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Abstract

Purpose — The purpose of this paper is to propose an efficient/robust numerical algorithm for
solving the two-dimensional laminar mixed-convection in a lid-driven cavity using the mixed finite
element (FE) technique.

Design/methodology/approach — A numerical algorithm was based on the so-called consistent
splitting scheme, which improved the numerical accuracy of the primitive variables. In order to obtain
a stable solution, two choices of mixed FEs, the Taylor-Hood and Crouzeix-Raviart types, were used.
Two mesh layouts were considered; uniform and non-uniform.

Findings — To verify that the proposed scheme had a second-order accuracy, some numerical results
are presented and compared with the known solution. The answer was confirmative. Numerically
accurate solutions were obtained for a fixed Prandtl number, Pr = 0.71, for a range of the Reynolds
number, Re from 100 to 3,000, and for a range of the Richardson number, R from 0.001 to 100. The results
from these calculations, using the mixed FE consistent splitting scheme, agreed with the existing ones.
Research limitations/implications — Further extensions of this work could include the influence
of various choices of Reynolds numbers, Prandtl numbers and Richardson numbers, and the effect of
aspect ratio.

Originality/value — The present work was the first to apply a mixed FE in association with the
consistent splitting scheme to the mixed convection problem.
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1. Introduction

A situation where both the forced and natural convection effects are of comparable order
1s known as mixed convection. Well-known examples of convection applications include
food processing and float glass production (Pilkington, 1969), thermal-hydraulics of
nuclear reactors (Ideriah, 1980), dynamics of lakes and reservoirs (Imberger and
Hamblin, 1982), heat transfer in solar collectors (Cha and Jaluria, 1984) and thermal
convection of micropolar fluids (Hsu et al.,, 1995). Most of the work already done in a
square domain considers thermal boundary conditions applied uniformly along two
horizontal (or vertical) fluid layers with uniform temperatures and two vertical
(or horizontal) adiabatic walls, and velocity boundary conditions established by shear
and induced by a mechanically-driven sliding lid. Inspired by the work of Torrance
et al. (1972), the crux of the paper is to study the value of the Richardson number
(Gr/Re? = Grashof number/Reynolds number?), which provides a measure of the
importance of buoyancy-driven natural convection relative to lid-driven forced
convection. Two competing convection mechanisms are also determined by the choice of
Reynolds number and Prandt] number. Under the framework of experimental validation
and numerical verification, Prasad and Koseff (1989) investigated the recirculation of the
flow patterns induced by combined forced and natural convection heat transfer in a deep
lid-driven cavity filled with water. Their results indicate that the overall heat transfer
rate is a very weak function of the Grashof number for the examined range of the
Reynolds number.

Numerical approximation of mixed convection problems in a lid-driven cavity offers
a viable approach for analyzing the interaction of velocity and temperature variations.
The following are some of the numerical studies on the mixed convection problems in a
lid-driven cavity.

Moallemi and Jang (1992) used the Semi-Implicit Method for Pressure-Linked
equations-revised (SIMPLER) algorithm with an inertial relaxation method to examine
the effect of the Prandtl numbers on mixed convection problems in a lid-driven cavity.
They considered the lower wall being heated and upper wall being cooled or vice-versa,
which gives rise to mixed convective flows in a shallow lid-driven cavity, for a range of
the Prandtl numbers. See also Amirthaganesh and Raghunandan (1998).

Iwatsu et al. (1993) extended the investigation of the mixed convection flows in a
lid-driven cavity by including the unsteady term in the momentum and energy
equations. They used an amended version of the Marker and Cell (MAC) method with
the finite difference methods to study the effect of the Richardson numbers. Their
results indicated that a decrease in Gr/Re 2 produces flow features that are similar to
those of a convectional driven cavity of non-stratified fluids. As Gr/Re? increases,
much of the fluid in both the middle and bottom positions of the cavity interior
becomes stagnant. Later, Iwatsu and Hyun (1995) studied three-dimensional
driven-cavity flows with a vertical temperature gradient. Tang and Tsang (1995)
used the Least-Squares Finite Element Method (LSFEM) and Jacobi conjugate
gradient technique for solving the transient mixed convection problem and provided
comparisons with the earlier work of Iwatsu et al. (1993).

Buoyancy-aided and buoyancy-opposed cases of the mixed convection problem in a
shear- and buoyancy-driven cavity were studied by Aydin (1999). His results indicated
that the range of the Richardson numbers can be classified into three regimes; the pure
forced, mixed and pure natural convection mechanisms. He employed a control
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volume-based finite difference method with the Alternative Direction Implicit (ADI)
method for solving the steady vorticity transport and energy equation, and the
Successive Over-Relaxation (SOR) method for solving the stream-function. Chamkha
(2002), who did similar numerical works included the unsteady term in the system of
governing equations.

Recently, Nicolas and Bermudez (2005) used the stream-function/vorticity
formulation for solving the transient mixed convection problem and provided
comparisons with the earlier work of Iwatsu ef al. (1993). Based on the operator splitting
scheme, Bermtdez and Nicolas (1999) also considered the primitive variable formulation
for solving a similar problem. Emphasis is placed on the choice of high Rayleigh and
Reynolds numbers.

Despite the importance of combined buoyancy, thermal-driven and lid-driven
convection, little prior work appears to have been done on the effect of pressure in a
primitive variable formulation. The present investigation of combined buoyancy,
thermal-driven and lid-driven convection in a square cavity is therefore undertaken to
show the influence of pressure on a single moving-lid. It will be shown that, for
some selected choices of Richardson numbers, the laminar mixed convection can
have a significantly strong influence on the flow field, temperature and pressure in
a cavity.

Our objective is to obtain accurate numerical solutions to the above stated problem
for various choices of G#/Re 2, in order to characterize the nature of convective flows in a
square cavity using the consistent splitting scheme. A scheme for solving the
momentum and energy equations by using the mixed finite element (FE) methods is
proposed. In this study, the pressure contributions to the boundary layer effect are
reduced significantly, except at the corners. FE methods have been extensively
developed for the mixed convection problems (Oosthuizen and Paul, 1985; Morzynski
and Popiel, 1988) and other related problems and are now in wide use; to our knowledge,
numerical results for detailed comparison by means of the choices of mixed FEs using
the present approach are not yet readily available. Two classical types of mixed FEs that
are known to be stable and of optimal convergence will be conducted in this study:
Taylor-Hood and Crouzeix-Raviart elements with continuous pressure approximation.

The outline of the paper is as follows: in Section 2, we review the governing
equations of the unsteady incompressible viscous flows and the energy equation.
We provide a brief description of the consistent splitting scheme in Section 3, with
more detail on the concept of numerical implementation and discretization. The
numerical performances of the scheme and the computational test cases are illustrated
and discussed in Section 4. In Section 5, we present our numerical examples, and end
with concluding remarks in Section 6.

Parts of this work have been reported by the author Wong (2005) at the
International Conference on Scientific Computing, Nanjing, China.

2. Governing equation

Laminar mixed convection in a lid-driven cavity is governed by unsteady
Navier-Stokes (NS) equations and an energy equation with the Boussinesq
approximation for buoyancy. Let Q be a bounded domain in Euclidean space R?
with a piecewise smooth boundary 9). A fixed final time is denoted by #;. Let us begin
with the equation of motion as follows:



p(i—?—i—(u-V)u) =V-o+pf in Qx(0,t), (2.1

with:

V-u=0 in QXx(0,t), (2.2)
where £ is the time (s), x = (x, ¥) is a function of 2D position in the Cartesian coordinate
system; u = u(x, t) = u(x, )i + v(x, 1)y, p, f = f(x, #) are the velocity vector, density, the
body force vector acting on the system, respectively; V is the gradient operator and V-
is divergence operator. The spatial and temporal domain of a solution is denoted by
Q X (0, ty). For the Newtonian fluids, the constitutive relationship for the stress tensor
o is given by Newton’s (or the NS) law as:

o=—pl+n7, 2.3)

7= AMV-wl+ 2ue(u), (2.4)

where I is a unit tensor, 7 is the deviator stress tensor, €(u) = (1/2)(Vu + (Vw)1) is the
rate-of-strain tensor, p = p(x, f) is the pressure, u is the coefficient of the dynamic
viscosity, and A is the second coefficient of viscosity; T stands for the transpose.
Substituting equations (2.3) and (2.4) into equation (2.1) yields:

0
p(a_llf + (u-V)u) = =Vp+ pVu+ A+ wV(V w + (V-u)Va 2.5)

+2defu-Vu+pf in Qx(0,t),

where V? is the Laplacian operator. If the fluid is incompressible and homogeneous,
then both w and A are constants, and the fluid properties are assumed to be constant
except the density in the thermal buoyancy term of the governing equations. Equation
(2.5) can be further simplified as:

Z—? +@-Vyu=— 1Vp + WP —gB(T — T,) in QX(0,t), (2.6)
p

where v = u/pis called a kinematic viscosity; g is the acceleration due to gravity, B is
the volumetric coefficient of thermal expansion, 7T is the temperature and 7, is a
reference temperature. By taking into consideration the Boussinesq approximation for
buoyancy, we shall be concerned with the two-dimensional (2D) unsteady (transient or
time-dependent) NS equation of incompressible viscous fluid in a dimensional form, cf.
equations (2.6) and (2.2).

Dirichlet boundary conditions on the velocity vector are:

u=Db(x,f) on 90X (0,1), 2.7
with[1]:

/ n-bdS =0, (2.8)
a0
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where b is a known velocity vector function on the entire boundary 9} of ) (or 9{2
being the piecewise smooth boundary of (1), and n is the outward-pointing normal
vector on (). Initial conditions are:

ux,t=0)=uyx), x€Q, (2.9)
with[2]:
Viuy=0, x€0 (2.10)
and:
n-uy=n-bx,f=0) on (), (2.11)

where uy is a prescribed velocity vector function and ) = Q U aQ will denote the
closure of (). Note that if any of the three constraints on the input data, equations (2.8),
(2.10) and (2.11), are violated, the problem is ill-posed and no solution exists
(Gresho et al., 1998). In addition, the data are assumed to be regular enough and to
satisfy all the compatibility conditions needed for a smooth solution to exist for all time
(Quartapelle, 1994).

Let us mention the crucial idea that the pressure is uniquely determined up to an
additive constant. Problems of the form:

/p(x, HdQ =0 (2.12)
Q

with p(x, 1) + Const can be considered as a variety of pressure solutions to the NS
equations. It is noted that the mathematical expression p(x, f) + Const can be traced
back to the Ladyzhenskaya (1963, p. 47) book. It is worth mentioning that an arbitrary
constant does not depend on spatial variables. To see this, take the gradient operator
acting on the pressure scalar field, so we have:

V(p(x, ) + Const) = V(p(x, 1)). (2.13)

Note that the constant term VConst goes to zero. In the LadyZzhenskaya (1975) review
article, an arbitrary constant may depend on temporal variables. We adopt her
notations and define the pressure scalar field such that:

p(x, t; Const(t)) = p(x, t) + Const(t). (2.14)

Equation (2.14) states that the pressure plus any arbitrary constant varying with time
1s also a solution of the pressure in the NS system[3].
The governing equation of energy for unsteady flow is given by the following:

oT

S @I =V-aVT) in Qx©O.5), (2.15)
where « is the thermal diffusivity given by:
a= i, (2.16)



where % is thermal conductivity and C, is the specific heat capacity. The entire Symulation of 2D

boundary 9£) can be subdivided into two disjoint sets, 9021 and 9{)s. Thus, () admits
the following decomposition £} = dQ; U d{), and & = 9Q; N 3. Neumann and
Dirichlet boundary conditions on the temperature are:

n-(aVT)=¢q on 00y X(0,1), (2.17)
and:
T = Tyx,t) on 9Qy X (0,1), (2.18)

where ¢ is a specified normal heat flux on 9{); and T} is a known temperature scalar
function on 9(),. Initial conditions are:

Tx,t=0)= Tyx), x€Q, (2.19)

where T} is a prescribed temperature scalar function on €.
In the above equations the variables are reduced to dimensionless form by the
introduction of the following scales:

* %
LA ] t_t*@ (2.20)

1 3 E3 1 £ *
(x7 ):_(x ) )a (M;Z)):_(M , U )7 =5
Y H Y Uy » pU (2) Thot - Tcold

The symbol * denotes dimensional variables. The notations 7}, and 7T,q denote the
temperatures of hot and cold walls, respectively. The one side of the cavity wall
with constant velocity for all times is Uj. The variables #™ and ™ are the velocity
components in the ™ and y* directions, p* is the pressure, 7™ is the temperature
and ¢* is the time.

With the introduction of the dimensionless form, a system of non-dimensional
equations in the primitive variable formulation is obtained. In conservation form, this
is written as:

Momentum equation:

1 .
—+ u-Vyu=-Vp+— vzuﬂg2 Tj in Qx(0,t), (2.21)
Incompressibility constraint:
V-u=0 in QXx(0,t), (2.22)
Energy equation:
oT 1 o .
54—( ‘T = Pr R —V*T in Qx(0,1), (2.23)

where we have denoted the dimensionless variables by the same symbols as the
corresponding dimensional ones, and the term j that represents the buoyancy force
effect on the flow field has * signs; the plus sign indicates the buoyancy-upward
(or buoyancy-assisted) flow while the negative stands for buoyancy-downward
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HFF (or buoyancy-opposed) flow. The former case will be used for all the numerical

17.1 calculations. The four governing parameters are:
Re = M, Reynolds number, (2.24)
52
_ 3
Ra = 8B(Thot — T ., Rayleigh number, (2.25)
va
Pr= z, Prandt] number, (2.26)
a

_ g,B( Thot - Tcold)H3

2

Gr ,  Grashof number. (2.27)

The cavity height and width is denoted by H and W( = H). The aspect of the cavity is

A = H/W = 1. The Grashof number can be defined as the ratio of the Rayleigh number
to the Prandtl number.

The dimensionless initial and boundary conditions that correspond to Figure 1 are:

+ The square cavity is initially produced by motionless fluid, the initial pressure is

zero and the temperature is zero throughout the entire domain Q) = [0, 1] X [0, 1].

Left Right
Insulated
Top
u=v=0
A
u=20 u=20
{ Un=1 v=U v=10
0 T, =1 & Teou=0
Tcog=0 THet =1
u=v=0
Bottom
Insulated
v
I |y
Figure 1. 1
Geometry of the 2D mixed
convection in a lid-driven ol

cavity problem




+ The left- and right-hand walls are insulated (or adiabatic) and:
T="Th, u=0, v=Up, forx=0 0=y=1,

T=Tega u=0, v=0forx=1 0=y=1,
%:07 M:O 1}:07 foryz()7 OstL (228)
%—;Z , u=0v=0 fory=1 0=x=1

We select Tepiq =0, Thot = 1 and Uy = 1. For an adiabatic wall, no heat transfer is
permitted through the lower and upper boundaries.
The total kinetic energy of the flow is defined by:

1
= / u? +v>)dQ (2.29)
2 Ja
which indicates important characteristic of the mixed convection.

3. Consistent splitting scheme

One of the easiest ways for solving the unsteady NS equation is the fractional-step
projection method (or the operator-splitting method), on which the present algorithm is
partially based, that was independently introduced by Chorin (1968, 1969) and Témam
(19693, b) in the late 1960s. The method is based on the calculation of an intermediate
velocity from the momentum equation where the pressure gradients are neglected;
under the umbrella of the Helmholtz decomposition theorem, the pressure link between
the incompressibility constraint and the momentum equations is established by
transforming the incompressibility constraint into a Poisson equation for pressure,
with particular emphasis on the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition. Finally
the velocity is corrected using the computed pressure.

Based on the operator-splitting technique for solving the unsteady-state Stokes and
hyperbolic systems, Timmermans et al. (1996) have investigated the palliations of the
artificial Neumann boundary condition for the pressure, in which the correction term for
the pressure should be added. Later, the same investigators extended their numerical
methods to the thermally-driven flow problems in Minev ef al. (1996). By making use of
Goda’s (1979) pressure-correction technique, high-order accuracies for the pressure can
be achieved. More significantly, the pressure approximation is no longer spoiled by a
numerical boundary layer produced by an artificial Neumann boundary condition
(equation (3.36)). The mathematical proof of stability analysis on this development was
put forth by Guermond and Shen (2003). The latest developments on the consistent
splitting scheme can be found in Guermond et al. (2006).

The main ideas of the consistent splitting scheme can be summarized as follows:

+ multiplying equation (2.21) by a test function[4] Vg, Vg € H* and isolating the
pressure gradient as an unknown variable, and then obtaining the weak form of
the Poisson equation for the pressure;

+ using the div-curl identity V’u=V(V-u) —VXxVXu=-VXVxu for
replacing Vu;
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+ applying equation (2.21) for simplifying the non-linear inertial term and source
term, and putting the viscous term and time derivative term into the final form;

+ using the gradient operator property for grouping the divergence-free term times
the Reynolds number by selecting the arbitrary constant 1/Re,, ie. (1/Re)X
(V’u — Vx Vxu) = (1/Re)V(V-u);

* introducing the auxiliary pressure variable ¢, and extracting the pressure
correction term plus the new term (1/Re)V - u;

+ solving ¢ using equation (3.35) first and then the pressure by equation (3.36); and

+ keeping the fractional-step projection methods in place, ie. equations (3.34)
and (3.35).

Three main characteristics are present in the scheme. One is the self-maintenance
concept of the usual fractional-step projection method, such that the incompressibility
constraint is directly satisfied by solving the Poisson problem for the pressure. Instead
of determining the pressure, the auxiliary pressure is calculated. Another is the
diminishment of the boundary-layer effect for the pressure, such that an extra
divergence-free term derived from the viscosity term is included in the pressure
Poisson equation in a weak sense. The last is that there is no need to determine an
intermediate velocity.

A second-order decoupled approximation to the non-dimensional NS and
energy equations in the mixed convection problem is defined as follows: let
W=ul=ux0),p"=p '=px0),T"=T"'=Tx,0). Let @", p”, and T")
be the nth-time step to (u(x, #Ad), p(x, nAf), and T(x, nA). For n =1, find u?, p*
and 7! such that:

1

u —tuo_’_(uO.V)ul _’_%(VuO)ul _IéVZ 1 _ _Vp0+ Gr 7"0'7

A Re?

ullyo = b 0

1 u' —u’ 1
Vo', Vg) = A7 Vg |, Yqe H Q). (3.31)
p1=¢1+p°—iv-u1 (3.32)

Re ’ '

Ty (@ V)T! = e V2T =0,

1 1 (3.33)
T'lo0, =T, and 2L 0, 0.
Then, for #n = 1, find u”*?, p”* Y and 7" ! such that:
3ut! —24Kt”+u"’1 + ((2u” — un—l) . V)un+1 + %(V -(2u" — un—l))un-H

_I%ev2u72+l — _V(an _pn—l) +%(2T" _ Tn—l)]'7 (334)

ut! |aQ = prtl,



3wt — 4u” 4+ ut ! Simulation of 2D
n+l — 1 . .
V™, Vo) = ( 2A¢ ’Vq>’ Ve EH @ G35 Jaminar mixed-
convection
1

Pl = "t 2pn — prl ITeV u’t (3.36)

55
3T”+17;1AT;’+T”’1 + (un+1 . V)TnJrl _ %Revz T+l — 0,
Tn+1|aﬂl _ Tﬂ;-&-l and aTa::l -0 (3.37)
an
The boundary conditions on the velocity u”* 1|, = b”* ! are essential; the boundary

conditions on the temperature T”“Iag1 = Thot or Teqq are essential and
(977 Jom)|, o,= 0 are natural, i.. no-permeability.

3.1 Stability results

Since, the present stability analysis closely follows that of Guermond and Shen (2003),
it will only be grouped the energy equation into the NS system in the consistent
splitting scheme framework. Let us consider the system of equations (3.34)-(3.37):

n+l

wtl—u” _ 1 2.0+l n — gntl
A7 g Vum + Vph =gt

3.38
un+1|89 = Oa ( )
wtl _ un+1 —u” 1

n+1 n+1 1 n+1

=¢" Pt — o Vut, (3.40)
n+l_Tn n _ n

T Az‘T P;ReVZT +1—p +1

(341)
Tﬂ+1|89. = Oa

where g’ = (Gr/Re®)T" — (" -Vyu"™! — (1/2)(V-u"u"*! and #r"!=

—(u"t1- V)T"H. For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to considering the
homogeneous Dirichlet data u”™!,o =0 and 77""!,o=0. The backward
difference operator & can be defined as follows: du”t!'=u""! - u”,
Su”=u" —u" ! and §%u""!=su""! — su”, for instance. What we need to
provide is an unconditionally bound estimation of the system (equations (3.38)-(3.41)),

where the system only depends on the initial conditions u®, u!, 7° and 7%

Lemma 3.1. There exists a positive constant C such that the solution of
equations (3.38)-(3.41) is bounded in the following sense:
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o P 4+ IST I + 2 7w
(3.42)
+ Atz <—||V3u"+1|| + AtV + 57 ||V5T"+1|| )

Proof. Taking the difference between two incremental time-steps on equation (3.38),
applying the operator & to corresponding equations, using the div-curl identity
—V?u = V(V-u) — V x V X u, and grouping and replacing p” — p"~! + (1/Re)V - u”
by ¢ ", we have:

sutl — su” 1 1

— VX Vx&u" = V(V-u"t) + Vo' = §g" 4

AN TR U T R YV VT = o G43)

Multiplying 2A¢8u”"! by equation (3.43), integrating the corresponding equation over
Q) taking inner product of equation (3.43) and using integration by parts w.r.t. the
second and the third terms, we have:

(5 n+1 8un 28u n+1 ”V X Su n+1 ” + t(zv . un+l’ V- 8un+1)
Re (3.44)

+ 2AH(V ", su™t) = 2At(5g"+l, su™ ).

Using the identity (@ — b, 2a) = |al® — |b|> + |a — b|%, we express the first and the
third terms as:

(Su™t! — su”, 260"t = [|lsu* — ||du”|* + [|8%u" P, (3.45)
and:
@V-u"L, V- sumh = |[V-uw P = [Vl + (V- su (3.46)
To introduce V"1, we use the operator & in equation (3.39), ie.:
S n+l _ su”
(V8" Vg) = (%,Vq), Vg € H\(Q). (347)

Substltutmg g =2At?¢" into equation (347), and using the identity (b — a,
2a) = |al* — |b|* — |a — b|* we have:

ALV = IV I — IV8p"11P) = 2A8(u"*! — u™), V™). (3.48)

Putting ¢ = 2At%¢""! into equation (347), and changing the index #n + 1 to n,
we obtain:

2012V |1* = 2AH(8u”, V™). (3.49)

"+1 into equation (3.47), using the Cauchy-Schwarz

"+1||? and taking the square

Likewise, putting q = At%8¢
inequality on the right-hand side, multiplying by 1/||[V8¢
of both sides, we get:



AL2|IVSH™ 1 < |18%u™ % 3.50) Simulation of 2D

Taking the difference between two consecutive times on equation (3.41), and applying
the operator & to the corresponding equations, we have:

8Tn+1 —8§T" B 1

2 n+l _ n+1
A7 PrReV 6T Sh". (3.51)

Multiplying 2At8T ! by equation (3.51), integrating the corresponding equation over
() taking the inner product of the resultant equations, and using the above algebraic
identity, we have:

ST+ — | ST"|1” + |82 7" + IIV’o‘T”“II = 2AK(8R" ML 8T ™). (3.52)
Likewise, multiplying 2A437" ! — 8T") by equation (3.51), we have:

82T + oo (VST = VST + V8 T 11%)
2P R (3.53)

= AN, 8T — 8T™).

Summing up equations (3.44), (3.45), (3.46), (3.48), (3.49), (3.50), (3.52) and (3.53),
and using the Cauchy-Schwarz and Poincaré inequalities, and the results
6u" Ml = e lIVou" | 18T 1| = coll VST M| and 16Tl = c3llV8*T" 1|
and using the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality, we have:

lsu 1P — [|su|* + 18T 117 — |67
At 1|2 Ny A1 |12 1|2
+— (V- = IV-u"[I*) + IV " + IV x su" %)
Re Re

+ AV I + IIVcb”IIZ)

At 3 n+17)2 n 2 n+1
F o (VT IF = IV 4 VST

= 2A1(8g"*, su" ) + Azf(Sh”“, ST — 5Tn) (3.54)

At
=op ||vau"+1||2 + 42 At Rell8g" P

+— A VST ||* + 4c3At Pr Rel| 5k ||

2Pr Re
At c2At PrRe
_ (2P7,R6“V82Tn+1”2+ 3 5 ||8hn+1||2>.

Using the identity ||Vul|?> = ||V X ul|* + ||V-ul|?, which holds for allu € H(l)(Q), and
taking the sum of equation (3.54) from 7z = 1 to k, we finally get:
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At
| sut 11 + |8TH1* + A uttP

k
1 n+1y2 n+1||2 1 n+1y2
# 003 (G Vo I+ ST 4 15T

(3.55)
k k
= 43AtReY " N|og" P + ceAtPrRed " lloh* 1 + [lsul | + 1167
n=1 n=1
+ AV P =C,
where ¢x = 4c — (1/2)cZ = 0. This completes the proof. O

3.2 Temporal discretization
A fully implicit second-order backward differentiation formula (BDF), that is of
accuracy (/(At?), is used for the time derivative that is of second-order accuracy, i.e.:

ow "H_ 3wt — 4y + "L
at N 2At

where w replaces the velocity vector field u and the temperature scale field 7" This
scheme is usually recommended for the time discretization of the time derivative term,
because the scheme is stable and second-order accurate.

+ O(At?), (3.56)

3.3 Treatment of non-linear term

The treatment of the non-linear advection term transformed into a linear
advection one using a linear extrapolation in time was discussed by Turek (1996).
The non-linear term (u” !+ V)u”"! is replaced in a semi-implicit way by (u”: Vyu"*!
or (2u” — u” 1) V)u""L. The two corresponding terms have different numerical
accuracies in each time step. The former is of first-order only, while the latter is of
second-order. As suggested by Témam (1969a, b) and considered by many others
(Quarteroni and Valli, 1994, p. 444), adding the Kkinetic term that is regarded
somewhat as the skew-symmetric form can have no restriction on the choice of time
step Af, which guarantees an unconditional stability. To enhance the accuracy, we use
(1/2)(V-(2u”* — u" Y))u*!. More importantly, when the approximate velocity fields
do not exactly satisfy the incompressibility condition, this term plays an essential role
in preserving the dissipativity of the discrete system (Shen, 1992).

3.4 Treatment of pressure gradient and temperature in the NS equation

One of the most important features of the consistent splitting scheme in the NS
equation (3.341) is the linear extrapolation in time of the pressure gradient term
V(@2p™ — p” Y and the temperature term 27" — T !, for n = 1 in order to enhance
the accuracy of the second-order rate.

3.5 Homogenous Neumann boundary condition

When working on the homogenous Neumann boundary condition, one has to pay
special attention; it is well known that the solution of equation (3.35) is known up to an
additional constant when subjected to the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition
(Kellogg, 1929, Chapter xi). As noted in literature, there are two common ways of
obtaining a pressure scalar field solution unique to the NS system. It can be done by:



(1) Option I Imposing an additional condition on ¢(x, f; Const(#)) such as specifying Simulation of 2D

one point ¢(x, v, £; Const(#)) on the boundary 9{) (a point of interest (xo, Vo)
must be adjusted).

(2) Option II. Requiring that the integral of ¢(x, f; Const(t)) over () is equal to zero
or can be interpreted as the average value, 1.e.:

/ d(x, t; Const(1))dQ) = 0. (3.57)
Q

In the course of the numerical calculation for solving a singular (elliptic) Poisson
problem, one may run into these two options. For the study of the first option in
hydrodynamic stability, see, e.g. Ladyzhenskaya (1963, Chapter 1, p. 24) and especially
the surveys by Rosenhead (1963, p. 55) and Chu (1978, p. 152). To remedy this difficulty
more handily in terms of handling the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition for
pressure, a fixed Dirichlet pressure boundary value on the boundary that does not vary
with time is commonly found in applications of flow physics problems such as the 2D
lid-driven cavity (Gresho et al., 1980, p. 33; Donea ef al., 1981, p. 121; Comini and Del
Giudice, 1982, p. 468). Assigning a fixed value is also directly suited for the numerical
verifications of some existing numerical schemes (Timmermans ef al, 1996). For
further discussion, the reader is referred to Wong and Chan (2006). In this paper, for all
numerical calculations, we shall use the augmented system (Henshaw and Petersson,
2003) for handling the uniqueness of pressure.

3.6 Spatial discretization

The FE formulations based on the Galerkin weighted residual approach are used for
the discretization of the governing equations. Velocities, auxiliary pressures, pressures,
and temperatures are taken as the unknown variables. The FE of choice are the
Taylor-Hood and the Crouzeix-Raviart types, {Ps, P1, P1, P} and {Py, P, P1, P}
elements, respectively, and their respective shape functions are used as shown in
Figure 2; 1 stands for the maximum length of element measured from the triangulation.
These choices verify the inf-sup condition which insures the uniqueness and existence
of the solution of the discrete Stokes problems. For a comprehensive discussion,
we refer the reader to Girault and Raviart (1981) or Brezzi and Fortin (1991). Use of
the Crouzeix-Raviart FE types with discontinuous pressure fields for solving the
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HFF incompressible flow and heat flow problems was carried out by Cuvelier et al (1986),
17.1 while the choice of continuous pressure fields, for instance, was employed by
! Soulaimani ef al. (1987).

In order to solve the corresponding equations by FE techniques, a variational form
of the governing equations in a suitable function space is constructed, the domain is
discretised into FEs, and local element matrices are calculated and assembled to form

60 global matrices. The methods for obtaining the variational form of the governing
equations are well-known and will not be addressed here (Gresho ef al, 1998).
The matrix forms of equations (3.34)-(3. 36) are:

(1) Given approximate velocities, {U}, U}~ ! Vo V"il} corresponding pressures

{P}, P!~} and corresponding temperature {77, 77 '}, solve:
h h

3 1
|: M+C Un Un 1+CZV¢1 V” l+ K[ZU;Z n ]2Vn Vn 1 + S:| Un+1

ZA; (358)
=2 MU" —DX(2P" — n 1

AU 2At MT; (@P% )

and:
3 mic +C +- K +r S vt
2 A t 2Un Uﬂ 1 Vn Vn 1 2 Un Un 12Vn Vn 1
(3.59)
Gr _

= n n—1 71 n 1

AtMV 5 AtMV —DY@P} — P )t M@RT) = T

for approximate velocities at time ¢ 1.

(2) Using approximate velocities, solve the auxiliary pressure CD”“.

S(I)’H'l _A <DX <3U”+1 4UZ+UZ_1> DY<3V12+1 4VZ+VZ_1>>’

2 2
(3.60)
(3) Using approximate velocities, solve the transfer pressure HZ“:
MITH = (DXU"+1 + DYV, (3.61)
(4) Update the pressure at time #" "1 viz.:
Pyt =107+ (@ 4 2P — Py, (3.62)
(5) Using approximate velocities, solve the temperature:
3 S M+C i +Cput +—— ! S T”Jrl 3MT ! —— M7, L (3.63)
2At Ul Vi PrRe At 2At T

(6) Repeat steps 1-5 until a final number of time steps is reached.



Foi‘{ the sake of ﬁla(rity, %Z;l ) Vit q’?;, I}, Pi* and T are the vectors containing Simulation of 2D
unknowns at the (z + 1)th time step and:

M, CzUZ_UZ—l, szz_vz—l, K[ZUZ_UZ—leVZ_VZz—l], S, DX, and DY

represent the consistent mass matrix, the convective matrix w.r.t (with respect to) the
u-comp. (component), the convective matrix w.r.t the v-comp., the kinetic matrix, the
diffusion matrix, and the divergence matrix w.r.t the x-comp., the divergence matrix w.r.t

the y-comp., respectively; é, DX, DY and M denote the diffusion matrix, the divergence
matrix w.r.t the x-comp., the divergence matrix w.r.t the y-comp. and the consistent
mass matrix, respectively; C;»«1 and Cy.1 represent the convective matrix w.r.t the
u-comp. and the convective mafrix w.r.t thé v-comp. in the energy equation, respectively.

3.6.1 Remarks. The following numerical implementations were made within an
in-house code that was based on the above algorithm:

To compute all the element integrals we use classical quadrature formulae of
Gaussian type. The integration over the triangles is performed in terms of the
Gaussian quadrature rules using a four-point formula for the Py interpolation
and a seven-point formula for the PP, and P interpolations.

Except the convective and kinetic matrices, all the matrices are computed once
and stored in sparse matrix formats.

Operated with the SPARSKIT package borrowed from Saad, preconditioners for
sparse GMRES iterative solvers derived from threshold-based ILUT
factorizations were used. The following selective parameters were used for all
performance tests unless otherwise stated: the number of fill-in elements per row
is 50; calculation is terminated when the relative precision is below & = 10~ %;
and convergence of the iterative process was fixed by a specific number of
iteration. We shall provide more details in Section 4.

" P71} in step 1, in the case of the
Taylor-Hood FE type, we take the average value between two functional values
in step 4. For the choice of the Crouzeix-Raviart FE type, we take the average
value between two functional values first in step 4 and then calculate the centroid
value using the linear pressure.

To match the same degree of freedom of {P}

To join two different types of FE interpolations and match the same degree of
freedom of {U}, U}, U '} in step 2 and {V}H, V), Vi) in step 3, two
rectangular divergence matrices, DX and DY, are formed. The integration over the
triangles is performed in terms of the Gaussian quadrature rules using a seven-point

formula for a combination of the P; and P», and the Py and P; interpolations.

A unique solution to the matrix system (equation (3.60)) will be found by solving
the augmented system (Henshaw and Petersson, 2003, p. 115) such that:

s 5 (I)ZH G+l
R = ; 3.64
rT 0 ¢ { 0 } 564
where » = {1, ..., 1} is the right null vector of S, T denotes the transpose of 7 and

G"*1 denotes the right-hand side of equation (3.60). The last equation will set the mean
value of ¢ to zero.
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4. Numerical results for the mixed convection problems

As a numerical verification for the order-accuracy in time and in space of the above
schemes combined with the Reynolds number Re, Prandtl number Pr and Richardson
number Gr/Re? an analytical example used by Auteri and Parolini (2002), which
belongs to a special sub-branch of the Beltrami flows (Ethier and Steinman, 1994), is
considered. The exact solution of the problem equations (2.1) and (2.2) on the square
domain ) =[—1, 1] X [—1, 1] is chosen as follows:

u(x,y,t) = —cos(mx)sin(my)sin(2t), (4.65)
v(x,y,t) = sin(mx)cos(my)sin(2t), (4.66)
Py, ) = — }L(cos(ch) + cos(2my))(sin(28))?, (4.67)
T(x,v,t) = cos(mx)cos(my)sin(2t) (4.68)
with the corresponding force terms:
2
fr(x,y, 1) = —2 cos(mx)sin(ry) (cos(sz) + %e sin(2t)) , (4.69)
2
fy(x,y,t) = 2sin(mx)cos(my) (cos(Zt) + L Sin(2t)>
. Re (4.70)
- R—ZZ cos(7mx)cos(my)sin(2t),
2
frx,v,t) = 2 cos(mx)cos(my) (cos(Zt) + T sin(2t)> . 4.71)
PrRe

It shall be assumed that at time ¢ = 0, the velocity field, pressure and temperature are
all zero, ie. u(x, v, 0) = v(x, ¥, 0) = p(x, v, 0) = T(x, y, 0) = 0. The horizontal velocity
boundary conditions are:

w1y, )=uy, v(x1,9,t)=0, on 0Q for >0, (4.72)
and the vertical velocity conditions are:
ux,¥1,6)=0, o ¥1,t)=uvy, on 0Q for t>0. (4.73)

Thus, the incompressibility constraint holds, i.e. n-u =0 on 90 for t = 0.
The horizontal thermal boundary conditions are:

aT

=0, on aQ for >0, (4.74)
on

(FLy, 0
and the vertical thermal conditions are:
x,¥1,6)=Tp, on 0Q for t > 0. (4.75)

In order to reveal more hidden information both from the velocity and pressure
boundary layers and from the corner vortices, a thin layer within the domain is made,



which not only maintains the uniform mesh structure but also has a concentration of
triangles along the boundaries. This so-called boundary-refined mesh was used in the
Gervais et al. (1997) for studying a stability analysis of the 2D lid-driven cavity. The
boundary-refined mesh is defined as the conformal image of the uniform mesh on [0, 1}
by the 2D mapping:

X (i) = sin? (%T x(i)), Y (i) = sin? (g Wi )), (4.76)

where 7 denotes the number of nodes, and x(:), y(/) are sets of 2D uniform mesh
coordinates, and X(7), Y(¢) are sets of 2D boundary-refined mesh coordinates. The finer
the mesh refinement, the thinner the layers are. For the purpose of illustration, the 2D
boundary-refined Taylor-Hood FE meshes and the 2D uniform Crouzeix-Raviart
FE meshes are shown in Figure 3. To verify the convergence rate with respect to the
spatial discretization, we select the grid range from 129 X 129 to 513 X 513 for
the Taylor-Hood element type, while we choose the uniform mesh layout for the
Crouzeix-Raviart element type. Table I shows the convergence of the iterative process
that was obtained in the optimal number of iterations.

By a series of numerical experiments we obtained the rate of convergence for
Re = Gr = Pr = 1. Figures 4 and 5 give, for different choices of the mesh size, the error

e s T B S

(@) IP, (b) IP,

() IP (d) IP,
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Figure 3.

Figure (a) and (b) are 2D
boundary-refined meshes
in two FE (P; /P2) spaces.
Figure (c) and (d) are 2D
uniform meshes in two FE
(P1/P3) spaces
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Table I.

TH,; TH, CRy CRy
u (equation (3.58)) 9 4 9 15
v (equation (3.59)) 9 14 9 15
¢ (equation (3.60)) 14 22 14 22
p (equation (3.61)) 4 4 4 4
T (equation (3.63)) 9 14 9 15

Note: Detail on convergence of the iterative process; THy: 257 x 257/129 x 129, TH,: 513 x 513/
257 x 257, CRy: 257 X 257 + 32,768/129 x 129, CR,: 513 x 513 + 131,072/257 x 257

norms against the time step size. Scales on both axes are logarithmic. The slopes of the
lines allow an estimate of the rate of convergence.

In Figures 4 and 5, the observed rates of convergence are compared with the expected
rates. Though the theoretical justifications of the present scheme are not developed, one
may wonder that what is order of convergence? We shall measure all the unknown
quantities in the L 2norm sense. As for the || - || 10 4 L2y~ AN ||~ 120 4,: 1202y -€rTOIS Of
the approximate velocity fields and the approximate temperature, the scheme appears to
have expected convergence rates on (O(At?). As for the | |lj= 720 and
I 172(0,4;: £ 2(r))-€rrOrs of the approximate pressure, one infers from the figures, that the
convergence rates are in ((At?). As suggested, when the grid size is not fine enough, a
reduction of the parameter At does not enhance the accuracy.

The error (0, tz L %) and 120, #; L %())-norm calculations with respect to the
FE mesh refinement of the spatial grids and the temporal refinement of the time-steps
are shown in Figures 4 and 5. In all cases the convergent rate of the approximate
primitive variables is of (72 4+ At?). From these observations and other ones from
various time-step sizes and mesh sizes, the scheme undoubtedly appears to be
unconditionally stable.

5. Computational experiment

5.1 Calculation of stream-function

It is known that in the vorticity/stream-function formulation the stream-function
satisfies the Poisson equation:

V2y=—-w in Q. (5.77)
Here w is the vorticity, and is defined by:
w= w_ a—u (5.78)
dy  0x

The boundary condition for the stream-function is given by:

Plaa =0 (5.79)

which implies that there is no mass transfer passing through the wall of the cavity and
that the given boundaries themselves represent one of the stream lines. We introduce
the test function ¢. Multiplying equation (5.77) by ¢ and using the Green-Gauss
formula for the Laplacian operator, we obtain:
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Figure 5.

Convergence results for
the velocity, pressure and
temperature at
Re=Gr=Pr=1and

t; =1 using the
Crouzeix-Raviart element
type with the uniform
mesh layout
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/V¢-V¢>dﬂ=/w¢dﬂ+/ W par, (5.80)
Q Q a0 N

Recall that the known boundary data d/dn = us, where s is the tangential direction,
do not automatically vanish because the constant velocity U, along the tangential
direction is imposed on one of the walls. The above-mentioned formulations were used
for all 2D graphical representation for the stream-function in this work. Unless
otherwise stated, for the purpose of drawing figures, no attempt was made to smooth
the obtained results, so the exact temperature and stream-function were used.

5.2 Solution procedure

In order to validate the precision and accuracy of the numerical scheme of the present
study, a series of computations was run for aiding and opposing mechanisms of mixed
convection in a shear- and buoyancy-driven cavity. When considering the mixed
convection problems, we designate the flow as an aiding flow when the buoyancy force
has a component in the direction of the shear velocity, and likewise, as an opposing
flow when the buoyancy component is opposite to the shear velocity. The Reynolds
number is kept fixed at Re = 100. The Prandtl number of the air Pr = 0.71 is used.
Parametric studies of the effect of the mixed convection parameters Gr/Re 2 that can be
divided into three different heat-transfer regimes are reduced to the following three
cases due to space restrictions:

(1) Gr/Re®=0.001 would be belong to a class of pure forced convection, ie.
Gr/Re? < 1.

(@) Gr/Re®= {01, 05,1, 2,5, 10} would lie within the between a range of mixed
convection regimes, i.e. 0.1 = Gr/Re? < 10.

(3) Gr/Re? = 100 would fall into a class of pure natural convection, i.e. Gr /Re? > 1.

For a more complete account of the classification of the three heat-transfer regimes, the
reader is referred to Aydin (1999).

All the numerical results are completed at the dimensionless time £ = 90. The time
step Af = 0.0005 was used for all the numerical testings. Boundary-refined and
uniform spaced grid systems are used throughout the solution domain. Fine grids are
used; 257 X 257 and 129 X 129 mesh layouts for the Taylor-Hood elements, and
257 x 257 + 32,768 and 129 X 129 mesh layouts for the Crouzeix-Raviart elements.
The relative precision is set to 10”3 the number of iteration for the all the
computations are fixed at 200.

5.2.1 Steady-state solution. Here, in order to gain some insight into a quasi-steady
(or a nearly steady) situation, the time history of the total kinetic energy for certain
cases, is shown in Figure 6. It can been seen that the increase of Gr/Re * contributes to
the large magnitude of the kinetic energy. The convergence criterion used to obtain the
steady-state solution was the standard relative error, which is based on the L Znorm
and max-norm estimation given by:

”U;H—l _ Un“2 ”Vn+1 _ n”2 ”Pn+1 _Pn“2 ”Tn+1 _ n”2 .
— h h h h h h h h =10 6, (581)

8
N, 1Vl arasd(® 77l

and:
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Figure 6.

Time history of the kinetic
energy is obtained by the
buoyancy-aiding case in
the left panel and
buoyancy-opposing case
in the right panel

; _
(a) Gr/Re*= 0.001 (b) Gr/Re*= 0.001
E 0025 E 0.02]
(¢) Gr/Re2 =1 (d) Gr/Re2=1
‘? 08| b | E o8|

(e) Gr/Re? =100

(f) Gr/Re? =100



1 1
) _| Z+ - Zlmax |VZ+ - Zlmax
ax 1 1
1 U3 Imax |V s 589
Pn+1 _ pn Tn+1 _ (5.82)
+| h ]1|max | h ]1|max - 10—6
Pn+1 Tn+1 - i
| h |max | h |max

where ||-||» indicates the product of the variable over all the grid points in the
computational domain and |- |y refers to a maximum value over the entire field of
grid point values. The author is fully aware of the fact that all the results presented
here slowly vary with time. A longer time is needed before a steady-state solution is
finally reached.

5.2.2 Incompressibility constraint. The time history of the divergence-free velocity
field at the final dimensionless time # = 90 is shown in Figure 7. As can be seen, the
divergence-free velocity fields that are measured by the L Znorm estimation have a
constant rate.

5.2.3 Results and discussion. Figures 8-11 show the isotherms and stream lines for
the aiding- and opposing-buoyancy flows for a range of the Richardson number,
Ri from 0.001 to 100. Several interesting features are seen in Figures 8-11. When
GrlRe® = 0.001, the flow is strongly influenced by the force convection. However, as
GrlRe? is set to 1, the flow displays a considerable change. Two convective cells,
clearly seen in Figure 11(b), (d), (f) and (g) are the results of the interaction between the
force convection and natural convection mechanisms. When Gr/Re % = 100, as shown
in Figures 8(h) and 9(h), the movement of the flow reversal is obtained, resulting in a
clockwise rotating cell (the buoyancy-aiding case) to a counter clockwise rotating one
(the buoyancy-opposing case). The flow is mainly dominated by the natural
convection. As can be seen, the results of the proposed numerical scheme are in good
agreement with those done by Aydin (1999). This lends confidence in the results of the
proposed scheme to be reported subsequently.

No attempt was considered to smooth out the corner singularities in this study.
The Gibbs-like singularities of the pressure appeared at the sliding-lid velocity corners,
as shown in Figure 12. Judging from the given figure, no boundary-layer effect for the
pressure along the given boundaries was made. To demonstrate the negligible effect on
the internal feature of the pressure, except in the neighborhood of the corner
singularities, the following contour plots were cut down from the actual size of the
computational grid, i.e. from 129 X 129 to 124 X 124. No node-to-node oscillations are
made in Figure 12 by using the mixed FE approximation. Until otherwise stated, all the
pressure contour plots followed the same procedure. As shown in Figures 13 and 14,
the pressure is influenced by the cavity corners. When Gr/Re ? increases, the profile of
the pressure distribution becomes more flat and uniform across the cavity, except the
near corners. In the mixed convection region, the pressure distribution exhibit slight
differences for the buoyancy-aiding and buoyancy-opposing cases.

Figures 15 and 16 show the velocity distributions at R = {0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 0.5, 1, 2,
5, 10, 100}. The distributions of # along a vertical line and » along a horizontal line
passing through the center of the cavity are shown in Figures 15 and 16. The results of
eight cases with regard to the buoyancy-aiding and buoyancy-opposing cases are
superimposed. Different Richardson numbers Gr/Re? have different effects on the
distributions near the walls. The shift of the heat transport mechanism from forced

Simulation of 2D
laminar mixed-
convection

69




HFF
17,1

Torm

i

Tatm
in

70

on

ost
o8]

(a) Gr/Re?= 0.001 (b) Gr/Re®= 0.001

08|
08}

Tima Tiew

(c) Gr/Re?= 1 (d) Gr/Re? =1

Dbvorgence-frea Taem
Dtvargence-frea Taem

Figure 7.
Time history of the

ost

divergence-free term is

obtained by the R T e ] e
buoyancy-aiding case in Trva Tems
the left panel and (e) Gr/Re? =100 (f) Gr/Re*= 100

buoyancy-opposing case
in the right panel




|

9 o1 02 03 o4 05 08 O TR TR

(a) Gr/Re® = 0.001

Simulation of 2D
laminar mixed-
“ convection

f 71

01 02 01 o4 05 o6 07 QB

(b) Gr/Re* =2

93 o4 05 08 07 08 Q9

(¢) Gr/Re* = 0.01

i
;i ||:M
i |
|||||“I_

|

N |

@t 02 03 D4 05 06 07 08 08 1

(d)Gr/Re* =5

o
L1
ar
as
os;
04
a
02
o
o

))JJ

© 01 03 03 o4 05 06 OF

(e) Gr/Re? = 0.1

2

(@ Gr/Re? =1

g &£ 8 8 ¢

-
i

-

b ]‘ |||
G Il

i
il I||'|'
i ] ||||||| ‘
!|. |
:!|![|||II |
a2l

Figure 8.
Isotherms for the
buoyancy-aiding solutions




HFF
17,1

72

Figure 9.
Isotherms for the
buoyancy-opposing
solutions
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Figure 13.

Pressure scalar field plots
for the buoyancy-aiding
solutions
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Figure 15.
Non-dimensional
horizontal velocity profiles
at Y= 0.5, Re = 100,
Pr=10.71 and R; = {0.001,
0.01,0.1, 0.5, 1, 2, 5, 10,
100} using the
Taylor-Hood element type
with the boundary-refined
mesh layout
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convection to natural convection has a strong effect on the velocity distribution when
the Richardson number is large. Velocity profiles of the buoyancy-aiding and
buoyancy-opposing cases mirror each other.

Profiles of the pressure distributions along the vertical line of the cavity at the
mid-plane are shown in Figure 17 for various Richardson numbers Gr/Re 2. We set a
pressure datum point at the center of the cavity. It can be seen that both
buoyancy-aiding and buoyancy-opposing cases have no major difference. For
instance, no mirror profiles are observed. When Gr/Re % = 100, the magnitude of the
pressure solution is significantly magnified, as compared with those of velocity
solutions.

Representative profiles for the horizontal component of the temperature 7, at the
square cavity mid-plane perpendicular to the sliding lid for various Gr/Re 2 are shown
in Figure 18. As Gr/Re ? increases, the temperature distribution becomes visible and
has greater effect near the wall.

5.2.4 Numerical performance of Crouzeix-Raviart FE. In this part, we investigate
the computational performance of two classical types of mixed FEs. Computed
pressure results using different mesh layouts in the mixed FE approximations
are shown in Figures 8(g), 9(b), 13(g), 14(b), and 19. Judging from these figures,
the computed results are almost identical to the characteristic of the pressure
distribution, except the tiny difference near the wall corners. The present
calculations are compared to the earlier ones with respect to the total kinetic energy
time history as shown in Figure 20, which confirms the applicability of the
consistent splitting scheme using the Crouzeix-Raviart element types. Overall,
the comparison is quite satisfactory. But when solving larger problems by making
use of the Crouzeix-Raviart elements, the cost of solving several global matrix
systems may dominate.

5.2.5 More wvalidation results. Our goal here is to validate the present
numerical method against the works of Iwatsu ef al (1993) and Nicolas and
Bermudez (2005). The associated boundary conditions for the velocity and the
temperature are given by:

=0, u=0, v=0, forx=0,0=y=1,

L =0, u=0, v=0, forr=1,0=y=1, 55
T=0, u=0, v=0, fory=0,0=x=1, '
T=1 u=1 v=0 fory=10=x=1.

The Prandtl number is kept fixed at Pr = 0.71. Two cases are considered:
(1) The final time is set to ¢ = 200. We conclude that:

* It can be seen from Figure 21(a) and (b) that the solution of the present
numerical code agree with the numerical results of Iwatsu et al (1993) for
Gr = 10% and Re = 1,000. Good agreement was found between the minimum
and maximum values of the velocities of the present results and the
numerical results of Iwatsu ef al. (1993) as shown in Table II.

+ Various choices of time-step sizes are used: Af = {0.005, 0.0025, 0.00125}.
Judging from Table II, one infers that these results are consistent.
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Figure 18.
Non-dimensional
temperature profiles at

Y = 0.5, Re = 100,
Pr=0.71 and

Ri = {0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 0.5,
1, 2, 5, 10, 100} using the
Taylor-Hood element type
with the boundary-refined
mesh layout
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2) The final time is set to #; = 400. The Grashof number is Gr = 10° for Re = 400,
1,000 and 3,000. The present numerical code was validated against the results of
Iwatsu et al (1993) and Nicolas and Bermudez (2005). We conclude that:

» It can be seen from the comparison that these solutions are in good
agreement. We used different time-step sizes to check the results with the
long time simulation. Table III confirms this agreement among the solutions.
Owing to the space limitation, we only report the stream-function and
temperature solutions for Gr = 10° and Re = 1,000. As shown in Figure 21(c)
and (d), these results agree with those produced by Iwatsu et al (1993) and
Nicolas and Bermtidez (2005).

+ Time histories of the total kinetic energy and the divergence-free velocity
field at the final dimensionless time #; = 400 are shown in Figure 22. As can
be seen, the increase of Re increases the magnitude of energy and the
divergence-free velocity fields have a constant rate.

—_
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Ar=0.00125 At=0.0025
No. At Umin Umax Vmin Vmax
Iwatsu et al. (1993)
1 — 0.37819362 1.000000 — 0.51784348 0.36577463
Present
@ 0.005 — 0.3880742 1.0000000 — 0.5268198 0.3764814
0.0025 — 0.3881233 1.0000000 — 0.5267895 0.3765196 Table II.

0.00125 — 0.3881577 1.0000000 — 0.5267679 0.3765466 Gr =10% (1) Re = 1,000
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Table III.

Gr=10% (1) Re = 400,
(2) Re = 1,000,

(3) Re = 3,000

No. At Umin Umax Vmin Vmax

Iwatsu et al. (1993)

1) — 0.26322627 1.000000 — 0.000897862948 0.0072308369

@) — 0.17038333 1.000000 — 0.0877381563 0.0969309211

3) — 0.40658975 1.000000 — 0.54972339 0.40160173

Nicolas and Bermudez (2005)

1) — 0.2629 0.9931 — 0.0023 0.0071

2 —0.1742 0.9981 - 0.0912 0.0979

3) — 0.3809 0.9991 — 05179 0.3762

Present

1) 0.01 — 0.2705376 1.2154300 — 0.00243583 0.008015463
0.005 — 0.2671895 1.0000000 — 0.002681418 0.008158811
0.0025 — 0.2671895 1.0000000 — 0.002681417 0.0081588159

@) 0.005 — 0.1983667 1.0000000 — 0.1266136 0.1253542
0.0025 — 0.1984292 1.0000000 —0.126673 0.1253994

3) 0.0025 — 0.4055195 1.0000000 — 0.5469963 0.399671

+ Figure 23 shows horizontal and vertical velocity profiles at the midsections
of the cavity at X = 0.5 and Y = 0.5, respectively. When compared with the
results of Iwatsu et al. (1993) and Nicolas and Bermudez (2005), these results
were found to be in good agreement.

+ Figure 24 shows velocity vector field and pressure scalar field plots for
Gr = 10° and At = 0.0025. When Re increases, the flow is dominated by the
forced convection.

6. Conclusion

The purpose of this work was to propose a numerical algorithm that was based on the
so-called consistent splitting scheme for solving the equations of the unsteady NS and
energy equations so as to study the effect of Richardson numbers on the mixed
convection in a 2D cavity. The right and left sides of the cavity are, respectively, heated
and cooled isothermally and vice-versa, and the top and bottom sides are adiabatic.
Both cases of the cavity with three rigid boundaries and a shear velocity lid have
been considered. The convergence rate of the numerical scheme is of second-order in
O(h? + At?) in the sense of the LZnorm estimation. Two types of mixed FEs,
Taylor-Hood and Crouzeix-Raviart, have been used and verified the expected order
rate. One of the main features of the aiding- and opposing-buoyancy cases is that the
pressure shows uniform patterns across the cavity, except near the corners as Gr/Re 2
increases.

Further extensions of this work could include the influence of various choices of
Reynolds numbers, Prandtl numbers and Richardson numbers, and the effect of aspect
ratio; a study of the stability of this solution in order to find the threshold of interaction
between the viscous dissipation and buoyancy driven convection would be of
particular interest. These topics will be presented in a separate study.

Fortran 90 code that implements the presented algorithm is available over the
internet from the author (contact: jwong@math.cuhk.edu.hk for details).
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Figure 23.
Non-dimensional vertical
velocity profiles at X = 0.5
and horizontal velocity
profiles at Y= 0.5,

Re = {400, 1,000, 3,000},
Pr=071, Gr =10° and
At = 0.0025 using the
Taylor-Hood element type
with the boundary-refined
mesh layout
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Notes

1. This expression is simply the divergence theorem, which is equivalent to a mass
conservation law, stating that the total volume of all sinks and sources, i.e. the volume
integral of the divergence, is equal to the net flow across the volume’s boundary, i.e.:

/V-bdQ:/n-de=0.
Q 30

2. This constraint is simply the incompressibility constraint, stating that the initial data must
satisfy the divergence-free condition.

3. If the pressure datum is known beforehand, then the whole pressure scalar field either shifts
above the datum by + Const(f) V £ > 0, or shifts below the datum by — Const() V¢ > 0.

4. On Q the space of square integrable functions:

L) = { gl / lgl2dQ = o
QO

and the subspace:
HY(Q) = {wlw € LX), grad w € (LX)}

of L?(()) are defined, where nd is the space dimension of the problem.
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