7547 0.7579 0.7636 0.7747 0.8072 0.8584 0.9513 1.1693 1. 4016 1. 7047
1800 0.7874 0.7890 0.7913 0.7953 0.8030 0.8258 0.8623 0.9301 1.0989 1. 2980 1. 6968
1900 0. 8225 0. 8238 0.8253 0. 8282 0.8338 0.8503 0.8770 0.92756 1.0384 1.2244 1.6904
2000 0. 8577 0. 8588 0. 8599 0. 8620 0.8661 0.8784 0.8984 0.9367 1.0390 1.1759 1. 6859
2100 0. 8930 0. 8935 0. 8947 0. 8962 0.8994 0.9083 0.9241 0.9537 1.0345 1. 1471 1.6836
2200 0.9284 0. 9289 0. 9297 0. 9310 0.9334 0.9407 0.9526 0.9759 1.0406 1.1334 1. 6833
2300 0. 9639 0. 9643 0. 9330 0. 9660 0.9679 0.9736 0.9832 1.0018 1.0541 1.1311 1.6850
2400 0. 9996 1. 0000 1. 0005 1.0013 1.0028 1.0074 1.0151 1.0302 1.0371 1.1373 1. 6887
2500 1.0355 1. 0360 1. 0362 1.0368 1.0381 1.0419 1.0482 1.0606 1.0961 1.1501 1. 6941
2600 1.0715 1.0717 1.0722 1.0727 1.0737 1.0768 1.0820 1.0924 1.1221 1.1678 1.7011
2700 1.1077 1. 1078 1.1084 1. 1086 T.1095 1.1122 1.1165 1.1252 1.1503 1.1893 1. 7096
2800 1.1441 1. 1448 1.1446 1. 1450 1.1456 1.1479 1.1516 1.1590 1.1804 1.2138 1.7195
2900 1. 1808 1.1815 1.1813 1.1815 1.1821 1.1840 1.1871 1.1935 1.2118 1. 2407 1.7305
3000 1.2176 1.2187 1.2180 1.2182 1.2187 1.2204 1.2231 1.2285 1.2444 1. 2696 1.7426
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Fig. 1 Experimental and Calculated Thermal Conductivity

(46)

Results for Rubidium Vapor (cal/sec. em. °C)



3+ Curve No. (theor) 1 2 3 4 5 8789 104
exper)” b c

oY Press., atm OO1 002005 0102051 2 510
o + Experimental by Stefanov et al (2) |
>
=z -

2 %} oled Req:qm - =
5 N N »——__-PQtE”EtLOE_CEr_VQ _____________

NN
3

AN
— = ey

X pertected Regk,n
A i“\\“@ =
. \ h =

.__._..__rf”

e

——

o ] | . | Tempefcture 1°K | ) .
500 10C0 1200 2000 2500 3000

Fig.2 Experimental and Calculated Thermal Conductivity
Results for Sodium Vapor (cal/sec. ecm. °C)

Bl Ak, o] Ao e i R o Y Aol dnbt #EWIILE S0 gy
el A2 oA BRFERC 3 miie ERE #238] Stefanov [ Aol B9 FHES SEHmEES 20
FEdted & =80 HE Aolgtz Bolok RS R Fskx, AAL FHES REHMEE 6%
o V1A PEBREREE S EARERCIZIE 3 B BERe, BHs BN BE ASNoz WHES
AR BAEE ol FHoh7h MRS AW BHEEEE BERAA 5223 T Hox Jddzm e

a2 Eolzbel oA ZETE v mMEE AA Yok, = 1ES BETS T $3 fig(dashed-
A ERIE AL B F 4 Yk, Bl BEE s lire)ell Sl= 4 fES] Bho] B B A9 2
BES] wet Setrbe Aoz 4HA AT ol E 2tz Bd ol Fh Gottlieb B Zollweg®™9] 3B
MRS Bl vl EWE Holxe #WHe BE REBEY Aed gud @A dedez A £’
whel Ao bR %% 5, "'EJJ_ HEA mel fke] glow o) E BETLSFTRoR Ho Y B

s Sebbe o 9 ¢HFE dsdd F e AR FEEN(@~S torDo A 173 R
o] WS Mg ¥ FuF KRS HWER FEKFE BRI WEl o] B A9 E39le] monomer 2tz

Wbt Qo (E 18 BK). = Stefanov o] KWl  FRT Gbd BolAok A& AL = =FRe
R(% 2B oZAE @Yol HPevch Stefanovel & KRE Achener @9 AT obF Shiol KER
fhge Tl 2o E & HHMEE Y interpolation H fRAEe] Zlolmz =ZA EBHEES ¥Ho) 2 4 AW
of featel RAQACIAT HH Wl FHEMS o) WBIEE) A MAKERETIZ @ e &
HRe) EEgh RS T —HEE BEse A% BY9 AEHRESE dFG 24 d9eid gL a4
o FE7H @ S Rl EHR B @A s g8tk Achener /b o] JiERol ftAisty Sohe
drxvuc REET FENY BRES HELT S HES WldE olv] 54 HLuE Kisty 2
o mMfEE 29 EAEE AHEd gk ol ol ol el dElohe WIS LEARY B
2o WHigo] WILE vheb o] 5MHe) rRelel  WE Jvhi MEAAE YA Fm Yot
EAZ e Hetd weEslg e, = HiEEeE FolA mAEte R 5 3 VHEFS] MRS FEm
917 W Eo] $A okl BNMEAA HAY £y HHE Fee 48 AEEEH Hitste el
98 AU KA WRAR e g 1@ ERIVE QA BIEDS FHGQ Traeslational
S FFEMEMEES 3ol RMES BRMEs5e  thermal conductivity & MBETH TS MHTFHTH
PRl —Eglem, 459 Aot 5 20%LR RO BEEEY FRR $IANT 24T @
e RERS A3l 1 102l —EEe B R RES) pmEe) FRSel maAAN F sk

(47)



<201

Bermal Conductivity .

/’,/’/_T: slational Therimal Conduct ivity
—
T

i -
[ e ———
i/ — Diver “Thermal Conductivity
-
O{ } ] j i 1} i ! ! I _
5¢ 160 1500 2000 2500 3000.

Tempernturz, T
Fig.3  Relative Magnitudes of Different Contributions to Equilibrium Thermal
Conductivity of Saturated Sobium Vapors (cal/sec. ¢m. °C)

{#i# 7 = Frozen thermal conductivity & %3 57 A% 3% Columbia AESfol 48] kel (a7
Hxz, oA {LEEE(G7IAE @49 i olv}, FEBURMEFIEMS 7 th Conference on’ Thermal
3 FH SRAA THEREEEHHS FA 5 onductivity &} Proceedings(if Fl HFIHE)S 2EA
Adveh, G SBARAAS ol M==M, KiE Ah BE G2 SS9l B #d 2
Fob & RIEEIA Bl ) 9 A¢@akE  HIHAY whgv g
HEZE whE APl e SR fElste G PR 2B ®
EHEY Sojv, B— sMe—M, KER7 BITRE

A4 Ffel FEsx B & AS(FARERE} % (1) Stefanov, V.T., D.L. Timrot, E.E. Totskee

o AN)E s FHSE e ZFEREEES)H and Ch. Venkhao, Thermophysics of High Tem-
B BB Ao o SojoF @0l o] FHEd AL perature 4, 141 (1966), Academy of Science,
t REREERIFT S el o)o] $a Wi USSR

ol EHERED ZTRAIA Fob £ 7 A% AolA K (2) Vanderslice, J.T., Weissman, S., Mason, E. A.
BEe el = KEEHEERS HHll data 7 glojok and Fallon, R.J. Phys. Fluids, 5,2, 155(1962)

& o wEAe] ehslelgm Bk HHS WA
FEP) (/A= Jike] Frequency response #:ol v ki
3 geRE] =2k JEEE AT Frequecy o
wpe} 2l vhe AolA vk, =z [KfEe] RiuEekel Fol (4) Lee, C.S., Eng. Se.
el Aol G4 WEMEE FRREREZS %o Chem. Eng., Columbia Univ. (1968) available
2 e Agds @ Aoz s o= MRIH through University Microfilms, Inc., Ann Arb-
MREERS RIERES freqency response ® 3o or, Mich.
HE BmEEENES R dol ¥ 7t A =hlol At
oldde] HHT o] obd AL FTF AFe] sbevwl (5) Gottieb, M. and R.]. Zellweg, ]. Chem. Phys.
gy 39, 10, 2773—2774 (Nov. 1963)

o] FFET FH ) 1965 £5-H 67 4717 FEE Colum-
bia KBl A 178 WA Ry —H5S #HH (6) Achener, P.Y., Private communication (Nov.
Fo 2 FiRsld 19684 5 4 BMELETEE g A 1, 1967)
WET- old MWl HEH MERRC B A

(48)

(3) Davies, R,H. Mason, E.A. and Munn, R.].,
Phys. Fluids, 8, 3, 444 (1965)

D. Dissertaion Dept. of



