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ABSTRACT
This paper numerically investigates the instability charac-

teristics of decelerating flows. The flow dynamics and tempo-
ral evolution of coherent structures in a diverging section with
mild spatial pressure gradient are analyzed using numerical ex-
periments with Incompact3d code. The unsteady nature of flow
and adverse pressure gradient is the reason for inflectional veloc-
ity profiles, results into boundary layer separation and instability
with reverse flow and later on it leads to vortex formation. Vortex
formation time is found by vortex Reynold’s number. Time of
first vortex formation, non-dimensional vortex formation times
with Reynold’s number etc. are validated with an experimental
results.
Keywords: Instability; Boundary Layer Separation; Separation
Bubble; Immersed Boundary Method.

NOMENCLATURE
Ue Velocity at the edge of the boundary layer.
u(x, t) Velocity field
p(x, t) Pressure field
f(x, t) Forcing field to impose immersed boundary method
U Inlet velocity
U0 Maximum inlet velocity
up Piston Velocity
h Half height of channel
y Distance from center of channel towards the wall
c = y

h
vnh Roots of tan(v) = v and vnh = 1,2, . . . . . . . . .∞
d the deceleration rate at the inlet
ts time at which separating occurred
tv time at which first vortex is formed
δs Boundary layer thickness at time ts
∆Us (Umax −Umin) at time ts
Reδ s Reynolds number at time ts

INTRODUCTION
In unsteady flow, boundary layer separates and leads to in-

stability of flow if necessary conditions are present for separa-

tion and instability. Unsteady flow and mild pressure gradient is
cause flow to separate and to form instability which will proba-
bly lead to vortex formation. Unsteady flow is naturally occurred
like flow over wings of bird, blood flow in heart and in case of
applications like turbine blades,helicopter blades, pumps etc.

Momentum equation for 2 dimensional unsteady boundary
layer in flow direction is given by,

∂u
∂ t

+u
∂u
∂x

+ v
∂u
∂y

=− 1
ρ

∂P
∂x

+ v
∂ 2u
∂y2 (1)

where, x and y are boundary layer coordinates t is time, u and v
are components of velocity in x and y direction

Pressure gradient term can be written with two components
which is given as,

− 1
ρ

∂P
∂x

=
∂Ue

∂ t
+Ue

∂Ue

∂x
(2)

On right hand side of equation (2), ∂Ue
∂ t is called temporal

component and Ue
∂Ue
∂x is called spatial component. Temporal

term gives the acceleration or deceleration of the free-stream and
spatial component gives the convective acceleration of the free
stream. Most of the studies had been done in straight tubes or
channels where spatial component is absent but in case of biolog-
ical systems like pulsating flow in arteries and application based
engineering system, the spatial term is present. Blood flow in ar-
teries [1] and dynamic stall [2] are the examples where pulsating
flow is present with spatial term.

Analytical solutions are obtained for laminar unidirectional
flow. If pressure gradient is known then solution for sinusoidal
variation of pressure gradient is given by Uchida [3]. D. Das and
Arakeri [4] has proposed a procedure for unsteady laminar ana-
lytical solution for infinitely long pipe with circular and infinitely
long 2-D channel provided that flow rate is given as function of
time, measured experimentally or by piston controlled motion.

Boundary layer separation can be seen as moving away of
boundary layer away from the surface and may results in break-
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ing of the boundary layer assumption. If adverse pressure gradi-
ent is present, inflectional profile can be develop. It might lead to
the instability at low Reynolds number. Instability results into the
vortex formation [5]. Gaster and Michael [6] have performed ex-
periment to understand laminar steady bubble with adverse pres-
sure gradient on the flat plate. Later on, experiments performed
by Gaster and Michael are validated numerically by Ripley et
al. [7] and provided better understanding of separation bubble.

NUMERICAL METHODS
Governing Equations

Governing equations is forced incompressible Navier-
Stokes equation in skew-symmetric form is given below,

∂u
∂ t

=−∇p− 1
2
[∇(u⊗u)+(u.∇)u]+ v∇

2u+ f (3)

∇.u = 0 (4)

Governing equations are solved with Incompac3d code [8], in
which domain is spatially discretized with sixth order accurate
compact finite difference schemes and time marching is done
with second order accurate Adams-bashforth scheme. Immersed
boundary method is imposing the forcing field in the equation
(3).

Computational Domain
Numerical experiments are done on diffuser with an angle of

7.4◦ as shown in figure (1). As diffuser angle is less, it has mild
spatial gradient. There should not be sudden change in pressure
gradient, hence small curvature is provided to join inclined and
straight sections. The domain is taken similar as S.P Das [5] in
order to validate.

U iInlet

Outlet

Figure 1: COMPUTATIONAL DOMAIN FOR SIMULATION
(ALL DIMENSIONS ARE IN MM)

Boundary Conditions
Trapezoidal velocity variation with time is provided at the

inlet of domain. Variation of velocity with time is as shown in
Figure(2).

Analytical solution provided by D. Das [4] for the trape-
zoidal variation of the mean velocity with time is defined using
the following expressions:

up(t) =
U0t
to

for 0 ≤ t ≤ to

=U0 for to ≤ t ≤ t1

=
U0 (t2 − t)
(t2 − t1)

for t1 ≤ t ≤ t2

= 0 for t2 ≤ t ≤ ∞

(5)
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Figure 2: VARIATION OF INLET VELOCITY U WITH TIME
AND U0 IS MAXIMUM VELOCITY

Solution for trapezoidal piston motion for channel flow at differ-
ent times can be given by,

0 ≤ t ≤ to

U
Up

=
1
to

(
3t
2
(
1− c2

h
)
− h2

40ν

(
5c4

h −6c2
h +1

))
− 2h2

νto

∞

∑
nh=1

e−v2
nhνt/h2

[
cos(chvnh)− cos(vnh)

v3
nh sin(vnh)

] (6)

to ≤ t ≤ t1

U
Up

=
3
2
(
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h
)
− 2h2

νtO

∞

∑
nh=1

(
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(
−e−v2
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)
(t − to)

)
×
[
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v3
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]
(7)

t1 ≤ t ≤ t2

U
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= 3
2
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h

)( t2−t
t2−t1

)
+ 1

t2−t1
h2

40ν

(
5c4

h −6c2
h +1

)
− 2h2

ν
Σ∞

nh=1

(
e(−v2

nhν/h2)t−e(−v2
nhν/h2)(t−to)

to

− e(−v2
nhν/h2)(t−t1)

t2−t1
)

[
cos(chvnh)−cos(vnh)

v3
nh sin(vnh)

] (8)

t2 ≤ t ≤ ∞

U
Up

=− 2h2

ν

∞

∑
nh=1

(
e(−v2

nhν/h2)t − e(−v2
nhν/h2)(t−to)

to

+
e(−v2

nhν/h2)(t−t2)− e(−v2
nhν/h2)(t−t1)

x2 − t1
)

×
[

cos(chvnh)− cos(vnh)

v3
nh sin(vnh)

] (9)

At outlet of the domain, convective boundary condition is
applied which is given by equation(10) and no-slip bound-
ary condition is imposed on top as well as bottom wall. Ini-
tially, a grid independence study has been performed using
three grid configurations which are (a) 729 × 257, (b) 1025
× 433 and (c) 1459 × 513. It is observed that the differences
in flow variables between grid (b) and (c) are negligible but
grid (c) is used for the rest of the simulations with time step
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Input Conditions Simulation Experiment

Case
U0

(cm/s)

d

(cm/s2)

t0

(s)

t1

(s)

t2

(s)

ts

(s)

tv

(s)

δs

(mm)

∆Us

(m/s)
Reδs

ts

(s)

tv

(s)

δs

(mm)
Reδs

1 13.72 2.29 0.6 2.0 8.0 2.50 4.80 6.38 0.1263 805 2.50 5.2 5.70 733

2 13.72 4.57 0.6 3.5 6.5 3.50 5.50 8.01 0.1367 1095 3.50 5.2 7.18 1000

3 18.30 4.57 0.8 1.0 5.0 1.70 3.50 4.95 0.1489 737 1.75 3.40 4.78 719

4 13.72 13.72 0.6 2.0 3.0 2.05 4.40 5.41 0.1317 713 2.05 4.27 5.07 672

5 27.45 32.03 1.2 2.0 2.83 2.00 2.50 5.41 0.2651 1434 2.05 2.50 5.07 1355

Table 1: INPUT CONDITIONS WITH COMPARISON OF PARAMETERS BETWEEN SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENTS BY
S.P DAS [5]

of 0.0001 seconds. Mesh is stretched at center of the do-
main.

ut +u ·∇u = 0 (10)
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Figure 3: VELOCITY PROFILES IMPOSED AT INLET BY
ANALYTICAL SOLUTION PROVIDED BY D. DAS [4]

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
For flow in diverging channel, instability arises due to in-

flectional velocity profile. Instability is initially observed when
inlet velocity is under deceleration or after piston stops. Numer-
ical experiments were conducted for five cases. Deceleration of
inlet is varied from 2.29 m/s2 to 32.03 m/s2. Maximum velocity
given at the inlet is 27.45 m/s and minimum velocity is 13.72
m/s. Comparison between simulation results and experimental
results is given in Table(1).

Time of separation (ts) is considered as, occurrence of re-
verse velocity at the grid point adjacent to the wall. To find the
separation, at the time step on which data is stored, velocity at
the adjacent grid point to the wall is checked. Once the point
at which first separation is occurring is found then velocity in
x-direction will be plotted against time.

Time of first vortex formation time is found by vortex
reynolds number (Rev). Consider a arbitrary closed loop con-
tour (C) of area (A) and small element on contour dl. Circulation
about contour C is defined as,

Γ =
∮

C
u ·dl =

∫
A
(∇×u) · ẑdA =

∫
A

ωdA (11)

A vortex Reynolds number (Rev) [9] can be defined in terms
of circulation (Γ) and kinematic viscosity (ν). It is given by,

Rev =
Γ

2πν
(12)

By combining equation (11) and (12), vortex reynolds num-
ber can be written as,

Rev =

∫
A ωdA
2πν

(13)

Above equation (13) is used for finding vortex Reynolds
number for all the cases. Vortex Reynolds number are computed
on diverging section of the channel starting from the time of sep-
aration. The peak point on the plot of vortex reynolds number
against time is taken as time of first vortex formation (tv).

Figure 4: CASE 1 t0 = 0.6s, t1 = 2.0s, t2 = 8.0s,U0 =
13.72cm/s,Reδ ≃ 805
COMPARISON BETWEEN EXPERIMENTAL RESULT
FROM DAS ET. AL [5] AND SIMULATION VORTICITY
CONTOUR PLOT

In case 1, the deceleration is 2.29m/s2 which is least among
the all cases. Flow separation ocurred figure(10) in middle of the
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Figure 5: CASE 2 t0 = 0.6s, t1 = 3.5s, t2 = 6.5s,U0 =
13.72cm/s,Reδ ≃ 692
COMPARISON BETWEEN EXPERIMENTAL RESULT
FROM DAS ET. AL [5] AND SIMULATION VORTICITY
CONTOUR PLOT

Figure 6: CASE 3 t0 = 0.8s, t1 = 1.0s, t2 = 5.0s,U0 =
18.30cm/s,Reδ ≃ 737
COMPARISON BETWEEN EXPERIMENTAL RESULT
FROM DAS ET. AL. [5] AND SIMULATION VORTICITY
CONTOUR PLOT

deceleration phase which is at 2.5 seconds. First vortex formed
is at 4.8 seconds as shown in figure(11) whereas, first vortex seen
by experiment was about 5.2 seconds. For this case, deceleration
rate is least and in deceleration part because of adverse pressure
gradient, flow near the wall is in reverse direction. Instabilities in
free shear layer because of velocities in opposite direction could
be the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability. Vortex which are formed at
inlined section, are traveling in reverse direction.

In Case 2, acceleration of the flow is higher than the decel-
eration. Maximum velocity (U0) attained 13.72 m/s at Reynolds
Number is around 1095. Boundary layer thickness (δs) is found
to be 8.01mm. Separation of boundary layer occurred at end
of constant velocity phase which is at 3.5 s as shown in Fig-
ure(10). First vortex was found during deceleration part itself.
It was formed around 5.50 seconds as show in Figure(12). First
vortex will move towards the flat section of the channel and num-
ber of vortex are also growing. In this case, vortex are traveled

Figure 7: CASE 4 t0 = 0.6s, t1 = 2.0s, t2 = 8.0s,U0 =
13.72cm/s,Reδ ≃ 805
COMPARISON BETWEEN EXPERIMENTAL RESULT
FROM DAS ET. AL [5] AND SIMULATION VORTICITY
CONTOUR PLOT

Figure 8: Case 5 t0 = 1.2s, t1 = 2.0s, t2 = 2.83s,U0 =
27.45cm/s,Reδ ≃ 1355
COMPARISON BETWEEN EXPERIMENTAL RESULT
FROM DAS ET. AL [5] AND SIMULATION VORTICITY
CONTOUR PLOT

to flat section because of reverse flow are started to formed at
the inclined section of the channel. First vortex is formed during
deceleration part hence can be the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability.

The thing which makes case 3 special is the constant ve-
locity piston motion given is merely for 0.2 seconds which is
least among the all the cases. Maximum velocity (U0) attained
18.30 m/s at Reynolds Number is around 737 and Reynold’s
number found by S.P Das [5] is to be 719. Velocity profiles for x-
direction at acceleration, constant velocity, deceleration and zero
velocity are shown in figure(13). Boundary layer thickness at
time of separation is 4.95 mm. Time of separation (ts) is found
to be 1.70 seconds. First vortex is formed during the deceler-
ation period which is tv =3.50 seconds as shown in figure(11).
First vortex was observed in inclined section of the channel and
it moved in reverse direction of flow due to adverse pressure gra-
dient.

In Case 4 , acceleration and deceleration rates are moder-
ate as compared with the other cases. Maximum velocity (U0)
attained 13.72 m/s at Reynolds Number is around 713. This
is lowest Reynold’s number case for which simulation is done.
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Boundary layer thickness (δs) is found to be 5.41mm. Separa-
tion of the boundary layer is seen at the beginning of deceleration
phase. As shown in the figure(9) time of separation ts for Case
4 is 2.05 seconds. First vortex was seen well after the piston has
stopped. Most of the vortex formed in this case are on the flat
section. It was observed that vortex formed at inclined sections
are are moving in reverse direction of flow towards the flat sec-
tion. Reverse flow is observed in both flat and diverging sections.
From figure(12), it can be seen that first vortex is observed first
vortex formed is around 4.3 seconds.

Case 5 has the highest Reynold’s number (Reδ s = 1434),
highest maximum velocity (U0) and highest deceleration rate (d)
among all other cases done. Separation has occurred at end of
constant piston velocity at 2 seconds (figure(9)) and first vortex
is formed during deceleration motion of the piston (figure(12)).
It can be also seen that more than one vortex are formed within
2 seconds from figure(12). Velocity profiles in x-direction for all
cases at 4 seconds is shown in figure(14)

Figure 9: VELOCITY IN X-DIRECTION VS TIME AT FIRST
POINT OF SEPARATION

Vortex formation times are taken from time of separation to
time of first vortex formation. It can be written as, Vortex for-
mation time= tv − ts. Time of vortex formation varies from 0.5
s to 3.05 s. Vortex formation times are normalized with veloc-
ity (∆Us) and boundary layer thickness (δs). Non-dimensional
vortex formation time is plotted with Reynolds number (Reδs ) as
shown in figure(15).

CONCLUSION
Unsteady boundary layer and associated instability charac-

teristics are analysed using direct numerical simulations for five
different transient inflow conditions. Qualitative and quantitative
comparison with the experiments are performed by comparing
spanwise vorticity, flow separation and vortex formation time. A
relatively good agreement with the experiments are observed for
all the cases. The formed vortices exhibits a wide range of dy-
namics and the common feature observed for all the cases are the
cat-eye like patterns similar to the Kelvin Helmholtz instability
formed during the decelerating phase of the flow.
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Figure 10: VELOCITY IN X-DIRECTION VS TIME AT FIRST
POINT OF SEPARATION
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Figure 11: TIME OF FIRST VORTEX FORMATION (TFVF)
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