
A NEW RANS CORRECTION TO ACCOUNT FOR VARYING VISCOSITY EFFECTS

Victor Coppo Leite
Ken and Mary Alice Lindquist

Department of Nuclear Engineering
Pennsylvania State University

University Park, PA 16802
Email: vbc5085@psu.edu

Elia Merzari
Ken and Mary Alice Lindquist

Department of Nuclear Engineering
Pennsylvania State University

University Park, PA 16802
Email: ebm5153@psu.edu

ABSTRACT
It has previously been shown that by increasing the Reynolds

number across a channel by spatially varying the viscosity does
not cause an immediate change in the size of turbulent structures
and a delay is in fact observed in both wall shear and friction
Reynolds number (Coppo Leite, V, & Merzari, E., Proceedings
of the ASME 2020 FEDSM, p. V003T05A019). Furthermore,
it is also shown that depending on the length in which the flow
condition changes, turbulence bursts are observed in the turbu-
lence field. For the present work we propose a new version of the
standard Reynolds Averaged Navier Stokes (RANS) k−τ model
that includes some modifications in the production term in or-
der to account for these effects. The new proposed model may
be useful for many engineering applications as turbulent flows
featuring temperature gradients and high heat transfer rates are
often seen in heat exchangers, combustion chambers and nuclear
reactors. In these applications, thermal and viscous properties of
the working fluid are important design parameters that depend
on temperature; hence it is likely to observe strong gradients on
these scalars’ fields. To accomplish our goal, the modifications
for the k−τ model are implemented and tested for a channel flow
with spatial varying viscosity in the streamwise direction. The
numerical simulations are performed using Nek5000, a spectral-
element code developed at Argonne National Laboratory (ANL).
Finally, the results considering a turbulence channel using the
proposed model are compared against data obtained using Direct
Numerical Simulations from the earlier work.

NOMENCLATURE
a Viscosity linear coefficient
C Contraction parameter

Re∗τ(x) Convolution function
k Turbulent kinetic energy
Pk,Pτ Production term for k and τ

Pκ Corrected production term for k
R Relaxation parameter
Re Reynolds number
Reτ Friction Reynolds number
uτ Friction velocity
uiu j Reynolds-stress tensor
x Streamwise direction
y Wall-normal direction
αω Coefficient of production term of ω

βk,βω Coefficient of dissipation terms of k and ω

δ Height of the turbulence channel
δi Streamwise position where Region i starts, i=I,II and III
Λ Signal contribution in the delayed function
µk,µω Viscosity coefficient of k and ω

µ,µt Dynamic molecular and eddy viscosity coefficients
σk,σω ,σd Coefficients of diffusion terms of k and ω

ν Kinematic Viscosity
τ Turbulent time scale τ = 1/ω

ω Specific turbulent dissipation rate
τw Wall Shear stress

INTRODUCTION
In the present paper, we propose some modifications on the

standard k−τ Reynolds Averaged Navier Stokes (RANS) model
from Ref. [1]. The modifications are made in order to account for
the effects caused by spatially varying viscosity observed in an
earlier studies [2, 3]. In these studies, we performed Direct Nu-
merical Simulations (DNS) of a channel flow where viscosity is
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imposed to change spatially throughout the streamwise direction
whereas the flow is homogeneous in the spanwise direction. The
case set up is a simplification of a heated channel, since the tem-
perature field has not been evaluated. Nevertheless, the proposed
set up is valuable for future works considering variable-viscosity
effects, with relevance for cooling and heating applications.

For the present work we consider the same configuration
for the channel flow from Ref. [3]. The channel is extended in
the streamwise direction where the Reynolds number linearly in-
crease by locally varying the viscosity within a ramp region. The
channel features three regions: in Region I, viscosity remains
constant and the flow is at a Reynolds number of Re = 5,000;
in Region II, i.e. the ramp region, viscosity decreases by the in-
verse of the streamwise length causing the Reynolds number to
increase linearly from its former value up to Re = 10,000; and in
Region III, we impose viscosity to remain constant again but now
the flow is at Re = 10,000. It should be noted that since the flow
is homogeneous in the spanwise direction and only simulations
using RANS models are performed in the present work, we fur-
ther simplified the models by only considering two dimensions,
i.e. the vertical and the streamwise directions.

In Ref. [3], different effects in the turbulence field due to
the imposition of the ramp region are reported. Part of that in-
vestigation consisted on developing a convolution function that
served as a tool to model the spatial delay from the DNS results.
For the present work, we use that function to adjust the standard
k− τ formulation such that the effects observed in the DNS are
retrieved by the RANS model. Namely, the production term for
the turbulent kinetic energy (TKE) from the standard k−τ model
has been modified by a correction factor computed that is based
on the convolution function obtained using the DNS data.

Additionally, in Ref. [3] it is explained that these effects are
essentially caused by turbulent structures dynamics, more specif-
ically the behavior of the low-speed streaks (Kline et al. [4]).
Thus, it is unlikely that any of the standard RANS models has the
capability to retrieve the physics behind these effects, since they
were not developed considering flows undertaking these condi-
tions.

The goal of the present paper is to show that even though the
great complexity on the physics behind these effects, they can be
modeled through RANS in a reliable and accurate fashion. For
that end, we developed the computational fluid dynamics (CFD)
models using Nek5000 [5], a spectral-element code developed at
Argonne National Laboratory. Nek5000 is an open source CFD
code with excellent scaling capabilities. Additionally, Nek5000
has some of the most popular two-equations RANS models al-
ready implemented, for instance the k− ε , the SST-k− ε , the
k−ω and the k− τ models. Finally, the k− τ model is consid-
ered in the present study due to three reasons: first, wall functions
are not a requirement, it is not as stiff as the k−ε is in the viscous
region and; third, the turbulent time scale τ = 1/ω does not ex-
hibit a singular behavior at the wall like the turbulent dissipation

does in the k−ω model.
The present work is structured as the following: the sim-

ulation details are provided in the second section, in the third
section the k− τ formulation and the proposed modification are
presented. Next, in the results section a verification of the model
is presented along the results of the proposed model. Finally, the
conclusion section provides a summary of the current study and
future works proposal.

METHODS - THE SIMULATION DETAILS
The CFD simulations performed in the present work were

developed using Nek5000 [5]. The test case considered is a
channel flow with spatially varying viscosity, schematically rep-
resented in Fig. 1. In the first region of the channel the viscosity
is kept at a constant value and the flow is at Re = 5,000. In the
second region the Reynolds number linearly increase through a
ramp as viscosity is imposed to decrease, reaching a final value
of Re = 10,000 whereas the viscosity changes accordingly. Fi-
nally, in the third region, the Reynolds and the viscosity have
a constant value again, now equal to those from the end of the
second region.

Region I Region II Region III

Inlet Outlet

X

Y

Z

FIGURE 1: Geometry of the turbulence channel, the channel is
divided in three regions where viscosity is imposed to change.

The set-up is similar to the one proposed in Ref. [2] and [3].
In both those studies, Direct Numerical Simulation (DNS) has
been performed in order to study the contribution of the smaller
scales to the energy cascade in the turbulence field. Ref. [2] fo-
cused on preliminary DNS results at high Reynolds and [3] fo-
cused on detailed DNS results with complete budgets for a lower
Reynolds number. For the present work, we refer to the bench-
mark results from the DNS in order to modify the k− τ RANS
model already available and tested in Nek5000.

Recently, the more robust unsteady RANS k − τ model,
which will be further explained in the next section, has been im-
plemented and tested in Nek5000 [6]. Additionally, Nek5000
features a stress-formulation solver capable of solving all the ve-
locity components at once, which is required for spatially depen-
dent properties.

As a first proof of concept for the modifications to be made
in the standard k− τ model, we consider reproducing the first
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case from [3]. In that case, the flow goes from Re= 5,000 (Reτ =
300) to Re = 10,000 (Reτ = 550) through a ramp with length of
Lramp = 0.5π starting at x = 5π . Finally, a sufficiently refined
mesh was employed to test this case once the y+ < 1 criteria is
addressed and the model’s results are verified against benchmark
data as presented in the Results section.

METHODS - THE RANS MODEL
The governing equations for the k− τ model implemented

in Nek5000 are provided in Ref. [7]:

∂ρk
∂ t

+∇ · (ρk~u) = Pk−βkρωk+∇ · (µk∇k) (1)

∂ρτ

∂ t
+∇ · (ρτ~u) =−Pτ +βω ρ

+∇ · (µω ∇τ)−8µω

∥∥∇
√

τ
∥∥2

+CD (2)

with k being the turbulent kinetic energy, ρ is the density, ~u
is the velocity vector and τ is the dissipation time scale. Follow-
ing, the diffusion coefficient are provided for each of the above
mentioned equations:

µk = µ +σkµt (3)

µω = µ +σω µt (4)

with µ the molecular-viscosity coefficient and µt = ρkτ is
the eddy-viscosity coefficient. The production terms for these
equations and the so-called cross diffusion term are given by re-
spectively:

Pk = uiu j ·∇~u (5)

Pτ =
αω τ

k
Pk (6)

CD = σdρτ ·min{∇k ·∇τ,0} (7)

where the Reynolds-stress tensor uiu j is calculated through
the relationship between stress and strain as stated in Ref. [8]:

uiu j =
2
3

δi jk−µt

(
∂ui

∂x j
+

∂u j

∂xi

)
(8)

Finally, the model relies on six closure coefficients:
αω ,βk,βω σk,σω ,σd . The values used for these coefficients are
the following:

From Wilcox, in Ref. [9]:

(αω ,βk,βω) = (0.5,0.09,0.075) (9)

From Kok, in Ref. [10], the turbulent/non-turbulent (TNT)
coefficients:

(σk,σω ,σd) = (2/3,0.5,0.5) (10)

It should be noted that although one of the most popular
two-equations models used is the k−ω proposed by Wilcox [9],
particularly because wall-dumping functions are not strictly re-
quired, which makes this formulation more attractive for com-
plex geometries. However, it presents a major drawback: the
turbulent dissipation has a singular value in the near-wall region
once the solution valid in the viscous sublayer is inversely pro-
portional to the square of the wall distance y, i.e. ω ∝ 1/y2 when
y→ 0 [9]. This matter is avoided by switching the dependent
variable to the dissipation time scale τ = 1/ω . In that case, τ ∝ y2

near the wall, which grants robustness for the model.
In order to account for the effects due to spatially varying

the viscosity, we propose a factor CP, provided in Eq. 11. This
factor is used to correct the production term from Eq. 5. In the
present paper, Pκ is the corrected production term, Eq. 12.

CP =

(
Re∗τ(x)
Reτ(x)

)n

(11)

Pκ =CPPk (12)

In this equation, Re∗τ(x) is computed through Eqs. 13-15,
which is the set of convolution functions developed in Ref. [3]
that served as a tool to model the effects of varying viscosity in
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the turbulence field throughout Regions I, II and III respectively.
The denominator of this ratio is computed with Eq. 16, which
is a correlation valid for fully-developed flows from Ref. [11].
Finally, n = 0.5 for regions where viscosity varies and n = 3.0
for regions where viscosity is constant. It should be noted that
this last parameter and the correction proposed by Eq. 11 were
determined through tests.

Re∗τ,I(x) = 300 (13)

Re∗τ,II(x) =
a

R2 ((x−δII)R+ e−R(x−δII)−1)+300 (14)

Re∗τ,III(x) = 300sin
(

π

P
(x−σII)

)
e−C(x−σII)

+Λ(1− e−C(x−σII))+Re∗τ,II(σII)
(15)

Where,

a The ramp inclination, i.e. (Reτ, f inal−Reτ,initial)/Lramp
Re∗

τ,i(x) The delaying function for region i = I, II and III
δi Location in x where Regions i = II and III starts
R The relaxation parameter for Region II
P The bump width parameter for Region III
C The contraction parameter in Region III
Λ The contribution in Reτ(x)∗ from Region II to Region III, i.e.

550−Re∗
τ,II(δII)

Reτ(x) = 0.09{2Re(x)}0.88 (16)

RESULTS
Model verification

In order to verify the model, Figs. 2 and 3 shows the stream-
wise velocity profiles at the inlet and at the outlet repectively
of the channel flow. In these plots, the results from the stan-
dard k−τ model available in Nek5000 are compared with bench-
marked data from Refs. [12] and [13], which are valid for flows
at Reτ = 300 and at Reτ = 550 respectively. The superscript
+ indicates that non-dimensional values are plotted. For the x
axis the normalization is obtained with the viscous length scale
δν = ν/uτ , where ν is the viscosity and uτ =

√
τw/ρ is the fric-

tion velocity, being τw the mean wall shear stress and ρ the den-
sity. For the velocity, the normalization is obtained by means of
the friction velocity uτ .
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FIGURE 2: Comparing velocity results from the k− τ model
available in Nek5000 with benchmarked data from Ref. [12]
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FIGURE 3: Comparing velocity results from the k− τ model
available in Nek5000 with benchmarked data from Ref. [13]

The proposed RANS model results
Fig. 4 presents the development of the production term with-

out the correlation proposed by Eq. 11. In this plot, the pro-
duction is normalized through u4

τ/ν , with values for the friction
velocity uτ and ν from Region I, which allow us to visualize ab-
solute variations in this term.

Fig. 5, obtained from Ref. [3], is a similar plot to Fig. 4, but
with the values of the production term obtained via DNS, as out-
lined in that reference. In contrast to what observed in the DNS
results, the production development obtained using the standard
k−τ model does not retrieve all the effects due to spatially vary-
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FIGURE 4: The development of the production for the turbulent
kinetic energy obtained using the standard k− τ model available
in Nek5000, i.e. without considering the correction proposed in
Eq. 11

ing viscosity.
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FIGURE 5: The development of the production for the turbulent
kinetic energy obtained via DNS [3]

This way, we aim to reproduce the effects by employing the
correction proposed by Eq. 11. Fig. 6 presents the values for CP
and then, Fig. 7 shows the value for Pκ , i.e. the production con-
sidering the correction to account for spatially varying viscosity
effects. By comparing Fig. 4 and Fig. 7, it is clear that we ob-

tained an improvement in the representation of the production,
likely because the modified results exhibits the turbulence bursts
after the ramp region reported in Ref. [3].
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FIGURE 6: The values for CP obtained using Eq. 11 throughout
the streamwise direction of the tested case
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FIGURE 7: The development of the production for the turbulent
kinetic energy obtained using the corrected k−τ model, this time
considering the correction proposed in Eq. 11

Furthermore, we also compared other quantities to check the
improvement provided by the proposed modifications. For ex-
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ample, Fig. 8 shows a plot comparing the local friction Reynolds
number Reτ . In this figure, besides showing the results for both
the standard and the corrected k− τ RANS models, the DNS re-
sults from the earlier work [3] and the correlation from Pope [11]
given by Eq. 16 are also presented. It is clear from this plot that
the modification proposed allowed to better account for the ef-
fects reported in [3] caused by varying viscosity. With the correc-
tion, the delay in the ramp region can be simulated as turbulence
does not respond instantaneously to the change of viscosity. At
the same time, we are able to simulate the turbulence bursts that
takes place right after the ramp region.
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FIGURE 8: The friction Reynolds number through the stream-
wise direction

The improvement is also present when analyzing the friction
coefficient C f in Fig. 9. In this figure, the skin friction coefficient
is calculated as C f = τw/(ρU2/2) using the simulation results,
both via RANS and DNS. Additionally, the Johnston’s correla-
tion valid for fully developed flows, C f = 0.0706/Re0.25 [14] ,
is also presented for reference. Similarly to the plot for the fric-
tion Reynolds number, we can clearly see the improvement in the
results when employing the proposed modification.

From Fig. 9, we report the standard deviation of the discrep-
ancy between C f obtained via the standard version of k− τ and
the DNS result from [3] is σC f = 2.0 E− 04, whereas the same
value considering the modified version is of σ∗C f

= 6.0 E − 05.
These parameters serves to measure the agreement of each one
of these two models with the DNS results. This way, we can con-
clude that the proposed model was able to improve by one order
of magnitude the results for C f in the tested case.
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FIGURE 9: The friction coefficient through the streamwise di-
rection

CONCLUSIONS
In the present paper, a modification in the standard k− τ

model has been proposed in order to account for varying viscos-
ity effects identified and characterized in Ref [3]. The proposed
modification consists on multiplying the original production term
Pk by a correction factor CP, given by Eq. 11.

The proposed correction is based on the friction Reynolds
values yielded by a convolution function provided by Eqs. 13-
15. This set of equations was developed in Ref [3] to serve as a
tool to model the effects of spatially varying the viscosity. It is
clear that the convolution function plays an important role when
accounting for the correction needed. Thus, it should be stressed
that the proposed modified k− τ does not feature a general for-
mulation, once the parameters from Eqs. 13-15 may change de-
pending on the inclination and the length of the imposed ramp.
Finally, the model needs to be further tested and developed in
order to obtain a more general formulation. Nevertheless, the
strategy of accounting varying viscosity effects by correcting the
production term proved to work well for the tested case.
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