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The alignment of a pair of spherical particles perpendicular to a horizontally oscillating flow is attributed
to a non-zero residual flow, known as steady streaming. This phenomenon is the basis of complex patterns
in denser systems, such as particle chains and the initial stages of rolling-grain ripples. Previous studies on
such self-organization processes used two distinct systems: an oscillating box filled with viscous fluid and
an oscillating channel flow, where the fluid oscillates relative to the bottom boundary. In this paper, we
show that particle pair dynamics in these two systems are fundamentally different, due to the presence of a
Stokes boundary layer above the bottom in the oscillating channel flow. The results are obtained from direct
numerical simulations in which the dynamics of a pair of particles are simulated using an immersed boundary
method. The oscillating box and the oscillating channel flow are only equivalent in a limited region of the
parameter space, where both the normalized Stokes boundary layer thickness and the normalized relative
particle excursion length are small. Overall, the particle dynamics in the oscillating channel flow, compared
to the oscillating box, are governed by an additional dimensionless parameter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Patterns in granular systems have been a subject of
study for decades, with applications in both industrial1
and maritime settings2. Specifically, when the grains
are immersed in a fluid (liquid or gas), a rich variety of
pattern-forming behavior emerges3–5. This is the case,
for example, when a collection of spherical particles is
submerged in a viscous fluid and subjected to horizon-
tal oscillations. The particles, then, form chains that are
aligned perpendicularly to the oscillating flow6,7. The
driving mechanism of the chain-forming phenomenon is
the nonzero residual flow around the particles, or ‘steady
streaming’ flow, that remains after averaging over a full
oscillation period8.

Klotsa et al. 9 described the equilibrium state of the
system for the shortest possible chains, i.e. a pair of
aligned particles. They performed numerical simulations
and experiments with pairs of stainless steel spheres in a
vibrating box filled with a viscous liquid. They identified
that the mean gap between the particles is only a function
of the viscous length scale and the streamwise excursion
amplitude of the particle relative to the fluid, both nor-
malized by the particle diameter. Later, Van Overveld
et al. 10 confirmed this finding using theoretical argu-
ments and detailed numerical simulations that show ex-
cellent agreement with the experimental data of Klotsa
et al. 9 . In addition, Van Overveld et al. 10 found two scal-
ing regimes for the mean gap: a viscous-dominated and
an advection-dominated regime. It was further shown
that the gap between the particles oscillates at twice the
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driving frequency, with the amplitude of these gap oscil-
lations showing two different scaling regimes just like the
mean gap.

Additionally, Mazzuoli et al. 11 extended the results
of Klotsa et al. 7 towards larger fluid excursion lengths,
lower oscillation frequencies, and lower particle densi-
ties. This region of the parameter space is more relevant
for sand ripple formation under surface gravity waves12.
Such small-scale sediment patterns are important for
modeling large-scale morphological processes. These pat-
terns cannot be neglected, since they alter the flow struc-
ture and consequently the sediment transport13,14. Us-
ing direct numerical simulations, Mazzuoli et al. 11 stud-
ied the inception of rolling-grain ripples due to steady
streaming flows. They showed that the mechanisms for
the formation of particle chains are, at the origin, simi-
lar to the early stages of rolling-grain ripples. Once the
chains are formed, they may be considered as pertur-
bations in the bed morphology from which rolling-grain
ripples can further evolve. In a subsequent series of stud-
ies, the formation and dynamics of full rolling-grain rip-
ples were simulated for a larger number of particles14,15.
The equilibrium wavelengths of the developed ripples
showed good agreement with results from linear stabil-
ity analysis2 and experiments16. Due to computational
limitations, it was not possible to obtain functional de-
pendencies for the ripple characteristics as function of the
flow conditions. Furthermore, extensive validation on the
emergence of the particle chains, i.e. the perturbed state
from which the patterns may further evolve, remains dif-
ficult. There are but few experimental studies in this
regime, such as those performed on short chains17 or in-
dividual particles in a ‘U-tube’18. More often, experi-
mental studies focus on large systems instead, contain-
ing millions of particles, that have a closer connection to
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environmental situations19,20.
It is important to note that Mazzuoli et al. 11 not only

studied a different region of the parameter space, but
also a fundamentally different system than Klotsa et al. 9 .
The original work on particle chains by Klotsa et al. 9 was
done in an oscillating, closed box filled with viscous fluid
containing a pair of stainless steel spheres. In this system,
which we call ‘oscillating box’ from here on, the fluid and
all container walls oscillate in unison, i.e. with equal am-
plitude and frequency. Conversely, the system studied by
Mazzuoli et al. 11 is a closer representation of a bed over
which an oscillatory flow is induced by gravity waves at
a free surface. The velocity difference between bed and
bulk flow induces the formation of a Stokes boundary
layer above the bed. Alternatively, an oscillating pres-
sure gradient imposed on a fluid in a channel between
two horizontal parallel plates yields a similar flow if the
distance between the plates is large with respect to the
boundary layer thickness. Hence, we refer to this sys-
tem as ‘oscillating channel flow’ in the remainder of this
study.

At first glance, it might seem that the oscillating box
and the oscillating channel flow are equivalent and that
one could transform from one to the other by a change
of reference frame. However, this is not the case. In
the oscillating channel flow, there is the streamwise mo-
tion of the particles, the (bulk) fluid motion, and the
(non-moving) bottom. These can be described as two
relative motions: between the fluid and the boundaries,
and between the particles and (bulk) flow. Three dimen-
sionless quantities are required to uniquely describe these
motions, commonly chosen as: the normalized Stokes
boundary layer thickness, the normalized streamwise ex-
cursion length of the fluid with respect to the boundaries,
and the particle-fluid density ratio11.

Contrarily, in the oscillating box, the (bulk) flow and
the boundaries move in unison, such that the only rela-
tive motion is between the particles and the fluid. Con-
sequently, the streamwise excursion length and particle-
fluid density ratio can be replaced by a single dimension-
less quantity: the relative excursion length of the parti-
cles with respect to the fluid9,10. In fact, Van Overveld
et al. 10 have explicitly shown that the mean state of the
system is independent of the particle-fluid density ratio,
provided that particles are frictionless. The variation
of this density ratio leads to the same scaling relations
for the mean gap as a function of the relative excursion
length of the particles with respect to the fluid.

Due to the additional motion between the fluid and
the boundaries, we hypothesize that the oscillating chan-
nel flow has one additional degree of freedom and that
the particle dynamics are governed by an additional di-
mensionless parameter, compared to the oscillating box.
Moreover, the effect of the differences between the sys-
tems on the particle dynamics and flow fields is still un-
known. Likewise, it is not yet clear to what extent a
direct comparison between the two systems, or in other
words, between the work by Klotsa et al. 7 and Mazzuoli

et al. 11 , is valid.
Such knowledge is relevant to determine whether the

self-organization in both systems is governed by the same
underlying physical mechanisms. In addition, the contri-
bution of the steady streaming flows to pattern formation
in environmental settings remains unexplored. By con-
sidering only a single pair of particles, i.e. the building
block of larger patterns, the underlying physical mecha-
nisms are compared between both systems for different
regions of the parameter space.

The aim of this study is to better understand the parti-
cle pair dynamics in an oscillating channel flow, by com-
paring it to the oscillating box. First, we address the
differences between both systems in detail, using the-
oretical arguments. Then, we present results for both
systems obtained from direct numerical simulations, in
which a pair of particles is simulated using the immersed
boundary method (IBM) by Breugem 21 . The streamwise
particle motion is described using its relative excursion
length as a function of the flow conditions. The relevant
question here is whether the Stokes boundary layer over
the bottom significantly affects the streamwise particle
motion. Next, we focus on the gap between the particles
as a function of the dimensionless parameters governing
the problem. The parameter space is explored, includ-
ing the regions covered by the aforementioned studies
of interest9–11. In particular, we aim at determining if
the equilibrium state of the particle pairs exhibits the
same two (viscous- and advection-dominated) regimes in
both systems. In other words, we want to determine if
the Stokes boundary layer over the bottom affects the
steady streaming flow and thereby the spanwise particle
dynamics.

II. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM AND
NUMERICAL APPROACH

Both systems consist of an incompressible Newtonian
fluid, with density ρf and kinematic viscosity ν, between
two infinitely large, parallel horizontal plates which are
separated by a distance H ′. Two identical solid spheres
with diameter D and density ρs, such that ρs > ρf , are
submerged in the fluid. We assume that the spheres stay
in contact with the bottom plate due to gravity, with
gravitational acceleration g. The Coulomb friction co-
efficient between the particles and bottom is µc. We
have chosen a right-handed Cartesian coordinate sys-
tem (x′, y′, z′) with the y-axis parallel to the oscillation
(streamwise) direction, the x-axis in the other horizon-
tal (spanwise) direction, and the z-axis pointing upwards,
perpendicular to the plates. The additional relevant vari-
ables and parameters are the time t′, the local flow veloc-
ity u′ = (u′, v′, w′), the pressure p′, the angular frequency
of the oscillating flow ω, the excursion length of the bulk
fluid A′, and the viscous length scale δ′ =

√
2ν/ω.

The variables (and gradient operator ∇′) are made
dimensionless using D as typical length scale, 2π/ω as
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typical time scale, and A′ω as typical velocity scale, as
follows:

(x, y, z) =
(x′, y′, z′)

D
, H =

H ′

D
, A =

A′

D
, δ =

δ′

D
,

∇ = D∇′, t =
ωt′

2π
, u =

u′

A′ω
, p =

p′

ρfA′Dω2
. (1)

Alternatively, we could have chosen δ as reference length
scale, since variations in the flow fields are typically ex-
pected on the scale of the oscillatory boundary layer
thickness. This approach is used by e.g. Mazzuoli
et al. 11 . Instead, we follow the more classical approach
that was used to fundamentally describe steady stream-
ing flows by Riley 8 .

A. Fluid motion

The fluid is driven by an external, oscillating pressure
gradient

−∇pe = cos(2πt)ŷ, (2)

such that the velocity of the bulk flow, far away from
boundaries, is

ub = sin(2πt)ŷ. (3)

The corresponding bulk fluid excursion is

xb = −A cos(2πt)ŷ, (4)

where A appears due to the differences in nondimen-
sionalization of velocities and length scales, according to
Eq. (1). An equivalent derivation for the excursion of the
flow is given in Appendix A.

The fluid phase is governed by the continuity equation
for an incompressible fluid

∇ · u = 0, (5)

and the Navier-Stokes equation for a Newtonian fluid

1

2π

∂u

∂t
+A (u · ∇)u = −∇p+

1

2
δ2∇2u+cos (2πt) ŷ, (6)

both already in dimensionless form. Note that the ex-
ternal pressure gradient [Eq. (2)] is written explicitly in
the last term. The first term on the right-hand side only
contains the pressure gradient due to the flow around the
spheres and near the plates.

Halfway between the plates, the stress-free boundary
condition

∂u

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=H/2

= 0,
∂v

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=H/2

= 0, w|z=H/2 = 0, (7)

is enforced to reduce the size of the computational do-
main. This boundary condition acts as a symmetry
plane, such that the computational domain still describes

an oscillating channel flow between two plates. Formally,
this symmetry plane adds virtual particles that touch the
top plate. The effect of these virtual particles can be ne-
glected if H � 1.

The description up to this point is valid for either an
oscillating box or an oscillating channel flow. The bound-
ary condition at the bottom of the domain discriminates
between the two systems. It is given by

u|z=0 =

{
sin(2πt)ŷ, (oscillating box)

0, (oscillating channel flow)
(8)

such that the no-slip/no-penetration bottom either
moves in unison with the bulk flow or is fixed in space.
The latter condition introduces a shear in the velocity
field, which leads to the formation of a Stokes boundary
layer in the region where the viscous forces balance the
driving oscillating pressure gradient. The (dimension-
less) thickness of the Stokes boundary layer is equal to
the viscous length scale δ.

If the height of the domain is sufficiently large com-
pared to the boundary layer, i.e. H/δ � 1, there is
no overlap of top and bottom boundary layers. In such
a case, the bottom half of the oscillating channel flow
should be equivalent to that of an infinitely deep do-
main. To confirm this, Fig. 1 shows vertical profiles of
the horizontal velocity at different phases and for four
values of H/δ. The analytical equations describing these
profiles are given in Appendix A. When H/δ & 5, the so-
lution for the oscillating channel flow rapidly converges
to that of the infinitely deep domain, and the two become
equivalent from the perspective of the particles. Hence,
in this case, the results hold for both oscillating channel
flows and oscillatory flows over a solid plane wall in an
infinitely deep domain.

B. Particle motion

1. Governing equations

The particle motion is also presented in nondimen-
sional form. Using the same typical scales (D, 2π/ω,
and A′ω) as in Eq. (1), we introduce the additional di-
mensionless variables:

us =
u′s
A′ω

, τ =
Dτ ′

ρfνA′ω
, ωs =

Dω′s
A′ω

, r =
r′

D
, (9)

with the particle velocity u′s, the stress tensor τ ′, the
particle’s angular velocity ω′s, and the vector r′ going
from the particle’s centroid to its surface.

We assume that the gravitational force on the particles
is canceled by the sum of the normal force, the lift force,
and the buoyant force. Consequently, there is no vertical
motion, such that the particle motion is restricted to a
two-dimensional (2D) horizontal plane and the particles
are always in contact with the bottom. Nonetheless, the
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FIG. 1: Comparison of laminar velocity profiles of an oscillating flow in a channel (solid) and in an infinitely deep
domain (dashed). The profiles are shown side-by-side at different phases, where the dotted lines indicate zero

velocity. For large values of H/δ, the top and bottom boundary layers do not interact, and the flow near the bottom
of the channel rapidly converges to that of the deep domain. In addition, the black circle represents the particle size
used in this study (D = H ′/10) and the horizontal dashed line indicates the boundary layer thickness, i.e. where

z = δ.

particles are free to rotate around any (3D) axis due to
e.g. gradients in the flow velocity. The motion of the
particles is governed by Newton’s laws of motion

dus
dt

= 6
δ2

s

∮
τ · n̂dS+

2π

s
cos(2πt)ŷ+2π

(
s− 1

s

)
µc
Γ
f̂ ,

(10)

dωs
dt

= 60
δ2

s

∮
r × (τ · n̂) dS + 20π

(
s− 1

s

)
µc
Γ
r × f̂ ,

(11)
both in dimensionless form, where s = ρs/ρf is the
particle-fluid density ratio, n̂ is the outward vector nor-
mal to the surface S of the spherical particle, Γ = A′ω2/g
is the ratio between oscillatory and gravitational accel-
eration, and f̂ is the unit vector that accounts for the
relative velocity difference between the bottom plate and
particle, as described in more detail by Van Overveld

et al. 10 .

From here on, for the sake of simplicity, we consider
that the friction between the particle and the bottom
can be neglected, i.e. the Coulomb friction coefficient
µc = 0. In most environmental settings, like for rolling-
grain ripples, this assumption is not valid11. However,
Van Overveld et al. 10 found that simulations where fric-
tion is neglected have good agreement with experimental
data of an oscillating box at high frequencies9.

In absence of particle-bottom friction, the last term in
each of Eqs. (10) and (11) is equal to zero, such that
the particle motion is independent of Γ. In combination
with the equations for the fluid motion (Eqs. (5) and (6)),
the full system is uniquely defined by three dimensionless
control parameters: A, δ and s.
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2. Relative motion

Under the assumption that viscous effects are impor-
tant, i.e. when the Reynolds number is not too large
(. 100), the stress tensor oscillates harmonically over
time. According to Eq. (10), the particle translation
(xs) in the streamwise direction should then also be si-
nusoidal, following

xs = −As cos(2πt+ φ)ŷ, (12)

where the (dimensionless) excursion length As and phase
lag φ are unknown functions of A, δ, and s.

Because both the streamwise particle and bulk fluid
motion are sinusoidal, so is their relative motion6. The
corresponding relative excursion length is

Ar =
√
A2 +A2

s − 2AAs cos (φ), (13)

which follows directly from Eqs. (4) and (12), and is ex-
plained in more detail by Van Overveld et al. 10 . Similar
to As, Ar is an unknown function of A, δ, and s, which
cannot be set a priori. For s = 1 in the oscillating box,
the particle and fluid are subjected to the same force
of acceleration (per unit volume), such that the particle
moves in unison with the fluid and Ar = 0. For s→∞,
the particle remains stationary in the lab frame, such
that Ar = A. For s = 7.5 and A . 10, the empirical
scaling Ar ∼ A/δ0.5 was found by Van Overveld et al. 10 .

Klotsa et al. 9 used Ar instead of A and s to de-
scribe the mean state of the oscillating box. Later,
Van Overveld et al. 10 confirmed that only δ and Ar are
important for the generation of the steady streaming flow
and its subsequent interaction with the particles. All de-
pendency of the mean equilibrium state on A and s is
implicitly incorporated in Ar. By replacing the known
parameters A and s with the a priori unknown parame-
ter Ar, the set of dimensionless quantities that describe
the mean equilibrium state of the system is reduced from
three (A, δ, s) to two (Ar, δ).

Conversely, for the oscillating channel flow, we expect
that the relative excursion Ar is not a useful quantity
for all flow conditions, due to the presence of a Stokes
boundary layer above the bottom. While Ar relates the
particle motion to the bulk flow, the streamwise particle
motion itself is a result of the local, non-uniform flow.
We would expect that, when δ & 0.5, the Stokes bound-
ary layer is sufficiently thick such that the particle feels a
non-uniform velocity profile with an average magnitude
significantly lower than that of the bulk flow, as illus-
trated in Fig. 1.

We therefore propose a different relative excursion
length AR that takes into account both changes in am-
plitude and phase of the flow due to the Stokes boundary
layer. We consider the relative motion between the par-
ticle and the undisturbed flow at the particle center, i.e.
at z = 1/2. The undisturbed oscillatory flow over a fixed
plane boundary is given by the analytical expression in
Eq. (A3) in Appendix A. The relative motion is again a

sinusoidal function, now with amplitude AR and phase
lag φR:

−As cos(2πt+ φ) + A

[
cos(2πt)− e−1/2δ cos

(
2πt− 1

2δ

)]
≡ AR cos(2πt+ φR). (14)

We can determine AR from Eq. (14), which, with help of
Eq. (13), can be written as

A2
R = A2

r +A2

[
e−1/δ − 2e−1/2δ cos

(
1

2δ

)]
+2AAse

−1/2δ cos

(
φ+

1

2δ

)
. (15)

From this expression it follows that AR depends on A, δ,
and (implicitly) on s. When either A or δ is varied, AR
can be kept constant as long as s is co-varied. Moreover,
based on Eq. (15), we expect the largest deviation of
AR from Ar when δ is large. Contrarily, in the limit
of δ → 0, the Stokes boundary layer becomes infinitely
thin, such that the flow conditions at z = 1/2 are equal
to those in the bulk. In this limit, the oscillating channel
flow becomes equivalent to the oscillating box, such that
AR = Ar.

We have previously hypothesized that the oscillating
channel flow has an additional degree of freedom com-
pared to the oscillating box: the relative excursion be-
tween the fluid and the boundaries. Filling in As = 0 in
Eq. (15) yields the relative excursion between the undis-
turbed flow at the particle center and the wall:

AR,wall = A

√
1 + e−1/δ − 2e−1/2δ cos

(
1

2δ

)
. (16)

This quantity is related to the typical shear rate to which
the particle is exposed and is only a function of A and
δ. So, when AR is kept constant, by co-varying A and
s, the shear at the position of the particle changes due
to the variation in A. So, in the oscillating channel flow,
s can not be varied without changing AR or the typical
shear rate. Contrarily, for the oscillating box, the walls
and bulk fluid move in unison, such that AR,wall = 0.
The aforementioned shear is thus absent. When A and
s are now co-varied, such that AR is kept constant, the
relative fluid motion around the particle is also constant.
So, s is not a relevant parameter for the oscillating box,
as its variation leads to the same relative flow around the
particles.

As a consequence of the additional degree of freedom in
the oscillating channel flow, the number of dimensionless
quantities cannot be reduced, and three quantities (AR,
δ, s) are needed to describe the system. The local flow
conditions around the particles are described by AR and
δ. Therefore, a comparison of the oscillating box and the
oscillating channel flow at constant values of AR and δ
implies that the local flow conditions around the particles
are similar in both systems. The extra degree of freedom
can then be explored through variation of s. Note that
changing the value of s, while keeping AR and δ constant,
implies that the value of A also changes accordingly.
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C. Numerical method

The code used in this study is identical to the one used
by Van Overveld et al. 10 , and a related version was re-
cently also used by Shajahan and Breugem 22 . Moreover,
it is similar to the one used by Mazzuoli et al. 11 . These
sources contain a more extensive description and may be
useful to the interested reader. The fluid phase is solved
in the whole domain on a uniform Cartesian grid with
spacing D/16, such that flow structures can be resolved
on a sub-particle level. This resolution is similar to those
used by e.g. Mazzuoli et al. 11 and Klotsa et al. 9 , and
it was previously determined to be sufficient to capture
the particle dynamics10. Periodic boundary conditions
are used in the x and y-directions, with a domain size of
Lx×Ly = 15× 20 particle diameters. This size is chosen
to keep computational costs relatively low while minimiz-
ing the effects of periodic boundary conditions. For the
majority of simulations (& 90%), the bulk fluid excur-
sion length A is smaller than half the domain length, i.e.
A < 10. For the simulations where A > 10, we have elon-
gated the domain to Lx×Ly = 15×40 to guarantee that
there is no overlap of the wakes (with approximate length
A, see Van Overveld et al. 10) upstream and downstream
of the particles. In other words, the interaction of par-
ticles with their own wakes through the periodic bound-
aries is minimized. We have verified that for A ≈ 10,
the difference between the two domain sizes in equilib-
rium is minimal: derived quantities such as, for example,
AR and the mean gap between the particles, are affected
less than 1%. This difference is sufficiently small such
that it does not affect the conclusions of this study. For
the z-direction, the no-slip boundary condition Eq. (7)
is enforced at z = 0. The stress-free boundary condition
Eq. (8) is enforced at z = 5, such that effectively H = 10.

Each particle is represented by 746 points distributed
over a spherical shell with a fixed position relative to the
centroid. At each point on the shell, a force is added to
the fluid such that the local flow and surface velocities
match. This is done according to the second-order accu-
rate immersed boundary method (IBM) by Breugem 21 .

The dynamics of both the fluid and particles are ob-
tained by integrating Eqs. (6), (10) and (11) over time
using an explicit three-step Runge-Kutta scheme23, em-
bedded in a pressure-correction scheme. The time step
∆t for each simulation satisfies the von Neumann stabil-
ity criterion21. Additional restrictions are added to the
time step, to ensure that each oscillation is fully and sym-
metrically resolved. The total number of time steps per
oscillation period, 1/∆t, is an even integer.

The interaction between the particles and the bottom
is accounted for by a soft-sphere collision model, based
on a spring-damper model24. The same model is used for
particle-particle collisions, but these are anyway absent
in our simulations. Manual input is required for the dry
coefficients of restitution in the direction normal en and
tangential et to the collision. The exact values of these
coefficients is likely irrelevant because particle-bottom

friction is neglected in our simulations (µc = 0), and
because we are primarily interested in cases where parti-
cles are always in contact with the bottom. Nonetheless,
we set the values to en = 0.97 and et = 0.39, which are
previously used to describe an oblique particle-wall colli-
sion between glass materials24. Similar values are used by
Shajahan and Breugem 22 and Mazzuoli et al. 11 . Addi-
tionally, a lubrication correction model is used to resolve
forces on particles at positions where the space between
the particle and the bottom is smaller than the grid size.
We refer to the work of Costa et al. 24 for more details.

At the start of each simulation, two particles are initial-
ized on the bottom in a side-by-side configuration such
that the line between their centroids is perpendicular to
the oscillation direction. The initial distance between
them is varied per simulation since it should be close to
the equilibrium distance to save computational costs.

The specific parameter values used in our simulations
are given below. A concise overview is given in table I,
where additionally an indication of the parameter val-
ues used in other relevant studies is given. In our sim-
ulations, we consider values of δ equal to 1/1.0, 1/1.25,
1/1.5, 1/2.25, 1/3.25, 1/4.5 and 1/5.5, here given as re-
ciprocals because 1/δ is set in the code. The simulations
for the oscillating box with 1/5.5 ≤ δ ≤ 1/1.5 are the
same as used by Van Overveld et al. 10 . The largest two
values, δ = 1/1.25 and 1/1.0, have been added to ex-
tend the parameter space. In the next sections, we refer
to the (approximate) decimal form of δ, since it allows
for a more straightforward comparison between simula-
tions. In dimensionful numbers, a value of δ = 1.0 (i.e.
the Stokes boundary layer thickness equal to the parti-
cle diameter) could correspond to sediment grains with
a diameter of 800µm (coarse sand) or 400µm (medium
sand), submerged in water and forced at a frequency of
0.50 Hz or 2.0 Hz, respectively25. We start with the den-
sity ratio s = 7.50, which is identical to that used by
Klotsa et al. 7 , Klotsa et al. 9 , and Van Overveld et al. 10 ,
and similar to s = 7.8 used by Wunenburger, Carrier,
and Garrabos 6 . Later, when the effects of Ar and A are
investigated separately, s is lowered up to 2.65, which is
used by Mazzuoli et al. 11 to simulate sediment grains.
The excursion length of the bulk flow A is varied be-
tween, approximately, 0.37 and 21.2. The corresponding
values of the Reynolds number of the oscillatory bound-
ary layer, Reδ = A′ωδ′/ν = 2A/δ, are always below 100.
This is well below the onset of intermittent or turbulent
regimes, which occur around Reδ ∼ O

(
103
)
26. Our re-

sults thus always correspond to the regime where the flow
is laminar, whilst exhibiting non-linear effects through,
for example, steady streaming flows.

III. RESULTS ON PARTICLE DYNAMICS

In this section, we describe the differences in parti-
cle dynamics between the oscillating box and oscillat-
ing channel flow. These dynamics are the result of
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TABLE I: Range of values of dimensionless numbers considered in relevant previous studies and in this study. The
parameter AR represents the particle excursion length relative to the undisturbed flow at the particle center, as

defined in Eq. (15). Note that for the oscillating box, AR = Ar.

System type s δ A AR

Klotsa et al. 9 Oscillating box 6.9− 7.5 0.11− 0.45 0.20− 6.6 0.073− 3.0
Van Overveld et al. 10 Oscillating box 2.65− 7.50 0.18− 0.67 0.14− 16.2 0.245− 9.2
Mazzuoli et al. 11 Oscillating channel flow 2.46− 2.65 0.52− 1.89 12.1− 24.8 ≈ 5.4
This study Both 2.65− 7.50 0.18− 1.00 0.37− 21.2 0.18− 9.2

particle-fluid interactions and are thus dependent on the
flow around the particles. In particular, the equilibrium
configuration of the pair is determined by the averaged
steady streaming flow. If these flows are significantly dif-
ferent in both systems, we can then expect differences in
the particle motion.

The steady streaming flows are typically described
using vorticity patches and often presented in two-
dimensional slices of the domain (see, e.g., the work by
Klotsa et al. 7). Here, we consider the flow field charac-
teristics in all three coordinate directions. On the one
hand, it is found that the vorticity in the horizontal xy-
plane relates to the equilibrium configuration and dy-
namics of the particles10. On the other hand, we are in-
terested in the effect of the velocity shear in the vertical
z-direction on the steady streaming flow. Even though
the residual of the Stokes boundary layer itself is zero af-
ter averaging over an oscillatory period, it can still affect
the non-zero steady streaming flow.

Specifically, we visualize the three-dimensional vortex
structure of the flow, averaged over one oscillation pe-
riod, using isosurfaces of the λ2-criterion, a method in-
troduced by Jeong and Hussain 27 . Figure 2 shows the
vortex structures in the oscillating box and oscillating
channel flow, for s = 7.50 and δ ≈ 0.67. The value of
δ is relatively large to clearly illustrate the effect of the
Stokes boundary layer. Two different values of the rela-
tive amplitude AR (AR ≈ 1.2 and 2.7) are chosen to allow
for a comparison between the oscillating box and oscil-
lating channel flow at similar flow conditions around the
particles. These two values of AR roughly correspond
to the viscous- and advection-dominated regime in the
oscillating box10, for which, we recall that AR = Ar.

In Fig. 2a, half of a ring-like vorticity structure is found
on the upstream and downstream sides of each particle.
These coherent structures correspond to the half vortex
rings discussed by Klotsa et al. 9 . Also for higher AR val-
ues in the oscillating box, shown in Fig. 2c, do the main
vortices stay close to the particles. These structures are
stretched in the streamwise direction with respect to the
case with lower AR due to the increase in relative excur-
sion length. Similar structures are found for the oscillat-
ing channel flow for a similar AR-value, shown in Fig. 2b.
However, the surfaces are more stretched and elongated
diagonally upwards, away from the particles and bottom.
The height-dependent stretching of the vortices is a re-
flection of the vertical gradients in the flow field in the

oscillating channel flow: the typical excursion length of
both the flow and the vortices increases with distance to
the bottom.

The structures in the oscillating channel flow with
AR ≈ 1.24 (Fig. 2b) and in the oscillating box with
AR ≈ 2.67 (Fig. 2c) look very similar. However, there
is an important difference close to the bottom. There,
the streamwise extension of the structures is increased
for the oscillating box, while for the oscillating channel
flow, it is almost zero. For the oscillating channel flow at
higher AR, shown in Fig. 2d, the half-rings around the
particles are further elongated in the streamwise direc-
tion than for the other three cases, but this elongation
remains restricted close to the bottom. In addition, thin
‘plumes’ appear on both streamwise sides of the parti-
cles. These plumes are connected to the bottom close to
the particle and are angled upwards and away from the
particles.

All in all, Fig. 2 illustrates that the averaged flow fields
close to the particle pairs are affected by the vertical ve-
locity gradients in the oscillating channel flow, especially
for large AR-values. In the rest of this section, we address
how the differences in steady streaming flow are related
to differences in the equilibrium state of the system. We
consider the streamwise particle motion, mean particle
separation, and spanwise particle motion, as a function
of AR and δ, while keeping s constant.

A. Streamwise particle motion

First, we present the results on the streamwise particle
motion as a function of A, for s = 7.50 and different
values of δ. Figures 3(a) and (b) show the normalized
excursion length of the particle relative to the bulk flow
Ar and relative to the undisturbed flow at the particle
center AR, respectively. In both cases, we compare the
simulations for the oscillating channel flow against those
from the oscillating box, which otherwise have identical
settings. Note again that AR = Ar for the oscillating
box.

For both systems and AR . 5, the relative amplitudes
are proportional to A, as indicated by the dashed lines.
Around AR ≈ 5, this proportionality breaks down, as can
be seen by the increasing distance between the symbols
and the dashed line. This deviation is due to a superlin-
ear increase of As (the absolute particle excursion length,
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(a) Oscillating box, AR ≈ 1.18 (b) Oscillating channel flow, AR ≈ 1.24

(c) Oscillating box, AR ≈ 2.67 (d) Oscillating channel flow, AR ≈ 2.78

1.5 1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5
log10|u|

FIG. 2: A three-dimensional view of the oscillation-averaged vortex structures using the λ2-criterion27 (isosurfaces
of λ2 = −2× 10−3, chosen slightly below zero for visualization purposes) around the particle pairs for δ ≈ 0.67 and

s = 7.50. The colors correspond to the logarithm of the velocity magnitude. Animations illustrating the
three-dimensionality of the structures are included as supplementary materials.
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FIG. 3: (a) The particle excursion length relative to the bulk flow Ar (given by Eq. (13)) and (b) the particle
excursion length relative to the undisturbed flow at the height of the center of the particle AR (given by Eq. (15)),
both as a function of the absolute excursion length of the bulk flow A. For Ar, the data of the oscillating channel

flow (empty symbols) agree with those of the oscillating box (filled symbols) for δ < 0.5 (in blue) but not for δ > 0.5
(in red). For AR, the data from both systems agree well. The dashed lines have slopes of 1 dec/dec. Cases where

the particles lose contact with the bottom are marked in gray.
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see Eq. (12)) withA and is also found in experiments alike
to our simulations18,28.

The behavior of As can be understood based on the lo-
cal, ambient flow around the particle, which is character-
ized by the particle Reynolds number Rep = A′RωD/ν =
2AR/δ

2. As AR increases, so does Rep. When AR = 5,
the typical values are Rep ≈ 50 for δ ≈ 0.44, and
Rep ≈ 200 for δ ≈ 0.22. For these values of Rep, the
drag coefficient becomes larger than what would be ex-
pected from Stokes’ law (based on uniform flow). For
example, the drag coefficient of a sphere in uniform flow
at Rep = 100 is about 4.4 times larger than the value
obtained from linear (Stokes) drag29,30. This non-linear
increase in the drag causes the particles to move more
with the surrounding flow, and as a result, the relative
amplitudes are lower than expected from the linear scal-
ing.

Additionally, at large values of A, the particles some-
times lose contact with the bottom. These simulations
are indicated with gray symbols in Fig. 3 and subse-
quent figures. We stress that the assumption of two-
dimensional particle motion is violated, and these results
should thus not be considered when drawing conclusions
using the theoretical framework outlined in section II B.
In some extreme cases, the particles are lifted from the
bottom for as much as 50% of each oscillation period,
reaching a maximum height of 0.15 (equivalent to 15%
of the particle diameter). Nonetheless, the vertical par-
ticle motion is only found in the oscillating channel flow,
which implies that it is due to the vertical velocity gra-
dients. In fact, it is well-known that a shear flow can
exert a net lift force on a sphere31,32. For low particle
Reynolds numbers, Saffman 33 proposed that the (dimen-
sionfull) lift force on a small sphere in a uniform shear
flow with shear rate γ̇ is equal toK ′ρfA′RωD

2
√
γ̇ν, where

K ′ ≈ 81.2. This expression can be applied to the oscillat-
ing channel flow for large values of δ, i.e. when the Stokes
boundary layer resembles a shear flow on the scale of the
particle. For the maximum shear rate, we use γ̇ = Aω/δ,
which is derived from the analytical velocity profiles in
Appendix A. The lift force, using the same nondimen-
sionalization as the other forces on the right hand side of
Eq. (10), is then given by KAR

√
(δ/A)/s, where K is a

constant.
A particularly relevant quantity for the vertical particle

motion is the ratio between the upward lift force and the
net downward force (gravity minus buoyancy). This ratio
is proportional to ARΓ

√
(δ/A)/(s−1). So, for increasing

values of AR, and the other parameters kept constant, the
lift force becomes larger with respect to gravity. Once
it gets sufficiently large to overcome the net downwards
force, the particle gets lifted, which happens for the gray
markers in Fig. 3.

The proportionality (i.e. the ratio Ar/A) in Fig. 3(a)
clearly depends on δ. For small values of δ (δ . 0.5, for
the oscillating box indicated by blue symbols in Fig. 3)
the values of Ar in both systems are almost identical for
a given value of A. For example, empty square symbols

fall on top of the blue square symbols. In these cases,
the Stokes boundary layer is sufficiently thin, such that
the particle mainly ‘feels’ the bulk flow. Contrarily, for
higher values of δ (δ & 0.5, for the oscillating box in-
dicated by red symbols in Fig. 3), the values of Ar in
the oscillating channel flow clearly differ from that of
the oscillating box. In this regime, the Stokes boundary
layer is sufficiently thick such that the particle feels a
non-uniform velocity profile over most of its height. The
discrepancy in the values of Ar then emerges, because
the streamwise particle motion is governed by the local,
non-uniform ambient flow, whereas Ar relates the parti-
cle motion to the bulk flow.

When considering AR, in Fig. 3(b), the symbols from
the oscillating channel flow (empty symbols) agree with
those of the oscillating box (filled symbols) for all val-
ues of δ and A considered. This is not a trivial result,
because for given values of δ and A, both the ambient
(undisturbed) flow and the absolute particle motion are
not the same in both systems. Still, the relative motion
between the two is such, that AR has a similar value in
both systems. The good agreement between the systems
supports our choice to use the same relative excursion
length AR in both.

Due to the good agreement in values of AR between
the data sets in Fig. 3(b), we expect that AR is described
by the same scaling in both systems. For the oscillating
box, the empirical scaling Ar ∼ A/δ0.5 was proposed by
Van Overveld et al. 10 . However, this scaling fails to accu-
rately describe the data for the additional, larger δ values
(δ = 0.8 and 1.0) considered here. We propose a more
general relationship between AR and A based on theoret-
ical arguments following the analysis of the translation of
a small spherical particle in an unbounded oscillating flow
at low Reynolds numbers. The trajectory of such a parti-
cle is described by the Basset-Boussinesq-Oseen equation,
which is analytically solved in Appendix B. This yields
an expression for the ratio AR/A such that

F (s, f, δ) ≡ AR
A

=
2(s− 1)√

(9fδ)2(2fδ + 1)2 + (9fδ + 2s+ 1)2
,

(17)
where f is a unknown scalar that corrects for the presence
of the bottom.

In Fig. 4, we have scaled AR with 1/F (s, f, δ), after
which the data collapse onto the identity line for all val-
ues of δ considered. The correction factor f = 1.5 is
empirically determined and implies that the viscous drag
on the particles is approximately 1.5 times larger com-
pared to the drag in an unbounded system. Similar val-
ues for f have been found for slightly different systems
in previous studies, such as the factor f = 1.7 for the
drag on a spherical particle moving close to a wall under
influence of a Couette flow34. Alternatively, for a sphere
moving close to a wall in a quiescent fluid, the drag force
scales as − ln(w/D), with w the gap between particle and
wall35,36. As w tends to zero, the drag diverges to infin-
ity. We stress that our reported value f = 1.5 is likely
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FIG. 4: The particle excursion length relative to the
undisturbed flow at center particle height AR, scaled
with F (s, f = 1.5, δ) (see Eq. 17), as a function of the
amplitude of the bulk flow A, for s = 7.5. The symbols

are identical to those in Fig. 3. The data from the
oscillating channel flow (empty symbols) and the
oscillating box (filled symbols) collapse onto the

identity line for all values of δ and A considered, thus
AR ' AF (s, f, δ).

not a universal constant, but that it depends on the inter-
action between the particle and bottom. In the current
numerical method, the separation between the particle
and bottom is ill-defined. On the one hand, this is due
to the spring-damper model that allows for slight overlap
of particle and bottom24. On the other hand, this is due
to the non-sharp particle-fluid interfaces in the immersed
boundary method used here21. Nevertheless, this value
of f signifies that the bottom plays an important role
in the streamwise particle motion, even in the oscillating
box.

B. Mean particle separation

The (normalized) mean gap between the particles L as
a function of AR and δ is shown in Fig. 5(a) for both
systems. For the oscillating box, the relation

L ≈ 3.0δ1.5 + 0.03A3
R (18)

holds. This relation gives a transition around AR ≈ 2 be-
tween a viscous- and an advection-dominated regime10.
Below this transition, 3.0δ1.5 can be subtracted from L
(shown in Fig. 5(b)), such that most filled symbols col-
lapse onto a single curve for all values of AR. Only the
cases with the largest value of δ (δ = 1.0) are an ex-
ception to the collapse, with lower-than-expected values
of L, especially for AR < 1. Above the transition, the
last term of Eq. (18) starts to dominate, such that the
gap rapidly grows as L ∝ A3

R. This significant increase
in the mean gap does not occur for the oscillating chan-
nel flow. Instead, for low δ (δ . 0.44), the data (in

terms of L− 3.0δ1.5) collapse onto a different curve that
is weakly dependent on AR and converges to a plateau at
L− 3.0δ1.5 ≈ 0.8. The major difference with the oscillat-
ing box is thus the absence of a significant gap increase.

Nonetheless, when δ . 0.22 and AR . 2, the data
from both systems (i.e. the empty and filled symbols)
show good agreement. This is expected because, in the
limit of δ → 0, the particles feel only the bulk flow and
the two systems are equivalent. For small values of δ
(δ . 0.22), the Stokes boundary layer is sufficiently thin,
such that it hardly affects the mean gap.

When δ increases (δ ≈ 0.31 and 0.44) the mean gap
in the oscillating channel flow gets a weak negative de-
pendence on AR (see Fig. 5(a)). The particles are thus
drawn closer to each other when their excursion length
increases. This phenomenon is not found for the oscillat-
ing box and is addressed further in section IV.

Upon increasing δ further (δ & 0.67), for AR . 1.0,
the typical values of L increase, but do not become much
larger than approximately 2. The particle interactions
are weak in this part of the parameter space, where AR
is small and δ is large (e.g. for the circles, right-pointing
triangles, and crosses in Fig. 5(a)). As a consequence,
the simulations take long to converge: it typically takes
hundreds of oscillation periods for the system to reach an
equilibrium state.

In fact, due to the high computational costs of the
slow-converging simulations, instead of simulating until
the system reaches an equilibrium, we extrapolate the
numerical particle trajectories to obtain the numerical
values of the quantities that describe the equilibrium con-
figuration (e.g. L). Details for the fitting functions can
be found in Appendix C.

The increase in the convergence time is due to the
weakness of the steady streaming flow which is respon-
sible for the particle interaction. The weakness can be
quantified by defining the time-averaged vorticity in the
xy-plane going through the particle centers

〈ωz〉 =

∫ t+1

t

(
∂uy
∂x
− ∂ux

∂y

)∣∣∣∣
z=1/2

dt′

≈ 1

N

N∑
i=0

(
∂uy
∂x
− ∂ux

∂y

)∣∣∣∣
z=1/2

, (19)

in which the integral is replaced by an average of the
flow fields at N = 20 times within a single oscillation
period. In Fig. 6, the time-averaged vorticity is shown
for the three simulations with δ = 1.00 (circles in, e.g.,
Fig. 6). For the largest excursion length (AR ≈ 1.48),
the vorticity distribution around each particle is qualita-
tively similar to that found in previous work9,10,37. Upon
halving the value of AR, the vorticity magnitude in the
‘outer’ patches reduces, such that only a thin layer re-
mains around each particle, corresponding to the parti-
cle boundary layer in which most vorticity is produced.
When halving AR again, the vorticity diminishes to al-
most zero in the whole plane, such that there is nearly no
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FIG. 5: (a) The mean spacing between the particles L as a function of the relative excursion length AR, for s = 7.5.
Lines are added between symbols to guide the eye. (b) The same data is adjusted by subtracting 3.0δ1.5, such that

the filled symbols, corresponding to the oscillating box, collapse onto a curve. Note the divergence for AR & 2
between the data from the oscillating box and the data from the oscillating channel flow (empty symbols). Cases

where the particles lose contact with the bottom are shown in gray.

steady streaming flow. For the other values of δ, a simi-
lar decrease of the vorticity is found, but not as drastic
as shown in Fig. 6.

We estimate the total strength of the steady streaming
flow using the spatial average of the absolute value of the
time-averaged vorticity, defined as

C ≡ 1

LxLy

∫∫
|〈ωz〉| dxdy. (20)

The value of C is shown in Fig. 7 as a function of AαR/δ
β ,

where α and β are fitting exponents computed so that
the data collapse onto a line with a slope of 1 dec/dec.
We consider only simulations with AR . 2, to focus on
the simulations for which the time-averaged vorticity di-
minishes to almost zero, as in Fig. 6. We obtain that

C ∼ A1.9
R /δ0.7. (21)

The data collapse suggests that the total steady stream-
ing flow is weak when either viscous dissipation is strong
(large δ) or the production of vorticity is weak (small
AR). In either case, the flow field approaches the Stokes
regime in which non-linear effects do not play a role. In-
deed, the cases for which the steady streaming flow is
weak or almost absent correspond to the lowest values of
C (typically, C . 5×10−2). Nonetheless, the simulations
with such low values of C should be considered with care
since most have not reached an equilibrium configuration
due to the long convergence times. It is mainly for these
simulations that the extrapolation of the numerical par-
ticle trajectories needs to be performed (as mentioned
before with an approach discussed in Appendix C).

For the simulations in Fig. 7, the particle Reynolds
number Rep = 2AR/δ

2 varies between 0.7 and 10, i.e.
with a spread of more than an order of magnitude. The

relatively low values of the particle Reynolds number in-
dicate that viscous effects are important. However, Rep
is not the dimensionless parameter that determines the
value of C.

In addition to the physical limitations, the current nu-
merical method becomes more expensive as C becomes
smaller, since the number of time steps per oscillation pe-
riod needs to increase rapidly to account for the increas-
ing viscous dissipation21. The combination of smaller
time steps and longer convergence times severely limits
a further exploration towards higher values of δ.

C. Spanwise particle motion

In both systems, the particles oscillate relative to each
other, perpendicularly to the bulk flow. This oscillation
of the gap can be characterized in terms of the (normal-
ized) amplitudes of the oscillations that occur, primarily,
at twice and four times the driving frequency. These
amplitudes are denoted by Ag and Bg, respectively, as
defined in Appendix C. When AR . 2, these amplitudes
typically decrease with δ and increase with AR. Fur-
thermore, when scaled with δ2, as shown in Fig. 8, the
amplitudes partially collapse onto a line when plotted as
a function of AR.

Specifically, for AR . 2, the data for the oscillating
box (for which AR = Ar) is described by

Ag = CA

(
AR
δ

)2

, (22a)

Bg = CB

(
AR
δ

)2

A2
R, (22b)
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FIG. 6: The time-averaged proxy for the vorticity in the xy-plane going through the centers of the particles for the
oscillating box with δ = 1.0, corresponding to the filled circles in Fig. 5. Note the logarithmic color scale.
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FIG. 7: The space-time-averaged vorticity C (see
Eq. (20)) as a function of AαR/δ

β . Least squares analysis
on the logarithmic values yields α ≈ 1.9± 0.2 and

β ≈ 0.7± 0.2 for the data to collapse onto a line. The
dashed line has a slope of 1 dec/dec.

with CA ≈ 5×10−4 and CB ≈ 8×10−6. The data for the
oscillating channel flow is described by similar relations

Ag = C ′A

(
AR
δ

)2

A0.5
R , (23a)

Bg = C ′B

(
AR
δ

)2

A2.5
R , (23b)

with C ′A ≈ 3×10−4 and C ′B ≈ 4×10−6. Both scalings in
Eq. (23) contain an additional factor A0.5

R compared to
the scalings for the oscillating box. Equations (22) were
presented previously by Van Overveld et al. 10 , but the
scaling for Bg had an additional factor δ−0.5. Based on
the available data, both variations are plausible. Here,
we have chosen for the version in Eq. (22), since it yields
an identical difference in functional dependency for Ag
and Bg between the two systems.

For AR & 2, the data for the oscillating box decreases
in a scattered manner due to the widening of the gap as
L ≈ 3.0δ1.5+0.03A3

R
10. As the distance between the par-

ticles increases, their instantaneous interactions become
weaker, leading to smaller amplitudes. Analogously, the
increase of Ag and Bg for the oscillating channel flow is
due to the particles staying in each other’s vicinity. In
this system, the gap does not widen as drastically, as seen
in Fig. 5. The increase in the instantaneous particle-fluid
interactions with AR then results in larger oscillations of
the gap.

IV. EFFECTS OF VARIATIONS IN THE DENSITY RATIO

A. Effect on particle dynamics

The previous work for the oscillating box by
Van Overveld et al. 10 indicated that the mean state of
the system (including the mean gap value L) is governed
only by δ and AR. Variation of the density ratio s af-
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FIG. 8: The amplitude of (a) the oscillation of the gap at twice the driving frequency Ag and (b) the oscillation of
the gap at four times the driving frequency Bg as a function of the relative particle excursion length AR, for s = 7.5.

The symbols are identical to those in Fig. 5. The amplitudes have been multiplied by δ2 such that the data for
AR . 2 collapses. Two distinct regimes, with a transition around AR ≈ 2, are found for both systems. The dotted

and dashed lines correspond to Eqs. (22) and (23), respectively, with their slopes annotated in the figure.

fected only the value of AR and hence lead to the same
scalings and proportionality constants. Contrarily, we
have hypothesized that the mean state of the oscillat-
ing channel flow has an additional degree of freedom (see
sections I and II B). Here, we show how this extra de-
gree of freedom affects the equilibrium state by varying
the particle-fluid density ratio s. We present the results
from simulations with s equal to 2.65, 4.00, 6.00, and
7.50. The value s = 2.65 is commonly used for sediment
transport11, while s = 7.50 corresponds to stainless-steel
spheres in water-like fluids9. In all other aspects, the
simulations are identical to those from section III B with
δ ≈ 0.22. This particular value is chosen because the
simulations in this part of the parameter space have a
relatively low computational cost, allowing for an exten-
sive scan over values of s and AR.

The mean values of the gap L as a function of AR are
shown in Fig. 9. For AR . 1, the mean gap decreases
with increasing relative excursion length. The same effect
is previously also seen for a range of δ-values (δ ≈ 0.22,
0.31, and 0.44) in Fig. 5. In Fig. 9, the gradient of the
slope becomes more negative when s is small, i.e. for
lighter particles. Overall, the mean gap approximately
follows

L ≈ (0.4)
s/(s−1)

(
3.5

AR

)1/(s−1)

(24)

where the numbers are empirically determined. The set
of dotted lines in Fig. 9 shows that this relation indeed
describes the data. Note that the symbols and lines con-
verge at AR ≈ 1.4. The explicit dependence of L on both
AR and s in Eq. (24) is a significant difference with the
oscillating box10. In that system, the values of L vary by
less than 0.1 for AR . 1, as shown by the blue symbols in
Fig. 9. In other words, the mean gap is effectively only a
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FIG. 9: The mean value of the gap L as a function of
AR, for δ ≈ 0.22 and different values of s, for the
oscillating channel flow (black and red). The gray

symbols indicate the simulations in which particles lose
contact with the bottom, while the dashed lines indicate
above which values of AR the pair becomes unstable

and the particles drift apart. The dotted lines
correspond to Eq. (24) for each value of s. The

characters (a-f) are placed near the (red) symbols that
correspond to subfigures in Fig. 10, where flow fields are
shown. The blue symbols correspond to the oscillating

box data for δ ≈ 0.22 and s = 2.65 (diamonds) or
s = 7.5 (downward pointing triangles).

function of δ in the viscous-dominated regime (AR . 1).
For 1.4 . AR . 3.0, the data from the oscillating chan-

nel flow in Fig. 9 collapse for all density ratios without
any rescaling. In this range, the value of L rapidly in-
creases with AR up to L ≈ 1.0 when AR ≈ 3.0. At the
lower end of the collapse, around AR ≈ 1.4, the mean
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gap has a minimum at L ≈ 0.41− 0.46 for each value of
s. Note that the typical variations in L (between 0.4 and
1.0) are relatively small compared to those found for the
oscillating box in Fig. 5 (between 0.5 and 3.0).

For AR & 3.0 in Fig. 9, the data diverge. For low
values of s (s = 2.65), the mean gap increases most
with AR, whereas for higher values (s = 7.50), the mean
gap remains at approximately 1. Note that in this part
of the parameter space, the particles lose contact with
the bottom during as much as 25-50% of each oscilla-
tion period. Upon increasing AR, the lightest particles
(s = 2.65) get affected first, because the ratio between
the upward lift force and the net downward gravitational
force (∼ (AR/A)Γ

√
δA/(s−1); see Sec. IIIA) is higher for

lower s values. When the particles get lifted from the bot-
tom, the particle pair can become unstable, after which
the particles drift apart in both the streamwise and span-
wise directions. The gray dashed lines indicate the mini-
mum values of AR at which the pairs become unstable for
each value of s. Even in elongated domains (15×40) and
starting close to the expected equilibrium configuration,
the particles drift apart over typically 10−50 oscillations.

In addition to the mean gap, we consider the oscilla-
tion amplitudes of the gap at twice and four times the
driving frequency, Ag and Bg, respectively, in Fig. 10.
For 1 . AR . 3, the values of both Ag and Bg increase
by approximately a factor 2 when s decreases from 7.50
to 2.65, at otherwise equal value of AR. So, for these AR
values, s only affects the oscillation of the gap and not
the mean gap itself. Contrarily, for AR . 1, the data of
both Ag and Bg collapse onto a single curve quite well,
without any rescaling. This means that, in this regime,
the oscillation of the particles in the spanwise direction
is not sensitive to variations in s.

According to Figs. 9 and 10, there are simulations (e.g.
(a) and (d) in Fig. 9) for which the streamwise and span-
wise particle translations (in terms of AR, Ag and Bg)
are similar, but the equilibrium configuration (in terms
of L) is not. This means that the change in L is due
to a different physical mechanism. There are two mech-
anisms that can play a role: the shear between bottom
and fluid (addressed in section IVB) and the rotation of
the particles (addressed in this section).

Even without particle-bottom friction, the particles
can rotate around the x-axis due to the vertical shear
in the flow velocity. We quantify the rotation of the
particles around the x-axis using the maximum angu-
lar velocity ωx,max. Note that this quantity is non-
dimensionalized according to Eq. (9). The result is shown
as a function of AR in Fig. 11.

For most simulations, the value of ωx,max does not sig-
nificantly vary with AR, but does depend on s. Based
on Fig. 11, the angular rotation scales approximately as
ωx,max ∼ s−0.5, whereas we expect it to scale as δ2/s,
based on Eq. (11). An explanation on the discrepancy
between these scalings is absent. Still, for both the sim-
ulation data and the theory, we find that ωx,max is inde-
pendent of AR (or A).

Increased particle rotation was previously correlated to
an increase in the mean gap10 and could thus explain the
increase in L at low AR values in Fig. 9. As verification,
we performed additional simulations of the oscillating
channel flow with s = 7.50, Γ = 4.5, and µc = [0.2, 0.4].
In these simulations, the particle-bottom friction deliv-
ers a torque that enhances the particle rotation up to
ωx,max ≈ 3.4, which is significantly higher than the val-
ues in Fig. 11. The mean gap is approximately 0.1 larger
than when µc = 0, which indicates that particle rotation,
induced by particle-bottom friction, increases the mean
gap. More additional simulations in which the particle’s
moment of inertia is (artificially) multiplied or divided
by a factor 3, yield values of L that differ only 0.01 from
the base case. The increase in L due to particle rotation
is thus only small compared to the increase due to lower
values of s. Therefore, particle rotation is likely not the
only physical mechanism that causes the increase in the
mean gap.

B. Effect on flow fields

The differences in the equilibrium configuration, as
shown in the previous section, are the result of differences
in the particle-fluid interactions. Now that the particle
dynamics are described, we investigate if the variation
of the density ratio also leads to changes in the steady
streaming flows. Note that changing the value of s, while
keeping AR and δ constant, implies that A changes ac-
cordingly, because there are only three degrees of freedom
that define the system. For the flow, it is more relevant
to consider A instead of s, because A is directly related
to relative movement between bottom and (bulk) flow,
and thus to the vertical shear in the velocity field.

We visualize the time-averaged vorticity field in the
horizontal plane at mid-particle height z = 1/2 in Fig. 12.
Horizontally aligned plots have the same value of s, while
A and AR both increase from left to right. Vertically
aligned plots have similar values of AR, whereas diago-
nally aligned plots have identical values of A.

The comparison in Fig. 12 shows that the average vor-
ticity strongly depends on AR. To understand this, we re-
call that this vorticity is produced in the particle bound-
ary layer, where the velocity shear scales with AR8. Upon
increasing AR, the patches close to the pair grow in mag-
nitude and spatial extent. For the largest values of AR
considered here (Figs. 12(c) and (f)), the patches are
elongated in the oscillation direction and four additional
patches emerge in the spanwise direction. This confirms
that the production of vorticity is determined by the ve-
locity shear in the particle boundary layers, which scales
with AR8.

The elongation in the y-direction was previously ob-
served in the oscillating box for AR & 1, when the ad-
vection of vorticity becomes relatively important with
respect to the dissipation10. However, the additional
patches were not observed in the oscillating box system.
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FIG. 10: The amplitudes of the oscillation of the gap (a) Ag and (b) Bg as a function of AR, for δ ≈ 0.22 and
different values of s. The symbols are identical to those in Fig. 9. The dashed lines indicate the value of AR at

which the pair becomes unstable and the particles drift apart.
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FIG. 11: The maximum (dimensionless) angular
rotation of the particles around the x-axis ωx,max as a
function of AR for δ ≈ 0.22 and different values of s.

The symbols are identical to those in Fig. 9.

On the other hand, the average vorticity is hardly af-
fected by variations in A (or s) at constant value of AR.
For low AR-values (Figs. 12(a) and (d)), the patches close
to the particles appear quite similar, even though L varies
by a factor 1.5. For high AR-values (Figs. 12(c) and (f)),
an increase of a factor 1.8 in A does affect the vortic-
ity close to the particles. For large A, the patches are
elongated further in the streamwise direction, and the
vorticity magnitude inside them is higher, especially, in
the parts further away from the pair. Note that despite
these differences in the flow fields, the value of L is not
significantly different.

To make a stronger quantitative comparison and bet-
ter illustrate these points, we calculate the time-averaged
vorticity 〈ωz〉 (see Eq. (19)) along the lines y = 0.75 and
x = L/4 (with values between x ≈ 0.11 and 0.17). The
results are shown in Fig. 13. The positions of the lines,

as indicated in Fig. 12, include the vorticity patches that
vary between the cases, while they exclude the symmetry
axes of the configuration and the thin layer of vorticity
around each particle. The lines at x = L/4 lie precisely
between the symmetry axis (x = 0) and the particle sur-
face (x = L/2). Even though the exact position of the
lines is arbitrary, the interpretation of the results is not
sensitive to small changes in their positions.

In Fig. 13, the two dotted curves (corresponding to
Figs. 12(a) and (d)) have similar shapes and magnitudes.
Especially close to the pair (around x = 0 and y = 0), the
curves overlap. Further from the origin, the gray curve is
shifted further outwards with respect to the black curve.
The same observations hold for the dashed curves, which
correspond to Figs. 12(b) and (e). So, for increasing val-
ues of A, at constant AR, the time-averaged vorticity
distribution is situated further away from the pair. The
vorticity patches shown in Fig. 12 are thus elongated in
both the streamwise and spanwise direction.

The solid curves in Fig. 13 have, on top of the out-
ward shift, also a significant difference in the vorticity
magnitude. For example, the maximum vorticity of the
two solid curves in Fig. 13(b) varies from a factor 0.5 at
y ≈ −2.5, up to a factor 1.4 at y ≈ −0.5. These different
magnitudes could be due to either redistribution or dif-
ferences in the production of vorticity. Hence, we average
the (absolute) vorticity along the two lines y = 0.75 and
x = L/4, and show the results as a function of AR in
Fig. 14. In addition, we have included an average over
the full horizontal plane, which is equal to C, as defined
in Eq. (20).

The (total) vorticity in the plane is strongly dependent
on AR, scaling approximately with A1.75

R . This confirms
that the production of vorticity is coupled to the veloc-
ity shear in the particle boundary layers, which scales
with AR

8. Contrarily, variation of A (or s) only has a
small effect on the spatially averaged vorticity. For ex-
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FIG. 12: The time-averaged proxy for the vorticity in the xy-plane going through the centers of the particles for the
oscillating channel flow with δ ≈ 0.22, s = 7.50 (top row) and s = 2.65 (bottom row). The plots are aligned such
that vertically adjacent plots have (approximately) the same value of AR, while diagonally adjacent plots (b-d and
c-e) have the same value of A. Specific parameter values are given within each subfigure. The black arrows in (c)
and (f) point to the additional patches that emerge at high values of AR. The vorticity along the dotted lines is

plotted in Fig. 13.

ample, at AR ≈ 1.7 (rightmost symbols in Fig. 14), the
line-averaged vorticity varies by only 4% and 9%, while
the value of A nearly doubles. Variation of A, at con-
stant AR, does thus not affect the total amount of vortic-
ity, but rather redistributes it over the horizontal plane.
This redistribution can lead to differences in the particle-
fluid interactions and subsequently into differences in the
mean gap. More specifically, we have seen in Fig. 12 that
for larger values of A, the vorticity is spread further away
from the particles and the mean gap increases.

So, for the oscillating channel flow, the two excursion
lengths AR and A can be assigned to different physical
mechanisms. While AR is related to both the production
and advection of vorticity, A sets the vertical shear and
can further enhance the transport while keeping the total
amount of vorticity unaffected. For the oscillating box,
this latter mechanism is absent10.
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FIG. 13: The average vorticity 〈ωz〉 along the lines (a) y = 0.75 and (b) x = L/4 for the six cases that are shown in
Fig. 12. The black and gray curves correspond to the cases with s = 7.50 and s = 2.65, respectively. Note that the
dashed curves have approximately the same magnitude and shape, especially close to the particles. The same holds

for the dotted curves.

V. DISCUSSION

In section IV, we have shown that the mean state of
the system (e.g. L) is affected by particle rotation. The
rotation is due to a net torque on the particle, as a result
of velocity gradients or particle-bottom friction, repre-
sented by the first and second term on the right-hand
side of Eq. (11), respectively. However, for most of our
simulations, we have neglected particle-bottom friction;
an assumption that we discuss first. Then we extend the
discussion to the influence of the density ratio on the
mean gap and the relevance of our results for different
parts of the parameter space.

Particle-bottom friction is characterized by the di-
mensionless parameter µc/Γ (see Eqs. (10) and (11)),
given that the hydrodynamic lift can be neglected.
Van Overveld et al. 10 showed that simulations where the

particle-bottom friction is absent (µc = 0) agree well with
experiments at relatively high frequencies9, such that the
oscillatory acceleration is larger than the gravitational
acceleration (Γ > 1). In such experiments, strong par-
ticle chains have been found7. Our simulation results,
with µc = 0, thus also correspond to this particle-chain
regime. However, the friction needs to be incorporated
to accurately simulate systems where Γ is smaller, e.g.
for the rolling-grain ripples11.

Alternatively, particle rotation can also be caused by
velocity gradients in the Stokes boundary layer, as shown
in section IVA. We can use these results to better under-
stand situations where particle-bottom friction cannot be
neglected. Most likely, the cause of the rotation is not
important, but the subsequent particle-fluid interactions
are. Note that for the oscillating box, there is no Stokes
boundary layer that can induce a net torque on the parti-
cle. The moment of inertia is then not a relevant quantity
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FIG. 14: The magnitude of the time-averaged vorticity
〈ωz〉 for the six cases shown in Fig. 12, averaged over
the lines y = 0.75 and x = L/4. Additionally, the
average over the full xy-plane is shown, which is
equivalent to C as defined in Eq. 20. The black

(s = 7.50) and gray (s = 2.65) symbols correspond to
the black and gray curves in Fig. 13, respectively.

for the mean equilibrium state of the system10.
Additionally, we have shown in section IVB through

variation in s, at constant values of AR and δ, that A is
an important quantity for the distribution of the period-
averaged vorticity over the horizontal plane. We have
shown that the mean gap is larger when the vorticity is
smoothed out over a larger part of the domain. This
indicates that the (average) attraction between the par-
ticles is larger when the vorticity is concentrated closely
around the particles. This interpretation also agrees with
results from the oscillating box, where for small values of
δ, the vorticity is concentrated in a thin layer around the
particles10. The mean gap in these cases is also small
and scales as L ∼ δ1.5.

Besides the aforementioned differences, the other pa-
rameter values in environmental settings can be different
than in our simulations. Hence, we discuss the accuracy
and applicability of our results in the different parts of
the parameter space. In particular, when both AR and δ
are small, L converges to the values found for the viscous
regime in the oscillating box. The Stokes boundary layer
does not play a large role in this part of the parameter
space and we indeed expect the two systems to become
equivalent.

Only when δ is sufficiently large, i.e. δ0.7 & A1.9
R (see

Eq. 21), does the viscous dissipation become important
relative to the production of vorticity, such that the for-
mation of steady streaming flow is suppressed. In such a
case, the residual flow is almost zero and the subsequent
interaction with the particles is weak. For the cases where
the steady streaming flow is extremely weak, L changes
by only ∼ 10−3 per oscillation period and typically thou-
sands of periods are needed until a quasi-steady state is
reached, even when starting close to the equilibrium con-
figuration. Therefore, we expect that in this part of the

parameter space, particle pairs are extremely rare in en-
vironmental or laboratory settings. Due to their weak
interaction, the pair stability would be too sensitive to
small perturbations due to e.g. bottom roughness.

On the other hand, we have consistently found steady
streaming flows forAR > 1 in the oscillating channel flow,
at every value of δ. Specifically for small δ, the particles
stay close together, where they would drift apart in the
oscillating box. For larger δ, as is more common in envi-
ronmental settings, the particle-particle interactions are
sufficiently large to reach an equilibrium state with a typ-
ical time scale of ∼ 100 oscillation periods, based on val-
ues of the fitting parameter τ (discussed in Appendix C
in Eq. (C2)). For the formation of patterns, however,
different time scales could be relevant. For example, the
alignment of the pairs from parallel to perpendicular to
the oscillation direction could occur in fewer oscillation
periods. Additionally, the presence of other particles in
denser systems could accelerate the ordering processes,
illustrated by e.g. the formation of particle chains in ap-
proximately 20 oscillation periods by Mazzuoli et al. 11 .

In short, the ordering mechanisms for the oscillating
box6,7,9 and for the initiation of rolling-grain ripples11
seem qualitatively similar, albeit with a large variation
in strength and dependence on the parameters governing
the problem. The typically weak ordering mechanism
at large δ-values (at constant AR) would allow for, for
example, more tortuosity in longer sediment chains and
the presence of defects in the pattern. Both these effects
are commonly observed in simulations and experiments
in this part of the parameter space11,17,38.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have described the dynamics of a
particle pair in an oscillating channel flow and compared
them to those of a particle pair in an oscillating box. The
results are obtained using direct numerical simulations,
where the Navier-Stokes equations are solved in a double-
periodic domain with a no-slip bottom. The motion of
the particles and their interaction with the fluid phase is
accounted for using the immersed boundary method.

The equilibrium states of the two systems have marked
differences in the dynamics of the particles and the
steady-streaming flow around them. In absence of
particle-bottom friction, the oscillating box is governed
by two dimensionless parameters: the normalized relative
excursion length AR and the normalized Stokes boundary
layer thickness δ. The particle dynamics in the oscillating
channel flow are governed by an additional dimensionless
parameter. The extra degree of freedom is represented
by either the particle-fluid density ratio s, which controls
the amount of particle rotation, or the excursion length
of the bulk flow A, which controls the distribution of the
period-averaged vorticity over the horizontal plane. This
latter mechanism has a major influence on the mean gap
between the particles.
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In general, the oscillating box and oscillating chan-
nel flow are different systems, even though the order-
ing mechanisms in both systems are qualitatively simi-
lar. Results obtained in one system cannot be directly
translated to the other. Only in a limited part of the
parameter space, when both δ and AR are small, can the
findings for the oscillating box be applied to the oscillat-
ing channel flow. It is thus of paramount importance to
discriminate between the two systems and regions of the
parameter space when comparing seemingly similar phe-
nomena such as the particle chains described by Klotsa
et al. 7 and the rolling-grain ripples studied by Mazzuoli
et al. 11 .

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

See supplementary material for the animations illus-
trating the three-dimensionality of the structures shown
in Fig. 2.
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Appendix A: Analytical velocity profiles

We consider an unbounded oscillating flow over a hor-
izontal, fixed bottom at z = 0. A harmonically oscillat-
ing pressure gradient ∇pe = − cos(2πt)ŷ drives the flow
with excursion length A and angular frequency 2π (both
dimensionless). This problem is a variation on Stokes
second problem, given by

1

2π

∂u

∂t
=

1

2
δ2∇2u+ cos(2πt)ŷ, (A1)

with solution

u =
[
sin(2πt)− e−z/δ sin

(
2πt− z

δ

)]
ŷ. (A2)

The fluid excursion at the height of the particle center is

xf |z=1/2 = 2πA

∫
u|z=1/2 dt (A3)

= −A
[
cos(2πt)− e−1/2δ cos

(
2πt− 1

2δ

)]
ŷ,

where the factor 2πA comes from the different scales used
in the nondimensionalization of u (with A′ω) and x (with
D), see Eq. (1). The vertical shear is

∂ (u · ŷ)

∂z
= −1

δ
e−z/δ

[
sin
(

2πt− z

δ

)
+ cos

(
2πt− z

δ

)]
,

(A4)
such that, due to the non-dimensionalization of the ve-
locity (see Eq. 1), the typical (dimensionfull) shear rate
is given by γ̇ = Aω/δ.

For an oscillating flow in a channel bounded by hori-
zontal plates at z = 0 and z = H, the solution to Eq. A1
is more complex. It is given by

u = <
[
sin (2πt) +

cosh [(1 + i)(2z −H)/2δ]

cosh [(1 + i)H/2δ]
ie2πit

]
ŷ,

(A5)
in which < [. . . ] denotes the real part of the expression
between the brackets. The ratio H/δ is related to the
Womersley number, which is used in e.g. the description
of pulsatile blood flow39. In the limit of H/δ � 1, the
velocity in the range 0 ≤ z ≤ H/2 converges to that of
equation Eq. (A2).

Appendix B: Analytical particle trajectory

Here, we present a derivation of the analytical parti-
cle trajectories, given in dimensionfull form, such that it
matches the commonly used formulation, e.g. by Corrsin
and Lumley 40 . We consider an external pressure gradi-
ent

∇′p′ = −A′ω2ρfe
iωt′ ŷ, (B1)

that drives an oscillating flow, such that the velocity field
is described by

u′f = −A′ωieiωt
′
ŷ. (B2)

We assume that the motion of a spherical particle im-
mersed in such a flow is described by

u′s = −A′sωiei(ωt
′+φ)ŷ, (B3)

with As and φ the excursion length and phase lag of
the particle, respectively. If the particle is sufficiently
small, the flow can be approximated by the undisturbed
flow field of Eq. B2. Only cases at low Reynolds num-
bers are considered, such that Stokes drag applies. The
translation of the particle is then described by the Basset-
Boussinesq-Oseen (BBO) equation, based on fundamen-
tal work from each of the authors41–43. We use the form
similar to that given by Corrsin and Lumley 40 :

π

6
ρsD

3 du
′
s

dt′
=3πρffνD(u′f − u′s)−

π

6
D3∇′p′

+
π

12
ρfD

3
d(u′f − u′s)

dt′
(B4)

+
3

2
D2ρf

√
πfν

∫ t′

t0

1√
t′ − τ

d(u′f − u′s)
dt′

dτ.

http://doi.org/10.4121/20375364
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This equation equals the force on the particle to the sum
of the Stokes drag, the pressure gradient in the undis-
turbed flow, the added mass, and the Basset history
force. An a priori unknown factor f is added to the
terms that model the viscous drag, i.e. the Stokes drag
and the Basset history force. This factor accounts for
the enhanced drag on a sphere in vicinity of a wall35. We
expect f = 1 for an unbounded domain and f > 1 for the
systems considered in this study. The added mass likely
also changes due to the presence of a wall, but this effect
will not be taken into account here.

We now use expressions Eqs. (B1), (B2), and (B3) as
ansatz in Eq. (B4). For the treatment of the Basset force,
we assume that the system has reached a quasi-steady
state, such that we can use the limit

lim
t0→−∞

∫ t′

t0

eiωτdτ√
t′ − τ

= lim
t0→−∞

√
π

iω
erf
(√

iω (t′ − t0)
)
eiωt

′

= (1− i)
√

π

2ω
eiωt

′
, (B5)

in which erf(. . . ) is the error function. By equating the
real and imaginary parts of Eq. (B4), expressions for the
particle excursion length

As
A

=

√
(9fδ)2 (2fδ + 1)

2
+ 9 (3fδ + 1)

2

(9fδ)2 (2fδ + 1)
2

+ (9fδ + 2s+ 1)
2 (B6)

and phase lag

tan (φ) =
−18fδ (2fδ + 1) (s− 1)

(9fδ)2 (2fδ + 1)
2

+ (9fδ + 2s+ 1) (9fδ + 3)
(B7)

are found. Finally, using Eq. (13), we obtain an expres-
sion for the excursion length of the particle relative to
the ambient flow

F (s, f, δ) ≡ AR
A

=
2(s− 1)√

(9fδ)2(2fδ + 1)2 + (9fδ + 2s+ 1)2
.

(B8)

Appendix C: Equations used for least squares fitting

The particle amplitude in the lab frame As is obtained
by fitting the function

fAs(t) = y0 + v0t+As sin (2πt+ θ), (C1)

to the particle position in the streamwise direction. The
fitting parameters y0 and v0 correct for transient effects
in the mean position.

Likewise, the mean gap L is obtained from the distance
between the particles, to which the function

fgap(t) =L+ ae−t/τ +A cos(4πt+ θ1)

+B cos(8πt+ θ2) + C cos(2πt+ θ3) (C2)

is fitted. The normalized amplitudes of the oscillation of
the gap Ag and Bg are obtained similarly as L, using

fosc(t) =a+ bt+ ct2 +Ag cos(4πt+ θ1)

+Bg cos(8πt+ θ2) + Cg cos(2πt+ θ3). (C3)

The polynomial part is only used for interpolation over
a few periods of the main oscillation.
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