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The present work numerically investigates vortex-induced vibrations (V1V) of a two-dimensional circular cylinder
with an axisymmetric slit at Reynolds number 500. The study examines the effects of slit shape (i.e., converging,
diverging, and parallel slits), the effect of slit-area ratios, slit-width, and its angle with the freestream velocity on
aerodynamic forces, vibration response, and associated flow characteristics. The results demonstrate that the
addition of the slit assists the VIV suppression by adding an extra amount of flow to the main flow. It results in
the stabilized wake with the pressure recovery downstream of the cylinder and causes a reduction in the lift force
over the cylinder. Also, there exist different shedding patterns associated with different slit shapes. Proper
Orthogonal Decomposition (POD) of the flow field suggests that among all the three slits, the parallel slit heavily
modifies the flow behind the cylinder by distributing the amount of energy to a large number of modes as
compared to other slits (converging slit and diverging slit), where the most of the energy is contained in a couple
of modes. Further, increasing the slit angle (for parallel slit) with respect to the freestream increases the slit
effectiveness up to a specific value of slit-angle and beyond that starts to affect the VIV suppression adversely.
Observations for the effect of slit-width are also reported from the perspective of suppression of VIV.

I. Introduction

The dynamics of vortex-shedding behind the bluff bodies have attracted researchers for many years. The
interaction of the shedding vortices with the bluff bodies gives rise to the well-known phenomenon of vortex-
induced vibrations, VIV. An elastically mounted cylinder, when placed in the fluid flow, starts to oscillate. The
amplitude of the oscillations is considerable, especially when the vortex shedding frequency is in synchronization
with the oscillation frequency, known as the ‘lock-in’ region in the literature!. This phenomenon can be seen in
many engineering fields, viz. buildings, brides, cables, chimneys, etc. VIV has many practical advantages as well
as disadvantages, depending on the application. For example, the cables of the long-span bridges are prone to VIV
due to their high flexibility and low damping ratios?. VIV, in such cases, may cause violent structural vibrations
and stresses, leading to considerable fatigue damage. Another example includes VIVACE, Vortex-Induced
Vibration Aquatic Clean Energy?, which is based on the idea of maximizing the vortex shedding and exploiting
the VIV for aquatic clean energy conversion. Thus, studies on the different ways to enhance/utilize VIV and

suppress VIV have been done experimentally*® and computationally®7 in the past. The present study deals with
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the latter one and highlights the role of a slit in controlling the vortex-induced vibrations of an elastically mounted
cylinder.

In general, flow control techniques can be broadly categorized as active controls, in which flow control is
achieved by supplying the external energy such as the suction and blowing® momentum injection®, forced
oscillation of a cylinder at a certain frequency?, rotating cylinder!! and the passive controls, where the flow
control is obtained without any additional external energy supply. Passive control is obtained by attaching
additional devices such as control rods*?, splitter plates'?, or modified surfaces such as grooved or wavy cylinder,
helical strakes'®. Both of these control techniques have a significant contribution to the design of bridges,
chimneys, buildings. Still, due to external energy supply, the active control methods are complex and expensive
from the implementation standpoint.

One of the easiest and simplistic passive methods for flow control is introducing a slit in a cylinder. The use
of slit in controlling the vortex shedding dates back to 1978 when Igarashi®-*” introduced a slit normal to the flow
direction in a circular cylinder and observed the stronger and more stable vortex shedding as compared to the
unmaodified cylinder. Further, Popiel et al.*® also introduced a concave-rear notch along with the normal slit. They
noticed the improved communication of transverse pressure fluctuations between the cylinder's top and bottom
surface, leading to stronger and stabilized vortex shedding. Similar observations were also noted by Olsen &
Rajagopalan®® in their experimental study of the cylinder with an axial slit and/or a concave rear notch. Later in
2008, based on the observations from the study by Dong et al.® to eliminate the vortex shedding over a circular
cylinder using Windward Suction and Leeward Blowing (WSLB), Baek et al.?* presented a simplified way to
implement suction/blowing by placing a slit parallel to the incoming fluid flow. Their study investigated the
hydrodynamic effect of small slits on VIV via 2-D and 3-D simulations for different slit widths and observed
more than 70% reduction of the Y-amplitude. The parallel slit produces a strong jet flow into the wake and
strengthens the secondary vortices attached to the cylinder, resulting in a drastic change in the vortex shedding
pattern. In their experimental study of slit cylinders, Junwei et al.?? observed that the vortex shedding frequency
of the cylinder with the slit was faster than the baseline cylinder.

Further, Gao et al.%3?* experimentally assessed the flow characteristics of the parallel slit placed at a different
angle of attacks for Re = 2.67 x 10*. They observed that for the low angle of attacks, the slit generates a self-
issuing jet into the cylinder wake, which reduces the drag and the fluctuating lift component. As the angle of
attack approaches 90°, the flow separation point on both sides of the cylinder is delayed, the wake width decreases,

and the self-organized boundary layer suction and blowing is observed. Mishra et al.?®, in their initial study on



onset of vortex shedding in flow past a circular cylinder with slit, identified two parameters, i.e., slit width ratio
(s/D) and slit angle (0), which plays a crucial role in the determination of critical Reynolds no. (Rec). They
concluded that the slit flow increases the pressure downstream the cylinder, resulting in the increased Rec. Another
numerical study of viscous flow over the slotted cylinder (with converging, diverging, and parallel slot)?® reveals
that slotted cylinders are although associated with the lesser pressure drag due to extra flow from the slit, exhibit
the higher total drag as compared to unmaodified cylinder due to the contribution of viscous drag. Recently, Mishra
et al.?’ highlighted the role of the parallel slit in the suppression of the vortex shedding and global instability in
the laminar regime (Re = 100-500). They observed that between Re = 200 and 300, the primary vortex (cylinder
vortex) starts to interact with the secondary vortex (through the slit), and a periodic shedding behavior exists. For
Re > 300, the vortex shedding becomes irregular and complex due to the strong interactions between the primary
and secondary vortices.

Notably, the available knowledge emphasizes that slit through the cylinder is one of the effective passive
flow control techniques for suppressing vortex-induced vibration. All the above studies firmly establish the same.
However, most of the studies assumed the cylinder to be stationary/fixed. Very few studies?®-?' considered the
actual vortex-induced vibrations of the cylinder. Hence, the motion of the elastically mounted cylinder with slit
requires a detailed investigation to understand the flow features and flow physics associated with the cylinder's
motion under the VIV. Therefore, the present study attempts to address some pertinent questions: (i) Which slit
shape (converging, diverging, or parallel slit) is the most suitable for suppressing the VIV of an elastically
mounted cylinder? (ii) In what ways do the slits' area ratio and the slit-width affect the flow downstream of the
slit cylinder? (iii) What kind of mode-response exists with the change in the slit angle (for parallel slit) and (iv)
what are the wake vortex dynamics associated with the different cases? To address these questions, we have
numerically investigated a slit cylinder for three different slit shapes (i.e. converging, diverging, and parallel slits)
with parametric variations such as slit-area ratios, slit-width, its angle with the freestream velocity, and their effect

on aerodynamic forces, vibration response, and associated flow characteristics.

1. Problem Statement

The present study examines the VIV suppression over a circular cylinder by using the passive control method
of the slit at Reynolds number (based on the cylinder diameter) of 500. The equations are solved numerically over
a 2D domain due to the considerable computational time associated with the 3D simulations for such parametric

study. The Reynolds number of 500 is chosen based on the observations of Baek et al.?!, where they have reported



the insignificant three-dimensional effects on VIV suppression at this Re. However, the authors have also reported
the results for the lower value of Re 150 to cover the laminar flow regime. The study emphasizes the fluid
dynamics involved in suppressing vortex shedding for different slit shapes (i.e. converging, diverging and parallel
slit), resulting in the reduced VIV. The shapes are examined for various slit-area ratios and at different angles,
w.r.t. the freestream flow. The circular cylinder is elastically mounted with the help of spring and restricted to
vibrate in transverse/crossflow direction only. Although the present study deals with the motion of a physically
unconfined rigid cylinder of diameter D, the numerical discretization requires finite boundaries in the far-field.
The typical 2-D computational domain varies between —20 < x/D < 30 and —20 < y/D < 20, considering the
center of the cylinder located at the origin. The incoming flow is assumed to be steady and uniform, while the
zero Neumann boundary condition is used for flow velocity at the outlet. Although, the authors have also checked
for continuative boundary condition?, i.e. vanishing the second derivative at the outlet for one case similar to
Biswas and Chattopadhyay?®, and found no significant variation in the VIV characteristics of the cylinder. Hence,
the zero Neumann boundary condition is used at the outlet for this work. The top and bottom sides of the domain
are treated with the freestream boundary condition and the no-slip boundary condition at the cylinder wall.
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the computational domain for the study.
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I11.  Numerical Setup

A. Flow Solver

The flow is assumed to be incompressible, laminar, and viscous. To model the fluid flow, we solve the

conservation equations for mass and momentum as given follows,
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Where \7 represents the velocity vector of the fluid, o, is the fluid density, p is the static pressure, and &,

is the dynamic viscosity of the fluid. The Reynolds number based on the inlet velocity and the cylinder diameter

uD
is defined as, Re = —, where U = 1, /,0f , I the kinematic viscosity of the fluid. The study is performed at
v

two Reynolds numbers, Re = 150 and Re = 500, to assess the behavior of the slit in suppressing the vibrations.
Open-source CFD solver OpenFOAM® is used to solve the flow conservation equations. PIMPLE algorithm is
used to address the pressure-velocity coupling. Second-order discretization schemes are used for all the spatial
and temporal terms in the governing equations.

To incorporate the mesh motion due to movement of the cylinder, the mesh velocity field has been computed
by Laplace’s equation,

V-(y,Vz)=0 ©)
Where 7, is the diffusion coefficient, and z is the mesh displacement field. Due to the fixed top and bottom

boundaries, the mesh motion is distributed through the grid using the inverse mesh diffusion model, which
calculates the mesh diffusion based on the inverse distance from the cylinder body®'%2, It ensures that the farther

away from the specified moving body, the less mesh morphing. The diffusivity field is based on the quadratic

relation on the inverse of the cell center distance to the nearest boundary: (1/ |2).

B. Structural Solver

The cylinder is constrained to allow movement only in the cross-flow direction. The equation of motion for
a 1-DOF single-cylinder motion is assumed to be linear in the transverse direction only without any rotation and

can be written as,

d?y dy
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Where m is the mass of the system (including the cylinder mass and the added mass), @, , é’ and k are the

k c
natural frequency of the system| w, =,/— |, damping coefficient (( = —j , and the spring constant,
{ ""\m 2/km

respectively. The external fluid forces are obtained from the flow solver as external forces (pressure + viscous

forces), and the corresponding displacement value, Y, and the structural velocity, Y , is calculated simultaneously

and fed to the mesh motion module to shift the cylinder to the updated position. The transverse motion is updated



using the second-order Runge-Kutta Mid-point Scheme. The motion of such vibrating systems can be described

effectively using some of the non-dimensional parameters such as non-dimensional mass-ratio
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C. Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD)

The proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) is one of the classical ways to decompose the flow field in time
and space. Kosambi® first proposed this and later extended it by other researchers like Lumley®* and Sirovich®,
who was the first one to propose a computationally inexpensive “Method of Snapshot”. POD is a powerful tool
to extract dominant flow structures based on their energy contribution. The computations of eigenmodes are
carried out by collecting a sufficient number of snapshots to maintain the temporal resolution of the decomposition
process. Evidently, the decomposition process confirms that only a few basis functions can represent most of the
energy; only the first few modes are sufficient to represent the flow field accurately. Previous works of the present

group extensively used this technique for different flow configurations3-42,
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FIG. 2. (a) Schematic of the benchmark VIV used to validate the computational framework, (b) comparison of maximum
displacement with the published results, and (c) Phase portraits of the transverse force relative to the transverse motion
for the 1-DOF motion of the unconfined cylinder



D. Numerical Validation

Before addressing the main problem statement, we have performed the numerical validation study for the 1-
DOF V1V system with a circular cylinder mounted on the elastic supports employing spring. Figure 2 (a) shows
the computational domain used for the validation study. The mass ratio of the cylinder is 2, the damping coefficient
is 0, and the Reynolds number is kept fixed at 150.

In Fig. 2 (b), the results of our numerical setup are compared with the published results available in the

literature and are found to be in good agreement. The maximum value of the non-dimensional amplitude

(Y / D), is found to be 0.5742 in our simulations. The same was predicted to be 0.5624, 0.5312, 0.5680, and

0.5782 by Ahn and Kallinderis*, Borazjani and Sotiropoulos*, Bao et al.*, and Soti et al.*® and differs by ~2 %

from our results. Figure 2 (c) represents the phase portraits of the VIV motion for different velocity ratios, which

further confirms the lock-in region to be spanned over 3<U, < 7.

E. Grid Independence and Error Analysis

As the study deals majorly with the cylinder with slit, the grid independence study is performed over the
transversely vibrating cylinder with a parallel slit of slit-width (s/D) as 0.20 at Re 150. ANSYS ICEM-CFD* is
used to generate mesh over the domain. O-grid blocking is used in the near cylinder region to map the cylinder
surfaces, as portrayed in Fig. 3 correctly. The y+ value at the cylinder surface and the slit is kept below 1 to resolve

the wall stresses correctly.

FIG. 3. Computational grid over the circular domain

The mass ratio is kept at 2, while the velocity ratio and damping ratio are considered 4.44 and 0, respectively.

The grid independence study is conducted on four sets of grids i.e., Grid-A [37,217 cells], Grid-B [59,665 cells],



Grid-C [93,976 cells], and Grid-D [147,192 cells]. The variation of the aerodynamic load coefficients, i.e., C.

over the cylinder and the rms value, is plotted in Fig. 4 (a) and (b).
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FIG. 4. Grid Independence Study at Re = 150 for an unconfined cylinder with a parallel slit (a) C, variation with time, (b)
C; rms Variation with the mesh size, (c) L, the norm against the grid spacing h.

As observed in Fig. 4 and Table I, there is no significant difference in Grid-C and Grid-D results. Hence, it
is concluded that the solution becomes grid-independent at Grid-C and is selected for further simulations.

TABLE | Grid Independence study for the moving cylinder

No. of elements Crrms % Change in C| ., value
Grid-A 37,217 0.6657
Grid-B 59,665 0.6526 1.96 %
Grid-C 93,976 0.6502 0.36 %
Grid-D 147,192 0.6490 0.18%

To develop more confidence in the grid, we have also performed the grid-convergence study using the

Grid Convergence Index (GCI) proposed by Roache*°. A detailed description of the GCI is given in Appendix.

Table Il reports the GCI for rms value of the lift coefficient (Cers ) for three different grids (Grid-B,
Grid-C, and Grid-D). For the best estimation of the grid convergence relating to a 50% grid refinement, the Factor
of safety (Fs) is taken as 1.25%. The value of GCI reduces for the constitutive grid refinements for both the

parameters. The GCI calculations confirm that the Grid-C is nicely resolved.

TABLE Il. Richardson error estimation and grid-convergence index for three sets of grids

EcB €pc . .
Tce | Toc ) R | Egeorse | Efm | GeIcoarse | gerfine
(1072) | (1073%)

Corms | 1.25 | 1.25 | 1.927 | -3.7759 | -1.8455 | 0.49 | 0.0109 | 0.00223 1.36 % 0.28 %

1V. Results and Discussion

We have used the flow visualization technique and the Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD) technique
to capture and understand the fluid dynamic phenomena associated with the different slit shapes (i.e., converging

slit, diverging slit, and parallel slit). The vorticity contours, streamline patterns, and the aerodynamic lift force for



different shapes are compared to the cylinder with no slit case for stationary and moving cases. The frequency
spectrum of the lift force coefficient and the transverse amplitude of the oscillation is plotted to identify the
dominant frequencies that affect the flow physics. Further, fixed slit width s/D = 0.16, based on Baek et al.Z, is
identified for the numerical investigations. The effect of Reynolds number, slit area ratio, slit width on different
slit shapes, and the slit angle (for parallel slit only) is investigated to assess the VIV suppression. Four different
area ratios (maintaining the slit height, s/D=0.16, constant at the center of the cylinder) 1.5, 2.3, 3, and 4 are
reported in the paper. Further, the angle between the freestream flow and the slit (i.e., slit angle, 9) is varied from

0° to 30° with a step increment of 5° for parallel slit case.
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FIG. 5. (a) Streamlines drawn from the time-averaged velocity field for stationary cylinder; (b) Instantaneous vorticity
contour plots for different slits compared with the no slit cylinder case; and (c) Normalized Reynolds Shear Stress for
different slits. [at Re = 500, slit width (at center)= 0.16, and slit-area ratio = 3]

A. Effect of Slit Shape

1. Stationary Cases

Firstly, we investigate the effect of slit shapes for three different shapes (i.e., converging slit, parallel slit, and
diverging slit) using 2-D simulations with a stationary cylinder under uniform flow conditions at Re = 500. The
slit height (calculated at the center of the cylinder) is fixed at s/D = 0.16, and the slit-area ratio (the ratio between
slit height at the entry and the exit of the slit for the converging slit and vice versa for the diverging slit) is fixed
at 3 (for converging and diverging slit) and 1 (for parallel slit). Fig. 5 (a) and (b) portray the time-averaged
velocity streamlines and the instantaneous vorticity contour for the three slit shapes. For the stationary cylinder

case, all the slit shapes shed vortices in the same shedding pattern as the reference case of the cylinder with no



slit. Although, the additional flow through the slit creates the secondary vortices, which further interact with the
primary vortices shed from the cylinder surface. Also, the extra momentum of the flow through the slit shifts the
vortex formation to the downstream position, as shown in Fig. 5 ().

Figure 5 (c) provides the Reynolds Shear stress field behind the cylinder, calculated from the mean of the

product of the fluctuating velocity components normalized with the square of the freestream velocity

(u 'v'/Ui) . The calculation of the fluctuating component of the velocity involves the difference between the

instantaneous velocity and the mean velocity at that instant. These statistics are collected after 120 flow-through
times when the flow characteristics show a quasi-steady periodic variation. The distribution of the Reynolds shear
stress is anti-symmetric about the wake-axis for all the cases. Although, the slit flow results in the lower peak
values for the Reynolds shear stress (lowest being for the parallel slit case). This represents the weakening of the
vortex shedding and supports the wake stabilization due to slit. The peak values of the Reynolds shear stress are
also shifted to the downstream location away from the cylinder base.

Further, Fig. 6 draws the non-dimensional mean axial velocity at the center-line. This shows that the flow
through the slit translates the vortex bubble to the downstream location and elongates it in the axial direction. The
length of the recirculation bubble is calculated based on the distance between the points where the mean axial
velocity changes its sign. One can observe the maximum shift of vortex pattern for the case of the parallel slit. At

the same time, the maximum elongation of the bubble is observed for the case of the convergent slit.
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FIG. 6. Distribution of Mean axial velocity at the centerline for different slits and their corresponding length of the
recirculation bubble

To further investigate the cause of these shifts, we look at the velocity development inside the slit and in the
region behind the cylinder at different axial locations shown in Fig. 7. As expected, owing to its shape, the
divergent slit reduces the velocity of flow inside the slit, the convergent slit increases the velocity, while for the

parallel slit, the velocity is almost constant at the center and throughout the slit (can be seen in Fig. 7(a) and (b)).
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As observed, the momentum of the fluid coming out of the slit is maximum for the parallel slit case (as the area
under the velocity curve is maximum in Fig. 7(c) and (d)). This higher momentum for the case of the parallel slit
causes the maximum shift to the vortex formation, resulting in the pressure increase in the region downstream of
the cylinder. This pressure increase is visible in the Mean coefficient of Pressure (C,, yeqn) distribution behind

and over the cylinder surface in Fig. 8.
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FIG. 7. Distribution of the time-averaged axial velocity inside the slit at different axial locations (a) x/D = 0.15, and (b)
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FIG. 9. (a) Temporal distribution of lift coefficient (C,) over the cylinder surface and (b) their corresponding Fast Fourier
Transform (FFT).

Further, Fig. 9 compares the aerodynamic loading coefficient (i.e., Lift force-coefficient, C,) for all the
different cases and presents the lift coefficient against the non-dimensional time, 7, and the frequency distribution
of the Lift-coefficient. Introducing the slit in the cylinder reduces the lift force on the cylinder for all the slit shapes

due to the weakening of the vortex shedding. Owing to the higher momentum fluid from the slit, the Parallel slit
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performs better than the converging and diverging slit for the reduction of Lift force. Also, the frequency spectrum
of the lift-coefficient yields that the converging and diverging slit retains the super-harmonics nature of frequency
distribution with clearly identifiable super-harmonics (f = 0.198 for converging slit and f = 0.204 for diverging
slit) similar to no slit case (f = 0.214), while the parallel slit shows the frequency distribution drastically different
from the other cases. The peaks in the no-slit case completely disappear, and no. of peaks at much lower frequency
dominate. Baek et al.? termed it the detuning process caused by the parallel slit.

All the above discussions support that the parallel slit is associated with the lowest aerodynamic loading for
the stationary cases. As the lift force is the driving force for the VIV, it might be possible that the cylinder with
the parallel slit exhibits the lowest amplitude of vibrations when subjected to the fluid flow over it. Further, to
support our argument and investigate the various flow features associated with the oscillating cylinder, the VIV
cases with the oscillating cylinder are presented in the coming section.

2. VIV Cases

Simulations with the stationary slit cylinders develop a basic understanding of the effectiveness of the
slit shapes. Further, to confirm the effectiveness of the slit shapes in the moving cases, the simulations with the 1-
DOF transverse motion are carried out with and without different slits. The velocity ratio (U,) is 4.44,
corresponding to the maximum displacement amplitude, as shown in Fig. 2. The damping coefficient is set to 0
to maximize the transverse motion. The mass ratio is set to 2 as the larger mass ratios are associated with smaller
amplitudes (Baek et al.?%).

Figure 10 illustrates the flow distribution behind the oscillating cylinder via means of instantaneous vorticity
magnitude, Reynolds shear stress, and their time histories of the transverse amplitude response (Y/D) of the
cylinders as well as the corresponding lift coefficient (C;). The results identify two vortex shedding modes for
different slit shapes (2S mode and S+P mode) classified by Williamson®!. The cylinder with no slit vibrates under
the influence of VIV, and the vortex shedding pattern resembles the S+P mode of the vortex shedding, which
corresponds to the one single vortex with a pair of counter-rotating vortices in each cycle. With the parallel slit,
the vortex shedding is chaotic and resembles the 2S mode. The converging slit exhibits the S+P mode of the vortex
shedding, while the diverging slit sheds the alternate vortices and forms a well-known Karman vortex street

resembling the 2S mode of the vortex shedding.

Figure 10 (b) depicts the Reynolds shear stress distribution in the cylinder wake. The distribution is anti-

symmetric about the wake axis. Also, the reduced Reynolds shear stress values reduce behind the cylinder with
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the slit. The parallel slit shows the lowest peak values for the Reynolds shear stress, and the peak values are shifted
away from the base of the cylinder. This results in the reduced velocity fluctuations in the wake and the reduced
lift coefficient values over the cylinder surface. Fig. 10 (c) yields that for the cases with the slit, there is a
significant reduction in the transverse amplitude compared to the no slit case. Figures 11 (a) and (b) report the
pressure distribution downstream the cylinder at x/D = 0.6 and at the cylinder surface for different slits,
respectively. There is a maximum pressure recovery in the case of the cylinder with the parallel slit. Also, the
phase portraits drawn in Fig. 11 (b) suggest that the cylinder with no slit oscillates with out-of-phase lift force,

while the cylinder with slits oscillates with the same phase as the lift force. Figure 11 (c) compares the maximum
mean amplitude ( A ) of the transverse motion for all the slits and the no slit case to felicitate the better comparison

at two different Reynolds numbers, i.e., Re=150 and Re=500. The chart establishes the role of the parallel slit in
reducing the VIV, making it the most suitable slit shape for the VIV suppression among the three. Also, with the

increase in the Reynolds number, the effectiveness of the parallel slit increases.
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FIG. 10. (a) Instantaneous vorticity contour (b) Normalized Reynolds Shear Stress (c) Coefficient of the transverse lift
force (C,) and corresponding transverse displacement of the cylinder (y/D), [at Re =500, U, = 4.44,and m* = 2, C* =
0, s/D = 0.16 and slit-area-ratio = 3]

Following the global instability representation of the flow oscillation in terms of the maximum value of rms

fluctuation intensities over the whole domain as suggested by Delaunay and Kaiksis®?, Figs. 12 (a) and (b) report

13



the maximum values of rms fluctuation intensities (u'rms and V. ) by extracting the values in different locations

of x/D. The interesting thing to observe is the reduced peak values of the maximum fluctuating velocity component
for the slit cylinder cases. This supports our above statement of stabilizing the flow through reduced Reynolds
shear stress values for the cases with the slit. Further, Nishoka and Sato®® reported that the peak values of the
fluctuating velocities shift upstream (close to the cylinder) with an increase in the Reynolds number for the flow
over a normal cylinder. Following this, one can say that the cylinder with the parallel slit experiences a reduced
Reynolds number flow as the peak values shift downstream for the parallel slit (away from the cylinder) compared
to the no-slit case. As a result, the lift coefficient over the cylinder surface reduces and provides a maximum

suppression of the VIV when a parallel slit is introduced.
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FIG. 11. Distribution of Coefficient of Pressure (a) behind the cylinder at x/D = 0.6; (b) over the cylinder surface for different
slits; (c) Phase Portraits for the transverse force relative to the transverse motion; (d) Maximum mean transverse amplitude of
the transverse oscillation of the cylinder at two different Reynolds number (Re = 150 [Blue] and Re = 500 [Orange]).
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FIG. 12. The maximum rms velocity fluctuations along the line of constant x/D for different slits: (a) Axial velocity
fluctuations (u’), (b) Transverse velocity fluctuations (v’); Distribution of energy over POD modes: ¢) Mode energy; (d)
Cumulative mode energy.

Table 111 reports the first ten eigenvalues for the demonstration of energy distribution over POD Modes.
Further, to understand the slit flow interaction with the primary wake and its associated structures, the
decomposition of the flow field in the number of energy modes is felicitated with the help of POD. POD, a
mathematical tool to evaluate the dominant flow structure based on its energy contribution, provides spatial
coherence amongst the structures by extracting the spatial orthogonality. A table of POD modes based on the

fluctuation kinetic energy can be derived from the snapshots of the instantaneous flow field, where the extracted
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POD maodes are proportional to their eigenvalues. A snhapshot independence study for the POD modes with 50,

100, and 150 snapshots has been performed, and no significant difference is observed in the energy modes for the

100 and 150 snapshots. Hence, 100 snapshots are found to be sufficient enough for the present study. Figures 12

(c) and (d) illustrate the energy distribution over the 100 POD modes for various slit shapes.

TABLE IIl. First ten eigenvalues for the demonstration of energy distribution over POD Modes

Mode No Slit Parallel Slit Converging Slit Diverging Slit
I 33.16 10.83 52.17 46.42
I 30.93 10.50 31.85 43.14
11 10.14 10.21 6.18 2.32
v 8.94 10.08 4.77 2.08
Vv 3.40 6.41 2.94 1.52
VI 3.08 6.38 1.33 1.21
Wil 1.70 6.04 0.43 1.122
Vil 1.31 5.44 0.15 0.59
IX 1.08 5.37 0.06 0.56
X 0.98 5.19 0.03 0.25
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FIG. 13. First four most energetic modes for energy based Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD) of the flow field
behind the cylinder undergoing transverse vibrations. [Contours represent the component corresponding z vorticity]

Figure 13 depicts the first four most-energy-containing modes for different slits. For the cylinder with no slit

case, 90% of the fluctuating energy is distributed among the first 6 POD modes. Among those six modes, the first

two modes are the most energy-containing modes. The third and the fourth mode are dominant in the near wake
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region and diffuses almost symmetrically downstream. For Diverging slit, the first two modes contain ~90% of
the fluctuation energy with a relatively higher decay rate of eigenmode energy and represent the symmetric
structure about the centerline of the wake, resembling the Von-Karman vortex street with alternate shedding. For
the converging slit, more than 50% energy is contained in the first mode and resembles the second mode (with

slightly lower energy). The third and fourth mode diffuses downstream away from the cylinder.

The parallel slit shows a different energy distribution among the POD modes. The cylinder with a parallel slit
shows the lowest decay rate of the eigenmode energy and takes 16 POD modes to complete 93% of the total
energy. Here, the energy is equally distributed in the first four modes, as shown in Fig. 12 (c). Then again, the
next four POD modes contain similar energy (lower than the first four modes). This can be attributed to the closely
spaced vortex shedding for the case of the parallel slit (as can be seen in the instantaneous vorticity contour plots
in Fig. 10) and represents the contribution of the shear layer over the vortex shedding. Mishra et al.?’ reported that
such reduction in the energy of the modes is due to the interaction between the primary vortex (through the

cylinder) and secondary vortex (through the slit) and the irregular shedding.

No Slit Parallel Slit Converging Slit Diverging Slit
40 40 40 40 40

20 20 20 20 20
0 & «0 0 & a0 0 <
=20 =20 =20 -20 =20

40 -40 40 -40 -40
308 300 302 kL) 306 308 300 302 Kl 306 308

2000 2000

e

Amplitude
)
S
o S
r
Amplitud:
°
-
= S

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

s
3
2
=
£ 500
2

600

FFT
Amplitude

0.2 0.4 fT.6 08 0.2 0.4 r 0.6 0.8 0.2 0.4 P 0.6 08

FIG. 14. Variation of the POD coefficients and their corresponding FFT for different cases [Red line represents ‘Odd
numbered coefficients’ and Blue line represents ‘Even numbered coefficients’]
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Figure 14 reports the variation of the POD coefficient and their corresponding peaks of the dominant
frequencies as tabulated in Table IV. The alternate POD modes are coupled to their successive modes with the
same dominant frequency and are lagged by a phase difference. These coupled pairs contain a similar amount of
energy observed from the energy distribution plot in Fig. 12 (c). For the parallel slit, similar to the stationary
cases, different peaks of the dominant frequencies appear. The FFT spectrum loses its characteristics of super-
harmonics (which are easily identifiable in the case of convergent, divergent, and no-slit cases). The first four
modes exhibit similar frequency peaks and amounts of energy which are much lesser than the other cases, while
the 5 and 6™ modes represent the contribution of the structures associated with even lesser frequencies. Although
small in frequency, these structures also contain a significant amount of fluctuation kinetic energy compared to

the first four flow modes (refer to Table IV for the individual energy contributions).

TABLE V. Peaks of Dominant Frequency for POD coefficients

a; a, as a, as (273
No Slit 0.185 0.185 0.071 0.071 0.356 0.356
0.014 0.014
0.057 | 0.057 0.057 0.057
- 0.071 0.071
Parallel Slit 0128 | 0.128 0.128 0.128
0171 | 0171 0.171 0.171 0.157 0.157
0.185 0.185
Converging Slit 0.200 0.200 0.100 0.100 0.413 0.413
Diverging Slit 0.214 0.214 0.413 0.413 0.014 0.613

Thus, in the purview of the above discussions, it can be concluded that the parallel slit distributes the energy
of the flow behind the wake into the number of structures associated with the lower frequencies and shows the
lowest decay rate of energy. It results in a more stabilized wake and a significant reduction in the aerodynamic
loading over the cylinder leading to suppressed VIV. Further, in the coming sections, the observations mentioned
above are confirmed through the parametric variation in the slits, which includes the variation in the slit area-ratio

(for Converging and divergent slit), slit-width (for parallel slit), and the slit angle (for the parallel slit).

B. Effect of Slit Area Ratio

To confirm the parallel slit performance over the converging and diverging slit further, the slit-area ratio (as
defined in the results section) is varied to 4 different values, i.e. 1.5, 2.3, 3.0, and 4.0 (for converging and diverging
slits), and compared the results with the parallel slit (with slit area ratio 1.0) for slit width, s/D = 0.16 in Fig. 15.
At lower area ratios (say Area ratio of 1.5), the mass flow from the slit is almost the same as a parallel slit. Hence,

both the converging slit and the diverging slit contribute in the same way to suppress VIV. But, as the area ratio
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increases, the exit area for the converging slit gets reduced, and the effectiveness of the slit reduces, resulting in
the higher lift coefficient values and their corresponding higher amplitude oscillations. Similar is valid for the
diverging slit, where the entry area of the slit gets reduced, and less fluid flows through the slit. It results in a
higher lift and reduced VIV suppression. For all the area-ratios, the cylinder with the parallel slit is associated
with the lower aerodynamic lift coefficient values and works efficiently in suppressing the transverse oscillations

of the slit cylinder.
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FIG. 15. Effect of slit-area ratio on (a) Aerodynamic lift coefficient, (b) Transverse mean oscillation amplitude

C. Effect of Slit Width

As the parallel slit performs better than the converging slit, and the suppression gets more assertive with the
increase in Re, we have assessed the effect of slit width (for parallel slit) on the suppression of transverse
oscillation at Re = 500. The simulation extends to four different slit widths ranging from s/D = 0.12 to s/D = 0.24
with a step of 0.04, and the results are depicted in Fig. 16. At the lower slit widths (s/D < 0.16), the flow from the
slit adds an extra amount of flow energy to the main flow, which results in the reduction of the oscillation
amplitude (as compared to the no slit case). But, it doesn’t affect the vortex shedding much, and the cylinder
oscillates with the S+P pattern of vortex shedding similar to the no-slit case (as can be seen in Fig. 16 (b)). With
the increase in the slit width, the amplitude of C, also decreases and starts to lose its periodic nature, which can
be attributed to the increased interactions between the primary vortices (from the cylinder) with the secondary
vortices (from the slit). During this, the cylinder oscillations are in phase with the lift force (refer to the phase
portraits in Fig. 16(c)), and the vortex shedding is observed to be chaotic and no longer retains S+P shedding.

Although, due to the reduction in the lift coefficient, the cylinder oscillates with the lower transverse amplitude.

This reduction in €, occurs till s/D = 0.20. At s/D = 0.20, a 90° phase shift is observed between the cylinder

oscillations and its lift force and the lowest transverse oscillation amplitude. For s/D > 0.20, the amplitude of C,
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and Y/D starts to increase again. The observations agree well with Baek et al.? in their study of the effect of slit

width with different mass ratios.
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FIG. 16. a) Temporal distribution of the lift coefficient and their corresponding transverse amplitude for the modified
cylinders with different slit widths, b) Instantaneous vorticity contour, and c¢) Phase Portraits [at Re =500, s/D = 0.186,

U, =4.44and m" =2]

D. Effect of Slit Angle

Finally, the slit angle is varied from 0° (corresponding to the parallel slit) to 30° with a step of 5°, and the

flow characteristics are investigated at Reynolds no. of 500 with a slit width s/D = 0.16. Figures 17 (a) and (b)

show the vortex shedding and the corresponding Reynolds shear stress distribution behind the slit cylinder at
different slit angles. Noticeably, the chaotic shedding (at @ = 0°) gradually changes to form a Von-Karman street

type of shedding with the increase in the slit angle (till @ = 20°). For the parallel slit (& = 0°), the Reynolds
shear stress is anti-symmetrically distributed along the wake axis. The increase in the slit angle makes the

Reynolds shear stress distribution asymmetrical along the axis, and the peaks of the lift coefficients start to rise

till @="5°. Further increase of angle (& >5°) results in the decrease of the lift coefficient, and the lower peak

value of the Reynolds shear stress in the wake denoted the wake-stabilization. This reduced lift coefficient can be
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attributed to the establishment of the periodic alternate VVon-Karman Street like shedding. The variation of C,

becomes periodic and results in periodic transverse oscillation [5° > @ > 20°]. This matches well with the

similar observations by Mishra et al.?” in their study of the stationary slit cylinder. At the slit angle of 8 = 20°,

the cylinder oscillations are observed to be out of phase with the lift force as shown in Fig. 17 (c). At this slit

angle, the cylinder oscillates with the minimum transverse oscillation amplitude. With a further increase in slit

angle [ @ > 20°], there is a considerable reduction in the slit flow, causing the lower pressure recovery and the

higher global instability (as shown in Fig. 18 (a) and (b)) behind the cylinder. The vortex shedding mode changes

from 2S to 2P, where two pairs of the counter-rotating vortices are shed in one cycle of oscillation, and there is a

considerable increase in the amplitude of the lift coefficient and the transverse amplitude (see Fig. 18 (c)).
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FIG. 17. Flow field behind the oscillating cylinder with a parallel slit at different slit angles: (a) Instantaneous vorticity
contour, (b) Distribution of the Reynolds shear stress in the wake, and (c) Temporal evolution of the aerodynamic lift
coefficient and the corresponding normalized transverse amplitude of the oscillation [at Re =500, s/D = 0.16, U, = 4.44
and m* = 2]
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the mean transverse oscillation amplitude with different slit angles [at Re = 500, s/D = 0.16, U, = 4.44 and m* = 2]

To summarize, this study assesses the flow field associated with the elastically mounted slit cylinder at a
Reynolds number of 500. First, the simulations are performed on the stationary cylinder with different slits to
develop a basic understanding of the underlying physics. The simulations are then performed for the transversely
oscillating cylinder. The flow features have been assessed using computational techniques such as FFT spectrum,
flow visualization techniques, and the decomposition of the flow field into several POD modes based on their
fluctuation-kinetic energy contribution. All these methods shed light on the various aspects of the flow around the
slit cylinder and suggest that the parallel slit heavily modifies the flow behind the oscillating cylinder due to the
strong interaction between the slit flow and the primary flow over the cylinder. Further, the parametric variation

study is performed to accommaodate the various parametric effects.

V. Conclusion

The present study investigates the effectiveness of the different slit shapes (i.e. converging slit, diverging slit,
and the parallel slit) in suppressing the VIV of an elastically mounted cylinder, bounded to oscillate in the
transverse direction only. The stationary cases with slit cylinders show the shift and elongation of the primary
vortices downstream the cylinder, resulting in pressure recovery on the cylinder base, a stabilized wake, and a
significant reduction in aerodynamic loading on the cylinder. Further, the observations are verified by performing
the moving slit cylinder simulations. The cylinder with the no-slit oscillates and sweeps the P+S pattern of the
vortex shedding, while the additional flow from the parallel slit changes it to 2S mode for the parallel slit. The
converging slit cylinder exhibits no change in the vortex shedding and retains the S+P pattern, while for the
diverging slit, the Karman-Vortex street is formed (2S pattern). The cylinder with the parallel slit oscillates with

a much lower amplitude than the rest and exhibits the minimum global instability of the cylinder wake. With the
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increase in the Reynolds number, the VIV suppression effectiveness also increases. POD reveals that the parallel
slit cylinder retains the lowest decay rate of the eigenmodes energy. Through the observation and findings, the
current study concludes that the parallel slit performs better than the converging or diverging slit case. Moreover,
the effectiveness of the converging and diverging slit reduces heavily with the increase in slit-area ratio due to
less flow passing from the slit. Also, initially, the slit cylinder retains the alternate shedding, which weakens
further with the increase of slit-angle, but after a specific value, the shedding switches from 2S mode to 2P mode,
and the oscillation amplitude increases rapidly. The detailed discussion finally explains and portrays the wake

vortex dynamics for different slits.

Data Availability

The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable
request.

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to acknowledge National Supercomputing Mission (NSM) for providing computing
resources of 'PARAM Sanganak' at 11T Kanpur, which is implemented by C-DAC and supported by the Ministry
of Electronics and Information Technology (MeitY) and Department of Science and Technology (DST),
Government of India. We would also like to acknowledge the 11T-K Computer Centre (www.iitk.ac.in/cc) for
providing the resources to perform the computation work. This support is gratefully acknowledged.

Appendix
We take Grid-C as the base grid and approximate the error in Grid-D compared to Grid-C from the

Richardson error estimator, defined by,

Efine _ €pc
1

1 (A)

Error in Grid-B, compared to the solution of Grid-C, is approximated by coarse-grid Richardson error estimator,

which is defined as,

o
Ezcoarse — T &ca

1 N

Where r is the grid refinement ratio between the two consecutive grids defined as,

hite

Tivri = ==
L

The error (¢) is estimated from the solutions of two consecutive grids by,

Ei+1i = fiﬂfi_ 4 (A3)
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Grid-Convergence Index (GCI), which accounts for the uncertainty in the Richardson error estimator, is calculated
for fine-grid and coarse-grid as given*°,
GClyine = F|EL™| (A4)
GCleoarse = Fs|EZ°*¢| (AS5)
Before using Richardson extrapolation for GCI, we have also checked for the convergence conditions as follows:
e Monotonic convergence: 0 <R <1,
e Oscillatory convergence: R <0,
e Divergence: R > 1
Here, R, the convergence ratio, is defined as,

R= (A6)

Eit1,i

Further to calculate the order of accuracy, L,norm of the errors between is grids is calculated as,

L= (lei+1,i|2/1v> (A7)

Where N is the total number of grid points considered for the calculation of L, norm. Figure 4 (c) depicts the L,

the norm against the grid spacing h on a log-log scale. Further, the slope of L, norm is compared with the
theoretical slope of order 2. The order of accuracy (or the slope of L, norm) is found to be 1.927. This value is
used for GCI calculations of different grids. Also, the value of R confirms the monotonic nature of convergence

for the grid, as can be seen in Table II.
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