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Abstract

The performance of three different £ — w models and a k£ — ¢ model is
studied in a fully developed 1D channel flow. The results are compared
with the existing DNS data.

All v2 — f models of today are based on a HRN % — ¢ model. There are
two main disadvantages with k—e—v2 — f model. One is that it is nume-
rically unstable for grids with well resolved wall regions (low y*+ values
near the wall). The second disadvantage is the uncertainty in specify-
ing ¢ near the wall. In the present work, v2 — f model based on HRN
k — w model is developed which has numerically appealing boundary
condition for w near the wall. The model is implemented to predict the
properties in a fully developed 1D channel flow. A new set of model
constants were determined by tuning the results to match DNS data.
However further testing is needed since the new model is intended for
computing complex engineering flows.

The prediction of heat transport in turbulent flows is of great impor-
tance in many industrial applications. A new turbulent heat flux model
named vf — g has been proposed to improve the prediction of wall-normal
turbulent heat flux. The main advantage of v — g model over the tra-
ditional model is its ability to account for the elliptic nature of pressure
strain term through g-equation. The performance of the model is asses-
sed in a fully developed 1D channel flow and the results are shown to
be in good agreement with the DNS data.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Two equation eddy viscosity models have served as the foundation for
much of turbulence research for past two decades. The main reason for
their popularity is that they are complete, ie they can predict properties
of a given turbulent flow with no prior knowledge of turbulent structu-
res.

All two equation eddy viscosity models use turbulent kinetic energy
as one of the solved turbulent quantities. Along with the transport
equation for k, another transport equation is solved for a second tur-
bulent quantity. The only difference in all two equation models is the
choice of this second quantity we solve for. In the present work, the per-
formances of four different two-equation models was analyzed in a fully
developed 1D channel flow.

1.1 Why k% —w— 12— f Model ?

Most of the two equation eddy viscosity models use damping functions to
account for the near wall effect. The v2 — f model came up with a desire
to eliminate the need to damp turbulence models in order to predict the
near-wall phenomena.

The v2 — f model has been developed from a simplified second mo-
ment closure approach, taking into account the near wall turbulence,
while keeping the eddy viscosity assumption. Hence, v2 — f models are
valid through the whole flow domain, automatically becoming a near
wall model close to the wall. For many years, v2 — f models have pro-
ved to be very accurate by consistently predicting more accurate results
than standard two equation eddy viscosity models.

All v2 — f models of today are based on a High Reynolds Number
k-¢ model. One of the main problems with ¥ — ¢ — v2 — f model is the
boundary condition for ¢ near the wall which reads,

2k

Ewall = V—y
Yy
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For a given problem v is constant and for a given mesh y is constant.
But, k keeps on changing and hence €. The f - equation is highly dif-
fusive in nature and is very sensitive to the changes in ¢. This strong
variable coupling near the wall causes numerical difficulties.

On contrary, boundary condition for w reads,

6v
Wyall = W
which is always a constant for a given mesh. Hence this boundary con-
dition is numerically appealing.
Another drawback with k—e—v2— f is that it is numerically unstable
for grids with well resolved wall regions [11]. An attempt to overcome
these problems lead to the formulation of ¥ — w — v2 — f model.

1.2 Why v6 — ¢ Model ?

The traditional model which is used to solve the wall-normal heat flux
is of the form,
Dvé
Dt

= Py; + Dg; — €9; — p;

The terms on right hand side are Production, Diffusion, Dissipa-
tion and Pressure Scramble term respectively. The main disadvantage
of this model is that it doesn’t account for the elliptic nature of the
pressure-strain term. This drawback is overcome by v — ¢ model by
allowing the pressure field have its elliptic nature, through g-equation.
Detailed formulation of the model is presented in chapter 6.



Chapter 2

Governing Equations

All fluid motions (laminar or turbulent) are governed by a set of dy-
namical equations namely the Continuity equation and the Momentum
equation,

op _ Op 0t
r ik -7 = 2.1
[8t+u]axj]+paxj 0 (2.1)
~ ~ ~ 7 (v)
~ Bui - Bui ap 8Tij
il 1 = == 2.2
p |: ot i a.'IJj:| o0x; + oz, (2.2)

4;(Z,t) represents the i-th component of the fluid velocity at a point in
space Z and time ¢.

p(Z,t) is the static pressure.
T;;(Z,t) are the viscous stresses.

p is the fluid density.

The tilde symbol indicates that an instantaneous quantity is being con-
sidered.

For many flows of interest, the fluid behaves as a Newtonian fluid in

which the viscous stresses are related to the incompressible fluid mo-
tion using a property of fluid, viscosity.

. _ 1.
TZ(;)) =2u (3ij — gskkéi]’) (2.3)
5i; is the instantaneous strain rate tensor given by,

1 (0w | O
A (azcj + &vi) (.0

3
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For incompressible flows, the derivative of density following the fluid
material is zero and hence 2.1 & 2.2 are simplified to,

o0t
= 2.5
9%, 0 (2.5)
ou; . Ouy 1 9p d%u,
— —| = —== 2.
[ at Ba:j] p Oz; Vaxjaxj (2.6)

When the flow is turbulent it is convenient to analyze the flow in two
parts, a mean component and a fluctuating component,

u; = U;+u;
p = P+p
Tz.g.v) - Tz.g.v) +TZ.<;)

This technique of decomposing is referred to as Reynolds Decomposi-
tion. Inserting these decomposition in to the instantaneous equations
and time averaging results in Reynolds Averaged Navier Stokes(RANS)
equations.

oU;

- 2.7
o, 0 (2.7)
ouU; oU; 10P 0%U; 0

i) i) - _-Z t 7 U 2.
[ ot +U; 833]-] p Oz; + ”ax]—axj Oz, (s} (2.8)

The last term in 2.8 represents the correlation between fluctuating ve-
locities and is called as Reynolds stress tensor. All the effects of tur-
bulent fluid motion on the mean flow is lumped in to this single term
by the process of averaging. This will enable great savings in terms of
computational requirements. On the other hand, the process of avera-
ging generated six new unknown variables. Now, in total we have ten
unknowns (3-velocity, 1-pressure, 6-stresses) and only four equations
(1-continuity, 3 components of Navier Stokes equation). Hence we are
six equations too few. This is referred to as the Closure problem. Based
on the way we close the Reynolds stress tensor, there are two main ca-
tegories,

(a) Eddy Viscosity Models.

(b) Reynolds stress Models.

Eddy Viscosity Models

The Reynolds stress tensor resulting from time averaging of Navier Sto-
kes is closed by replacing it with an eddy viscosity multiplied by velocity

4
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gradients. This is referred to as the Boussinesq assumption.

. oU; N oU;
pritty = —Ht Or;  Ox;

In order to make the above equation valid upon contraction, we rewrite
it as,

(2.9)

_ ou;  oU;\ 2
puity = = ij + 8.1‘i + §

The eddy viscosity is treated as a scalar quantity and is determined
using a turbulent velocity scale v and a length scale I/, based on the
dimensional analysis.

vy = vl (2.11)

There are different types of EVM’s based on the way we close the eddy
viscosity. Algebraic or zero equation EVM’s normally use a geometric
relation to compute the eddy viscosity. In one equation EVM’s we solve
for one turbulence quantity and a second turbulent quantity is obtained
from algebraic expression. These two quantities are used to describe
the eddy viscosity. In two equation EVM’s the two turbulent quantities
are solved to describe the eddy viscosity.

Reynolds Stress Models

In RSM’s we solve an equation for the Reynolds stress and one length
scale determining equation. Since we solve for Reynolds stress, we don’t
need any model to close it. However RSM’s are computationally much
more demanding when compared to EVM’s.
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Chapter 3

Numerical Method & The
Flow Domain

3.1 The Solver

Computations were carried out employing an incompressible finite vo-
lume code, CALC-BFC by Davidson and Farhanieh [4]. The code employs
a general non-orthogonal boundary fitted co-ordinate system, on a non-
staggered grid. TDMA (Tri-Diagonal Matrix Algorithm) is used as the
matrix solver. Hybrid central/upwind differencing, the QUICK scheme
and the Van Leer scheme are available.

3.2 The Differencing Schemes

To understand the differencing schemes used, we first start by looking
at one-dimensional steady state convection-diffusion equation as in Verste-
egh [12] which reads,

d _d d¢
The continuity equation is given by,
d
—(pud) =0 (3.2)

dr
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Define a one-dimensional control volume as shown in the figure,

| (5.’L‘wp | (5.’L‘P€ |
| | |
=== === K
° ¢ . °
w Wl P______ 4 E
| | |
| dzwp | d0TpE |

Integrating the transport equations over the control volume gives,

¢ d Ced (. dd
/w %(puAgb)dw = /w I (PAE) dx (3.3)
/ " Az = 0 3.4)
wr pud)dz = .
Therefore,
_ d¢\ (a2
(puAd). — (pudd)y — (I‘A%)e (I‘A dw>w (3.5)
(pud)e — (pud)y = 0 (3.6)

Employing central differencing to represent the diffusion terms on the
right hand side of 3.5 results in,

(udd)e — (uad) = (CA) (2222) — oy, (L2200 )

drpg drwp

Defining two variables F' and D, the convective mass flux per unit area
(pu) and the diffusion per unit area (I'/dz) respectively,

Fe¢e - Fw¢w = De(¢E - ¢P) - Dw(¢P - ¢W) (3-8)
Fe - Fw =0 (39)

The Central Differencing Scheme

In 3.8 the cell face values of property ¢ for the convective terms consi-
dering a uniform grid is given by,

op + ¢r

pe = — (3.10)
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Therefore,
F, F,
7((;513 + ¢E) — 7(¢P +é¢w) = Delpr — dp) — Dywl(dpp — dw(B.12)

Fy Fe B Fy
|:(Dw+7>+<D6_7>+(F8_Fw):|¢P - (Dw_T)(bW
+ (De — %) ¢£3.13)
This is of the form,

appp = awdw + apdE (3.14)

The coefficients are,

‘GW:Dw+Fw/2 ‘ aE:De_Fe/2 ‘ aP:aW+aE+(Fe_Fw) ‘

Since we employ Finite Volume technique, the central differencing scheme
is conservative. But, it is not Bounded. This means that it allows nega-
tive coefficients. This is justified by looking at ap coefficient. For this
coefficient to be positive, the ratio F./D, = P, must always be less than
2 which usually is not the case. Also, the central differencing scheme
doesn’t reflect the way information is transported.

The Upwind Differencing Scheme

When the flow is in positive z-direction, u,, > 0,u, > 0 (F, >0, F, > 0)
then, ¢, = ¢w and ¢. = ¢p. Therefore 3.8 becomes,

[(Dw + Fw) + D, + (Fe - Fw)] ¢P = (Dw + Fw)¢W + De¢E (3.15)

When the flow is in negative z-direction, u,, < 0,u. <0 (F, < 0,F, <0)
then, ¢, = ¢p and ¢, = ¢g. Therefore 3.8 becomes,

[D’w + (De - Fe) + (Fe - Fw)] ¢P = Dw¢W + (De - Fe)¢E (3-16)

Hence the coefficients are given by,

Fy>0,F, >0 aw = Dy + F, ag = D,
Fy,<0,F. <0 aw = Du ag = D, — F,
In general aw = Dy + max(Fy,0) | ag = D¢ + max(0,—F)

Since we employ Finite Volume technique, the upwind scheme is Con-
servative. Upwind scheme is Bounded since all coefficients are positive.
Also, upwind scheme accounts for the direction of the flow. Hence it
is Transportive. The only drawback of upwind is that it is First order
accurate.
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The Hybrid Scheme

The hybrid scheme is a mere combination of central differencing and
upwind differencing schemes. When Peclet number (P,) which is defined
as the ratio of convection to diffusion is less than 2 (P, < 2) central
differencing scheme which is second order accurate is used. If P, > 2
then, first order upwind scheme which accounts for the transportiveness
is employed.

The coefficients are given by,

| aw = max [Fy, (Dy + F,,/2),0] | ag = max[-F,, (D, — F,/2),0] |

3.3 The TDMA Solver

The Tri-Diagonal Matrix Algorithm is actually a direct solution tech-
nique for linear algebraic equations, which is applied in an iterative
fashion. CALC-BFC employs a segregated TDMA solver which is di-
scussed below for a 2D case with variable ¢.

The 2D discretised equation is given by,

appp = apdr + awdw + andn + asps + Su (3.17)
Rewriting the above equation in the form,
ai¢i = bidit1 + cidi1 +d; (3.18)
where,
a; =ap,b; = ag,c; = aw,d; = andy + asps + Sy (3.19)
The variable ¢ in 3.18 is determined as,
¢i = Piir1 + Qs (3.20)

3.18 is written in matrix form as,

aa —bp 0 .- P2 do + co1
—c3 a3 —b3 o --- ?3 ds
0 —c ag —=by 0 --- ¢ | — dy
Divide first row by ao,
1 - 0 - 0 Qo
—c3 a3 —b3 o - ¢3 | | ds

0 —c a —by 0O --- bs | T | da

10
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where,

b ds + ¢
Py, = _Q’QQ — 27% (3.21)
a9 a9
To eliminate ¢ in the second row, multiply first row by c3, add it to second
row and finally divide the entire second row by a3 — c3 P to obtain,

1 - 0 - b2 Q2
o 1 - o --- ¢3 Qs
0 —C4 a4 —b4 0 e ¢4 - d4
where,
Py = bs _ d3+c3Q2 (3.22)

. — 3=
a3z — CgPQ’ a3z — C3P2

3.22 becomes recursive and hence 3.20 is solved from 7 = 4 to 44, — 1
with P; and Q; of the form,
b; _dit Qi

-Pi = 7Qi -
a; — ;P a; — ¢ P

(3.23)

3.4 The Flow Domain

The computational domain is a fully developed 1D-Channel flow, with
variations only in wall-normal direction. Hence, we don’t have any con-
vection terms. Therefore, for simplicity, Hybrid scheme has been used
for all the flow variables we solve.

Reynolds number based on channel half width and the friction velocity
is given by,

R, = %0 (3.24)
14
Wall shear stress,
oU
Tw = p (a_) = pu; (3.25)
Y/ wall
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Therefore, friction velocity,

R ) (3.26)
p

From global momentum balance with ¢ equal to half the channel width,

oP oUu
e =7 = il (8.27)
Oz v ( oy )wall
From 3.26,
2T
P
Therefore,
pu? = —58—P (3.28)
ox
Letting d = 1 (ymazr =2) and p=u, = 1,
oP
= 1. 2
g (3.29)

Since the flow is fully developed, there are no gradients in streamwise
direction,

o¢ _

e 0 (3.30)

‘¢’ is any variable that we solve for.

The Continuity Equation is given by,

ou v
— +— = 3.31
5 3y 0 (3.31)
Since 0/0z = 0, we get,

ov

— = .32
oy 0 (3.32)

This implies V = Constant. Since V = 0 at the wall, it is zero every-
where.

12



Chapter 4

Two Equation Models

4.1 Abe-Kondoh-Nagano k-c Model

Since the dissipation rate of turbulent kinetic energy ¢ appears natu-
rally in the exact equation for turbulent kinetic energy, it is the obvious
choice for the second turbulent quantity in the formation of ;. The AKN
Model [1] is used. The modeled k¥ and ¢ equations read,

ok ok 0 v\ Ok ]
— — = — — ) =— |+ P - 4.1
ot +U]3:Ej Oz, [<V+ O’k> Oz; | ke (4.1)
Oe Oe 0 v\ Oe | € g2
— — = — — ) — 17— Py — Ceafo— 4.2
8t+U]8:vj oz, [(V+05) Oz | +C1k k C2f2k (.2)
12 [ 2
I PR i _ (B

fo = [1 exp ( 3.1>] 1-0.3 exp{ (6.5) }]

: ety

Yy = 34

The values of constants are,

| C,=009|C1=15][Co=19 | oy =14 ] 0. =14]

The production term is given by,
Pk = Zz/tSijSij (4.3)

The turbulent length scale is given by,

3/2
l = kT 4.4)
The turbulent viscosity is computed as,
L3/2 k2
v = Cpfuvl = C, fukl/QT = Cufu— (4.5)

13
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o () e e 5

Time scale is obtained using velocity scale and the length scale,

1+

3/2
L _ Kk (4.6)

l
T_;_W ekl/?2 ¢

Near the walls 7 goes to zero causing a singularity in ¢ equation. Dur-
bin [6] suggested a lower bound on the time scale using Kolmogorov

variables,
€

Boundary Condition for : Equation

(a) Boundary condition for ¢ is derived by looking at how k equation
behaves near the wall. The exact k equation reads,

i( U.k)__ - %_i —.+lf_ a_k _ Ou; Ou;
By N T TP Gy T gy P T 2P T Wy ) T M oa; b
(4.8)

The largest terms close to the wall are the dissipation term and the
viscous diffusion term. Hence it simplifies to ,

0%k
= U—s — 4.9
0=p oy pe (4.9)
Therefore,
0’k
Ewall = VB—yZ (4.10)

(b) An alternative boundary condition may be derived by looking at the
dissipation term in the exact dissipation equation which reads,

Bui aui
— 411
¢ ”ax,— Oz, ( )

Using Taylors expansion the fluctuating velocities can be expressed as
follows,

u = a,+ay+agy’+--
v = by+biy+boy:+---
w = co+cry+coy?+--- 4.12)

14
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The no-slip condition implies,
ao=b,=¢c,=0 (4.13)

Since (0u/0z),_y = (0w/0z),_, = 0, from continuity we have, (dv/dy),_,
0. Hence, by = 0. Squaring and averaging 4.12 we get,

F — Ey2... :O(yQ)
w2 o= byt =0y
w? = Syt =032 (4.14)
17
k=5(at + )y’ =0 (4.15)
U i = 0@ (4.16)
dy
ou\? [ ow)? 5oy
o ”(87/) (871) =v(ai+d)--- =00 (4.17)
Therefore,
e=vZ% as y—0

Deficiencies in k-c Model

The k-¢ Model presented above has two major deficiencies,

1. Using DNS data it has been shown that ¢ is finite and non-zero
at the wall. Also, it is not a constant since DNS data appear to
indicate a Reynolds number dependency. Hence it is very difficult
to assign a specific value near the wall boundaries.

2. It has strong variable coupling at wall boundaries which causes
numerical difficulties.

4.2 The Standard k-w Model
The original model suggested by Wilcox [13] is commonly referred to as

the standard k-w model. Since no damping functions are used, it is re-
ferred to as High Reynolds Number (HRN) model.

The modeled £ and w equations read,

ok ok 0 ok

. - <2 P, — 4.1
ot " Vo, T o [(””‘“" ) oz, } th-fek (418
ow ow 0
— - P — 4.1
8t+UJ8xj &Ej [V+0Vt }—Ff % ﬁw (4.19)

The values of constants are,

15
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| B=3/40| B =9/100 | £=5/9 [o=1/2][c"=1/2 |

The production term is given by,
P, = 2Vt5ijsij (4.20)
The turbulent length scale is given by,

1/2
= ke 4.21)
w

The turbulent viscosity is computed as,

1/2
vy =l = kl/Q% = g (4.22)

Time scale is obtained using velocity scale and the length scale,

l l kl/2 1

Boundary Condition for w Equation

Boundary condition for w is derived by looking at how w equation beha-
ves near the wall. The largest terms close to the wall are the dissipation
term and the viscous diffusion term which read,

0w 9
The solution to this equation is,
6v
Wyall = /B—yQ (425)

The only flow variable in the expression is » which is also a constant.
Hence, the value of first interior node depends only on the mesh size
which is numerically appealing.

4.3 The Low Reynolds Number k-w Model

This model was suggested by Wilcox [14] which employs damping fun-
ctions to capture the effect of wall boundaries. It is commonly referred
to as the Wilcox Low Reynolds Number (LRN) k-w model.

16
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The modeled k¥ and w equations read,
ok ok 0

ok
b NI A x) UV P. — 3*
Bt + UJ ij a.’I,'j |:(V +Ut0 ) a.’L']:| + k IB wh

9 5/18+ (R/8)"

T 1+ (R;/8)"
ow Ow 0 Oow w 9
ow v Y it “p
8t +UJ ij a.’I,'j |:(V+0Ut) a.’L']:| +ak’ k ﬁw
150.1+ R;/6
a = ——— "
a* 9 ].-|—Rt/6

The values of constants are,
[B=3/40]oc=1/2] 0" =1/2|
The production term is given by,
Py, = 2145;;S;j

The turbulent length scale is given by,
k1/2

T e

The turbulent viscosity is computed as,

[

v=aovl=a«a — =«
w
where,
. 0.025+ 10R,/27
14+ 10R;/27
The turbulent Reynolds number, R; is given by,
k
R = —
wr

Time scale is obtained using velocity scale and the length scale,

l l kl/2 1

T THE TR

Advantages of Low Reynolds Number k-w Model

(4.26)

(4.27)

(4.28)

(4.29)

(4.30)

(4.31)

(4.32)

(4.33)

(4.34)

(4.35)

The two main attractive features of Wilcox Low Reynolds Number mo-

del are,

1. It possesses a non-trivial solution for w as k goes to zero. It is
thus expected to capture flow characteristics which a Low Rey-

nolds Number k- model fails to handle.

2. It uses damping functions that only depend on turbulent Reynolds
number and hence it is convenient to apply this model to internal

flows with complex geometries.

17



Formulation and Implementation of a v8 — g Model to Improve the Wall
Normal Turbulent Heat Flux Predictions in a Fully Developed Channel Flow

4.4 The Modified Low Reynolds Number k-w Mo-

del

This model was suggested by Peng-Davidson-Holmberg [10]. The Low
Reynolds Number model of Wilcox which was discussed in previous sec-
tion doesn’t reproduce correct asymptotic behavior at near wall bounda-
ries. A first order turbulent cross-diffusion term is added to the existing
second order diffusion term in the transport equation of specific dissi-
pation w. The model constants are re-established. New R; dependent
damping functions are devised to make the model asymptotically consi-

stent as the wall is approached.

The modeled k£ and w equations read,

ok ok 0 ok
bl v 2 zt P —
ot T Vi, wi( )a]+k Crfrwh

fr = 1—07226)([)[ ( )
ow Ow 0 Ow
ar i — A wlJw —B,
ot tViag, BW[G )a]+CLf L

0k Ow
—_— 2 J—
w2+ Cw k (Bzv] ij)
fw = 14+43exp |— (f—;) 2]

The values of constants are,

Cr,=009 | C,=10| Cu1 =0.42 | Cp2 = 0.075
Co=07|0,=08 | o,=1.35 —
The production term is given by,
P, = 2VtSZ'jS,'j
The turbulent length scale is given by,
k1/2
l=——
w
The turbulent viscosity is computed as,
El/? k
= Cufuvl = Cuf k'/*=— = O\ fu—
wfuv i w i w

where,

3
B R\ 4 0.001
fu=0.025 + {1 exp [ (10) ] } {0.975 + i exp
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The turbulent Reynolds number, R; is given by,

Ry = LA (4.44)

wr

Time scale is obtained using velocity scale and the length scale,

1/2
L_ K _1 (4.45)

l
TTVTER T W T
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4.5 Performance of Two Equation Eddy Visco-
sity Models

Boundary Condition
At Wall

At the channel wall we have no-slip boundary condition for velocity com-
ponents and the kinetic energy.

U=k=0

¢ and w are fixed at the second node using the following wall functions.

2k
Ewall = Vy_2
6v
Wyall = @

At Symmetry Line

At the center of the channel, we have Neumann boundary condition for
all the properties.

oU Ok 0 0w

dy 9y dy Gy

The results are compared with the existing DNS data with a Reynolds
number based on the channel half width and the friction velocity, R, =
u.d/v = 395. The number of grid points in the y-direction, starting from
wall to half the channel width is 68. The value of y T closest to the wall is
0.098. A geometric stretching factor of 1.08 is used. The DNS turbulent
viscosity is computed using the definition v, = —uv/ %—g.

4.1(a) shows the velocity profile for different two equation models. It is
seen that AKN k-¢ model over-predicts the velocity after y™ ~ 20. This
is due to under-prediction of turbulent viscosity after y™ ~ 20 which is
shown in 4.1(g). v; in the far-field region is best predicted by AKN k-¢
model. However, away from the wall, higher values of 1, by all other
models are balanced by low velocity gradients resulting in a very good
estimate of wv for all the models. 4.1(c) shows that both low Reynolds
number & — w models better predicts th kinetic energy than AKN k-¢
model.
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Figure 4.1: Turbulent quantities compared with the DNS data [8],
R, = 395, (a,b) Velocity contour (c,d) Kinetic Energy (e,f) Reynolds shear
stress (g,h) Turbulent viscosity

22



Chapter 5

— f Models

5.1 Formulation of k¥ — w — v2 — f Model

In the present work, the standard k-w model of Wilcox [13] is solved
along with modified v? — f model of Lien and Kalitzin [7].

The k£ — w Model

The High Reynolds Number(HRN) Model of Wilcox [13] read,

ok ok 9 ok
_  — = _— P - -1
ot " Vige, = o, [(” ) Ba:]] B = Fwk ®-1

ow ow 0 ow
—_— , — = —_— P 02
ot +Ui 0z Oz, [(V + aw) 6373] +£ R (52)

The v2 — f Model
The modified v2 — f model of Lien and Kalitzin [7] based on a HRN k —¢

model read,
o 9 ov? —&
or “Yoa; T By (”UTQ) au; | TH O o3

321‘ C 02 2 b, 1 02 2
2724 _ - S _Z) = k- - _Z
L j2 f (k) 3> Cy % 6 A 3 (5.4)

Using the definition ¢/k = $*w, the last term in 5.3 is re-written as
—6v23*w. Hence the v2 equation modifies to,

o Lo 0 [(, w0
ot Jaxj_&vj Ov2 8:10]
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Since we don’t have any ¢ terms in the f-equation, it remains unchanged.

The eddy-viscosity is computed as,

v = C2T (5.6)

The Time & Length Scales
The turbulent time scale and the length scales as suggested by Durbin

[6] are given by,
T = max (E , Cg\/§> (5.7)
€ €

3/2 3/4
L = C) max (’“— ¢,z ) (5.8)
£

Meo1/4

Again, using the definition ¢/k = §*w, the above time and length scales

q — max 9 C v (5-9)
/B*( ) C 18*: ’k

E1/2 3/4
L = Cmax|—_—, Cy 71 (5.10)
Bro " (prwk)t
The k — w — v2 — f Model
The final form of k — w — v2 — f model reads,
Ok ok o | v\ 0k
— — = — — ) —|+P -0 A1
ot + U]a’L‘j 8.Tj _(V—l_ Uk) 8$]:| + b ﬁ wh (5 )
Ow Ow o [ v\ Ow w 9
— —— = — ) — —PB — 5.12
ot +U]8$j 0z _<y+aw) axj] éhk b~ P ( )
o ov? o [ v \ 02 —
el RN L) == | + kf —6v253* 5.13
ot +Uj Oz, 0z (V + JU2> Oz, f viBw o )

2 2 2
LQ%_J!' = ﬁ(v__g>_02&_l(6v__g> (5.14)
j

The C; & C;,, Constants

To prevent singularity as y — 0, Durbin [6] suggested a lower bound on
the time and length scales by not letting them go below the Kolmogoroff
scales in the near wall region. C¢ and C,, are the constants that go along
with the time and length scales. The values of C¢c and C; in k —¢ — v2—f
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model are 6 and 70 respectively. Using the same values in the above
formulated k£ — w — v2 — f model revealed that they were too high and
the shifting of scales from Kolmogoroff to the normal scale took place
very far from the wall (high 4*). Hence the constants were retuned so
that the shifting of scales took place at approximately same y* values
asin k — e — v2 — f model. The constants were found to be C¢ = 0.5 and
C, =11.

The C, Constant

In the log-region, we know from experiments that convection and diffu-
sive terms in k-equation are negligible. Hence the k-equation reduces
to,

@) G = Bk
oU\ oU .
(3y) 3y = e
—\ 2
U \
—<1/ta—y> = ynfwk
@) = C TR wk

We know by definition, T’ = k/e = 1/*w. Hence we get,

(@) _
e

Therefore,

o — (' (k 5.15
“—? '1):2 (5.15)

From experiments, we know that %v/k = 0.3 in the log-region. Now, the
value of k/v? determines the C, constant.

[k | C,
From DNS data of Moser (1999) | 0.33 | 0.27
From Experiments (a consensus | 0.24 | 0.37

of near-wall turbulence data)
To get the best fit with DNS 0.28 | 0.32
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Using the present DNS data [8], R.. = 590, and approximating the log-

region to be between y* ~ 30 to 250, the ratio (v_2/k) is found to be

/ dns

0.33 which results in C;, = 0.27. From experiments, v2/k = 0.24 which
gives C,, = 0.37. But, v2/k determined by tuning the results to match
the DNS data was found to be 0.28 which gives C, = 0.32 .

The Prandtl Numbers

The Prandtl numbers are again determined by trying to get the best fit
with DNS data. The Prandtl numbers for kinetic energy was chosen to
be 2.5 and for w to be 0.5. Since v? is a part of k, we expect oy to be
same or at-least approximately around oy,.

Choosing 0,2 = 2.5 gave low v2 in the centerline region of the channel.
Hence the diffusion in v2-equation is increased by decreasing o, to 0.5
which results in good prediction of v2 at the centerline when compared
with DNS data.

Finally, the model constants used are given in the table below,

B =009 [B=0075]C,=023] C1=14 | Cy =117
Co=03 | 0,=25 | 0,b,=05 | 52 =05 ]| C, = 0.5
C,=032] £¢=5/9 - - -

For a fully developed 1D channel flow with variations only in wall-
normal direction, the model simplifies to,

0 = a% :(u+ Z—Z) g—’;] + P, — Bk (5.16)
0 = a% :(y+ C’:—D g—z] +£%Pk — Buw? (5.17)
0 = a% :<u+%>%—f kf — 6026w (5.18)
L2g27£—f %(%%)-@%—%(%—%) (5.19)
T = max (ﬁ* , C¢ ﬁ’;k> (5.20)
L = () max (];1/:, n(ﬁ*ili;“) (5.21)
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5.2 Performance of k — w — v2 — f Model

Boundary Condition
At Wall

At the wall we have no-slip boundary condition for velocity components,
kinetic energy, wall-normal stress and the f-equation.

U=k=v2=f=0
w is fixed at the second node using the following wall functions.

6v
Wywall = @

At Symmetry Line

At the center of the channel, we have Neumann boundary condition for
all the properties.
oU 0k 0s Ow aﬁ_g_o

dy 9y 9y dy 9y Iy

The results are compared with the existing DNS data with a Reynolds
number based on the channel half width and the friction velocity, R., =
ux0/v = 590. The number of grid points in the y-direction, starting from
wall to half the channel width is 82. The value of y™ closest to the wall
is 0.05. A geometric stretching factor of 1.08 is used. The DNS viscosity
is computed using the definition v, = —uv/ %—Z.

5.1(a) shows that the velocity in the log-region is well predicted by
k —w—v2 — f model when compared to k — e — v2 — f which overpredicts
after yT ~ 50. This is because the turbulent viscosity, v; is better pre-
dicted by k — w — v2 — f than other two models as shown in 5.1(g). From
5.1(j) it is obvious that the normal stress v2 which plays a very impor-
tant role in improvement of near wall behavior is equally well predicted
by k — w — v2 — f model when compared to k¥ — & — v2 — f. The only
drawback of the model is poor estimation of kinetic energy.

To check the model consistency, the performance of the model is ana-
lyzed at a higher Reynolds number, R., = 8000. This corresponds to a
Reynolds number based on centerline velocity, R., = 220,000. The re-
sults are plotted for both ¥k — w — v2 — f and k — ¢ — v2 — f model. It
can again be seen from 5.2(a) that the velocity is well predicted in the

log-region by k — w — v2 — f model.
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Figure 5.1: Turbulent quantities compared with the DNS data [8],
R.. = 590, (a,b) Velocity contour (c,d) Kinetic Energy (e,f) Reynolds

shear stress (g,h) Turbulent viscosity (i,j) Normal Reynolds stress.
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Chapter 6

vf — g Model

In turbulent flows, the prediction of heat transfer, especially near the
walls is of great importance for many industrial applications. In the
present work, a new model named v — ¢ has been formulated to predict
the wall-normal turbulent heat flux. The development of the model is
discussed in the subsequent sections.

6.1 Turbulent Heat Flux Transport Equation

The transport equation for the turbulent heat flux is given by,

Du;0 oT oU;

R Ty Tl N AP - )
Dt itk a.’L‘]cJ\ Huk Ba:kjh‘%ﬁ,—/e
I;g:h 1;6?; Goi
Wy ()T
B.Tip 8$k Bwk
N—— ™ ~ v
Poi €6i
9 (0200, + 002 _Gum ~ s, 6.1)
oxy, oxy, O ) ~—— p
~- - Dj, ~—~—
DY DP.

6.2 Term by Term Modeling

Viscous Diffusion

The viscous diffusion term in exact transport equation of heat flux re-
ads,

o ( 99 du;
DY = — |a—u; il .
% oxy (“axk vt ”eaxk> (6.2)
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Peeters and Henkes [9] suggested a model by splitting the viscous dif-
fusion in to the model dj; and residual terms.

» 1 %0u; 1 0%u; 1 020
Dﬂi_ E(G‘FV)B—:L']%—E(G—V)ga—x%‘l‘i(a_u)uza—x% (63)
N——_————

v
dGi

The last two terms are the residuals and are subsequently neglected.

Turbulent Diffusion

The following model can be derived from exact transport equation of
Ouu;

9 90w, aﬁ)} 6.4

k ___
-Dgz = 8—1516 [Ceg (UkUla—.'L'l +’U/iUl—

The above equation is invariant with coordinate rotation. The constant
Cy is taken to be 0.11 [5].

Pressure Diffusion

It has been shown that it is much easier to model the pressure diffusion
DY, along with the pressure-temperature gradient correlation ¢g; than
Dj. alone. Hence, D}, is re-written as mg; = —(6/p)(0p/0z;) which is
nothing but a temperature-pressure gradient correlation and is called
as the Pressure Scrambling term.

Pressure Scrambling
The model for pressure scrambling my; is given by [9],

[op—

—_———
P2 ¢0 0,3
®64,1 Poi, ¢

6—
— wag%k + Coguwmor,2 + C36wmok,3 | fwnkni (6.5)
—_———— — ———

Py %, e
where,

P

walls ngyn

The constants were selected and tuned by Peeters and Henkes [9] which
read,

| C19g =3.75 | Cag = C39 =0.5 | Cigyy = 0.75 | Cogy = C390 =0 | Cpy = 2.53 |

32



CHAPTER 6. V6 — G MODEL

Dissipation
The following model was suggested by Peeters and Henkes [9].

—(a + v)(Ou; + Ougnin;)

v 6.7)

—€g; =

yn 1S the normal distance to the nearest wall.

6.3 Temperature Equation

The temperature equation is given by,

00 00 0 { 00 —}

where, o is Thermal diffusivity

a=v/P,

Eddy Viscosity Closure Model for the Heat Flux

—uf = ——— (6.9)

6.4 Formulation of v — ¢ Model

The exact transport equation for the wall-normal heat flux component
reads,

Do or —ov —

_ = — J— _0 - 02

Dt vtk 8xk b B{Ek ‘ﬂ,ﬁ—/
pth pm

N W
dyp Oy \p \a Oz, Oy,

do2 €62

7] -
+ 9 (a2 4002 “Gour -5 | 6.10)
oz, Oxy, 0xp ) ~—~— p
~ ~ 7 Dt N r——
D ”  pp,

Since we don’t have any Buoyancy effect, the term, Gy, is zero. Modeling
each term individually as discussed in the previous section results in the
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modeled v equation which is given by,

Dvg L OT GOV
Dt B Utk 8.Z‘k bl ail,‘k
(a+v)(0v + Ougngny)
Ya

1 20v v Ouy,
+—(a + I/)—a Ov 9 [Cgé (ukul% + _GHUIC>:|

__Z T ——F
2 6:1:% oxy 0z : ox;
€a— m
k- ~——
P 92,2
62,1
fop—
— waEHUk + Coguwmor,2 + C30wmok,3 | fwnkna (6.11)
\—v—/ w" ’U.;
(%02’1 ¢62,2 ¢92,3

where,

L
fo=min | Y 1.4 (6.12)

7
walls Cwan

Since Cyy,, and Csg,, are chosen to be zero, the above equation reduces
to,

L —/
Dt Uk oxy, bl oxy,
(@t 1)@ + Buran)
Y2
+1(a+u)—82% _9 C k UpU @ +W6m
2 8:1:% oxy, e R ox ! ox
—C’w%% —CoyPgy — wa%M Jwngne (6.13)
*/7’_/ ——
62,1 02,2 PG,
Let us define a new variable g as,
€— m €—
g= —01(9%9’0 — Cog Py — C'wwE@wcfwan (6.14)
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Therefore, the above equation becomes,

Dvg 0T G0V
Dt Uk oxy, bl oxy,
(@ +0)(@ + Gugnyns)
Ya
_|_l( _|_V)82%_i k —@ _|_—80—uk
2\ 8:1:% Oxy, o \ Uk oy h Oz
+g (6.15)

g is nothing but the pressure scramble term in vf-equation. The elliptic
nature of pressure scramble term is accounted by adding a differential
operator on left hand side of g as follows,

92 . e
12 Bx_% — 9= Cigfv - + CopPgh + Ciou - Our fumkna (6.16)
J

The turbulent length scale as suggested by Durbin [6] is given by,

k.3/2 1/3/4
L = Cl max T ; Cnm (617)

The above g-equation acts so as to let the pressure scramble term (g)
go from its wall value to the value of its sink term over the scale L. In
the far-field 9%g/0z;> ~ 0 and thus g takes its source value. In this way,
the reduction in pressure scramble term as the wall is approached is
modeled.

The constants read,

Crg = 3.75 | Cog = C39 = 0.5 | Cigw = 0.75 | Cogwy = Caguy = 0
Cw = 2.53 C, =023 Cy =10 Cy = 0.11

P, for air is 0.72.
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Finally, the v0 — g model reads,

Dvo
Dt

2 ‘929

2
0z

__or ——0v
_UUka—.’L‘k - 0’(1,]98—“

(a + v)(Bv + Bugngny)

Y2
—i—l(a—l—u)aQ% A C k Wa—%
2 8xi oxy, b\ laxl
+g

E— E—
Clo EGU + Cog Py + wazeukfwnan

N U_Ul(99uk>]

Oz

(6.18)

(6.19)

For a fully developed 1D channel flow with variations only in wall-
normal direction, the v6 — ¢ model reads,

Dv —0T _(a+v)fv 1

= v ——-2—-F"—+_-(a+v)

Dt oy y2 2

2 329

Oy?

d [,k (—00v
2 o (7)) o
£

= ka

0o + wa%% Fu

36

&%0v
Oy?

(6.20)

(6.21)



CHAPTER 6. V6 — G MODEL

6.5 Performance of vd — g Model

Boundary Condition

Since there was a lot of uncertianity in specifying the boundary condi-
tion for temperature at mid span, the whole channel is solved.

At Both Walls

At the wall we have no-slip boundary condition for velocity components,
kinetic energy, wall-normal stress, wall-normal heat flux, f-equation
and the g-equation.

¢ is fixed at the second node using the following wall functions.

2k

Ewall = V5
Yy

The results are compared with the existing DNS data with a Reynolds
number based on the channel half width and the friction velocity, R._ =
ux0/v = 150. The number of grid points in the y-direction, starting from
one wall to the other is 136. The value of y™ closest to the wall is 0.034.
A geometric stretching factor of 1.08 is used.

6.1(g) shows that the wall-normal heat flux predicted by v6 — g model is
better than just v0 model. However, 6.1(i) shows that temperature cal-
culated using v8 model and the eddy-viscosity model for heat-flux is in
better agreement with the DNS than vf — g model. Since the computa-
tions are done at very low Reynolds number(R. = 150), further testing
of the model at higher Reynolds number was necessary. Performance of
the model is analyzed at a higher Reynolds number of R, = 10,000 and
the results are compared with the log-law. 6.2(a) shows that the velo-
city profile is in good agreement with the log-law. However, 6.2(j) shows
that the temperature prediction by none of the models is comparable to
log-law.
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Figure 6.2: Turbulent quantities compared with the DNS data, R, =
10,000 (a,b) Velocity contour (c) Kinetic Energy (d) Reynolds shear stress
(e) Dissipation (f) Normal Reynolds stress (g) f-equation (h) Wall-normal
heat flux (i) g-equation (j) Temperature
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Figure 6.3: Comparision of Nusselt Number at different Reynolds num-
bers.

Since the performance of v — ¢ model remained inconclusive with all the
previous results, the heat transfer predictions which is usually visuali-
zed using Nusselt number was calculated at different Reynolds num-
bers and compared to the Nusselt number calculated using empirical
Dittus-Boelter formula which reads,

Nug = 0.023 Re%® pr04 (6.22)

The Nusselt number with a prescribed heat transfer at the wall, q,, is
defined as,

2q,PrH
HCp (Tw - Tmean)

Nug = (6.23)
where H is the channel height, Pr is the Prandtl number, 7, is the wall
temperature and Tj,.., is the mean temperature.

From 6.3(a) it is obvious that the heat transfer prediction is better for
16 — g model than traditional v model. However, the difference is less
prominent at lower Reynolds number, which is why the results were
inconclusive at R, = 150.
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Chapter 7

Future Work

(a) The k —w—v2— f model developed is intended for computing complex
engineering flows. Hence, further testing of the model is needed.

(b) It has been found that k — ¢ — v2 — f model is very sensitive to y*
values in the near wall region. Hence one must try to use wall functions
and fix all the parameters we solve for. Doing so may also result in fas-
ter convergence.

(c) If we have accurate wall-normal heat flux, the wall-parallel heat flux
can be estimated by relating the stresses to heat fluxes as discussed
below,

w2 uf
- = 7.1
v2 vl (7.1
Therefore,
w2
uf = =0 (7.2)
v
v2 and vf are known. v? is estimated as follows,
We know that,
uZ 4+ 02 +w? =2k (7.3)

Also, we know that u_2_is the largest, v2 is the smallest and w? lies so-
mewhere in between 42 and v2. Hence we can take,

1
2_ (2.2
w —2(u +7) (7.4)
Hence 7.3 becomes,
g (2 + %) = 2k (7.5)
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__ 4 _
u? = ik _ v? (7.6)
3
Substituting in 7.2 we get,
_ — 2
g = B (7.7)
’l)2

In the case of fully developed 1D channel flow, the wall-parallel heat
flux is not of importance. Hence the above made hypothesis needs to be
verified in a flow case where wall-parallel heat flux is of importance.
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Appendix A

Log - Laws

Velocity
The log-law for Velocity as given in Davidson [3] reads,
1 FEu,
%:—ln< “y) (A.1)
Use 5 v

U, = Velocity component parallel to the wall.
u, = Friction velocity.
y = Normal distance from the nearest wall.
E , k = Constants determined from experiments. (£ =9 & x = 0.41)

In my case, u, = 1. But, generally u, is not known and we iterate for
u, using A.1. A few iterations usually suffice.

The log-law given by A.1 is valid only in the log-region which is
between 30 < y™ < 100. However the upper limit on y™ depends on
the Reynolds number we solve for.

Temperature

The log-law for Temperature as given in Bredberg [2] reads,

_ +
(Tw — Tp) pCpis _ ot O (V5 (A.2)
Quw K 13.2

T, = Wall temperature.

p = Density of air = 1.25 kg/m?3.

Cp = Specific heat of air at constant pressure = 0.715 J/g/k.
o = Prandtl number for air = 0.72

oy = Turbulent Prandtl number = 0.89

k = Kappa = 0.41
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Appendix B

1D Discretisation of the
Governing Equations

Define a one-dimensional control volume as shown in the figure.

d0ypN
5yPn

5ysP

dysp

1. Momentum Equation

oU;  10P 8

+ o |0 w)

— = —— B.1
Ja:cj poxr; Oxj (B.1)

oU;
Ox;j
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since the flow is fully developed, we have,

9% _

VZ@J;

0

where ’¢’ is any variable that we solve for.
We set the pressure gradient to be 1.

oP
= =1
or
Therefore B.1 for 1D case reduces to,
10P 0 oUu
0= 5 oy G,

Uv—U Up—-U,
0:Ay+(V+Vt)n (%) —(V+Vt)s (ﬁ)

(T RNCETIN A (SR PR (R PR

dynp dyps dynp dyps

This is of the form,
apUp = anUn +agUs + 5,

The coefficients are,

Sy = Ay Sp=0
ay = (v+1),/dynp | as = (Vv +1r)
ap =an +as — Sp

2. Kinetic Energy Equation

ok 0 Vg ok
Y 2V p
Uj@%‘ Oz, [(VJF 0k> 3%‘] T

For a fully developed 1D channel flow,



APPENDIX B. 1D DISCRETISATION OF THE GOVERNING
EQUATIONS

2. 2 e e
ok)n, \ OYnp ok ), \ 0Yps

(CENCORI

(5pr 5?}PS kold
v v
(v+2), (v +2).
kn + ks + P Ay
dYynp dyps
This is of the form,

apkp = ankn + asks + Sy

The coefficients are,

Su — PkAy
ay = (V—I— g—Z)n/JyNP as
ap =anN +as — Sp

= —eAy/koa
v+ g—}i) 9/(5yp5

Il

3. ¢ Equation

0
- de 0 [(U+ Vt) _5] + %(cglpk — Cea foe)

jaa:j &c]- O¢ Bx]-

For a fully developed 1D channel flow,

0 v\ O¢ €
0= a_y |:(1/+ 0—5> 3_y] + E(Cslpk Cea foe)

"o Vs \ O¢ " e
= o — | a9 7 EP_ €
[ (o) gy s [ fican - Cater

o= (v 2), () - (o ), (5 + S-S5
Oc /) p 6yNP Oc /) g (5yp5 k k

{ (1/ + %)n N (u + %) , Cealocoualsy } .
dynp

dyps k
(v+ ?)n (v+ %) {OgleP,cAy}
- EN + - ES + - 5
dynp dyps k
This is of the form,

apep = aNeEN + ages + Sy

The coefficients are,

51



Formulation and Implementation of a v8 — g Model to Improve the Wall
Normal Turbulent Heat Flux Predictions in a Fully Developed Channel Flow

Su = EIEPkAy/k Sy, = — E?.f?soldAy/k
ay = (u + %)W/éyzvp as = (v+ %)q/@Ps
ap =an +as— Sy

4. w Equation (Peng - 1997)

ow 0 ow 9 vy [ Ok Ow
Uja—%' - Oy [(V+ Uw) oz ] +Cw1fw " G+ g (3% 3%‘)

For a fully developed 1D channel flow,

0= 2 |:<V+ ) 8w:| +Cw1fw Cw2w Cow— (ak 8(4))
oy oy

oy dy Oy
"9 15,
0 = / —K +—) ‘”]dy+/ Cun £ Py
s 8y Ow ay

_/sn ngdey+/sn sz (%ZZ—;) dy
{(vﬁa)n (+ ),

+
dynp dyps

{(5>}{<>}
Ynp dyps

0k 0w

This is of the form,

+ CWQwAy} wp =

apwp = anwpy + asws + Sy,

The coefficients are,

Su=Cutfof Py + Ct (832) by | 85 = —Cuswiry
ay = (1/+U”—:) [0ynp as = V+au_f,) /0yps
n S
ap=an +as— S

5. v2 Equation

o 9 dv? £
v _ 9 — 62l
Ui Or; Oz, [(V + 0'1,2) Ox; Tk =6 k
For a fully developed 1D channel flow,
0 ov?
= — _ _ 6 2
0 oy <V+Uv2> oy TR0
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EQUATIONS
n no__
<u+ >81) dy—l—/ kfdy—/ GUQEdy
Op2) Oy s s k
2 _ 3 pr B _
0:<,,+i> v’y — % _<,,+i> VP = VS \ Lk tAy - 6075 Ay
o2 ), dYynp o2 ) dyps k

v Vi
{ Lra), + (v +25), +65Ay}112p =

dynp dyps k
(1/ + —tg) o (V + U—”g) _
N %2a 2y 4+ { ~—— s Y02 4 kf Ay
dynp dyps
This is of the form,

apv?p = anv2y + agvis + Sy

The coefficients are,

Su=kfAy Sp = —6eAy/k
an = (V+ ) [éynp | as = <V+ ) /dyps
ap —aN+a5—S

6. f Equation

A B
637]'2 L2 - LZT

For a fully developed 1D channel flow,

n o2 f nof noq E 2
_ dy =
By a5 dy + i dey—l—/s 2T C1 Yy

m o1 v2 Csy Py
= + - 01 dy+/ ——d
/5 LT ( k3 )
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fe—fs v —fp f 1 2 2 B
( dyps )_( Synp > 7t pr (Cl?Jrg) o=

1 2 2 C, P,
(6T v 20 | Ay+ 2oEy
L2T (6 BT 301) Tk

1 1 1 1 v2 2
—A C A =
{6pr+5yps+L2 y+L2Tf( E 3) y}fp

1 1 1 v 2 Cy Py
— —+ = A — A
{5yNP}fN+{5yPS}fS+{L2T <6k+301) y+L2k }

This is of the form,

apfp=anfn +asfs+ Sy

The coefficients are,

ay = 1/5yNP as = 1/éyps

ap=an +as—S5p

7. v0 Equation
(a) Viscous diffusion

0%0u;

1
Dy, = 2(a—l—z/) 522
k

For a fully developed 1D channel flow with i = 2,

9%0v

1
Dy, = (a+1/)a 5

"1 0%6v
D} :/ —(a 4+ v)—=-d

pi=gee0((5), - (%))

1 vy — Oup Ovp — Ovg
P =g+ |[(5) - (Pare))
o2 2(a V) dynp 0yps
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EQUATIONS
(b) Turbulent diffusion
9 k 86u; 00uy,
t Y ol 7 — k
Dai = Oxy, [006 (ukul oy M oz )]

For a fully developed 1D channel flow with i = 2,

0 k (—00v —00v
t _ 9 |k (5000 —F00v
D=3, [096 (U oy 7 oy )]

"9 [k (—00v
t _ 2
D02_0.22/3 Ay [6 (U dy )]dy

kn— (Oun — Oup ks— [ Ovp — Ovg
Dy, = 0.22 | B (7) _k5 <7)]
o ann 53/NP €s s 5yPS

(¢) Production
oT —0U;

Py; = —ujug-— —6u
01 i kaxk kaxk

For a fully developed 1D channel flow with i = 2,

— 0T
Py = — 02—
02 v By
n
T
Py, = —/ 'uQa—dy
s Oy
Py = —U_QB—TA?J
oy

(d) Dissipation

—(a + v)(Qu; + Ougngn;)
Y2

—E&g; =

For a fully developed 1D channel flow with 5 = 2,

—(a + v)(0v + Ov)
—&g2 = 5
Yn
" _2(a+ v)0v
e [
s Yn
—2(a + v)0v
I
Yn
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(e) Pressure scrambling

E_
oy = —010%9% —Cog Py —C39Gl;
93,2 $94,3
Pgi,1
6—
- waE%k+Czaw7fok,2+039w7fak,3 Sfwngn;
by ¥
¢:90i,1 64,2 63,3

For a fully developed 1D channel flow with i = 2,

£ €
o2 = —ngev - waE%

n £— n £—
Ty = —/ Chy EHUdy — / ClgwEHUdy
S S

E— E—
Tgo = —010E9’0Ay - CIGwEO'UAy

Hence the transport equation for the turbulent heat flux be-
comes,

Du;0
Dt

In boundary layer approximation, V < U and 0/0z < 0/0y.
Hence, Pj; = 0. For a fully developed 1D channel flow the
wall-normal heat flux equation reads,

0T 2 v
0 = - et
Y Yn

1 %N—%p) (%P_%S)]
+—(a+ —_— |
2(a V) [( dynp dyps

0.2 [k’_na (OUN — 01}p> B EE (01}1: — 01}5)]
En dYynp €s oyps

= P} + PB — e4; + Dj; + D},

Ay}%p =

%(a +v) + O.QZ%E N %(a +v)+ O.22’;—:@ N 2(a + v)
dYynp 0yps y2

N +
dynp d0yps Jy
prod

1 kn 2 1 ks 2
{2(a+u) +O.226nvn}9_ {2(a+u) +0.225202 }%5 7T 5,

The above equation is of the form,
ap%p = CLN%N + CLS%S + Sy

The coefficients are,
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Sy = —UT%—ZAy Sp = — {2(a +v /ynAy} /0v
aN = %(a +v)+ 0.225—:1)%/5pr as = %(a +v)+ 0.22’;3'02/5?;1:5
ap =anN +ag — Sp

8. g Equation

g E7— € o
L2W —g= CIHEHUi + Coy Py + Cl@wzgukfwnkni
62 £ — C 9 E —
_m + g = —Cla meuz L22 sz Cl@’u) moukfwnkni

For a fully developed 1D channel flow,

029 g € — £ —
_a—yQ + ﬁ = —Clgme’l] — wamev

~ 82‘qdy— / C (@0)dy — / C (@0)dy — /nidy
. o2 ”’kL? 19“’kL2 , 12

gp — gs gN — gpP g
S AN - Ov) A o)Ay — LA

Ve oo 2 = Ao s
dynp  dyps L? P = Voynr g + oy 95

+ {=C1o== @) Dy — Ciou— @) Dy}

kL2
This is of the form,

apgp = angn + asgs + Sy

The coefficients are,

Sy = —Clak—;(%)ﬁy - Clﬂwﬁ(%)Ay Sp = _ﬁAy
ay =1/dynp as = 1/6yps

9. Temperature Equation

w0, 00w
ot ulaxi_axi

For a fully developed 1D channel flow,

o ( 06
0= dy {aa_y_ve}
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o [ 2L ),
o [(§).- ()] -

(t5:2)- G- oo

dynp dyps

0O=a

dynp  Oyps 0

This is of the form,
apfp = anOn + asls + Sy

The coefficients are,

Sp = —(00)a/0

Sy = (E)s
as = a/dyps

ay = a/éynp
ap =anN +as — Sp

10. Temperature Equation using Eddy Viscosity Model
00 0B _ 0 f o0 v ob
ot ‘Ox;  Ox; dx; oy sz
For a fully developed 1D channel flow,

_3 CI,@ 147 89
T oy 9y gy

[ (o) 2

- [(+2), (2),-(2). ()]

o= [(o2), (52)- (2 (%2
%),

0Yynp 0yps

{ (a + ﬁ) (a + 2
This is of the form,
aplp = anOyn + asfs + Sy,

The coefficients are,
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an = (a+ %)n/éyzvp as = (a+ or ) /OuPs
ap =an +as — Sp
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