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Abstract 
A theoretical model of chemical and vibrational kinetics of hydrogen oxidation is suggested based 
on the consistent account for the vibrational nonequilibrium of HO2 radical which forms in result 
of bimolecular recombination H + O2 = HO2 in the vibrationally excited state. The chain branching 
H + O2 = O + OH and inhibiting H + O2 + M = HO2 + M formal reactions are considered (in the terms 
of elementary processes) as a general multi-channel process of forming, intramolecular energy 
redistribution between modes, relaxation, and monomolecular decay of the comparatively 
long-lived vibrationally excited HO2 radical which is capable to react and exchange of energy with 
another components of the mixture. The model takes into account the vibrational nonequilibrium 
for the starting (primary) H2 and O2 molecules, as well as the most important molecular interme-
diates HO2, OH, O2(1∆), and the main reaction product H2O. The calculated results are compared 
with the shock tube experimental data for strongly diluted H2-O2 mixtures at 1000 < T < 2500 K, 
0.5 < p < 4 atm. It is demonstrated that this approach is promising from the standpoint of recon-
ciling the predictions of the theoretical model with experimental data obtained by different au-
thors for various compositions and conditions using different methods. It is shown that the hy-
drogen-oxygen reaction proceeds in absence of vibrational equilibrium, and the vibrationally ex-
cited HO2 radical acts as a key intermediate in the principally important chain branching process. 
For T < 1500 K, the nature of hydrogen-oxygen reaction is especially nonequilibrium, and the vi-
brational nonequilibrium of HO2 radical is the essence of this process. 
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1. Introduction 
For over the decades, hydrogen-oxygen reaction, being important for practical implementation, has been in fo-
cus of attention as a model system that contains all key kinetic features of gas-phase ignition, combustion, and 
detonation. After works of N. N. Semenov and C. N. Hinshelwood, this reaction has been investigated for more 
than seventy years, and presently its mechanism is considered as the most studied one (in contrast with, for ex-
ample, the mechanism of hydrocarbon oxidation). However, the problem of quantitative description of kinetics 
in this system remains as before unsolved both from standpoint of an agreement between results of different ex-
periments [1] and from standpoint of an agreement between theoretical models and experiments (see [2]).  

All kinetic calculations performed for the interpretation of experiments based on the assumption of availabili-
ty of equilibrium in the internal and external degrees of freedom of molecules and radicals. Using this, assump-
tion radically simplifies the task of describing the kinetic mechanism, because it eliminates the need to account 
for a dependence of the reaction cross sections on the energy of the internal degrees of freedom of molecules. In 
this case, the kinetic equations are equations only for the concentrations, reaction rate constants only depend on 
gas temperature, i.e., all the reactions are regarded as elementary (proceeding in one step) processes, the ratio 
between the rate constants of direct and reverse reactions, k/k′ = K(T) (K is the equilibrium constant) is used. 
Here, following [3], we will call such a kinetics description as the “formal kinetic description”1. Meanwhile, the 
characteristic relaxation times of internal states, for example, the times of vibrational relaxation is comparable or 
even greater than the characteristic times of fast chemical reactions, such as, for example, practically barrierless 
bimolecular recombination reactions. In the terms of formal kinetics, a reaction of recombination (dissociation) 
is considered as termolecular (bimolecular) process with the participation of the third body M, i.e., A + B + M = 
AB + M reactions2.  

The inconsequence and formal character of this equilibrium kinetic conception, which has become traditional, 
is illustrated by Figure 1. It shows the k/kmax ratio, where k is the rate constant value for dissociation reactions of 
the most important species and kmax is their maximally possible value. Here, for the k values used the accepted 
and recommended (for an interpretation of experiments) dissociation rate constant values, or received, using the 
relationship k = krec∙K(T), from accepted and recommended recombination rate constant values, krec (which really 
can be considered equilibrium); see, for example, [1] [5]-[8] and references therein. It will be seen that the rate 
constant values for these reactions exceed the maximally possible ones (collision frequency multiplied by the 
Arrhenius factor) in several times (H2, O2) or orders of magnitude (OH, HO2, H2O, H2O2) that takes out theirs 
beyond bounds of a physical sense ( 1ζ  ) converting into formal fitting parameters. It means that these rate 
constant values cannot be identified with the rate constants of elementary dissociation reactions because they are 
effective rate constants of complex overall (detailed mechanism of which is unknown) reactions. (The curve 7 
corresponding to the “high pressure limit” for HO2 + M → H + O2 + M reaction, as was to be expected, located 
in a region of values ζ ≤ 1). 

As a result of accounting, in implicit form, vibrational relaxation time dependencies on conditions, one comes 
to different formal kinetic schemes (mechanisms), which along with the elementary (proceeding in one step) 
chemical reactions include formal overall reactions detailed mechanism of which is unknown, and their effective 
rate constants depend on conditions (composition, pressure, and other). (It is these circumstances that are the  

 

 

1The use of the formal kinetic description was and remains relevant in terms of its use in macro-kinetic applications, i.e., when it is enough 
to quantitatively correctly simulate the density and “heat release function” in the specific conditions of composition, temperature, and pres-
sure. 
2According to existing concepts (see, for example, [4]), if molecules or radicals AB are 2-atomics (O2, H2, OH, ∙∙∙), such a reaction proceeds 
in two the following elementary steps: forming vibrationally excited AB(v) and its subsequent relaxation to equilibrium distribution on vi-
brational states (in this case, deactivation in collisions). If the AB are 3(or more)-atomics (HO2, H2O, H2O2, ∙∙∙) such a reaction proceeds in 
three following elementary steps: forming vibrationally excited AB(v), intramolecular energy redistribution, and relaxation. The vibrational 
relaxation times, τvib, directly dependent on conditions; so the value of the rate constant of the vibrational-to-translational energy exchange 
process is proportional to pressure, p, and depends on the buffer gas type, M. If in the course of the reaction is maintained equilibrium dis-
tribution in vibrational states (“high pressure limit”), i.e., vib chτ τ  (τch is the chemical reaction characteristic time), the equilibrium ap-
proximation is correct, the reaction rate of recombination (dissociation) is determined by the rate of its first stage, not depends on p and M, 
the recombination rate constant is defined by the value k∞ (the dissociation rate constant k k K∞ ∞

′ = ). In the opposite case, i.e., when 

vib chτ τ , (“low pressure limit”) the reaction rate is determined by the rate of vibrational relaxation stage, the relationship k/k' = K(T) is 
invalid. Really in practice, an intermediate case is realized; the reaction rate constant and efficiencies of third-bodies, M, in the framework 
of the formal kinetics (on the basis of assumed mechanism), is searched empirically as a result of fitting to the experiment. Herewith, the re-
lationship k/k' = K(T) is used that, at least, is inconsistent. 
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Figure 1. The ratio of the average (on different M) dissociation rate constant values, k, to 
the corresponding highest possible ones, ( )max expcollk Z D T= ⋅ − . (Zcoll is the collision 
frequency as an estimate from above, p ~ 1 atm; D is the dissociation energy.) (1)—O2 + 
M → 2O + M; (2)—H2 + M → 2H + M; (3)—OH + M → O + H + M; (4)—HO2 + M → 
H + O2 + M; (5)—H2O + M → H + OH + M; (6)—H2O2 + M → 2OH + M; (7)—HO2 + 
M → H + O2 + M (high pressure limit, see [8]). Here, k is interpreted (in accordance 
with obvious canons of gas phase kinetics) as ( )( )exp A

collk Z E Tζ= − ; ζ is the orienta-

tion factor; E(A) is the activation energy equal D as the minimal activation barrier height 
in the present case. The curves 1-3, 6 correspond to average (for different M, see [1]) k 
values. The curves 4 and 5 correspond to average (for different authors, see [1] [5]-[8]) k 
values with the following maximal deviations: for the curve 4 that is 3±1 at 1000 K and 
(2.5)±1 at T = 2500 K; for the curve 5 that is (8.2)±1 at 1000 K and (1.5)±1 at T = 2500 K. 

 
main cause of origin of the terms “uncertainty” and “sensitivity” in relation to the reaction rate constants.) 
Meanwhile, “the problem of the reaction mechanism can be completely solved only on the basis of quantitative 
information about rate constants of elementary processes” [9]. Currently, the most authoritative source of infor-
mation on this topic is the Potential Energy Surface (PES) ab initio analysis and the relevant dynamic calcula-
tions.  

Comparative successes (from the standpoint of use in gas-dynamic and macro-kinetic applications) of formal 
kinetic schemes in terms of this equilibrium approach have been achieved owing to considerable variations of 
the rate coefficients for important processes while modeling different conditions (on temperature, pressure, and 
composition). So, the rate constant of the most important chain branching reaction H + O2 ↔ O + OH obtained 
by different authors for temperatures over 1000 K [1] considerably differs depending on experimental conditions; 
about half of obtained values exceed the theoretical estimate from above (see [2]). To an even greater extent, 
this is applied to the inhibiting H + O2 + M → HO2 + M reaction (see [1] [5]).  

Theoretical predictions and experimental data are often reconciled via violation of the relationship between 
the rate constants of the forward and backward reactions, by introduction of not existing reactions, and/or by use 
of implausible rate constants. For example, the use of H2 + O2 → 2OH reaction with activation energy around or 
less than 24,200 K (underestimated more than by a factor 1.5; see, for example, [10] [11]) converts this practi-
cally non-existing reaction (see [12]-[14]) into the most important channel of initiation and subsequent forma-
tion of OH radical.  

Inability to provide physically adequate (in the terms of elementary processes) explanation of the formation 
(already during the earliest steps of combustion process) of electron-excited radicals OH* ≡ OH(2Σ+) is another 
illustrative example of the inconsistency of this (traditional) equilibrium kinetic concept. At the same time, the 
emission OH* → OH + hν has long been used in research practice to determine the induction period. The forma-
tion of OH* during the most early steps of combustion process, is supposed (see also [2]) to occur in the follow-
ing two stages: H + O2 → HO2(v) and HO2(v) + H2 → OH* + H2O, i.e., through formation of the vibrationally 
excited HO2(v) radical. This is in accordance with the only quantitative acceptable overall reaction H + O2 + 
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H2 → H2O + OH* proposed back in the 60s [15]. (Note that during later stages of combustion, when the OH* 
concentration attains its maximum, another reactions play an important role also [2] [16].) 

These and other facts3 indicate the need not only to make the kinetic scheme, more precise and detailed but to 
revise the existing kinetic concept which is based on the assumption of equilibrium in the internal (vibrational) 
degrees of freedom. In accordance with the conclusions of [2], the above said refers primarily to the reactions 
involving the vibrationally excited HO2(v) radical which is formed as a result of bimolecular recombination H + 
O2 → HO2(v). These are the following main (in conventional chain branching mechanism of hydrogen oxidation) 
reactions: the above reaction H + O2 → O + OH and the inhibiting reaction H + O2 + M → HO2 + M. (In terms 
of the existing kinetic concept, these and other overall reactions are interpreted as elementary ones depending 
only on gas temperature, T.) Meanwhile, in [2], we suggested “the dependence of the apparent rate constant of 
the process H + O2 → O + OH on the concentration of the third body M = H2”, and it was stated the need to 
consider this reaction as the “H + O2 → HO2(v) → O + OH with consideration for intramolecular energy redi-
stribution in the HO2(v) radical and its vibrational relaxation in collisions”. Such a consideration was performed 
in [16], where it was shown that “the nonequilibrium character of the process with respect to vibrational degrees 
of freedom is responsible for the observed dependence of the overall reaction H + O2 → O + OH effective rate 
constant on experimental conditions”. In turn, the presence of vibrationally excited HO2(v) radicals leads to the 
necessity of taking into account the vibrational nonequilibrium of other components in the reacting hydrogen- 
oxygen mixture. 

The subject of this paper is a presentation and approbation of the theoretical model based on a systematic ac-
count of vibrational nonequilibrium of HO2 radicals which are assumed to act as a key intermediate in the chain 
branching process and in the formation of electronically excited species. The paper in a certain sense is the con-
tinuation of our previous works [2] [16]. In terms of the proposed model, the chain branching H + O2 → O + OH 
and inhibiting H + O2 + M → HO2 + M formal reactions are considered as the set of elementary processes of 
forming, intramolecular energy redistribution between modes [16], relaxation, and monomolecular decay of the 
comparatively long-lived (see [18]-[21])4 vibrationally excited HO2(v) radical which moreover is capable to react 
and to exchange an energy with other components of the mixture. This significantly changes the physical under-
standing of the chemical mechanism in the reacting hydrogen-oxygen system.  

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives a general formulation of the kinetic equations; in the Ap-
pendix A, there are the forms of these equations for the particular cases implemented in practice. The kinetic 
scheme are adduced in the Section 3; in the Appendix B, there is a brief outline of the method of theoretical es-
timation for unknown characteristic times and/or rate constants of vibrational relaxation channels. Then Section 
4 follows where the calculation results are presented and discussed. The final section (Section 5) concludes. 

2. Kinetic Equations 
Equations of chemical and vibrational kinetics for general case of reacting multi-component gas mixture in 
frames of macroscopic (or hydrodynamic) description, i.e., in the form of equations for the concentrations of 
mixture components, ni, and average energies of vibrational degrees of freedom (modes), εk, were first published 
in [22] (see also [23]). These equations were used for calculations of chemical and vibrational nonequilibrium 
multi-component gas flow through a nozzle while studying the combustion-driven CO2-gas-dynamic laser work- 
ing media. In deriving these equations from the equations of balance of the vibrational level populations (or 
Master equations) [24], the following simplifying assumptions were made: 1) chemical reactions do not disturb 
the Maxwell distribution; 2) rotational degrees of freedom are in equilibrium with the translational ones; 3) each 
type of molecular vibrations (mode) is modeled by a harmonic oscillator with vibrational temperature Tk as a 
measure of the average energy of that or another mode (such as the kth). Following [22] [23] in general (see also 
[16] [24]), we have the equations for the molar component concentrations per unit mass, ni, and the average 
numbers of vibrational quanta of kth mode per one molecule, εk, as the time functions at given gas temperature, 
T, and pressure, p. (In terms of nonequilibrium statistical mechanics, these equations are the corresponding mo-
ments of the Master equations.) 

 

 

3The inability of the equilibrium kinetics concept to predict efficiencies of different third bodies, M, in recombination-dissociation reactions; 
the possibility of formation of electronically excited states O2(1∆), O(1D), OH(2Σ+), reactions with their participation, the complex multi- 
channel character of quenching processes, including the chemical quenching processes (see [2]). 
4i.e., there is an overlap of the HO2(v) lifetime and collision time statistical distributions. 
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For the molar concentrations of the components per unit mass of the gas mixture (ni), 
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Stoichiometric coefficients, νjr and jrν ′ , of the jth chemical component, Yj, in the rth reaction correspond to the 
following record of the chemical reaction:  

( )
1 1

r

r

N N
k

jr j jr jk
j j

r Y Yν ν′
= =

′←→∑ ∑ .                                (2) 

An influence of the vibrational relaxation processes on kinetics of chemical transformations is expressed via the 
dependence of reaction rate coefficients on the average energies of reagent vibrational modes, εk, in accordance 
with the following relationship:  

{ }( ) { }( ) ( )0, ,r k r k rk T T T T k Tκ= .                               (3) 

Here, kr ( )rk ′  is the rate constant of the rth reaction in the forward (backward) direction. ( )0
r rk k T≡  (or 

equilibrium value) is the rate constant of the rth reaction when all degrees of freedom are at thermodynamic 
equilibrium. Theoretically, 0

rk  is the value that one obtains from dynamical calculations after averaging cor-
responding cross sections over equilibrium distributions of reagents and/or as a result of the use of approximate 
analytical methods as for example different variants of the transition state theory (TST)5. Experimentally, in ap-
plication to the dissociation-recombination reactions, the rate constant values determined in the high pressure limit 
(see footnote 2) must coincide with 0

rk . The { }( ),r kT Tκ  is the nonequilibrium factor, { }kT  is the set of vi-
brational temperatures for molecules participating in the rth reaction as reactants; Tk is the effective vibrational 
temperature as the measure of average energy of kth mode; ( )ln 1k k k kT θ ε ε = +  , θk is the characteristic 
temperature of the kth mode (the size of quantum for vibrational transition 1 → 0 in K). 

{ }( ) ( ) 1 1, exp V
r k r

ri i
i

T T E
T T

κ
δ

  
  ≅ −  

    
∑

,                             (4) 

where ( )V
rE  is the portion of activation energy, ( )A

rE  (the activation barrier height), of the rth reaction belonging 
to the vibrational degrees of freedom of the molecules participating in the rth reaction as reactants, δri is a com-  

parative efficiency 1ri
i
δ = 

 
∑  of ith vibrational mode (with vibrational temperature Ti) of the reactants. We  

assume here 1 2r rδ δ= = . 
This rate constant dependency on vibrational temperatures of appropriate modes in the form of Equations (3),  

(4) with 2 2
ri ri ri

i
δ β β= ∑  (βri are the expansion coefficients of the reaction coordinate in normal vibrations) was  

deduced [25] [26] for a specific case of the polyatomic molecule dissociation reaction. However, the mentioned 
specificity is not a matter of principle for its deducing (because of the harmonic oscillator model use) and this 
dependency has significantly more general character. In the simplest case of the two-atomic molecule dissociation 
reaction (one mode), Equation (4) gives the known results [27], obtained for Tk < T, realized in the flow behind the 
bow shock of reentering hypersonic vehicles at high altitudes. 

As an estimate for the portion of activation energy related to the reactant molecular vibrations, we have: 

( )
( ) ( ) ( ) ( )( )

( ) ( )( )
trans rot

trans rot

4 2 for 0

0 for 0 ,

A V A
r r r rV

r V A
r r

E T E E E E
E
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ξ − + > > += 
≤ ≤ +

                   (5) 

i.e., the activation barrier height, ( )A
rE , minus an equilibrium energy of the relative translational motion of the pair 

(according to the assumption 1) we assume here Etrans = 2T [28]) and rotational energy of the molecules partici-

 

 

5In this context, non-empirical sources of kinetic information, such as ab initio analysis of PESs and dynamic calculations of equilibrium (as 
a result of averaging corresponding cross sections over reagent equilibrium distributions) rate constants of elementary reactions, become of 
particular importance. 
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pating in the rth reaction as reactants (according to the assumption 2) we assume here Erot = ξr∙T/2). Here, ξr is the 
number of rotational degrees of freedom of reactants. The height of activation barrier, ( )A

rE ′ , of the reverse reac-
tion r' defines the value of the vibrational energy of the rth reaction products (see below). 

Simple formula (5) plays the important role in this model of the interaction between vibrational relaxation 
processes and chemical reactions. According to (5), the height of activation barrier, ( )A

rE , is the main criterion for 
a degree of influence of the reagent vibrational excitation on the rth reaction rate constant. The ( )V

rE  value given by 
Equation (5) is the more accurate, the more the height of the activation barrier (i.e., when ( )

trans rot ~V
rE E E T+ ). 

This is just the case when the effect of vibrational nonequilibrium may be the greatest. 
For the average numbers of the vibrational quanta of the modes (εk), 
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The first term in the right parts of the vibrational kinetics Equations (6) describes the change of the average 
energy (in θk) of the kth vibrational mode (mode k belongs to the molecule of kind j) as a result of its interaction 
with the other vibrational modes of the gas mixture, (dεk/dt)vibr in Appendix A. Here,  

( ) ( ) ( )0 exp 1 expk k k kT T Tε ε θ θ = = − − −   is the equilibrium value of εk; i i i
i

n nγ = ∑  is the mole fraction  

of ith component; ( )q
jik  is the rate constant of the qth channel of vibrational relaxation in the interaction between j 

and i molecules,  
( ) ( ) ( );q q
ji ji jik Z P m n= ⋅ ,                                    (8) 

Zji is the number of collisions of one jth type molecule with ith type molecules per time unit (the collision fre-
quency), ( ) ( );q

jiP m n  is the probability of corresponding qth vibrational energy exchange process of the type  

( ) { }
( ) ( ) { };; ;
q

jiP m n
m n m mq n nqq v v v l v l→ − +                          (9) 

in which a collision of molecules of the jth and ith kinds causes the decrease in vibrational quantum numbers of 
modes m, vm, by lmq and the increase in vibrational quantum numbers of modes n, vn, by lnq. In terms of the har-
monic oscillator model, the probability of such a process is unambiguously characterized by the probability of  

the corresponding transition between the lowest states, 
,0

0,
mq

ji
nq

l
P

l
  
 
  

6. Kinetic values of this type characterize a  

process of vibrational energy exchange between modes which are considered as a whole [24]; a practical utiliza-
tion of such values means the replacement of Equation (9) with the following one: 

( ) { }
( ) ( ) { };;0 0;
q

jiP m n
mq nqq l l→ .                           (10) 

The ( )q
kl∆  value in equation for εk is the change in the amount of vibrational quanta of the kth mode as a result 

of qth (q' th) process ( ) ( )( )q q
k kl l′∆ = −∆ .  

The second term in the right side of Equation (6) describes the influence of chemical reactions on the process of 
vibrational relaxation (mode k belongs to jth type molecule formed in the sth reaction), (dεk/dt)chem in Appendix A. 
Here, χsk is the quantity (in θk) of vibrational quanta obtained by kth mode in average at one act of formation of the 
j-type molecule in sth reaction. The total set of χsk values characterizes the distribution of numbers of vibrational 
quanta between modes of the products of sth reaction. 

( )V
sk s sk kEχ η θ′= ⋅ ,                                  (11) 

 

 

6In the simplest case of the single-quanta vibrational-to-translational (VT) transfer, one has the relation 
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where ( )V
sE ′ , defined by the formula (5), is the portion of activation energy belonging to the vibrational degrees of 

freedom for the reaction s', i.e., in the direction of annihilation the molecule containing the kth mode. In terms of 
the proposed model, it is natural to assume the uniform distribution of ( )V

rE ′  between product modes  

1 2 , 1r r ri
i

η η η = = = 
 

∑ . 

The vibrational kinetic equations presented in this section are correct as far as harmonic approximation is 
correct, i.e., when 0, 1k kε ε < . However, the application of such equations to diatomic gases and their mixtures 
(see [29] and references therein) showed that the influence of anharmonicity of molecular vibrations on the re-
laxation rate may be taken into account (approximately, in average) in the framework of this model by introduc-
ing constant correction factors to the corresponding kinetic parameters (see below Appendix B).  

Appearing in the Equations (4), (5), (11) values ( )V
rE , δrk, and ηrk, as a rule, are unknown; in each case to de-

termine them, the solution of the corresponding dynamic problem is required. For complex many-electron systems, 
this is a very complicated task (even for modern computing facilities), and the PESs used in such calculations 
(quasi-classical or quantum) are often rather arbitrary. However, as the experience of the calculation of thermal 
rate constants by solving a dynamic problem shows, there is an important feature of this approach, which consists 
in the fact that the results of the calculations of the averaged reaction parameters are much less sensitive to the 
shape of the PES, than many of details of the collision mechanism; the value of the activation barrier height, ( )A

rE , 
is the most important dynamic parameter. 

The system of Equations (1), (6) was solved numerically for ni and εk (see [16]). As the initial condition at t = 
0, the ni and εk values corresponding to the gas mixture state before the shock front (at T ≈ 300 K) were taken. 
The values τ* (the maximum OH* concentration moment) and τ50 (the moment at which the OH concentration 
reaches its half-maximum) were determined from the calculated time dependences ni(t) for OH and OH* ≡ 
OH(2Σ+) and compared with directly measured in experiments (see below Section 4.2). 

3. Kinetic Scheme 
Necessary information for solving kinetic Equations (1), (6) is presented in the form of the kinetic scheme for 
chemical reactions and channels of vibrational relaxation. For description of the initiation and chain reactions in 
the H2 + O2 + Ar system, we have used the kinetic scheme involving chemical reactions with participation H2, 
O2, H2O, HO2, H, O, OH, H2O2, O3 in the ground electronic state as well as 2O∗  ≡ O2(1∆), O* ≡ O(1D), OH* ≡ 
OH(2Σ+), and relaxation channels for the vibrational modes H2 (k = 1), HO2(ν1) ≡ HO2(100) (k = 2), OH (k = 3), 
O2 (k = 4), 2O∗  (k = 5), HO2(ν2) ≡ HO2(010) (k = 6), HO2(ν3) ≡ HO2(001) (k = 7), H2O(ν1) ≡ H2O(100) (k = 8), 
H2O(ν2) ≡ H2O(010) (k = 9), and H2O(ν3) ≡ H2O(001) (k = 10) with characteristic temperatures, θk: θ1 = 5989, θ2 
= 5325, θ3 = 5140, θ4 = 2250, θ5 = 2170, θ6 = 2059, θ7 = 1577, θ8 = 5266, θ9 = 2297, and θ10 = 5409 K. We neg-
lect an influence of vibrational nonequilibrium in OH*, O3, and H2O2 species because of their low concentrations 
and/or high rates of vibrational relaxation. 

The behaviour of the most important intermediate HO2 radicals is defined by the following elementary 
processes:  

1) Formation as a result of the bimolecular recombination and the fast intramolecular redistribution of H-O2 
bond energy (or energy randomization), H + O2 → HO2(v); 

2) Dissociation along H-O2 bond, HO2 ↔ H + O2; 
3) Dissociation along O-OH bond, HO2 ↔ O + OH; 
4) Vibrational-to-vibrational (VV'-) energy transfer, HO2(100) + X(0) ↔ HO2(000) + X(1), X = H2, O2, 

H2O(ν1), ∙∙∙; 
5) VV'-energy transfer, HO2(010) + X(0) ↔ HO2(000) + X(1), X = H2, O2, H2O(ν1), ∙∙∙; 
6) Vibrational-to-translational (VT-) energy transfer, HO2(001) + M ↔ HO2(000) + M, M = H2, O2, H2O, Ar; 
7) Chemical reactions, HO2 + Yi ↔ Yj + Yk, i, j, k = 1, 2, ∙∙∙.  
The process of the HO2(v) radical formation has been presented by the fast bimolecular recombination reaction 

1). The fast energy randomization (or, intramolecular energy redistribution) of HO2 bond energy at the modes 2, 
HO2(ν1), 6, HO2(ν2), and 7, HO2(ν3), in the reaction 1) is simulated by setting up ηI,2 = ηI,6 = ηI,7; see Equation (11). 
The reactivity of HO2(v) and its subsequent evolution are determined by the processes of decay 2), 3), relaxation 
4)-6), and the reactions with its participation 7).  
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The recent results on dynamics in the HO2 system (see [17] and references therein) showed the existence of 
significant regularity embedded in the chaotic phase space. I.e., the energy redistribution between HO2 vibra-
tional modes is only partial because of an availability of “a bottleneck in the phase space which inhibits the 
intramolecular transfer of energy between the H-O and O-O bonds” [17]. In another words, the HO2 system was 
found to be (in dynamic sense) an intermediate case between regular and chaotic behavior (“the RRKM assump-
tion or the strong-coupling approximation” [30]). Here, that latter is simulated (on the kinetic level) by the 
processes 1)-3); see below reactions (c1)-(c3) in the Table 1. To take into account the regular dynamic behavior 
on the kinetic level, we introduce in the kinetic scheme, in addition to the processes 1)-3), the one-stage process 
H + O2 → O + OH (reaction (c4) in the Table 1). 

3.1. Chemical Reactions 
The reactions determining the mechanism of chemical transformations and their equilibrium rate constants, 0

rk  
[see Equation (3)] are listed in Table 1.  

The 0
rk  values, presented in Table 1, are the final result of the selection and fitting by the execution of nu-

merous series of calculations (with varying 0
rk  either individually or in various combinations) and comparison 

of their results with the experimental results (τ50 and τ*) shown in Table 4. 
Chemical reaction (c2)-(c4)7, and (c12) proved to be the most influential on the rate of the process as a whole 

and on the formation of electronically excited species. Accounting the HO2, H2O, H2, O2 and OH vibrational re-
laxation processes eliminates the need to include in the kinetic scheme formal reaction of the type A + B + M → 
AB + M with an intuitive fit of third bodies, M, efficiencies; see reaction (c2), and (c3'), (c12)-(c16) in Table 1. 
On the other hand, our ignorance of the vibrational nonequilibrium of O3, H2O2 and OH* (small concentrations, 
high vibrational relaxation rates) leads to the inclusion in the kinetic scheme of formal reactions of recombina-
tion (c17'), (c18'), (c22') and (c23') in the form A + B + M → AB + M. The effect of these reactions on the final 
calculation results for the conditions examined is relatively small; the 0

rk  values (r = 17, 18, 22, 23), presented 
in Table 1, should be considered as the upper estimates satisfying the following relationships:  

( )0 expr coll jk Z D T< ⋅ −  (see the curve 7 of Figure 1 and its discussion). 

3.2. Collisional Intermolecular Vibrational Energy Transfer 
The channels of vibrational-to-translational (VT) energy transfer and respective characteristic times, ( )M

qτ  (q = 
1 - 10), are listed in Table 2. The VT-relaxation data for diatomic species based on the results [31]-[34] seem to 
be most reliable. As for the VT-relaxation kinetics of the HO2 modes (q = 5 - 7), it is very poorly studied both 
experimentally and theoretically at present. The relaxation times ( )

2HO
Mτ  for different M listed in Table 2 were 

finally obtained as a result of fitting the calculated values τ50 and τ* to the measured ones in [14] [35] [36] (see 
Table 4); as initial values for ( )

2HO
Mτ , theoretical estimations were used. The theoretical estimations were used al-

so for the values of ( )M
qτ , q = 2, 4, 8 - 10; their influence on calculated values τ50 and τ* is relatively low. For 

these estimations, we applied the SSH (Schwartz-Slavsky-Herzfeld) theory [37] and the SSHM (Schwartz- 
Slavsky-Herzfeld-Moor) version of this theory which, in the most simple manner, takes into account the vibra-
tional-to-rotational (VR) energy transfer [38] (see also [39]). The main formulae for our SSH and SSHM esti-
mations are given in Appendix B. 

The SSH and SSHM estimations of VT-relaxation times for vibrational modes of polyatomic molecules are 
based on the assumption about their independence, i.e., on neglecting disturbances caused by interaction during 
collisions. In the case of H2O molecules (the central atom O is much more massive than the external atoms H) 
and at relatively low degree of vibrational excitation, this is true [40] [41]. In the case of HO2 radicals (nonlinear 
molecule with ∠HOO bending), such disturbances are, most probably, not small. Unfortunately, the dynamic 
problem of intramolecular inter-mode interaction induced by collision is far from solving. As a simplifying as-
sumption, we consider the HO2 molecule during collision as the united set of coupled oscillators which ex-
change by energy with translational and/or rotational degrees of freedom via the most rapidly relaxing mode; it 
is one of low frequency modes of HO2; see Note (g) in Table 2. 

As a result of our SSH and SSHM estimations (see Appendix B), the relatively most important channels of  

 

 

7In accordance with the conclusions of [2] and [16] about “the dependence of the effective rate constant of the overall reaction H + O2 → 
O + OH on experimental conditions” and about the “key role of the HO2 radical in the hydrogen oxidation reaction”. 
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Table 1. Essential reactions and their equilibrium rate constants ( ) ( )( )0 298.15 expn A
r r rk A T E T= ⋅ ⋅ −  (cm3, mole, s) in  

the H2 + O2 + Ar reacting mixture at 1000 < T < 2500 K. 

cr Reactions M Ar n ( )A
rE  Refs. 

c1 H2 + O2 ↔ H + HO2 − 26.7a  4.36 × 1012 1.80 26,822 b 
c2 H + O2 ↔ HO2 + 25.5  6.19 × 1013 0.372 241 c, d 
c3 HO2 ↔ O + OH − 33.8  7.00 × 1013 1.125 33,800 d 
c4 H + O2 ↔ O + OH − 8.3  2.40 × 1011 3.00 8360 d 
c5 H2 + OH ↔ H2O + H + 7.5  6.47 × 1011 1.75 1590 d, e, f 
c6 H2 + O ↔ H + OH − 0.85  7.40 × 1012 0.861 4650 e, g 
c7 H + HO2 ↔ HO + OH + 17.3  3.80 × 1013 0.486 103 f 
c8 O + HO2 ↔ OH + O2 + 25.7  2.61 × 1013 0.06 650 d, e 
c9 2OH ↔ H2O + O + 8.5  2.07 × 1010 2.70 −1251 d, e 

c10 2HO2 ↔ H2O2 + O2 + 17.5  2.77 × 1012 0.459 158 f 
c11 OH + HO2 ↔ H2O + O2 + 34.1  5.80 × 1013 −0.322 112 f 
c12 H + OH ↔ H2O + 59.5  3.00 × 1013 0.5  d 
c13 H2 + O* ↔ H2O + 81  1.00 × 1012 0.5  d, g 
c14 2H ↔ H2 + 52.0  2.00 × 1012 0.5  d 
c15 2O ↔ O2 + 59.4  1.00 × 1013 0.5  d 
c16 O + H ↔ OH + 51.0  4.60 × 1013 0.5  d 
c17 O3 + M ↔ O2 + O + M − 12.8 M 2.98 × 1013 −1.15 11,830 d, e 
c18 H2O2 + M ↔ 2OH + M − 25.6 M 1.5 × 1013 0.5 25,818 d, e 
c19 H2 + HO2 ↔ H2O2 + H − 8.7  2.56 × 1012  10,750 f 
c20 H2 + HO2 ↔ OH + H2O + 24.9  2.6 × 1011  1075  
c21 H2 + HO2 ↔ OH* + H2O − 21.9  1.0 × 1013  36,000 g, d 
c22 OH* + M ↔ O* + H + M − 27.5  8.5 × 1014 −0.68 26,800 g, d 

c23 OH* + M ↔ O + H + M − 4.5 
H2 8.1 × 1013 0.45 8060 g, d 

O2, Ar 7.2 × 1013 −0.73 16,020 

c24 OH* + M ↔ OH + M + 47.0 

H2O 1.2 × 1013 0.5 
 

g, d 
O2 4.0 × 1012 0.5 
H2 1.0 × 1012 0.5  
Ar 1.33 × 1011 0.5  

c25 OH* + O2 ↔ O3 + H + 8.5  2.0 × 1013 0.5  g, d 
c26 OH* + H2O ↔ H2O2 + H + 12.7  7.5 × 1012  276 g, d 
c27 OH* + H2 ↔ H2O + H + 54.3  4.0 × 1013 0.5  g, d 
c28 OH* + O2 ↔ HO2 + O + 21.0  1.0 × 1013 0.5  g, d 
c29 H + HO2 ↔ H2O + O* + 3.3  4.84 × 1013  892 g 
c30 O* + H2 ↔ OH + H + 25.3  3.0 × 1013 0.5 17,000 g 

c31 O* + M ↔ O + M + 23.0 
H2 2.0 × 108 

  g 
O2, Ar 2.0 × 1011 

c32 H + HO2 ↔ H2 + 2O∗  + 15.4  6.47 × 1011 1.67 3160 b 

c33 2O∗  + M ↔ O2 + M + 11.3 

H2 1.5 × 106 0.25 

 f 
O2 1.0 × 106 0.25 
Ar 2.94 × 105 −0.25 

H2O 6.60 × 106 −0.22 

c34 2O∗  + H ↔ OH + O + 3.8  7.0 × 1013 1.0 7500 b, d 

c35 O* + H2 ↔ OH* + H − 25.4  8.04 × 1013  25,200 b, d 
aThe reaction heat effects in 103 K; here and below, the double arrow means the brief writing for two reactions (forward, r, and reverse, r′); 

0 0
r rk k K′ = , K is the equilibrium constant; b[2] [12] [16]; c[2] [21]; dFitting to experiment of the Table 4; e[16]; f[1]; g[2]. 
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Table 2. The relaxation channels and their characteristic times ( ) ( ) ( )( )1 3expM M M
q q qa b Tτ −= ⋅ ⋅ , s∙atm, for VT-transfer in the 

H2 + O2 + Ar reacting mixture at 1000 < T < 2500 K. 

vq VT-transfer channel (vq) ( ) ( )1 0j i j iY Y Y Y+ ↔ + a M ≡ Yi ( )M
qa  ( )M

qb  Refs. 

v1 H2(1) + M ↔ H2(0) + M 

H2, H2O 1.2 × 10−10 100 
b, c O2 2.4 × 10−10 101 

Ar 9.2 × 10−10 104 

v2 OH(1) + M ↔ OH(0) + M 

H2, H2O 7.5 × 10−7 30.6 
d, e, c O2 1.81 × 10−6 30.6 

Ar 1.84 × 10−6 30.6 

v3 O2(1) + M ↔ O2(0) + M 

H2, H2O 1.89 × 10−9 49.5 
b, c O2 1.0 × 10−10 138 

Ar 5.0 × 10−11 173 

v4 2O∗ (1) + M ↔ 2O∗ (0) + M 

H2, H2O 2.14 × 10−9 48.0 
f, c O2 1.1 × 10−10 134 

Ar 5.6 × 10−11 169 

v5 - v7 HO2(001) + M ↔ HO2(000) + M g 

H2 5.62 × 10−12 89.08 e, c 

O2 2.43 × 10−6 9.545 f, e, c 

H2O 1.00 × 10−12 98.43 f, e, c 

Ar 1.02 × 10−8 56.92 f, c 

v8 H2O (100) + M ↔ H2O (000) + M 
H2, H2O 2.43 × 10−8 74.1 

f, e, c 
O2, Ar 5.17 × 10−8 74.1 

v9 H2O (010) + M ↔ H2O (000) + M 
H2, H2O 9.07 × 10−6 −4.47 

f, e, c 
O2, Ar 1.93 × 10−5 −4.47 

v10 H2O (001) + M ↔ H2O (000) + M 
H2, H2O 2.43 × 10−8 74.1 

f, e, c 
O2, Ar 5.17 × 10−8 74.1 

aIn terms of Equations (6), (10), for q = 1 - 10, the record (vq) Yj(1) + M ↔ Yi(0) + M correspond to m = n, 1mql = , 0nql = , ( ) 1q
ml∆ = ; see Appendix 

A. ( ) ( )q q
i ji M jM

i M

k kγ γ≡∑ ∑ , ( ) ( ) ( )01q M
jM k kk p ε τ= + ; b[31] [33] [34]; cFitting to experiments of the Table 4 (see below); d[32]; eOur SSHM estimation; 

fOur SSH estimation; gAlso for processes (v6) HO2(010) + M ↔ HO2(000) + M and (v7) HO2(100) + M ↔ HO2(000) + M; see text. 
 
vibrational-to-vibrational (VV') relaxation and the values of their rate constants ( )q

jik  (q = 11 - 47) in the repre-
sentation ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )( )1 3 2 3

1 2expq q q q
ji ji ji jik a b T b T− −= +  are listed in Table 3. 

3.3. Intramolecular Energy Redistribution in HO2 Modes 
Since the lifetime of HO2 intermediate is comparable with the time between collisions [18]-[21], the intramole-
cular energy exchange between its modes can be significant. It is also natural to assume that the role of this 
process grows with increasing vibrational excitation. At low energies, the interaction between modes is weak or 
absent (the “local mode” approximation; see for example [40] [41] and references therein.). At high energies, 
due to anharmonicity of molecular vibrations and appearance of resonances, as well as due to intensification of 
VR-transfer, the interaction between modes results in the uniform energy distribution for about 10 vibration pe-
riods. With relaxation, the extent of vibrational excitation decreases, and the rate of the energy redistribution 
process decreases also.  

As for the dependence of intramolecular vibrational transfer rate on the excitation energy, this aspect of HO2 
dynamics has not been investigated so far. The available dynamical calculations, both classical and quantum, for 
H2O (see [40] [41] and references therein), and HO2 (see [20] [42]-[46]) molecules point to the admissibility (on  
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Table 3. Channels of VV'-relaxation and respective rate constants, ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )( )1 3 2 3
1 2expq q q q

ji ji ji jik a b T b T− −= + , in s–1, for H2 + O2 + 

OH + 2O∗  + H2O mixture at 1000 < T < 2500 K. 

vq VV'-transfer channel (vq) { } { };0 0;mq nql l↔ a wnm
b ζb ( )qa  ( )

1
qb  ( )

2
qb  Refs. 

v11 H2(1) + H2O(000) ↔ H2(0) + H2O(001)c 0.90 0.1 1.50 × 105  32.53 −160.6 f 

v12 H2(1) + HO2(000) ↔ H2(0) + HO2(100) 0.89 0.017 9.50 × 104  31.71 −171.1 f 

v13 H2(1) + H2O(000) ↔ H2(0) + H2O(100) 0.88 0.1 1.55 × 105 31.32 −175.5 f 

v14 H2(1) + OH(0) ↔ H2(0) + OH(1) 0.86 0.1 1.13 × 105 30.07 −187.5 f 

v15 H2(1) + O2(0) ↔ H2(0) + O2(1) 0.37 0.1 2.22 × 105 14.17 −273.1 g 

v16 H2(1) + H2O(000) ↔ H2(0) + H2O(010) 0.38 0.1 1.53 × 104 14.64 −271.0 g 

v17 H2(1) + 2O∗ (0) ↔ H2(0) + 2O∗ (1) 0.36 0.1 2.50 × 105 13.60 −275.5 g 

v18 HO2(100) + H2O(000) ↔ HO2(000) + H2O(100) 0.99 0.1 4.31 × 105 34.85 −105.2 f 

v19 HO2(100) + OH(0) ↔ HO2(000) + OH(1) 0.97 0.017 5.66 × 104 32.61 −159.5 f 

v20 HO2(100) + O2(0) ↔ HO2(000) + O2(1) 0.42 0.017 1.36 × 105 −0.5415 −335.9 g 

v21 HO2(100) + 2O∗(0) ↔ HO2(000) + 2O∗(1) 0.41 0.017 1.54 × 105 −1.676 −341.0 g 

v22 OH(1) + H2O(000) ↔ OH(0) + H2O(010) 0.45 0.1 1.04 × 104 13.93 −274.0 g 

v23 OH(1) + O2(0) ↔ OH(0) + O2(1) 0.44 0.1 1.39 × 105 13.42 −276.2 g 

v24 OH(1) + 2O∗(0) ↔ OH(0) + 2O∗(1) 0.42 0.1 1.58 × 105 12.55 −279.9 g 

v25 OH(1) + HO2(000) ↔ OH(0) + HO2(010) 0.40 0.017 1.22 × 103 11.34 −285.0 g 

v26 O2(1) + 2O∗(0) ↔ O2(0) + 2O∗(1) 0.97 0.1 1.01 × 105 34.41 −118.2 f 

v27 O2(1) + HO2(000) ↔ O2(0) + HO2(010) 0.92 0.017 7.79 × 102 32.93 −154.5 f 

v28 2O∗(1) + HO2(000) ↔ 2O∗(0) + HO2(010) 0.95 0.017 8.40 × 102 34.02 −131.3 f 

v29 HO2(010) + HO2(000) ↔ HO2(000) + HO2(001) 0.77 0.017 6.56 × 102 34.00 −131.9 g 

v30 H2O(001) + HO2(000) ↔ H2O(000) + HO2(100) 0.98 0.1 4.32 × 105 34.37 −119.6 f 

v31 H2O(001) + H2O(000) ↔ H2O(000) + H2O(100) 0.97 0.1 1.27 × 105 33.84 −136.3 f 

v32 H2O(001) + OH(0) ↔ H2O(000) + OH(1) 0.95 0.1 1.01 × 105 32.46 −161.6 f 

v33 H2O(001) + HO2(000) ↔ H2O(000) + HO2(011)d 0.67 0.1 6.23 × 102 24.64 −224.2 g 

v34 H2O(001) + H2O(000) ↔ H2O(000) + H2O(010) 0.43 0.1 1.49 × 104 9.955 −290.8 g 

v35 H2O(001) + O2(0) ↔ H2O(000) + O2(1) 0.42 0.1 2.05 × 105 9.428 −293.0 g 

v36 H2O(001) + 2O∗(0) ↔ H2O(000) + 2O∗(1) 0.40 0.1 2.30 × 105 8.534 −296.7 g 

v37 H2O(001) + HO2(000) ↔ H2O(000) + HO2(010) 0.38 0.1 1.05 × 104 7.296 −301.9 g 

v38 H2O(100) + OH(0) ↔ H2O(000) + OH(1) 0.98 0.1 9.71 × 104 34.15 −127.4 f 

v39 H2O(100) + HO2(000) ↔ H2O(000) + HO2(011)e 0.69 0.1 6.08 × 102 25.63 −218.6 g 

v40 H2O(100) + H2O(000) ↔ H2O(000) + H2O(010) 0.44 0.1 1.47 × 104 10.65 −287.8 g 

v41 H2O(100) + O2(0) ↔ H2O(000) + O2(1) 0.43 0.1 2.02 × 105 10.11 −290.1 g 

v42 H2O(100) + 2O∗(0) ↔ H2O(000) + 2O∗(1) 0.41 0.1 2.27 × 105 9.192 −293.9 g 

v43 H2O(100) + HO2(000) ↔ H2O(000) + HO2(010) 0.39 0.1 1.04 × 104 7.919 −299.3 g 

v44 H2O(010) + O2(0) ↔ H2O(000) + O2(1) 0.98 0.1 7.17 × 103 34.69 −108.6 f 

v45 H2O(010) + 2O∗(0) ↔ H2O(000) + 2O∗(1) 0.94 0.1 7.93 × 103 34.19 −125.9 f 

v46 H2O(010) + HO2(000) ↔ H2O(000) + HO2(010) 0.90 0.1 3.63 × 102 33.03 −152.9 f 

v47 H2O(010) + HO2(000) ↔ H2O(000) + HO2(001) 0.69 0.1 6.30 × 103 33.26 −149.0 g 
aIn terms of Equation (10); bSee Appendix B; cThis record (vq) X(1) + Y(0) ↔ X(0) + Y(1) correspond to lmq = 1, lnq = 1, wnm = θn/θm (single-quan- 
tum VV'-energy exchange); dThis record correspond to m = 10, n = 6, 7; l10,33 = 1, l6,33 = 1, l7,33 = 1; wnm = (θ6 + θ7)/θ10 (1 → 2-quantum VV'-energy 
exchange); eThis record correspond to m = 8, n = 6, 7; l8,39 = 1, l6,39 = 1, l7,39 = 1; wnm = (θ6 + θ7)/θ8 (1 → 2-quantum VV'-energy exchange); fOur SSH 
estimation; gOurSSHM estimation. 
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the kinetic level) of the following, taken here, assumptions:  
1) intramolecular energy redistribution between HO2 vibrational modes (k = 2, 6, 7) tends to equalization of  

mode energies, Ek = θk∙εk, i.e., 2 6 7t t tE E E E
→∞ →∞ →∞

= = = , then ( ) ( ) ( )1 3 k
k

E t E t= ∑ ;  

2) the rate constant of intramolecular energy exchange decreases with decreasing vibrational excitation (εk, Tk). 
On the kinetic level of description (in addition to ηr2 = ηr6 = ηr7, see above), we postulate that the following 

process of the energy redistribution between HO2 modes takes place:  

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
2

48 2
2 2 int 0 1

2

v48 HO 3  0 0 HO   , exp 1E E E E k A ε
δ

δ

  
 → = ⋅ − − 
   

, 

where the rate constant, ( )48
intk , depends on the degree of vibrational excitation. As the final result, we set here δ1 = 

14.0, δ2 ≈ E0/θ2 = 1.65, A0 = 8 × 1013 s−1.  
The corresponding term of vibrational kinetics Equation (6), has the form of (7) but with E/θk instead of 0

kε ,  

( )( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )6 6 7 72 2
48 48 2 6 7

2 6 7

1 11
1 1

1
E EE

Q Q
E E E

ε θ ε θθ ε
ε ε ε

θ θ θ
+ ++

′− = ⋅ ⋅ − ⋅ + ⋅ +
+

,           (12) 

where E = E(t). 

4. Results and Discussion 
The calculated data presented in this section illustrate the efficiency of the above approach and its potential for 
elucidating the physical essence of high-temperature hydrogen oxidation (as a process essentially nonequili-
brium with respect to vibrational degrees of freedom) and for quantitative interpretation of experimental data. 

In calculations, the coordinate system associated with the gas flow behind the wave front (gas mixture is at 
rest, T = const, p = const, and t = 0 is the instant when the shock front passes) was used. 

4.1. Kinetics of Chemical Transformations at Various Stages of the Process 
Figure 2(a) and Figure 2(b) illustrate {as the result of the numerical solution of the Equations (1), (6)} the typ-
ical behavior of component concentrations in the reacting H2 + O2 + Ar mixture behind a shock wave under the 
conditions examined (see below the Table 4). 

As estimated from the behavior of the initial components H2 and O2, the induction period of the reaction lasts 
up to t ≈ 500 μs in case (a) and up to t ≈ 150 μs in case (b), depending significantly on reaction conditions 
(composition, temperature, and pressure). However, in any case, the end time of the induction period and the 
start time of the intensive reaction stage nearly coincide with the maximum concentration of HO2.  

A very significant characteristic of a reaction is its rate, which determines its role (contribution) at a particular 
stage of the complex chemical reaction in the multi-component reacting mixture. Figure 3(a) and Figure 3(b) 
plot the rates (wr = Rr/ρ, mol·g−1∙s−1) for the most important elementary reactions determining the mechanism 
and the rate of the chemical process as a whole.  

The reactions (c1) and (c33') are the rate determining reactions at the initiation stage of the chain process. At 
the intensive reaction stage, the most important reactions are the following ones: the vibrationally excited HO2(v) 
radical formation (c2), which is the main excitation source throughout the process; monomolecular decay of the 
HO2 radical (c3), which is the key chain branching reaction (together with the reactions (c6) and (c4)); the reac-
tion (c5), which is the main reaction responsible for chain propagation (together with the reaction (c7) as one of 
the most significant OH formation channels, next in importance for reaction (c3)); the reaction (c12) as a very 
significant of the recombination-dissociation reactions. Changing roles in dependence on the conditions, the 
listed reactions were the most important under the conditions examined from the standpoint of the calculation 
result sensitivity to values of equilibrium rate constants. 

4.2. Comparison with Experiment 
Direct study of chemical kinetics in real conditions of nature or engineering (for example, in combustion and 
detonation) is troubled by complicating factors of diffusion, convection, heat release and heat transfer, which are  
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Table 4. Experimentally measured [14] [35] [36] and calculated (within one kinetic scheme a) values of τ*b and τ50
c for dif-

ferent composition at two equivalence ratios Φ = 1 and Φ = 2. 

No Composition, experimental conditions,  
measured value, Refs T, K p, atm Experiment Calculation 

1 

Φ = 1 
I: 0.93% H2 + 0.46% O2 + 98.61% Ar,  

incident shock wave, τ*, [14] 

1050 1.90 945 - 1120 950 
2 1052 2.025 1135 1140 
3 1060 1.666 907 903 
4 1178 1.675 684 684 
5 1225 1.50 600 604 
6 1260 1.407 524 551 

1 

Φ = 1 
II: 2.0% H2 + 1.0% O2 + 97.0% Ar,  

incident shock wave, τ*, [36] 

1060 0.64 1475 1452 
2 1095 0.67 1160 1190 
3 1108 0.68 997 1008 
4 1183 0.74 680 680 
5 1220 0.77 573 552 
6 1313 0.84 355 389 
7 1472 0.97 366 249 
8 1596 1.1 152 173 

1 

Φ = 2 
III: 4.0% H2 + 1.0% O2 + 95.0% Ar,  

incident shock wave, τ*, [36] 

1142 0.71 820 820 
2 1212 0.77 467 469 
3 1362 0.90 209 210 
4 1692 1.17 100 90 
5 1968 1.40 99 51 
6 2390 1.75 40 24 

1 

Φ = 2 
IV: 4.0% H2 + 1.0% O2 + 95.0% Ar,  

reflected shock wave, τ50, [35] 

1052 2.289 618 286 
2 1074 0.964 1005 701 
3 1086 0.94 985 773 
4 1102 0.96 836 768 
5 1115 2.248 393 259 

1 

Φ = 2 
V: 2.0% H2 + 0.5% O2 + 97.5% Ar,  

reflected shock wave, τ50, [35] 

1155 0.957 1274 1277 
2 1274 0.781 814 813 
3 1387 0.778 537 541 
4 1472 0.859 384 356 
5 1596 0.852 269 289 
6 1809 0.846 161 185 
7 2136 0.851 92 106 

1 

Φ = 2 
VI: 0.4% H2 + 0.1% O2 + 99.5% Ar,  

reflected shock wave, τ50, [35] 

1525 2.005 703 732 
2 1639 2.049 550 577 
3 1934 1.922 293 334 
4 2132 2.094 185 202 
5 2409 2.095 127 126 

1 

Φ = 2 
VII: 0.2% H2 + 0.05% O2 + 99.75% Ar,  

reflected shock wave, τ50, [35] 

1527 3.77 647 623 
2 1658 3.654 476 489 
3 1763 3.843 356 272 
4 2001 4.088 203 185 
5 2211 3.715 158 160 

aSee Tables 1-3; bTime interval between the passage of the shock front and the moment of maximum emission at ~306 nm (in calculation, the maxi-
mum OH* concentration moment); cTime interval between the passage of the shock front and the moment at which light absorbtion by the OH radical 
reaches its half-maximum (in calculation, the moment at which the OH concentration reaches its half-maximum). 
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T = 1178, K                                         T = 1809, K 

     
(a)                                                  (b) 

Figure 2. Time dependences for mole fractions, γi, of (1) H2, (2) O2, (3) H2O, (4) O, (5) OH, (6) H, (7) 
HO2, (8) 2O∗ , (9) H2O2, (10) O*, (11) O3, (12) OH* for the following two different cases: (a) the system I 
No 4 of the Table 4 (comparatively low gas temperature, T) and (b) the system V No 6 of the Table 4 
(comparatively high gas temperature, T). 

 
T = 1178, K                                         T = 1809, K 

     
(a)                                                (b) 

Figure 3. Time dependences of reaction rates (wr = Rr/ρ, mole∙g−1∙s−1) in the cases (a) and (b) (see the cap-
tion of Figure 2) for the most important reactions (Table 1): 1—reaction (c1), 2—reaction (c33'), 3— 
reaction (c2), 4—reaction (c3), 5—reaction (c5), 6—reaction (c6), 7—reaction (c7), 8—reaction (c4), 9— 
reaction (c12), 10—reaction (c2'). 

 
superimposed on the main chemical process and can play determining role. In theoretical models, this causes an 
appearance of numerous parameters (in addition to kinetic characteristics) which, frequently, either are unknown 
or have high extent of indeterminacy. It makes difficult the quantitative interpretation of experiments respec-
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tively introducing the indeterminacy in simulative kinetic schemes. For this reason, for comparison with calcula-
tions, the experimental data [14] [35] [36] obtained by shock tube technique with using H2 + O2 mixtures very 
strongly diluted (the “stoichiometric part of the combustible mixture” [36] not more than 3%) by Ar were cho-
sen. For the case, direct comparison with our isothermal kinetic calculations is possible since an influence of 
such a factor as the self-heating of the mixture (when thermal and gas-dynamical phenomena come to fore-
ground) is minimal. 

Results of the comparison for compositions I-VII are presented in Table 4. Here, the experimental data [35] 
[36] for composition III, V-VII are adduced not in full, but only those of them, which were compared with cal-
culations. Generally speaking, an arbitrary choice (for comparison with the calculation) of concrete experimental 
points is illustrated by the example of experimental series V from [35]; see Figure 4. 

As a general result of this comparison, one can state qualitative and quantitative agreement between calcu-
lated and experimental data. The latter concerns all the systems listed in Table 4 except the system IV (experi-
ments [35] on measurements τ50 behind reflected shock wave). In this case, there is a considerable systematic 
quantitative difference between calculated and experimental data which attains 54%. Besides defects of the ki-
netic scheme used in the calculation, it is possibly the result of some overstating the calculated values gas tem-
perature and pressure behind the front of weak the shock wave, which the authors of [35] give. The latter may be 
due to difficulties in interpreting a very complex mechanism of a weak shock wave refraction and/or due to an 
imperfection of the existing standard method for calculation of T and p behind reflected shock waves, based on 
contradictory assumptions about equilibrium in vibrational degrees of freedom, on the one hand, and the absence 
of chemical reactions on the other. For this series of experiments (comparatively low temperatures and compara-
tively considerable amount of the molecular admixture), imperfections of the method used for the shock proper-
ties calculation can be found substantial. 

It should be noted here (more detailed see [2]) that the traditional vibrationally equilibrium (and, as a rule, ex-
cluding electronically excited components) kinetic models (see for example [2] [6]-[8] [10] [11] [14] and refer-
ences therein) are unable to provide the quantitative interpretation of these experiments by means of one kinetic 
scheme without variations of the reaction rate constants. 

In fitting the calculated values τ* and τ50 to the measured ones, a key point was variation and fitting of unknown 
kinetic constants for collision-induced energy transfers involving vibrational modes of HO2. The performed 
calculations have shown that the unknown kinetic constants ( )

2HO
Mτ  (see Table 2, q = 5, 6, 7), ( )

2 2

12
H ,HOk  (see Table 3, 

q = 12), and 0 0
3 4,k k  (see Table 1, r = 3, 4) are the most important from the standpoint of their influence on the 

calculated values τ* and τ50. In its turn, the process of V-RT energy transfer of the vibrational modes of HO2  
 

 
Figure 4. The measured [35] (circles; black circles mark the values 
from Table 4) and calculated (open squares mark the values from 
Table 4) values of τ50 for composition V (see Table 4). 
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radical in its collisions with H2 molecules was found to be the most important at T < 1500 K (in accordance with 
conclusions [16] about key role of the HO2 radical vibrational nonequilibrium in the hydrogen oxidation reaction). 
The value, ( )2

2

H
HOτ , i.e., the characteristic time of the V-RT energy transfer united for all three modes of the HO2 

radical in its collisions with H2 molecules (see Section 3.2), was the only adjustable parameter in performing the 
calculations of Table 4. The variation limits are characterized by the following relation: 

( ) ( ) ( )2
2

H11 1 3 12 1 3
HO2.25 10 exp 70.23 1.41 10 exp 107.9T Tτ− − − −× × × ≤ ≤ × × × ,              (13) 

which is illustrated by Figure 5. 
The relationship (13) should be considered as the quantitative estimation for presently unknown value of ( )2

2

H
HOτ  

at 1000 < T < 2500 K with the maximum uncertainty equal ( ) 11.9 ±  at T ≈ 1000 K. This uncertainty characterizes 
the extent of our ignorance of the elementary reaction dynamic details described on kinetic level by the ( )V

rE , δrk, 
ηrk values (see Equations (4), (5), (11), and assumptions about the uniformity distributions of δrk and ηrk on vi-
brational modes), as well as an influence of ignoring the effects of translational and rotational nonequilibrium (see 
assumptions (a) and (b) in Section 2). 

In the future, as the range of compositions and conditions on temperature and pressure will be extended, the 
kinetic constants 0

rk , ( )M
qτ , ( )q

jik  listed in Tables 1-3 should be corrected. For optimization of the kinetic 
scheme, the results of ab initio analysis of PESs for different HmOn molecular systems as well as the results of 
corresponding dynamic calculations must become of crucial importance as the most reliable independent non- 
empirical source of kinetic information. 

4.3. Vibrational Nonequilibrium at Different Temperatures 
The essentially nonequilibrium character of hydrogen oxidation with respect to vibrational degrees of freedom is 
illustrated by Figure 6 and Figure 7, which plot the typical time dependences of the vibrational temperatures, Tk, 
and nonequilibrium factors, { }( ),r kT Tκ , respectively. 

The following stages of the process can be distinguished in Figure 6 (see also Figure 2 and Figure 3). 
1) At t < 300 μs in case (a) and t < 30 μs in case (b), the H2 and O2 molecules undergo vibrational excitation 

from initial (near-room) temperature, T0, to the equilibrium gas temperature, T, behind the front of the shock 
wave (curves 1, 4). Insignificant amounts of H and HO2 radicals and singlet oxygen 2O∗  (see Figure 2) are  
 

 
Figure 5. Characteristic time (in atm•s) of the V-RT energy transfer 
of HO2 radical in its collisions with H2 molecules at different tem-
peratures. 1—the superior limit; 2—the mean value (adduced in the 
Table 2 and used in calculations for all the systems at T > 1500 K); 
3—the inferior limit. Different markers correspond to the values of 
( )2

2

H
HOτ  used in the calculations (the results are adduced in the Table 4) 

for the different (I - V) systems at T < 1500 K. 
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T = 1178, K                                          T = 1809, K 

     
(a)                                                 (b) 

Figure 6. Time dependences of the vibrational temperatures, Tk, for the cases (a) and (b) (see the caption 
of Figure 2). The curves 1 - 8 correspond to vibrational temperatures for the following vibrational modes: 
H2 (1), HO2(ν1) (2), OH (3), O2 (4), HO2(ν3) (5), 2O∗ (6), H2O(ν1) (7), and H2O(ν2) (8). 

 
T = 1178, K                                          T = 1809, K 

     
(a)                                                (b) 

Figure 7. Time dependences of the nonequilibrium factor { }( ) { }( ) ( )0, ,r k r k rT T k T T k Tκ =  in the cases (a) 
and (b) (see the caption of Figure 2) for various reactions (Table 1): 1—reaction (c1), 2—reaction (c2'), 
3—reaction (c3), 4—reaction (c21), 5—reaction (c8'), 6—reaction (c11'), 7—reaction (c12'), 8—reactions 
(c1'), (c2), (c3'), (c21'), (c8), (c11), (c12). 

 
formed due to endoergic initiation (c1) and collisional electronical excitation (c33') reactions (see Figure 3). 
Vibrational temperatures of O2 (curve 4) and 2O∗  (curve 6) are bound by the fast near-resonance VV' energy 
exchange (v26); see Table 3. The main source of the over-equilibrium excitation of HO2 vibrational modes 
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(“chemical pumping”) is the barrierless bimolecular recombination reaction (c2); the rate of this reaction is de-
termined by the rate of the H atom formation via reactions (c5), (c6). The slow evolution of the HO2 mode vi-
brational temperatures (curves 2, 5) is a result of competition between “chemical pumping” and the vibrational 
deactivation plus the disappearance of vibrationally excited HO2 in endothermic reactions. In this quasi-steady 
stage, the vibrationally excited radical HO2(v) is formed and accumulated. An unusual (Tk < T) behavior of the 
OH (curve 3) and HO2(ν3) (curve 5) vibrational temperatures at T = 1809 K (b) is conditioned by the neglect (in 
the frame of isothermal problem statement) of the negative heat effect of endoergic reactions with formation of 
these components in the ground (vibrationally unexcited) state; the rates of these reactions are more considerable 
at higher temperatures. This effect on the enthalpy of all the gas mixture (and consequently on the gas tempera-
ture T) is negligible because of the low OH and HO2 concentrations in this stage. 

2) The time intervals 300 < t < 700 (a) and 60 < t < 300 (b) μs correspond to the intensive reaction stage. At 
this stage, maximum excitation of vibrational modes is a result of fast exothermal reactions. Here the following 
reactions are of key importance (see also Figure 3): the monomolecular decay reaction (c3) as the main chain 
branching one, and reaction (c5) mainly responsible for chain propagation. High rates of reactions (c1'), (c7), 
and (c32) are conditioned by significant concentrations of HO2 radicals at this stage of the process. Reactions 
(c1') and (c32) are responsible for forming the vibrationally excited O2 and 2O∗  during this stage. Reaction (c7) 
should be considered, together with reaction (c3), as one of the most important channel for generation of OH 
radicals. Fast bimolecular reactions (c1'), (c5), (c7), and (c32) are accompanied by energy release considerably 
in the form of energy of translational and rotational motion of molecules; see Equations (11) and (5). These 
reactions give rise to explosive self-heating in combustion and detonation processes. 

2) For t > 700 (a) and t > 300 (b) μs, the vibrational excitation decreases via relaxation of vibrationally ex-
cited molecules H2O(v) which is the main reaction product. 

Nonequilibrium factors, { }( ),r kT Tκ , for reactions (c1), (c2'), (c3), (c21), (c8'), (c11'), and (c12') at the vibra-
tional temperatures Tk are shown in Figure 7. 

Clearly, taking into account the vibrational nonequilibrium reveals the very important effects running 
throughout all the process. The reaction rate constants depend on the vibrational temperatures of the reactants, 
and this dependence is characterized by a factor as large as several orders of magnitude. So, the nonequilibrium 
factor for H2O dissociation reaction (c12'), κ12' (curve 7), attains a magnitude of about 1012. This is particularly 
true for reactions involving the HO2 radical. For example, within the model under consideration, the nonequili-
brium factor for reaction (c21), κ21 (curve 4), responsible for the formation of the electronically excited radical 
OH* throughout the induction period, and the nonequilibrium factor for key chain-branching reaction (c3), κ3 
(curve 3), reach the values of around 2 × 105. Such a deviation of κr from unity means that the reaction between 
hydrogen and oxygen is an essentially nonequilibrium reaction and the vibrational nonequilibrium of the HO2 
radical is an intrinsic feature of hydrogen oxidation.  

Referring to Figure 1, we note the following: it is the need when interpreting experiments within the formal 
kinetics to take into account in implicit form the objectively existing influence of vibrational nonequilibrium that 
leads to values 1ζ  . 

A visual characteristic of the degree of deviation from equilibrium for that or another vibrational mode in a 
complex reacting and relaxing mixture is the ratio of average vibrational energy to its equilibrium value, 

( ) ( ) ( )0 ~ exp 1 1k k k kt T T Tε ε θ −  , cf. Equation (4) for κr. Time dependences of these ratios for different vi-
brational modes in cases (a) T = 1178 K and (b) T = 1809 K are shown in Figure 8. 

One can see (Figure 8 and Table 4) that the vibrational nonequilibrium {and its influence on rate constants 
(Figure 7)} decreases with increasing the gas temperature T. Thus, the maximum super-equilibrium vibrational 
excitations, ( ) ( )0

maxk kt Tε ε   , of the modes HO2(ν1) (2) and OH (3) decrease from 20 and 48 in the case (a) to 
3 and 10 in the case (b), respectively. These values in dependence on gas temperature T for all the examined 
systems (Table 4) are shown in Figure 9. Clearly, the vibrational nonequilibrium (and consequently its influ-
ence on rate constants and the process on the whole) decreases with increasing gas temperature T and pressure p. 
Note here that the influence of vibrational nonequilibrium remains to be prevailing up to temperatures T ≈ 1500 
K. 

5. Conclusions 
The theoretical model of chemical and vibrational kinetics of hydrogen oxidation based on consistent account for  
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T = 1178, K                                            T = 1809, K 

       
(a)                                                    (b) 

Figure 8. Time dependences of the ratio of average vibrational energy to its equilibrium value, ( ) ( )0
k kt Tε ε , 

for different vibrational modes in the cases (a) and (b) (see the caption of Figure 2). 
 

 
Figure 9. Maximum values of the ratio ( ) ( )0

k kt Tε ε  for vibration-

al modes HO2(ν1) ≡ HO2(100) (black markers) and OH (open 
markers) obtained in the calculations presented in the Table 4 for the 
systems I - VII. 

 
the vibrational nonequilibrium of HO2 radical formed in bimolecular recombination H + O2 → HO2 with the su-
per-equilibrium store of vibrational energy has been elaborated and experienced. The chain branching H + O2 = O + 
OH and inhibiting H + O2 + M = HO2 + M formal reactions are considered (in the terms of elementary processes) 
as a general multi-channel process of formation and intramolecular energy redistribution between modes, relax-
ation, and decay of the comparatively long-lived vibrationally excited HO2 radical which is capable to react and 
exchange of energy with another components of the mixture. For description of reactions in the H2 + O2 + Ar 
system, the kinetic scheme, which takes into account chemical reactions with participation H2, O2, H2O, HO2, H, O, 
OH, H2O2, O3 in the ground electronic state as well as O2(1∆), O(1D), OH(2Σ+), and relaxation channels of the 
vibrational modes H2, HO2(ν1), OH, O2, O2(1∆), HO2(ν2), HO2(ν3), H2O(ν1), H2O(ν2), and H2O(ν3), have been used. 
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The calculated results were compared with the shock tube experimental data for strongly diluted H2-O2 mix-
tures at 1000 < T < 2500 K, 0.5 < p < 4 atm and two equivalence ratio Φ = 1, 2. As a general result of this com-
parison, one can state qualitative and quantitative agreement between calculated and experimental data. This ap-
proach is promising from the standpoint of reconciling the predictions of the theoretical model with experimen-
tal data obtained by different authors for various compositions and conditions using different methods. 

According to the calculations, the H2 + O2 reaction is essentially nonequilibrium and the vibrational nonequi-
librium of the HO2 radical is an intrinsic feature of hydrogen oxidation. Taking into account the vibrational 
nonequilibrium reveals the very important effects running throughout all the process. Reaction rate constants 
depend on the reactant vibrational temperatures, and this dependence is characterized by a factor as large as 
several orders of magnitude. It is demonstrated that the vibrational nonequilibrium (and consequently its influ-
ence on the rate constants and the process on the whole) decreases with increasing the gas temperature T and 
pressure p remaining determinant up to temperatures T = 1500 K. At T < 1500 K, the nature of hydrogen-oxygen 
reaction is especially nonequilibrium, and the vibrational nonequilibrium of HO2 radical is the essence of this 
process. 

The suggested model of vibrationally nonequilibrium kinetics is able to provide physically adequate (in the 
terms of elementary processes) solution of the problem of the H2 + O2 reaction mechanism without using formal 
overall reactions with their rate constants depending on experimental conditions. As a final result of numerous 
calculations, we have one (fixed) chemical kinetic scheme (without any “uncertainty” and “sensitivity” of the 
equilibrium rate constants of elementary reactions).  

The characteristic time of the V-RT energy transfer united for all three modes of the HO2 radical in its colli-
sions with H2 molecules, ( )2

2

H
HOτ , was the only adjustable parameter in performing the calculations. The limits of 

variation are characterized by the following relation: 

( ) ( ) ( )2
2

H11 1 3 12 1 3
HO2.25 10 exp 70.23 1.41 10 exp 107.9T Tτ− − − −× × × ≤ ≤ × × × . 

This relation should be considered as the quantitative estimation for presently unknown value of ( )2
2

H
HOτ  at 

2500 > T > 1000 K with the maximum uncertainty equal ( ) 11.9 ±  at T about 1000 K. This uncertainty characte-
rizes the extent of our ignorance of reaction dynamic details and effects of translational and rotational nonequi-
librium.  

In the future, as the range of compositions and conditions on temperature and pressure will be extended, the 
kinetic constants listed in Tables 1-3 can be corrected. For optimization of the kinetic scheme, the results of ab 
initio analysis of PESs for HmOn molecular systems as well as the results of corresponding dynamic calculations 
must become of crucial importance as the independent non-empirical source of kinetic information. 

With regard to the currently existing formal kinetic schemes (which along with the elementary chemical reac-
tions include formal overall reactions), the following should be noted. The use of these schemes was and re-
mains to be actual from the standpoint of their use in macro-kinetic applications such as combustion and detona-
tion. Many of the existing kinetic schemes are quite acceptable for these purposes, although in need of substan-
tial reductions and some adjustments in terms of accounting, in implicit form, for the important effect of vibra-
tional nonequilibrium. 
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Appendix A: Specific Types of Collisional Energy Exchange 
( )d d d

d d d
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k k k

q vibr chemt t t
ε ε ε   = +   

   
∑  

The change of the average energy, (dεk/dt)vibr, of the kth vibrational mode as a result of qth relaxation channel 
has the following forms for different implemented types of energy exchange; see Equations (6), (7). 

One-quantum VT energy transfer (Table 2, q = 1 - 10): 

( )
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( )1 0
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jik
j i j iY Y Y Y+ ←→ + , 
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                          (A.1) 

One-quantum VV' energy exchange (Table 3, q = 11 - 32, 34 - 38, 40 - 47): 

( ) ( )
( )

( ) ( )1 0 0 1
q

jik
j i j iY Y Y Y+ ←→ + , 

mode k belongs to a molecule of kind j, mode l belongs to a molecule of kind i, i.e., 1mq kql l≡ = , 1nq lql l≡ = , 
( ) 1q
kl∆ = , ( ) 1q

ll∆ = − .  
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                   (A.2) 

1 → 2 quantum VV' energy exchange (Table 3, q = 33, 39): 

( ) ( )
( )

( ) ( )1 0 0 0 1 1
q

jik
j i j iY Y Y Y+ ←→ + , 

mode k belongs to a molecule of kind j, modes l and p belong to a molecule of kind i, i.e., 1mq kql l≡ = , nq lql l≡ , 
1pql = , 1, ( ) 1q

kl∆ = , ( ) 1q
ll∆ = − , ( ) 1q

pl∆ = − . 
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            (A.3) 

Appendix B: To the Calculation of the Vibrational Relaxation Channel Rates 
In accordance with the SSH theory, the probability of qth complex vibrational transition from modes m to modes n 
during one collision of jth and ith molecules, see Equation (10), has the form:  

( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )2 2
,0 ,0 0

,0
; 1

0, mq nq

mqq q m
ji ji ji l l n m

m nnq

l
P m n P V V

l
ζ ξ ω ω

    ≡ = ⋅ ⋅ ⋅Φ −     
∏ ∏ .             (B.1) 

Here, ( )q
jiζ  is the orientation factor (it was varied from 0.1 to 0.02 on the base of the simplest intuitive colli-

sion mechanism considerations); ,0mqlV  is the matrix element of 0 → lmq transition for harmonic oscillator 
(mode) of the mth type participating in the qth process; ωm is the frequency of the mth oscillator; ( )

0
m

mξ τ ω∗= ⋅  
is the collision adiabaticity parameter; τ∗  is the characteristic time of interaction; Φ(x) is the adiabaticity factor 
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taking into account the translational energy change during an exchange with vibrations,  

( ) ( )
( )7 3 2 3

2 2
0

8 π 3 exp 3 , 1
e csch d 1 2 23 exp exp , 0 2

[47]
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3 3
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∞ −
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∫


           (B.2) 

Although the dependence (B.1), (B.2) has been obtained as a result of the linear dynamic problem solution 
(the semi-classical calculation in the first order approximation of perturbation theory for the model of an oscil-
lator with an induced force) with using the exponential repulsive potential it can be approximately considered as 
universal one for a variety of colliding pairs since it is possible to take account of rotation and long-range attrac-
tion effects by means of adapting the parameters ( )q

jiζ  and ( )
0

mξ . 
The adiabaticity parameter,  

( ) ( ) ( ) 1 21 21
0 πm

m m ji mD kT Mξ β α µ
−−−= ,                            (B.3) 

and matrix elements,  

( ) ( ) ( )
2 4 6

2 2 2
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1 1 1, , ,
2 8 48

k k kk k kV V Vβ β β
α α α

     ≅ ≅ ≅     
     

                     (B.4) 

are defined by the relationships well-known in the theory of vibrational relaxation (see, for example, [29] and 
references herein). Here, Mji is the reduced mass of the j-i collision, µm is the reduced mass of the mth oscillator, 
α is the parameter of the intermolecular interaction potential (take here 1/α = 0.2 × 10-8 cm), Dm and βm are the 
parameters of respective intramolecular potential (corresponding Morse potential). 

When applying formulae (B.1)-(B.4) to HO2 molecule, the latter was considered as the set of the following 
oscillators: the stretching along H⋅⋅⋅O bond with the reduced mass 1.0693 and the frequency 3698 cm−1; the an-
gle vibration near equilibrium angle value ∠HOO = 104.3˚ with the reduced mass 1.1311 and the frequency 
1430 cm−1; the stretching along O∙∙∙O bond with the reduced mass 13.0737 and the frequency 1120 cm−1 

For the processes of VT- and non-resonance VV'-energy transfers with participation of oscillators involving 
light H atom, the relative translational motion is slow as compared to rotation. In the simplest intuitive model of 
VR-energy transfer [38], the dynamic parameters of the theory of VT- and VV'-energy transfer (velocity and 
reduced mass) which characterize the relative translational motion are replaced by the corresponding parameters 
which characterize the rotational motion; within this approach, the role of translational motion is merely in 
drawing the molecules together. Consequently, while calculating the rate constants of these processes using rela-
tionships (B.1)-(B.4), we have, as SSHM estimation, instead of (B.3), the following relation (see also [39]): 

( ) ( ) 1 21
0 πm

m mD kTξ β α −−≈ .                              (B.5) 

The main (Table 2 and Table 3) VT- and VV'-relaxation channels in the reacting mixture H2 + O2 + Ar at T ≥ 
1000 K, p ~ 1 atm were chosen as a result of comparative analysis of the rate constant values calculated for these 
conditions. This selection was based on the following estimations:  

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )2 2 24 3 4
10 20 30min

~ 2 10 , ~ 0.05, ~ 10 , ~ 0.5 10 ;k k kx V V V− − −Φ × ×                (B.6) 

i.e., in the Table 2 and Table 3, it was taken into consideration the processes for which  
( ) ( ) ( ) 2 5

10min
10q k

jiP x V −> Φ ⋅ =   .                            (B.7) 

Of non-single-quanta transitions, only the VV' transfer processes (v33), H2O(001) + HO2(000) ↔ H2O(000) + 
HO2(011), and (v39), H2O(100) + HO2(000) ↔ H2O(000) + HO2(011), (Table 3) answer the condition (B.7). 
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