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The mean radial component of relative velocity (MRV) between pairs of inertial particles
is studied, where the particles are advected by turbulent flow and undergo collision-
and-coagulation. A previously proposed phenomenological model of MRV for low-inertia
particles (Saw & Meng|2022) is corrected (improved) and shown to produce better predictions
of the MRV as a function of particle separation distance r. Then, using direct numerical
simulation (DNS), the relationship between the DNS-produced MRV and particle/turbulent
parameters is studied. The results show that for particles with near-zero Stokes numbers (S7),
the MRV is roughly independent of St. At larger St, the magnitude of MRV increases with
St and this change is most pronounced when St > 0.2. Assuming that the relative particle
velocities are derived from fluid velocity differences associated with a nominal resonant
length scale, we find an empirical relation between this resonant scale and Stokes number
such that the resonant scale has the form: d + @ S#®, where B ~ 1.86. We show that, coupled
with this empirical result, the aforementioned MRV model could be extended to predict
MRV for any finite St, and we further show that the predictions are accurate against the DNS
results. Our results also suggest that the extended model could also accurately account for
possible Reynolds number (Re,) effect by simply allowing « and S to be functions of Re,.
We also find that when the particle diameter is smaller than the Kolmogorov length scale,
the MRV for particles with the same S? is independent of the particle diameter. By studying
the MRV under different Reynolds numbers (Re; = 84, 124, 189), we find that for particles
with St < 1, the MRV is independent of Re,. For larger St, Re, dependence is observed
such that the coefficients @ and 3 decrease with Re .

1. Introduction

The collision and coagulation of inertial particles in turbulent flow is a common and important
physical process in both scientific research and industrial applications. For example, the
collision rate between small droplets in atmospheric clouds affects precipitation (Shaw|2003}
Grabowski & Wang|2013)). In astrophysical environments such as protoplanetary disks, the
collision of dust grains is a step in the formation of planetesimal (Johansen et al.|2009; |Pan
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et al.2011). In turbulent spray combustion, the distribution and the size of fuel droplets affect
the efficiency of energy conversion (Smith et al.|2002). (Saffman & Turner||1956) studied
the collision rate of no-inertia particles in turbulent flow and obtained the collision rate:
N¢ =ninp(ry + r2)3(%)1/ 2 in which n; and n, are the mean concentrations of two kinds
of particles, respectively, r; and r, are their radii. The mean radial relative velocity of zero-
inertia particles is (r1+r2) (2£)1/2. Unlike fluid particles, inertial particles are preferentially
concentrated in the high strain and low vorticity region of turbulent flow, resulting in an
inhomogeneous distribution, which is also called particle clustering (Squires & Eaton| 1991}
Saw et al.[2008)). In addition, the relative velocity of inertial particles increases at contact in
turbulent flow (Bragg & Collins|[2014). These two effects make the collision rate of inertial
particles in turbulent flow is larger than that of fluid particles and difficult to calculate. In
(Sundaram & Collins|1997), the relationship among the collision rate, particle clustering and
particle relative radial velocity was presented: N../(n1n,V) = 4rnd*>g(d){w,(d)), in which
d is the particle diameter, g(d) is the radial distribution function (RDF) when the particle
separation distance r is equal to d, and {(w, (d)) is the mean radial relative velocity (MRV) of
particles. V is the spatial volume of the domain. This finding makes it possible to study the
particle RDF and MRV independently and to predict the collision rate of inertial particles in
different situations. This paper focuses on the MRV of inertial particles, and the following
also focuses on the current state of research related to the relative velocity of particles.

The particle Stokes number is a dimensionless quality characterizing the inertia of particles,
is equal to the ratio of the particle relaxation time 7, to the Kolmogorov time scale 7, of the
flow. The theoretical studies show that for particles with medium Stokes number, they have a
path-history effect in turbulent flow. When particles are at the same position, their velocities
have low correlation, resulting in high relative velocity. This phenomenon is called sling
effect or caustics (Wilkinson & Mehlig|2005} [Wilkinson et al.|2006} |[Falkovich et al.|2002]).
The mean radial relative velocity is the relative velocity of particles projected in the radial
direction: (w,) = {(V, — V1) - F), which is also the first-order structure function of particle
relative velocity. If the collision-coagulation of particles is not considered, since the turbulent
velocity is isotropic at small scale, (w,-) = 0. In most numerical simulation studies, collision
and coagulation of particles are not considered, therefore these works often investigated
higher order particle relative velocity structure function, the second-order structure function
Sﬁ for example, or particles mean negative radial relative velocity (w; |, <o), to indirectly

obtain the trend of the MRV. The results show that the value of Sﬁ and (w; |y, <o) of the
particles increase gradually with the increase of the particle Stokes number, and the growth
is significant when St > 0.2, which is consistent with the finding of the sling effect/caustics
(Bewley et al.|2013; [Ireland et al.|2016). In (Falkovich et al.[2002) and (Wilkinson &
Mehlig||2005), they think that the sling effect or caustics becomes more significant with
the increase of the turbulent Reynolds number. However, the numerical results show that
for small St particles, Sﬁ and (w,|w, <o) are only weakly dependent on turbulent Reynolds
number (Ireland et al.|2016). For particles with St > 3.0, they decrease with increasing
Reynolds number (Bec et al.|2010; Rosa et al.|2013).

In (Saw & Meng|2022)), they find that when particles collide and coagulate, the magnitude
of MRV increases significantly in the range of the separation distance r is close to the
particle diameter d. They also propose a MRV phenomenological model to illustrate the
relationship between MRV and the separation distance r. Based on their results, we first make
an improvement for the MRV phenomenological model. Then, the collision-coagulation is
considered in our numerical simulation, the relationship between the MRV with particles and
turbulent parameters is studied directly. The contents of this paper are organized as follows. In
Section 2, we describe the numerical method that are used to simulate homogeneous isotropic




N % & u’ Pl n Ty L T, Re,
flow 1256 0.001 0.0326 0.3519 0.2386 0.0132 0.1750 0.5073 1.4416 84
flow 2 (256 0.001 0.1013 0.5684 0.2187 0.0100 0.0993 0.6151 1.0822 124
flow 3512 0.001 0.9472 1.226 0.1544 0.0057 0.0325 0.7398 0.6034 189

Table 1: The DNS parameters and time-averaged statistics. NN is the simulation grid size, v

is the kinematic viscosity of turbulence, ¢ is the dissipation rate of turbulent flow, u” is the

root-mean-square velocity of turbulent flow, A is the Taylor length scale, n and 74, are the

Kolmogorov length and time scale, L and Ty, are the integral length and time scale, Re is
the Taylor scaled Reynolds number.

turbulence and particle motion with the consideration of particle collision-coagulation. The
improvement of the MRV phenomenological model is shown in section 3. The results from
DNS are discussed in Section 4. A summary and main conclusion are given in Section 5.

2. Simulation method

Direct numerical simulation (DNS), which fully solves the Navier-Stokes equation in both
spatial and temporal space, is used to study the particle laden flow in this paper. The
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations are solved in a cube which has periodic boundary
condition in three directions and the length of which is 2x:

o . . 1 L=
i Vit = ——Vp Wi+ f(R,1) 2.1)
ot 0

V-i=0 (2.2)

Where i, p, p and v are velocity, pressure, density and the kinetic viscosity of turbulent
flow. f is the forcing scheme, added in the large scale region of turbulence to maintain
the statistics stationary (Eswaran & Pope||1988)). The N-S equations are transformed from
physical space to wavenumber space, which is called the pseudo-spectral method. The 2/3-
method is used to deal with aliasing error raised by the convection term in (Rogallo
1981).

The influence of the turbulent Reynolds number on the particle MRV is studied in this
paper, the range of Reynolds number we choose is Re; = 84 ~ 189, where Re, is the
Taylor microscale Reynolds number. In different cases, k47 = 1.59, 1.21, 1.38, where
kmax 1s the maximum wavenumber, and Courant number C = 0.0248, 0.0401, and 0.0865
respectively. The detailed parameters are shown in table[I] The simulation method and the
DNS parameters are the same with (Meng & Saw|2023)). In (Meng & Saw|2023)), a higher
resolution simulation is conducted to study the possible effects of the sub-Kolmogorov
intermittency on the RDF of particle, using N = 1024 at Re, = 124. The result indicates
that the effect of unresolved sub-Kolmogorov intermittency may modify slightly the inertial
clustering exponent but would not cause any significant changes to the qualitative trends of
particle RDF. Therefore, it can be considered that the sub-Kolmogorov intermittency will
not have effect on the main results in this paper.

Particles in this paper are small and heavy, the particle diameter d is much smaller than
the Kolmogorov length scale 7 and the particle density p,, is much larger than the density
of flow p. The basic physical process of particle collision-coagulation is considered in this
paper, therefore the gravitational effect and the inter-particle hydrodynamic interaction are
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not included in simulation system. Particles and turbulent flow are only one-way coupling.
Under these hypotheses, particles are only conducted by the Stokes drag force, the motion
equation of particles is shown below (Maxey & Riley|1983):

v _u®)-v (2.3)
dt T
where V is particle velocity, 1#(X) is the flow velocity at particle position, and 7, is particle
relaxation time.

Particles will collide and create a new particle with the conservation of momentum and
mass when the particle separation distance r is equal to or less than the sum of the particle
radii. To avoid successive collisions with larger particles created by collision-coagulation,
larger particles are removed from the system as soon as they are created. In this situation,
in order to maintain the equilibrium of the particles in the system, a fixed number of
particles are added to the system at certain time steps, and these new particles have the
same parameters as the initial particles. After 10 turbulent characteristic integration times,
the particles in the system reach stability. It is important to note that, only monodisperse
particles are considered in the calculation of the MRV, which means the relative velocity
between particles with different St is not taken into account. The influences of particle Stokes
number and the particle size on MRV are studied in this paper, the range of St we choose is
St = 0.01 2.0 and the particle diameters are d = 1/3d., d., and 3d,, where d. = 9.49 x 1074,
It should be noted that the diameter size of the particles is only used to determine whether
collisions occur between the particles, the inter-particle hydrodynamic is not considered.

3. Correction (improvement) of the MRV phenomenological model

Here, we present a correction (improvement) of the MRV phenomenological model proposed
by [Saw & Meng| (2022) and show that this substantially improve the model’s accuracy. We
begin with a brief introduction of the model. The model describes the relationship between
MRV and the particle separation distance r in the St < 1 limit, such that:

(wr) =p_(wrlw, <0) + ps(w,|w, > 0)
/9(; P (0")cos(6")do (3.1
ST P () cos(0)dor

x-p_é_r+piéir|l+

where p, (p-) is the probability for a sample of w, to turn out positive (negative) and the
constants £,, £_ depends on the flow energy dissipation rate (Saw & Meng|2022). As a first-
order account, the skewness in the distribution of particle relative velocities were neglected
which leads to p, = f07 Pgdf =0.5,and p_ =1~ p, =0.5. P}, is a conditional probability
density function (PDF) of 6 defined as P}, = P(6 |w, < 0) = P(0 |6 € [0,7/2]). 6 is the
angle between the relative velocity w and the relative displacement 7 of a particle-pair. Saw
& Meng| (2022) argue that PDF of § may be constructed using the (statistical) central-limit
theorem, such that:

P(0) = Nexp [Kcos(0 — ug)] sin(0) (3.2)

where Nexp|...] is the circular normal distribution, and K, a variance parameter, may
be inferred by matching the model produced transverse-to-longitudinal ratio of structure
functions (TLR) of the particle relative velocities to the one measured directly in experiment
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Figure 1: (a). Schematic illustrating the ideas behind the MRV phenomenological model
in (Saw & Meng[2022) that explain the change of MRV in the regime of r ~ d. F is the
relative position of the S particle to the P particle, while w represents the relative velocity
of S to P. (b). The MRV for particles with St = 0.01 compared with prediction via the
phenomenological model (Eq using new p.(p-) calculation method. DNS result: o:
St = 0.01. Dashed lines are model predictions using Eq[3.T]and Eq[3.2] with K obtained by
a certain order of structure function of particle relative velocity. red: second-order, yellow:
fourth-order, purple: sixth-orther.

or DNS (Saw & Meng|2022). In (Saw & Meng|2022)), the model predicts MRV that agrees
best with DNS outcome when K is calibrated using the fourth-order structure functions
instead of the second-order which one would normally expect since MRV is a low order
statistics. This suggests that the model may be incomplete(Saw & Meng|[2022).

According to the idealized picture of particle collision-coagulation process described in
(Saw & Meng|[2022), as shown in Figure[I(a)] the small scale trajectory of particle can be
regarded as rectilinear at separation r close to the particle diameter d. Since particles collide
and coagulate when r = d, according to the geometrical analysis, the angle between w and 7
cannot be smaller than 6,,,, which is a value related to the ratio of d to r: 8,, = sin~'(d/r).
This lower bound of 6 affects the symmetry of the PDF of particle relative velocity, therefore
p+ (also p_) should not be fixed at 0.5 but should equals a value that varies with 8,,, (which
in turns varies with r). Thus, we change the probability of a realization of w, being positive
and negative to:

o Podo [7, Podd

P+ = Wa P- W,

(3.3)

which also satisfy p, + p_ = 1.

Bringing the revised (p., p-) into Eq[3.1] and using Eq[3.2) where K is calibrated by the
measured (via DNS) second-, fourth-, and sixth-order structure functions of particle relative
velocity respectively, the new MRV model predictions is compared with the DNS results, as
shown in Figure [Tl We see that the second-order calibration produces result with the best
agreement with DNS, and which is significantly better than that in (Saw & Meng|2022).
This provide strong support for the validity of the MRV model since second-order statistics
are the most appropriate (orthodox) reference for the determination of K, which is itself a
variance parameter analogous to 1/ in the Gaussian distribution.
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Figure 2: The MRV for particles with different Stokes number. In (a), St = 0.01 to 0.5. In
(b), St = 0.5 to 2.0. r is the separation distance of particles and 7 is the Kolmogorov
length scale of the turbulent flow.

4. Results and Discussion
4.1. Stokes number dependence

In order to study the variation of the MRV with the particle Stokes number, particles with
different St are introduced into the system respectively, the range of St is from 0.01 to 2.0.
In each case, the turbulent Reynolds number and particle size are the same. The MRV for
particles with different St is shown in Figure

First we can see from these figures that the magnitude of MRV increases gradually as
the separation distance r decreases, which is consistent with the results in (Saw & Meng
2022). Furthermore, it also shows that for particles with St < 1, the MRV barely changes
with increasing Stokes number. However, when St > 0.2, the magnitude of MRV increases
significantly as St increases. In order to illustrate the trend of the MRV when r is close to
d, the MRV against (r — d)/d for particles with different Stokes number is shown in Figure
B](a). We can see that with the decrease of the particle separation distance r, the magnitude
of MRV increases sharply at the first time. Then, it becomes flatten when r is close to the
particle diameter d. According to this phenomenon, we assume that the value of MRV at
r —d = 0.04d can be regarded as the value of that at r = d, which we call (w,)|,—4. The
relationship between (w,)|,—4 and the particle Stokes number is shown in Figure [3| (b),
where the value of MRV is normalized by the Kolmogorov velocity u,,. We can see that
{(W;}r—q follows a convex function with St.

When the Stokes number is much less than unity, the trajectory of inertial particles is
close to that of fluid particles and thus are strongly influenced by the local flow velocity. In
small scale range, the relative velocity of particles can be obtained by sampling the gradient
of turbulent velocity(Ireland et al.2016; Biferale et al.|2014). Thus, in the limit of small
Stokes number, MRV is nearly St-independent. While for particles with larger S?, they have
larger kinetic relaxation time, and the motion of particles at current time will be affected by
the flow velocities encountered on their historical trajectories, which is called path-history
effect. In this situation, the correlation between velocities of nearby particles is low and a
large relative velocity is obtained at contact. This phenomenon is called sling effect or caustic
(Falkovich et al.2002; Wilkinson & Mehlig|2005). Earlier studies show that when St > 0.2,
the sling effect is getting pronounced (Falkovich & Pumir|2007; [Ireland et al.[[2016), which
is consistent with results in this paper.

Based on the above theoretical understanding, we expect the trend of MRV versus Stokes
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Figure 3: (a) The MRV versus (r — d)/d for particles with different Stokes number. r is
the particle separation distance and d is the particle diameter. (b) The magnitude of MRV
at r = d for particles with different Stokes numbers. Blue o: the value of MRV from DNS

results at r — d ~ 0.04d. Red dashed line: prediction by Eq

number to be related to a "nominal” or “resonant” length scale which could be imagined as
the nominal spatial scale (in the turbulence’s energy spectrum) at which the inertial particles
derive their momentum (or energy) from the advecting flow. This resonant scale is simply
the particle separation r when Stokes number is near zero due to passive advection, but it
should increase with St for heavier particles. We assume that for the Stokes numbers selected
in this paper, this resonant scale does not exceed the Kolmogorov length scale 7, so that the
statistics of the flow velocity can be regarded as a linear function of spatial scale. Then, we
explore a relationship between the value of MRV at r = d with the particle Stokes number

of the form:
S

u

(wr)rea = —H(d + AI(SD) (4.1)

Uy,

where uj, = C\/’B,
velocity at the small scale limit. We found C = 1.68 from the DNS (it represents the
difference between the average value and the root mean square). In Eq[4.1] Al represents the
difference between the resonant scale at which particles couple most efficiently to the flow
and d, and has the form Al = aSt?. By performing curve fitting on the DNS results (Fig. ),
we get @ = 4.43d, 8 = 1.857. Fig [3|b) shows the plot of Eq[4.1] using the above obtained
values of (@, ) and the corresponding DNS result. Bringing St = 2.0 into the function yields
Al(St =2.0) =0.0146 ~ 7, which satisfies the assumption made above.

which comes from the second-order structure function of turbulent

4.2. Reynolds number dependence

First, we study the MRV for particles with St <« 1 (e.g., St = 0.1) in different Re, cases,
which is shown in Figure[d](a). According to the results in Section[d.1] particles with St = 0.1
are mainly affected by the local turbulent velocity. Defining the characteristic local velocity
of turbulent flow at r = d as u,,d/n, the MRV in Figure E] (a) is normalized by this value. It
can be seen that the MRV in different Re, cases collapse, which indicates that the MRV is
independent to turbulent Reynolds number for St <« 1. While for larger St (e.g. St = 2.0),
which is shown in Figure E] (b), the magnitude of MRV, which is also normalized by u,,d/n,
decreases with increasing Re ;. Based on the theory in Eq[4.1] this result indicates that the
spatial scale where particles are affected by the non-local flow in their historical trajectories
decreases with Re, increasing.
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Figure 4: The MRV versus (r — d)/d for particles in different turbulent flow with
Rey = 84,124, and 189 respectively. The value of MRV is normalized by u;, (r/n). In (a),
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Figure 5: (a). The relationship between St and the magnitude of MRV atr — d ~ 0.04d in
different Re , cases. The value of MRV is normalized by the characteristics local turbulent
velocity uyd/n. (b). The coefficients @ and 8 in f(St) of Eqin different Re ) cases.

In (Ireland et al|2016), they studied the average of negative particle relative velocities
(wy|lw, < 0) and found that its values decrease with the increase of turbulent Reynolds
number, but their analysis focused on particles with large St (e.g., St > 3.0), ignoring the
particles results of smaller Sz. In order to be able to quantitatively analyze the influence of
the turbulent Reynolds number, the value of MRV at r ~ d for particles with St = 0.5 and 1.0
in different Re, cases are calculated and are compared with St = 0.1 and 2.0 results, which
is shown in Figure [5(a)] We can see that the magnitude of MRV increases with increasing
St in different Re, cases. However, the growth rate of MRV with St gradually slows down
as Re, increases. This result shows that for particles with larger Stokes number, the distance
between the spatial scale affected by non-local flow and the particle collision radius d is
not only related to the particle Stokes number, but also is a function of turbulent Reynolds
number. The coefficients in f(St) are obtained by performing curve fitting on the DNS results
in Figure[5(a)} which is shown in Figure[5(b)] B decreases as the Reynolds number increases,
while the value of « first increases and then decreases.
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Figure 6: The relationship between (r — d)/d and the MRV for particles with different
diameters. The value of the MRV is normalized by uy, (r/7).

4.3. Particle size dependence

The MRV for particles with different diameter is shown in Figure [] The particle Stokes
number is 0.1 and Re, = 124 in three cases. The magnitude of MRV is normalized by
the characteristic local turbulent velocity u,d/n and the MRV is plotted as a function of
(r — d)/d. From this figure, we can see that the MRV for different diameter cases collapse.
This result suggests that, despite the particle diameter is different, the particles with St < 1
are still mainly affected by the local turbulent velocity. The variance of the MRV with the
separation distance r due to particle collision-coagulation is the same for different particle
diameter.

4.4. Extension of the MRV phenomenological model for finite St particles

The phenomenological model described in Section [3 may be extended to predict the MRV
in cases of larger (finite) Stokes numbers, if the model is multiplied by a pre-factor y(St),
which according to this Eq. can be determined as:

Al(St) _

1+gsﬁ. 4.2)

Combining y with the MRV model (Eq[3.1]} [3.2] and [3.3), we make quantitative predictions
for the MRV for different Stokes numbers, and compare them with the DNS results in Figure
(a). We see that the theoretical model is in good agreement with the DNS results.

Since a definite relationship between Al and Re, is unknown, in order to evaluate the
model’s ability to address possible Re, effects, in Figure[/|(b), the DNS produced MRV for
the (St = 0.5, Re, = 84) case and (St = 1.0, Rey = 189) case are respectively translated
vertically to the position where the (St = 0.01, Re; = 124) case lies. What is striking in this
figure is that the MRV for different cases has the same shape, which is also predicted by the
model in the range of r < 2d. This suggests that the same "y X model” program is sufficient
to also capture Reynolds number effects once the correct dependence of y on R, is known.

y=1+

5. Conclusion

In this paper, the mean radial relative velocity (MRV) of inertial particles is investigated
when the particle collision-coagulation is considered. First, the direct numerical simulation
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the prediction of MRV from Eq[3.1}[3.2]and 3.3}

lines: theoretical predictions via: y(St) - (w;-) where y(St) is a coefficient related

is used to investigate the relationship between the MRV with the particle Stokes number, the
turbulent Reynolds number, and the particle diameter. The results show that the magnitude
of MRV increases with increasing St, and the growth is pronounced when St > 0.2. We
attribute this increase to the scale at which particles with different inertia are affected by
non-local turbulent flow in their historical trajectories. Based on this analysis, the relationship

function of the value of MRV at r = d with St is obtained: (w; );=q = %(d + f(St)), where
f(St) represents the distance between the scale at which particles are affected by non-local
turbulent velocity and their collision radius (e.g., particle diameter d). Next, we study the
relationship between the value of MRV and the turbulent Reynolds number, and also analyze
it from the perspective of the scale change of the non-local turbulent flow that affects inertial
particles. We find that for particles whose Stokes number is much less than 1, they are mainly
affected by the local turbulent velocity, and f(St) is independent of Re ;. While for particles
with larger St, the coeflicients & and B in f(St) decrease as Re, increases. However, since
this paper only selects three cases with different Re,, it is impossible to obtain an accurate
mathematical relationship between f(St) and Re ,, which needs further research in the future.
In addition, this paper analyzes the MRV for particles with different diameters d. The result
shows that for particles with the same St, although the diameters are different, the MRV
under the same d/r has the same value, and f(S7) is independent of the particle diameter.

Finally, we make a correction (improvement) on the MRV phenomenological model
proposed by Saw & Meng| (2022) to captures the effect of collision-coagulation on MRV in
the limit of St < 1. As a result, the corrected model, coupled with proper inputs from the
turbulent flow’s velocity statistics, makes prediction that is in close agreement with the DNS
results, an outcome that is substantially better than that in (Saw & Meng|2022). Furthermore,
based on the relationship between the value of MRV at r = d and St mentioned above, a
coeflicient vy is defined. We found that by incorporating y into the MRV model, the MRV for
cases with any St can be accurately predicted (up to St = 2) . Our results also suggest that
the model could also accurately account for any possible Reynolds number effect through a
simple generalization.
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