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Heat Transfer from Rotating Porous Plate Using
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The homotopy perturbation method is employed to solve the nonlinear energy equation due to temperature-
dependent thermal conductivity. The effects of variable thermal conductivity and other parameters on heat transfer
are investigated for a hydromagnetic flow of an incompressible viscous electrically conducting fluid past a rotating
porous plate. The plate is rotating with a uniform angular velocity about an axis normal to the plate, and the fluid is
rotating at infinity with the same angular velocity about a noncoincident parallel axis. It is demonstrated that the
dimensionless heat transfer decreases along the vertical distance from the plate surface with the decrease in thermal
conductivity and increases with the increase in suction parameter, Brinkman number, magnetic parameter, or

Prandtl numbers, while the others are kept constant.

Nomenclature

magnetic field

Brinkman number

temperature coefficient of thermal conductivity
specific heat of fluid, kJ/kg - K

Eckert number

current density

thermal conductivity, W/m - K

distance between two axes, m

dimensionless magnetic parameter

Prandtl number

embedding parameter

dimensionless heat transfer

dimensionless suction parameter

temperature, °C

suction/blowing velocity, m/s

velocity components in x and y directions, m/s
constants defined in Eqs. (14) and (15) based on
suction

constants defined in Eqs. (17) and (18) based on
blowing

dimensionless distance from plate
dimensionless temperature

absolute viscosity of fluid, kg/m - s

kinematic viscosity of fluid, m?/s

fluid thermal conductivity, W/m - K

fluid density, kg/m?

angular velocity, rad/s
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Subscripts

wall
initial guess
freestream condition
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1. Introduction

AGNETOHYDRODYNAMIC (MHD) boundary layers

under the influence of viscous forces are of great importance
in understanding a variety of geophysical, astrophysical, and
engineering phenomena, such as those that occur at the core—-mantle
interface of the earth. The flow of an incompressible viscous fluid
between two parallel plates rotating noncoaxially but with the same
angular velocity was first studied by Berker [1]. Later on, Coirier [2],
Erdogan [3-5], Pop [6], Rajagopal [7], Kasiviswanathan and
Ramachandra [8], Erosy [9], and Hayat et al. [10—12] studied the flow
due to adisk and a fluid at infinity that were rotating noncoaxially ata
slightly different angular velocity.

Millsaps and Pohlhausen [13], Sparrow and Gregg [14,15], Tadros
and Erian [16], Evans and Greif [17], Palec [18], Hirose et al. [19],
and Attia [20] determined heat transfer from a rotating disk for
various thermal conditions in the steady state. Recently, Chakraborti
etal. [21] solved the same problem and determined a solution for heat
transfer with constant thermal conductivity. In all these studies,
constant thermal conductivity was considered. The main objective of
this paper is to investigate the effects of temperature-dependent
thermal conductivity on heat transfer for an electrically conducting
incompressible viscous fluid past a porous plate in the presence of a
uniform transverse magnetic field. Analytical expressions for the
temperature profile and the heat transfer from the plate with Dirichlet
condition on the surface are determined using the homotopy
perturbation method (HPM) given by He [22].

II. Basic Idea of Homotopy Perturbation Method
Consider a differential equation,
A(u) — f(r)=0; reR (@)
with boundary conditions,
B’(u,a—u) =0; redR 2)
an

where A is a general nonlinear operator. B’ is a boundary operator,
f(r) is known as an analytic function, dR is the boundary domain,
and g—‘; is the directional derivative. The nonlinear operator A can be
divided further into linear L and nonlinear N parts, so that Eq. (1) can
be expressed as

L(u) + N(u) — f(r) =0 3
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where f(r) is an analytic function in the given equation. The
homotopy of Eq. (3) can be constructed as follows:

v(r,p): Rx[0,1] > R 4)
which satisfies the equation
H[v. p]= (1 = p)IL(v) = L(up)] + p[A(v) = f(N] =0 (5)

where p € [0, 1] is an embedding parameter, and u is the initial
guess. Therefore, Eq. (5) can be expressed as

H[v, pl = L(v) — L(ug) + p[L(uo) + N(v) — f(r)]  (6)
with conditions

v(r, 1) = u(r) (7

v(r,0) = uy;
The solution of Eq. (6) with Eq. (7) can be expressed as follows:

v(r.p) =Y p" v, ®)
n=1

III. Analysis

Consider a porous plate coincident with the plane z =0 and
rotating about the z axis, with uniform angular velocity €2, in an
incompressible viscous electrically conducting fluid with thermal
conductivity o. The plate is assumed to be electrically non-
conducting. The geometry of the problem is shown in Fig. 1. A
uniform magnetic field B is applied parallel to the z axis, and the fluid
is rotating about an axis parallel to the z axis with the same angular
velocity €2. The plate is maintained at a constant temperature 7',,. The
distance between both axes of rotation is £.

Let (u, v) be the velocity components in the x and y directions,
respectively. Following Chakraborti et al. [21], the hydrodynamic
boundary conditions can be written as
v=Qux;

z=0:u=-Qy; w = —Wy;

z—>o00:u—>—Q@y—1); v— Qux; w=20 9)
where w, is the suction/blowing velocity at the plate. Chakraborti
et al. [21] suggested the following velocity field for the plate:

u=-Qy+ f(z); v=Qx + g(2) (10)

where f(z) and g(z) are the components of the velocity field in the
direction normal to the plane containing the axis of rotation and in the
transverse direction parallel to the plane of the plate, respectively.
Chakraborti et al. [21] used the following equations of momentum
along the x and y directions:

. , oB? 1dp
uff Fwoft == fi =50 — Q- Qg
p p 0x
oB? 10
vg’ +wg — g =— — Q%+ Qf, (11
o pdy

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to z. Using mass
and momentum equations, they obtained these components in
dimensionless form for suction:

y
Fig. 1 Geometry and coordinate system.

% = 1 — el cos(¢p) (12)
8 _ p0 sin(pe) (13)
Q-
where
Q 1/2

= (5) "

S+ m? (2w
a=s+[ I+t } )

16)

_ S+ m? (s +m]”
]

with the dimensionless suction parameter S and the magnetic param-
eter M, respectively, as
g Wo . _ 20B?
T ()2’ TR

a7

For blowing at the plate (S <0), the dimensionless velocity
components are the same as given by Eqs. (10). In this case, we
replace S with S| > 0in Egs. (15) and (16), so that, for blowing at the
plate,

S+M? (S2+ M|
a1251+[ H(lz )+(1; )} as)

19

B (ST+M? (S2+my|"°
,31—|: 1+ n - ) i|

IV. Heat Transfer

The governing boundary-layer equation with viscous dissipation
and joule effect for the steady-state condition can be written as [21]

C W dl_i k(T)dl + dl 2_|_ @ ?
pepWo dz ~ dz dz ® dz dz
1
+ C—T[Jf +J2] (20)

where ¢, is the specific heat of the fluid, and k(7)) is the thermal
conductivity of the material that varies with temperature. When this
variation in the range of practical interest is large, it is necessary to
account for this variation to minimize the error in heat transfer.
Accounting for the variation of the thermal conductivity with temper-
ature makes the governing conduction equation nonlinear. The
variation in thermal conductivity of a material with the temperature
can be approximated in the following manner:

k(T) = k,[1 + b(T — Ty)] (21)

where £k, is the thermal conductivity of the material at the reference
temperature, and b is the temperature coefficient of thermal conduc-
tivity. This temperature coefficient may be positive or negative,
depending upon heating or cooling. The thermal boundary condi-
tions are

T=T, atz=0 22)

and
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T—T, asz— 00

T, and T, are constants, with ', > T .
Introducing the following dimensionless parameters in Eq. (11),

_T@)-Ty
6(g) =TT
o\ 2
(= 2 <
€e=b(T,—T,) (23)
Pr="Lto
kg
. QP
Ec=20."m5
Br=PrEc

and simplifying, we get the nonlinear energy equation,

d’e d*e do\? do
+ Bre 24 (a? 4+ f2 + M) =0 (24)

with the dimensionless thermal boundary conditions:

0(0)=1 and 6(co)=0 25)

V. Solution of the Problem

According to the HPM, Eq. (23) is decomposed into a linear part
L(0), a nonlinear part N(6), and a source term f(r); that is,

2
L(6) = %’ +(25Pr) ¢

wo = oge+ ()] 26)

f(Q) = —Bre 4 (a? + p* + M)

Now, we construct a homotopy 6(x, p):  x [0, 1] — R that satisfies
the equation

(1= p)IL(O) — L(6y)] + pIN(O) — f(D] =0 @27)

where p € [0, 1] is an embedding parameter, and 6, is the initial
solution that can be obtained by using

&6
?2" + (25Pr)

dt,

g T Br@ B e =0 8

Using the boundary conditions
6,(0)=1 and 6y(c0) =0 (29)

The solution of Eq. (27) using conditions in Eq. (28) can be written as

Br(a? + B2+ M) [e-Co% _ g-0sPrY]

_ ,—(sPrt
(8 =e + 4a(SPr—a) (30)

(when SPr # a)
which is the same as obtained by Chakraborti et al. [21] for constant

thermal conductivity.
We assume that Eq. (23) has a solution of the form

6(¢, p) =6y + pbi + p*6, + -+ (31)

By substituting Eq. (30) into Eq. (23) and equating the powers of p,
we obtain

2
d¢ d¢ (SPr—a) (SPr—a)
aA
_ 8SZP 2 ,—4SPr¢ —2¢(SPr+a)
e{ ree + (SPr—a) e
__ASPPA i §2Pr’A o~ 2(SPr+a)
a(SPr—a) a(SPr—a)
+ A o—dat _ S'prA? o2 (SPr+)
4a(SPr — a)? 40 (SPr — a)?
o aA? e~ 2A(SPria) 4 _ SprA? o—45Pr
40(SPr — o) 202(SPr — a)?
2
A s 2PIA isria)
4(SPr — a)? (SPr—a)
SPrA?
_ m e—2§(SPr+a) + e—2a{A (32)

where A = Br(a® + % + M), and the Dirichlet conditions are
6,(0)=0 and 6,(c0) =0 (33)

The homogeneous and particular solutions of Eq. (31) can be written
as

61.(8) = C3 + Cye™ P18 (34)
oA SPrA
(2 = _e2af_ —2at
1 () 4oz(SPr—a)ze 40{(SPr—a)e
A
_ ) —asprt o —20(SPr+a)
6{6 TP ¢
A e SPPA seee
20(SPr—a) 40%(S?Pr? —a?)
_ A o—dat _ §2PriA? o~ 2L(SPr+a)
320(SPr—a)’ 16403 (SPr—a)>(SPr +a)
_ A o~2(SPrta)
16a(SPr—o)(SPr+ )
A? A?
= ,ASPr¢_ " —4ag 35
62 (sPr—a)® 32(SPr—a)* (33)

Using the boundary conditions (32), we get

C;=0 and
Co—— oA SPrA
* T 4a(SPr—a)’ | 4a(SPr—a)
n e[l . oA B A
4a(S*Pr? —o?)  2a(SPr—a)
S2Pr2A A2
T (PP — ) 32a(SPr —a)
S2Pr2A? A2
16403 (SPr — a)*(SPr + oz):|  16a(SPr — a)(SPr + a)
A2 A2
t 162(SPr—a)’  32(SPr—a)
2SPrA SPrA?
t 4a(SPr—a)(SPr+«)  863(SPr—a)’(SPr + a)
A
" da(sPr—a)

Substituting the values of C; and C, in Eq. (33), we get



780 KULSOOM AND KHAN

aA SPrA A?
0,(0) =06 0,,=|— — ~24(SPr+a)
1O =0 +0, [ 4a(SPr—a)? + 4a(SPr—a) 160(SPr— a)(SPr +a) ©
oA A A? A?
1 _ A asee Y s
+ 6{ + 4a(S*Pr? —a?) 2a(SPr—a) + 1602 (SPr — a)? ¢ 32(SPr—a)? ¢
S2Pr’A B A? 2SPrA o~ 2(SPra)
402 (S*PrP —o?)  32a(SPr—a)’ 4a(SPr—a)(SPr + «)
~ S2p2A2 ~ A2 B SPrA? ef2§(SPr+a)}
16403 (SPr — a)*(SPr+a)f  16a(SPr—a)(SPr + ) 8o (SPr—a)*(SPr+ a)
A? A? A —2at
_ ——— e % . (when PrS # a)
T T6a’(5Pr—a)’  32(Pr—a)’ 4a(SPr —a)
2SPrA SPrA?
_ T2 — 2
4a(SPr—a)(SPr+a) 8a*(SPr—a)*(SPr+a) It is clear from Eq. (36) that the temperature distribution is charac-
+ A 2P oA o208 terized by four dimensionless parameters: the suction param-
4a(SPr—a) 4a(SPr—a)? eter S, the magnetic parameter M, the Prandtl number Pr, and the
SPrA aA Brinkman number Br, where Br is a measure of viscous dissipation
— W _¢ [67431»-; + e X P in the flow.
4a(SPr—a) 4 (S*Pr° — o) Using Fourier’s law, the heat flux from the plate to the fluid can be
_ A 5Pt 4 S2PriA o 2(SPra) written as
2a(SPr—a) 40%(S?Pr? —a?) o7
2 2p 2 42 - _ el
~ A ot _ S?Pr2A -2sPr i) g =~k . (38)
32a(SPr—a)? 1640 (SPr — a)?(SPr + @) =
_ A? o~ 2(SPr+0) Using Eqgs. (20), (22), and (36), heat flux in dimensionless form can
16a(SPr—a)(SPr+ @) be written as
A? 4spre A? 4ot oITe)
+ 16a2(SPr—oz)26 _32(SPr—ot)3e q*:w:—(l—f—ge)ie
ka (Tw - Toc) d§ =0
2SPrA —2¢(SPr+a)
€ A
4a(SPr—a)(SPr + «) _ _{ 1+ el:e*m”z + (e72¢ — ¢=25Prrt)
SPrA? 4a(SPrr—a)
_ e—ZZ(SPrJra)
8a2(SPr—a)*(SPr + a) 4= A + SPrA +el1+ A
A e 4(SPrr—a)?  4a(SPr—a)? 4(S2Pr? —a?)
_ 440{(SPV ~ e (when PrS # a) (36) B A N $2PRA B A2
20(SPr—a)  4a*(S?Pr? —a?) 32a(SPr—a)?(SPr—2a)
In the limiting case, when p — 1, Eq. (30) gives B S2PrrA? _ A?
1603 (SPr—a)*(SPr+oa) 16a(SPr—oa)(SPr+a)
A A? A? SPrA
0 — p—28Pr¢ —2af __ ,—2SPr¢ _
Q= =« ) T 1602(SPr—a)!  32(SPr—a)’(SPr—2a) | 2a(S’Pr —a?
( ) ( )*( ) 20( )
SPrA SPrA? A
+ |- + eyl + s - - —2sbrt
|: 4(SPr—a)?  4a(SPr—a)? { 4(S2Pr* —a?) 82 (SPr—a)*(SPr+a) 4ot(SPr—a)}:|e
A S2Pr2A oA L. SPrA .
- + + e — e
200(SPr—a)  40?(S*Pr* —a?) 4a(SPr—a)? 4a(SPr—oa)
_ A _ §2prA? ) . eA o 20(SPra) _ A o= 45Prt
32a(SPr—a)*(SPr—2a) 16a*(SPr—a)?(SPr+ ) 40(S?Pr? —a?) 20(SPr—oa)
2 2 2p2 2
- A + A + &e—zasmw A o4t
160(SPr—a)(SPr+a)  16a*(SPr—a)? 402 (S?Pr? —a?) 32a(SPr—a)’
- A2 . SPrA ~ S2PPA2 J2sEra)
32(SPr—a)*(SPr—2a) 2a(S’Pr*—a?) 1603 (SPr—a)*(SPr+a)
3 SPrA? B A o 25PC . A o2 (SPrta)
8a2(SPr—a)*(SPr+a) 4a(SPr—a) 160(SPr—a)(SPr+a)
2 2
LA L, SPA L, LA T
4a(SPr—a)? 4a(SPr—a) 160 (SPr—a)? 32(SPr—a)?
Y P % o~ 2(SPra) _ A o—4sPrt + 2SPrA o~ 2(SPra)
4a(S*Pr* —a?) 20(SPr—a) 4a(SPr—a)(SPr+a)
2
. SprA o~ 2(SPra) _ A o4t _ SPrA e—2§(SPr+0t>}
40> (S2Pr? — o?) 32a(SPr—a)? 802 (SPr—a)*(SPr+a)
S2PPA2 , A
_ —2{(SPr+a) 37 _767201{ + ... _2SPre—ZSPr{ 39
1603 (SPr—a)2(SPr+a)° 37 4a(SPr—a) (39)
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+ ‘W(S;ﬁ (—2ae™2 4+ 28§ Pre=25P7%)
A SPrA
4(SPr — a)? + 4a(SPr — a)?
A A S2Pr2A
4(S*Pr? —a?) 2a(SPr—a) t 2 (7P = o?)
A2 S2Pr2A
 320(SPr—a)*(SPr—2a)  1603(SPr— a)*(SPr + )
e A2
T 16a(SPr—a)(SPr+ ) | 162(SPr —a)?
A SPrA
 32(SPr—a)*(SPr —2a) + 20(S2Pr2 — o?)
B SPrA? ~ A ”67251’%
802 (SPr—a)*(SPr+a) 4a(SPr—a)
aA SPrA
T 2(SPr—a)? ¢ 2(SPr—a) ¢
A v 28PrA
_ e{e—4SPr§' _ GPr=a e~ U(Pre) | SCPr—) —4SPr¢
S2Pr2A A2

T 20%(SPr —a) eI 8(SPr—ay ¢
ﬂ e~ 2(SPr+a) _ Aiz
83 (SPr — a)? 8a(SPr— o)

A? aA?

AR T

USSP i SPrA>
«(SPr—a)° t 42 (sPr—ay

— ZSPr|:—

+e{1+

—20¢ —2a¢

4al
e—2§ (SPr+a)
—dat

e—Z{(SPr+a)}

_ # e—20[§
2(SPr—a)

25 —— > 0
h s €= 0

[y =i £<0

S 15F
1
05F
0: 1 PR 1
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
¢
a)
5
— ¢ > ()
4 [ ——— 1  £=0
L i €< 0
3
N [
o L
2
1
o '\ e e, n
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
¢
c)

where ¢* is the dimensionless heat flux and, like temperature
distribution, it also depends on the same four parameters.

VI. Results and Discussion

The effects of temperature-dependent thermal conductivity and
Brinkman number Br on heat transfer for fixed values of S, Pr, and M
are shown in Fig. 2. As expected, heat transfer is maximum at the
surface and decreases with the increasing vertical distance . It is
clear from Fig. 2 that heat transfer from the disk decreases as the
thermal conductivity decreases with temperature. In general, thermal
conductivity decreases with the increase in temperature for most of
the materials, and viscous dissipation reduces the dimensionless heat
transfer, because viscous heating increases the fluid temperature
range within the region 0 < z < oo, leading to higher differences
between the disk and bulk temperatures. Exceptions to this behavior
occur whenever there are suction and magnetic effects. Because of
these effects, heat transfer at the surface increases with the increase in
Brinkman number and decreases with the decrease in thermal
conductivity.

Figure 3 shows the effects of variable thermal conductivity and
magnetic parameter on heat transfer for fixed values of S, Pr, and Br.
It was shown by Chakraborti et al. [21] that, in the presence of suction
at the plate, the velocity component u increases with an increase in
M, which increases the heat transfer at the surface in each case. The
effect of viscous dissipation also helps in increasing the heat transfer
from the plate. It is obvious from Fig. 3 that the heat transfer
decreases with the vertical distance from the plate, and with the
thermal conductivity as well. For fixed values of M, Br, and Pr, the
effect of thermal conductivity on heat transfer is shown in Fig. 4. In
this case, the suction parameter is varied, and the Brinkman number
is kept low. It is obvious that the heat transfer increases with the
increase in suction parameter. This is because of the increase of
velocity due to suction. Again, the heat transfer decreases with the
decrease in thermal conductivity, and this is due to the increase in
temperature. The effect of thermal conductivity on heat transfer is

— e, ()

3 —— = ()

- e

b)
6
5 —— > ()
A £ =0
4&_ mimimnmin £<0
[
o 3k S =1
[ Pr=1
2:_ Br=0.4
1k
0'\
0
d)

Fig. 2 Effect of variable thermal conductivity and Brinkman number on heat transfer.
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3r 4
25 ——— > 3.5 ——— >
i 1 £= 0 3 v . £= 0
of - € < 0 - g < 0
- 15F
1F
05F
ok
0
a) b)
5 6r
—— > () —— € > 0
4 -———-: £=0 5 — 1 £=0
[ =i £<0 =i €< 0
3 4
5K
* '— *
o 3 o
2f .
[ 2F
1 r 9 :_
ol ol
0 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
¢
c) d)

Fig. 3 Effect of variable thermal conductivity and magnetic parameter on heat transfer.

06 09
05 A — >0 08 — £>0
“r [ —— 1) 0.7F e s i €= 0
L - €< 0 k =i €<0
0.4 5\ 06 P
.t . 05F S =
T 0.3F o :\, N Pr =
S 04F ",
[ E ‘~
0.2F 0.3 F
i 02f
01F “Iny,, F
[ S 01 F
[ BT F
O'xxxxlxxxxlxxxxlxxxx ob—
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
¢ g
a) b)
1.2 14
[ o F —— € > 0
1k S>o 1.2 s 1 €= 0
: = 8'0 . h v £<0
0.8 5 :\ s
[ S =02 b, =03
% *. . O8F Pr=1
T 06" o s
. 06
04F ;
[ 0.4 F
[ [ TR T
0.2F o2k
O:AAAA|AAAA|AAAA|AAAA Oykkkklkkkklkkkklkkkk
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
¢ g
) d)

Fig. 4 Effect of variable thermal conductivity and suction on heat transfer.
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0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

¢

a)

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

)

2.4
2
16
S =01
5 1.2
o Pr=5
[ Br=0.1
0.8} M =5
0'4:_ e ——
0:\\\\I\\\\I\\\\I\\\\
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
¢
b)
4.8
3 e>0
4.2
R ===-=--- e=0
A - -
3.6?‘_ e<0
Fs
Y
FR
T 24F %)
F =) S =0.1
18E R\ Pr=15
3 Yo Br=0.1
12F “\s
N RN M =
06F RN
0:‘ P T o Y
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
¢
d)

Fig. 5 Effect of variable thermal conductivity and Prandtl number on heat transfer.

more pronounced in the case of variable suction. The effects of
suction with variable thermal conductivity on heat transfer from a
porous disk are shown in Fig. 4 for alow Brinkman number. The heat
transfer at the surface is maximum and decreases with the increase in
vertical dimensionless distance in all cases. This heat transfer
depends on the thermal conductivity of the disk and the suction
parameter. Generally, thermal conductivity decreases with the
increase in temperature, which decreases the heat transfer. This is
obvious from Fig. 4 in all cases. Also, heat transfer increases with the
increase in suction parameter. This effect is much more pronounced
for higher Brinkman numbers. The heat transfer from the porous
plate also depends on the Prandtl number. This effect is shown in
Fig. 5 for the low-suction parameter. Again, the heat transfer at the
surface is maximum and decreases as ¢ increases. The effects of
variable thermal conductivity are also the same as in previous cases.
It is clear that heat transfer increases with the increase in the Prandtl
numbers in all cases. This is due to the fact that increasing Pr
decreases the thermal boundary-layer thickness for all S and Br
values.

VII. Conclusions

The effects of temperature-dependent thermal conductivity on
heat transfer are investigated for a hydromagnetic flow of an
incompressible viscous electrically conducting fluid past a rotating
porous plate. HPM is employed to solve a nonlinear energy equation,
and the analysis is performed for different Br, S, M, and Pr numbers.
Itis demonstrated that the heat transfer from the surface of the porous
plate 1) decreases with the decrease in thermal conductivity and
2) increases with the increase in Br, S, M, and Pr numbers.
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