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Abstract

We derive a nonlinear acoustic wave propagation model for analysing the thermoviscous dissipa-

tion in narrow pores with wavy walls. As the nonlinear waves propagate in the thermoviscous pores,

the wave-steepening effect competes with the bulk dissipation, as well as the thermoviscous heat

transfer and shear from the pore walls. Consequently, the length scale of the wave is modified. We

use the characteristic nonlinear wave thickness scale to obtain linear and nonlinear wave equations

governing the unsteady shock-wall interaction. We also perform two-dimensional shock-resolved

DNS of the wave propagation inside the pores and compare the results with model equations. We

show that for flat-walls and shock strength parameter ϵ, the dimensional wall heat-flux and shear

scale as ϵ. For wavy walls, the scaling becomes ϵ3/2−n(k) where k is the wall-waviness wavenumber

and the exponent n increases from 0.5 for k = 0 to n(k) ≈ 0.65 for k = 10, n(k) ≈ 0.75 for k = 20,

and n(k) ≈ 0.85 for k = 40. Hence, increasing the wall waviness reduces the dependence of the

wall heat-flux and shear on nonlinear acoustic wave strength. Furthermore, we show that both the

dimensionless scaled wall shear and wall heat-flux decrease with increasing k.

I. INTRODUCTION

A nonlinear acoustic wave (or a shock wave) propagating in a narrow channel/pore results

in a thermoviscous boundary layer close to the wall of the channel/pore [1]. This boundary

layer results in the wall shear and wall heat-transfer in the fluid behind the wave which dissi-

pate the wave. Such thermoviscous dissipation and the underlying boundary layer-unsteady

shock interaction exist in a variety of technological applications such as thermoacoustics [2–

5], aeroacoustics [6–9], shock-tubes [1, 10], and detonation wave propagation [11]. As the

width/diameter of these channels/pores decreases, imperfections in the wall profile may have

additional effects on the propagation and the dissipation of these strongly nonlinear acoustic

waves. In this work, we study the effect of wavy walls on the dissipation and flow character-

istics behind strongly nonlinear acoustic waves (weak shock waves) using two-dimensional

direct numerical simulations (2D DNS) and a reduced order asymptotic model.

In general, high-amplitude or high-frequency acoustic waves exhibit nonlinear propaga-

tion [12]. In this work, we focus on the high-amplitude (or finite-amplitude) nonlinear

acoustic waves, which steepen while propagating in a gas. Nonlinear steepening of acoustic
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waves is isentropic and leads to the formation of shock waves [5, 12, 13]. As the shock-

formation progresses, momentum and thermodynamic gradients steepen resulting in a thin

region where non-isentropic processes due to thermoviscous dissipation are important. Tyagi

and Sujith [14] showed that the steepening of nonlinear acoustic waves is adversely affected

by varying cross-section and entropy gradients. While away from the shock waves, bulk ther-

moviscous effects are negligible, within the shock waves, thermoviscous dissipation balances

the nonlinear steepening [15] and is not negligible. This indicates towards an asymptotic-

matching analysis, analogous to the boundary layer theory [16], possible for shock-dominated

thermoviscous flows since the typical length scale (the shock thickness) depends on the local

gradients the bulk thermoviscous processes. While the propagation of the nonlinear acoustic

waves away from the walls has received a lot of attention, effects of wall shear and wall heat-

transfer on nonlinear waves grazing past a rigid isothermal wall are less explored. As the

waves propagate grazing a rigid wall, fluid particles close to the wall experience a phase lag

in adjusting to the flow acceleration and temperature changes behind the wave [17]. Such a

lag can be quantified by the thermoviscous properties (viscosity and thermal conductivity)

of the fluid. In a shock-tube, such unsteady shock-wall interaction results in the momentum

and thermal boundary layers originating from the foot of the shock wave, causing attenu-

ation of the strength of the shock wave [18]. A few authors have investigated the effect of

the induced boundary layer on the shock strength [19–23]. Sichel [1] derived the analytical

linearized expressions for shear stress and heat flux due to the induced boundary layers, as-

suming known strength of the shock wave grazing past a wall in a semi-infinite domain. In

this work, we derive a combined asymptotic model for nonlinear acoustic waves propagating

inside narrow thermoviscous two-dimensional pores.

Shock waves grazing a rigid wall also exist in shock-tubes [24]. Usually, the diameter of

shock-tubes is very large compared to the momentum and thermal boundary layers formed

behind the wave. In narrow thermoviscous pores, the diameter and the boundary layer

thickness (thermal and momentum) may be comparable [5]. Linear and nonlinear acoustic

wave propagation in narrow thermoviscous pores plays an important role in a wide range

of thermoacoustic and aeroacoustic applications [25, 26]. In thermoacoustics, spontaneous

acoustic oscillations occur in resonators consisting of differentially heated stacks which have

narrow pores. Sugimoto and Shimizu [27–30] and Sugimoto [4, 31] have worked on the

modelling of the linear thermoacoustic oscillations in very narrow and very wide limits of

thermoviscous pores. In this work, we develop the nonlinear theory of wave-propagation in
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Figure 1. Schematic illustration of (a) an acoustically absorptive pore at the base of a high speed

boundary layer formed on an otherwise flat plate, (b) stack of a thermoacoustic engine made with

a TPMS heat exchanger (blue shaded region highlights the fluid), and (c) corrugations in a pore

of a thermoacoustic stack.

thermoviscous pores. In jet-engines, acoustic liners are used to regulate the noise generated

during take-off and landing [19, 32, 33]. Furthermore, acousic liners and coatings with

narrow pores are used along surfaces for delaying transition to turbulence in high-speed

boundary layers [34, 35]. In all these aeroacoustic applications, acoustic waves of a wide

range of wavelengths interact with very narrow (compared to the typical flow length scales)

pores inside the walls. A complete understanding of the thermoviscous dissipation of the

acoustic waves inside these pores is pivotal for an effective design. Moreover, in all the

aforementioned applications, having perfectly flat walls of the channels/pores is unfeasible

owing to the manufacturing constraints. Additionally, a new class of materials known as

TPMS (Triply Periodic Minimal Surfaces) are gaining attention due to analytically defined

surfaces of a repeating unit cell for such applications [36]. Zhang et al. [37] and Lewis and

Hickey [38] have analyzed the heat transfer in such materials with effusion cooling of the

surfaces in a hypersonic flight as the focus. However, heat transfer and shear characteristics

of such TPMS materials are largely unexplored so far. Due to the geometric features, TPMS

unit cells have interconnected wavy pores through which a fluid or waves in the fluid can pass,

thus making the study of effect of the waviness of walls on thermoviscous wave dissipation

even more relevant. In figure 1 we summarize these relevant applications highlighting the

importance of the thermoviscous dissipation of linear and nonlinear acoustic waves in narrow

pores.

In this work, we develop a low order cross-sectionally averaged weakly nonlinear model

that captures linear and nonlinear acoustic wave propagation in a thermoviscous pore (with
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flat walls or wavy walls) using the asymptotic analysis. We also draw comparisons between

the model calculation and the DNS, conducted using a validated 2D fully compressible

Navier-Stokes solver. We perform a parametric study by varying the strength of the nonlin-

ear acoustic waves (shock waves) and the waviness of the walls of a 2D channel. In section II,

we discuss the derivation of the model using the dimensionless governing equations. In sec-

tion III, we discuss the simulation setup for the 2D DNS and the parameteric space. In

section IV we present the results on the variation of wall heat-flux and shear behind the

propagating shock waves, comparing the results obtained from the weakly nonlinear model

and the DNS throughout, before concluding in section V. Throughout, we refer to the 2D

channels either as flat-walled pores or as wavy-walled pores, identifying that, in general,

“pore” may refer to a cylindrical geometry. However, our modelling framework is indepen-

dent of the Cartesian geometry used for calculations and simulations. Furthermore, we refer

to the propagating nonlinear acoustic waves as shock waves.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

In this section, we discuss the modelling of the thermoviscous wave propagation and the

flow induced behind the wave. We non-dimensionalize the governing equations using length

scales appropriate to the propagation and diffusion of a shock wave. To this end, we consider

the two-dimensional fully compressible Navier-Stokes equations governing the dynamics of

a gas with no bulk viscosity,

∂ρ∗

∂t∗
+

∂ (ρ∗u∗)

∂x∗ +
∂ (ρ∗v∗)

∂y∗
= 0, (1)

ρ∗
(
∂u∗

∂t∗
+ u∗∂u

∗

∂x∗ + v∗
∂u∗

∂y∗

)
= −∂p∗

∂x∗ +
4

3

∂

∂x∗

(
µ
∂u∗

∂x∗

)
+

∂

∂y∗

(
µ∗∂u

∗

∂y∗

)
+

∂

∂y∗

(
µ∗ ∂v

∗

∂x∗

)
− 2

3

∂

∂x∗

(
µ∗∂v

∗

∂y∗

)
, (2)
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ρ∗
(
∂v∗

∂t∗
+ u∗ ∂v

∗

∂x∗ + v∗
∂v∗

∂y∗

)
= −∂p∗

∂y∗
+

4

3

∂

∂y∗

(
µ∗∂v

∗

∂y∗

)
+

∂

∂x∗

(
µ∗ ∂v

∗

∂x∗

)
+

∂

∂x∗

(
µ∗∂u

∗

∂y∗

)
− 2

3

∂

∂y∗

(
µ∗∂u

∗

∂x∗

)
, (3)

∂(ρ∗e∗)

∂t∗
+

∂(ρ∗u∗e∗)

∂x∗ +
∂(ρ∗v∗e∗)

∂y∗
= −p∗

(
∂u∗

∂x∗ +
∂v∗

∂y∗

)
+

2µ∗

((
∂u∗

∂x∗

)2

+
1

2

(
∂u∗

∂y∗
+

∂v∗

∂x∗

)2

+

(
∂v∗

∂y∗

)2
)

− 2µ∗

3

(
∂u∗

∂x∗ +
∂v∗

∂y∗

)2

+
∂

∂x∗

(
k∗∂T

∗

∂x∗

)
+

∂

∂y∗

(
k∗∂T

∗

∂y∗

)
, (4)

where u∗ and v∗ are the x∗ and y∗ direction velocities respectively, and ρ∗, p∗, T ∗, e∗, µ∗,

and k∗ denote the density, pressure, temperature, internal energy, dynamic viscosity, and

thermal conduction coefficient of the gas, respectively. Throughout this work, the superscript

()∗ denotes a dimensional quantity. We assume the gas to be ideal throughout our study,

such that (1)-(4) are related via the perfect gas equations,

p∗ = ρ∗R∗T ∗, e∗ = c∗vT
∗ =

R∗T ∗

γ − 1
, (5)

where R∗ is the gas constant, and γ is the ratio of the specific heat at constant pressure

c∗p to the specific heat at constant volume c∗v. For viscosity and conduction coefficient, we

assume the linear dependence on temperature (Rubesin law [16]) with a constant Prandtl

number,
µ∗

µ∗
ref

= C
T ∗

T ∗
ref

,
µ∗c∗p
k∗ =

µ∗
refc

∗
p

k∗
ref

= Pr. (6)

To non-dimensionalise the above equations, we consider the dimensionless variables,

p =
p∗

γp∗0
, T =

T ∗

T ∗
0

, ρ =
ρ∗

ρ∗0
, u =

u∗

c∗0
, v =

v∗

c∗0
, (7)

Figure 2. Schematic illustrating a nonlinear acoustic wave (a weak shock wave) propagating inside

a narrow pore with wavy walls. The walls are modeled as isothermal no-slip walls with a prescribed

temperature distribution of T ∗
w(x). Length scales in x∗ and y∗ direction are denoted by ℓ∗ and δ∗

respectively.
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where c∗0 =
√

γR∗T ∗
0 is the speed of sound at temperature T ∗

0 . For viscosity and conduction,

we use the values at the mean temperature T ∗
0 for scaling,

µ =
µ∗

µ∗
0

= T, k =
k∗

k∗
0

= T. (8)

For x∗, we use a measure of the thickness of the shock wave (ℓ∗) and for y∗, we use the

thickness of the boundary layer behind the weak shock wave (δ∗). For time, we use some

time scale τ ∗, about which we will discuss further below. This yields,

x =
x∗

ℓ∗
, y =

y∗

δ∗
, t =

t∗

τ ∗
. (9)

Using the above scales, the dimensionless 2D equations become,

ℓ∗

c∗0τ
∗
∂ρ

∂t
+

∂(ρu)

∂x
+

ℓ∗

δ∗

(
∂(ρv)

∂y

)
= 0, (10)

ρ

(
ℓ∗

τ ∗c∗0

∂u

∂t
+ u

∂u

∂x
+

ℓ∗

δ∗
v
∂u

∂y

)
= −∂p

∂x
+

1

Reℓ∗

(
4

3

∂

∂x

(
T
∂u

∂x

)
+

(
ℓ∗

δ∗

)2
∂

∂y

(
T
∂u

∂y

))

+
1

Reℓ∗

(
ℓ∗

δ∗

)(
∂

∂y

(
T
∂v

∂x

)
− 2

3

∂

∂x

(
T
∂v

∂y

))
, (11)

ρ

(
ℓ∗

τ ∗c∗0

∂v

∂t
+

ℓ∗

δ∗
v
∂v

∂y
+ u

∂v

∂x

)
= − ℓ∗

δ∗
∂p

∂y
+

1

Reℓ∗

(
4

3

(
ℓ∗

δ∗

)2
∂

∂y

(
T
∂v

∂y

)
+

∂

∂x

(
T
∂v

∂x

))

+
1

Reℓ∗

(
ℓ∗

δ∗

)(
∂

∂x

(
T
∂u

∂y

)
− 2

3

∂

∂y

(
T
∂u

∂x

))
, (12)

ρ

(
ℓ∗

c∗0τ
∗
∂T

∂t
+ u

∂T

∂x
+

ℓ∗

δ∗
v
∂T

∂y

)
+ γ(γ − 1)p

(
∂u

∂x
+

ℓ∗

δ∗
∂v

∂y

)
=

γ

Reℓ∗Pr

(
∂

∂x

(
T
∂T

∂x

)
+

ℓ∗2

δ∗2
∂

∂y

(
T
∂T

∂y

))
+

γ(γ − 1)

Reℓ∗

(
2T

[(
∂u

∂x

)2

+
1

2

(
ℓ∗

δ∗
∂u

∂y
+

∂v

∂x

)2

+
ℓ∗2

δ∗2

(
∂v

∂y

)2
]
− 2T

3

(
∂u

∂x
+

ℓ∗

δ∗
∂v

∂y

)2
)
. (13)

The perfect gas equation reduces to the following dimensionless form,

γp = ρT. (14)

Along with (10)-(14), we also use the dimensionless governing equation for pressure, obtained

by using (4) and (5) given by,

ℓ∗

c∗0τ
∗
∂p

∂t
+

∂ (pu)

∂x
+

ℓ∗

δ∗
∂ (pv)

∂y
+ (γ − 1)p

(
∂u

∂x
+

ℓ∗

δ∗
∂v

∂y

)
=

1

Reℓ∗Pr

(
∂

∂x

(
T
∂T

∂x

)
+

ℓ∗2

δ∗2
∂

∂y

(
T
∂T

∂y

))
+

(γ − 1)

Reℓ∗

(
2T

[(
∂u

∂x

)2

+
1

2

(
ℓ∗

δ∗
∂u

∂y
+

∂v

∂x

)2

+
ℓ∗2

δ∗2

(
∂v

∂y

)2
]
− 2T

3

(
∂u

∂x
+

ℓ∗

δ∗
∂v

∂y

)2
)
. (15)
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In (11)-(15), Reℓ∗ = c∗0ℓ
∗/ν∗

0 is the acoustic Reynolds number using the length scale ℓ∗. We

note that the bulk dissipation terms in (11) and (15) are linear in the flow variables if the

variation of viscosity and conduction with temperature is ignored. Usually, in the derivation

of nonlinear acoustic wave propagation equations [5, 15, 39], the coordinate in the wave

propagation direction (x coordinate in this work) is scaled with the resonator length scale or

the wavelength scale for a harmonic wave. Consequently, the bulk dissipation terms appear

in both the linearized system of equations as well as the nonlinear equations in an ad hoc

manner. Ideally, the bulk dissipation terms are an order of magnitude smaller than the

flow perturbation variables, as shown by Gupta and Scalo [15]. To rectify this, we use the

typical nonlinear acoustic wave length scale which results in a natural scaling of the bulk

dissipation terms as terms of an order of magnitude smaller than the leading order. For

nonlinear acoustic wave pulses, the typical length scale is governed by the bulk dissipation

and the propagation speed of the wave (typical shock-thickness scale). Below, we discuss

the derivation of the scaled nonlinear acoustics equations accounting for the wave thickness

length scale as a typical scale in the x direction.

A. Scaling

A typical thickness scale of a nonlinear acoustic wave (a weak shock wave) is ν∗
0/c

∗
0, which

is a result of the nonlinear steepening balancing the bulk viscous dissipation [15, 40]. To

this end, we consider the length scale ℓ∗ as,

ℓ∗ =
ν∗
0

c∗0ϵ
, (16)

where ϵ is a small parameter denoting the strength of a weak shock wave. As ϵ increases

from small values to 1, the length scale approaches the shock-thickness scale. We note that

Sichel [1] used the same scale to consider the linearized governing equations at the foot of a

shock-wave grazing past a flat plate. Furthermore, the acoustic Reynolds number based on

ℓ∗ becomes,

Reℓ∗ =
1

ϵ
. (17)

Additionally, we use the time scale τ ∗ as a typical time scale of the acoustic fluctuations

over the length ℓ∗,

τ ∗ =
ℓ∗

c∗0
. (18)
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With the above choice of the length scale ℓ∗ and the time scale τ ∗, we assume the following

perturbation expansions in p, ρ, T, u, and v,

p =
1

γ
+ ϵp′, ρ = f(x) + ϵρ′, T = h(x) + ϵT ′, u = ϵu′, v = ϵv′. (19)

Note that we assume an isobaric temperature distribution along x in the base state since

most of the applications of the current work exhibit length-wise temperature gradients (in

thermoacoustics, the direct external heating and in aeroacoustics, the aerothermodynamic

heating). The continuity equation using the perturbation expansion yields,

∂ρ′

∂t
+

∂(fu′)

∂x
+ ϵ

∂(ρ′u′)

∂x
+

f

Reδ∗ϵ

∂v′

∂y
+

1

Reδ∗

∂(ρ′v′)

∂y
= 0. (20)

Furthermore, the x velocity equation yields,

f

(
∂u′

∂t

)
+ ϵ

(
ρ′
∂u′

∂t
+ fu′∂u

′

∂x

)
+

f

Reδ∗
v′
∂u′

∂y
= −∂p′

∂x
+ ϵ

(
4

3

∂

∂x

(
h
∂u′

∂x

)
+ ϵ

∂

∂x

(
T ′∂u

′

∂x

))
+

1

Re2δ∗ϵ

(
h
∂2u′

∂y2
+ ϵ

∂

∂y

(
T ′∂u

′

∂y

))
+

1

Reδ∗

(
∂

∂y

(
h
∂v′

∂x

)
− 2

3

∂

∂x

(
h
∂v′

∂y

))
+

ϵ

Reδ∗

(
∂

∂y

(
T ′∂v

′

∂x

)
− 2

3

∂

∂x

(
T ′∂v

′

∂y

))
. (21)

To capture the flow physics close to the shock-wall interaction, capturing the y direction

velocity is essential. Far away from both the walls and the shock wave, v′ ≪ u′ holds.

Moreover, gradients of v′ in all directions are also very small. For wavy walls, the gradients

in v′ are proportional to the local slope of the walls. However, near the interaction zone

between the shock wave and the wall, terms consisting of the gradients of v′ in the continuity

equation can not be negligible since v′ vanishes at the wall. For the gradients of v′ to influence

the continuity (20) and for shear stress effects to influence the x velocity at the leading order,

the following scaling relations must hold,

|v′|
Reδ∗

∼ ϵ, Reδ∗ = ϵ−1/2. (22)

The above scaling relations show that the length scale ratio is given by,

δ∗

ℓ∗
= ϵ1/2. (23)

Hence for very small ϵ, the typical y direction length scale is very small compared to the x

direction length scale. As ϵ increases, the wave thickness and the boundary layer thickness

behind the wave become more comparable. Below, we consider equations correct up to

O(1) (linear) and O(ϵ) (nonlinear). The linearized equations are identical to the standard

9
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thermoacoustic equations for acoustic waves. However, the nonlinear equations are novel

in that the dissipation and nonlinear terms are scaled with ϵ with no ad hoc assumptions

regarding the length scales. We integrate the nonlinear equations in y direction to obtain

the cross-sectionally averaged model equations.

B. Linear model

Using the perturbation expansions for v′ as,

v′ = ϵ1/2v(1), (24)

and for u′, p′, ρ′, T ′ as,

(u′, p′, T ′, ρ′) =
(
u(1), p(1), T (1), ρ(1)

)
+ ϵ
(
u(2), p(2), T (2), ρ(2)

)
(25)

and the scale relations in (22), we obtain the following governing equations at the leading

order

∂ρ(1)

∂t
+

∂(fu(1))

∂x
+ f

∂v(1)

∂y
= 0, (26)

f
∂u(1)

∂t
+

∂p(1)

∂x
= h

∂2u(1)

∂y2
, (27)

∂p(1)

∂y
= 0, (28)

f

(
∂T (1)

∂t
+ u(1)dh

dx

)
+ (γ − 1)

(
∂u(1)

∂x
+

∂v(1)

∂y

)
=

γh

Pr

∂2T (1)

∂y2
, (29)

combined with the linear perfect gas equation,

ρ(1)h+ T (1)f = γp(1). (30)

Using (26), (29), and (30), we obtain the dimensionless equation for temperature perturba-

tion at the leading order as,

f

(
∂T (1)

∂t
+ u(1)dh

dx

)
− (γ − 1)

∂p(1)

∂t
=

h

Pr

∂2T (1)

∂y2
. (31)

Using the isothermal no-slip boundary conditions

u(1)(x,±b, t) = 0, and T (1)(x,±b, t) = 0, (32)

10
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(27) and (31) can be solved using the Laplace transform, yielding u(1) and T (1) as functions

of p(1) as,

u(1) =
1

f

∫ t

0

G(t− τ, 1/h)
∂p(1)

∂x
(τ)dτ +O(ϵ), (33)

∂T (1)

∂t
= K

∫ t

0

G(t− τ,
√
Pr/h)

∂p(1)

∂x
(τ)dτ + (γ − 1)h

∫ t

0

G(t− τ,
√
Pr/h)

∂2p(1)

∂t2
(τ)dτ

− PrK

∫ t

0

G(t− τ, 1/h)
∂p(1)

∂x
(τ)dτ +O(ϵ), (34)

where the kernel G(t, a) is given by,

G(t, a) = 2
∞∑
n=0

(−1)n+1 e
−z2nt

ab

zn
cos
(
zn

y

b

)
where zn =

(
n+

1

2

)
π, (35)

and K = h
1−Pr

dh
dx
. Integration of (26)- (31) yields the cross-sectionally averaged equations

as,

f
∂u(1)

∂t
+

(
∂

∂x
+

1

b

db

dx

)
p(1) =

hτw
b

, (36)

∂p(1)

∂t
+

(
∂

∂x
+

1

b

db

dx

)
u(1) =

hqw
bPr

, (37)

where () denotes the average in y direction and τw and qw are the wall shear-stress and wall

heat-transfer. Equation (35) also shows that the eigenfunction expansion method can be

used to obtain identical results [5]. Moreover, pressure perturbations at the leading order

are uniform in y. Hence, v(1) can be calculated using the continuity (26) as,

v(1) =

((
∂

∂x
+

1

b

db

dx

)
u(1) − hqw

bPr

)
y +

h

Pr

∂T (1)

∂y
− ∂

∂x

y∫
0

u(1)dy. (38)

We note that in the linear model, the bulk thermoviscous dissipation terms ∂2u′/∂x2 and

∂2T ′/∂x2 terms do not appear due to the correct scaling of the x coordinate. This also proves

that even though these terms are seemingly linear in perturbation variables u′ and T ′, upon

correct scaling, they are of higher order (shown computationally in [15]). Additionally,

(38) captures the y direction velocity due to the thermoviscous wave propagation in the x

direction. For wavy walls, the propagation in x direction excites y direction acoustic modes

as well, which are not captured in (38) since the y direction momentum equation yields a

trivial result (28), similar to the boundary layer theory.
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C. Nonlinear model

The linearized or O(1) equations (26)-(29) are identical to the time-domain linear ther-

moacoustic equations [5]. These hold only for very long wavelength perturbations, that is,

for perturbations of wavelength much longer than the shock thickness scale. For relatively

sharper nonlinear acoustic waves, the governing equations correct up to O(ϵ) are given by,

f
∂u′

∂t
+ ϵ

(
fu′∂u

′

∂x
+ v′

∂u′

∂y

)
= −

(
1− ϵρ′

f

)
∂p′

∂x
+

(
1− ϵρ′

f

)
h
∂2u′

∂y2
+

ϵ

[
4

3

∂

∂x

(
h
∂u′

∂x

)
+

∂

∂y

(
T ′∂u

′

∂y

)
+

∂

∂y

(
h

3

∂v′

∂x

)
− 2

3

dh

dx

∂v′

∂y

]
, (39)

and

∂p′

∂t
+

(
∂u′

∂x
+

∂v′

∂y

)
+ ϵ

(
u′∂p

′

∂x
+ v′

∂p′

∂y
+ γp′

(
∂u′

∂x
+

∂v′

∂y

))
=

h

Pr

∂2T ′

∂y2
+

ϵ

Pr

(
∂2(hT ′)

∂x2
+

1

2

∂2(T ′2)

∂y2
+ Pr(γ − 1)h

(
∂u′

∂y

)2
)
. (40)

For wave pulses of smaller length scales or typical nonlinear acoustic waves, we derive the

y−averaged equations correct up to O(ϵ) as,

f
∂u′

∂t
+

1

2b

b∫
−b

ϵf

(
u′∂u

′

∂x
+ v′

∂u′

∂y

)
dy = −

(
∂

∂x
+

1

b

db

dx

)
p′ +

ϵρ

f

∂p′

∂x
+

hτw
b

(1− ϵγp′)

−ϵ
1

2b

b∫
−b

∂T ′

∂y

∂u′

∂y
dy +

4ϵ

3

(
∂

∂x
+

1

b

db

dx

)(
h

(
∂

∂x
+

h

b

db

dx

)
u′
)
, (41)

and

∂p′

∂t
+

(
∂

∂x
+

1

b

db

dx

)
u′ + ϵ

(
γp′
(

∂

∂x
+

1

b

db

dx

)
u′ + u

∂p′

∂x

)
=

hqw
bPr

+
ϵ

Pr

(
∂

∂x
+

1

b

db

dx

)2 (
hT

′
)

+ϵh(γ − 1)
1

2b

b∫
−b

(
∂u′

∂y

)2

dy.

(42)

In section IV, we discuss the numerical results obtained using the 2D DNS (see section III)

and time integration of (41) and (42). We note that we need qw and τw in (41) and (42)

to solve for p′ and u′. One choice is to solve for the full nonlinear u′(x, y, t) and T ′(x, y, t)

fields and compute the wall shear and wall heat-flux. However, that beats the purpose of

developing a low order model. To this end, we use the linearized solution in (33) and (34)
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to compute the instantaneous τw(x, t) and qw(x, t) at every step. Additionally, we use the

linearized solution in all the terms involving products of fields varying in y direction. In (33)

and (34) we use the pressure p′ obtained from the nonlinear equations to avoid solving for

another set of leading order equations at every time step.

It is remarkable that in the long-wavelength limit (wavelength longer than shock thickness

scale), we obtain the usual linearized thermoacoustic wave equations [2, 5, 31], usually

derived without any formal scaling analysis. As the wavelength scale decreases and the

amplitude increases (increasing ϵ), (41) and (42) become more relevant. A detailed derivation

of (41) and (42) utilizing (39) and (40) is given in appendix B. Below, we discuss the

computational setup used for the 2D DNS and numerical solution of the model equations.

III. NUMERICAL SETUP

For the two-dimensional direct numerical simulations (2D DNS), we use an in-house

C++ based spectral difference solver for fully compressible Navier-Stokes equations on un-

structured quadrilateral grids. The solver is validated against the self-similar solution to

the steady high-speed flat plate laminar boundary layers (see supplementary information).

Since the primary goal of this study is to capture and model the effect of the waviness of the

walls on the thermoviscous wave dissipation, we consider four values of the wall-waviness

wavenumber k = L∗/λ∗ (see figure 3) starting from 0 (flat wall). For each k, we consider

three values of the shock-strength parameter ϵ. For each value of ϵ, we compute the steep

Figure 3. Schematic of a zoomed in section of the quadrilateral element mesh used for the 2D DNS.

λ∗ denotes the dimensional wavelength of the walls and b∗(x) is the half-width of the viscous pore.
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jump in pressure, velocity, and temperature using the normal shock Mach numberMs = 1+ϵ

(u∗
s, p

∗
s, ρ

∗
s in figure 3) in a duct section of length 1× 10−3 m with straight and inviscid walls.

The initial dimensional pressure perturbation is given by,

p′∗ = p∗s(ϵ)

(
1− tanh (α(x∗ − x∗

0))

2

)
, (43)

where p∗s(ϵ) denotes the post-shock dimensional pressure for a normal shock with Mach

number Ms = 1+ ϵ. To initialize only the forward propagating Riemann invariant, velocity

and density in the inviscid-wall duct section are initialized as [15],

ρ∗s = ρ∗0

(
p∗0 + p′∗

p∗0

)1/γ

, u∗ =
2c∗0
γ − 1

((
p∗0 + p′∗

p∗0

)(γ−1)/2γ

− 1

)
(44)

For all the simulations, we take α = 2.5× 104 m−1 and x∗
0 = 5× 10−4 m. Equal values of α

are considered for all the cases highlighting that the thickness of the waves as they enter the

viscous region are similar (not identical), since the inviscid duct section is not long enough to

allow the waves to reach the natural weak-shock thickness (which would be very long given

the shocks are weak and hence would increase the computational cost tremendously). We

note that the values obtained from (43) and (44) are obtained assuming isentropic changes

in the base state. As the initial perturbation propagates in the inviscid-wall, the shock wave

develops before entering the viscous thermoacoustic pore region of length 0.02 m and width

2b∗(x) with no-slip isothermal walls. The function b∗(x) describes the wall geometry. To

study the effect of wall waviness on propagation of nonlinear acoustic wave dissipation, we

take b∗(x) as,

b∗(x) =

(
1

2
− 0.05 sin

(
2πkx∗

L∗

))
mm, (45)

where k = L∗/λ∗ is the wavenumber of the wall geometry (c.f. figure 3 for λ∗). We vary k

from 0 to 40 in increments of 10 (see table I). We impose temperature T ∗
w(x) on the no-slip

isothermal walls to simulate thermoacoustic effects. In all our simulations, we assume linear

variation of the dimensionless wall temperature Tw(x) as,

Tw(x) =
1

T ∗
0

(
T ∗
0 +

(
T ∗
H − T ∗

0

L∗

)
x∗
)

= 1 +
T ∗
H/T

∗
0 − 1

L∗ x∗, (46)

with T ∗
H/T

∗
0 = 2.

As the wave enters the viscous region, the shear stress and heat transfer at the no-slip

isothermal walls peak, resulting in the wave dissipation. To assess the resolved nature of

the simulations we report maximum ∆y+ for all the simulation cases right next to the walls
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Table I. Simulation cases and the corresponding shock-strength parameter ϵ, scaled wall wavenum-

ber k = L∗/λ∗ (c.f. (45)), maximum ∆y+, and maximum ∆x = ∆x∗/ℓ∗.

Case ϵ k ∆y+max ∆xmax

1a 1× 10−3 0 0.034 0.122

1b 1× 10−3 10 0.033 0.122

1c 1× 10−3 20 0.030 0.122

1d 1× 10−3 40 0.055 0.122

2a 5× 10−4 0 0.023 0.061

2b 5× 10−4 10 0.023 0.061

2c 5× 10−4 20 0.021 0.061

2d 5× 10−4 40 0.040 0.061

3a 2× 10−3 0 0.048 0.245

3b 2× 10−3 10 0.047 0.245

3c 2× 10−3 20 0.042 0.245

3d 2× 10−3 40 0.079 0.245

calculated as,

∆y+max = ∆y∗

√
1

ν∗
0

(
∂u∗

∂y∗

) ∣∣∣
max

. (47)

in table I. Since ∆y+ < 0.1 for all the simulations, the momentum boundary layer is well

resolved in all the cases. We use Pr = 0.72 in all of the simulations. Hence, the thermal

boundary layer is thicker than the momentum boundary layer and is naturally resolved.

Furthermore, the maximum value of the dimenionless x resolution, ∆x, is also reported in

table I. For ∆xmax < 1, shock waves are resolved. We note that both ∆y+ and ∆x correspond

to the size of the elements in the mesh. We use our spectral-difference solver with three

Gauss-Legendre collocation points in each direction in each cell, which corresponds to a

second order polynomial reconstruction in each cell. Hence, the effective resolution within

each cell is smaller than ∆y+ and ∆x in y and x directions, respectively.

For the low order model equations (41) and (42), we use the second-order central-

difference scheme with staggered grid for p′ and u′ in space and RK4 time integration

[5]. The model equations are integrated in dimensionless space and time coordinates. In the

section below, we compare the DNS and model equation results and elucidate the dissipation

mechanism of waves in the wavy wall thermoviscous pores.
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IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we present the results of the 2D DNS and compare them with the time

integration of model equations for cases discussed in table I. All the DNS results are non-

dimensionalized according to scaling relations discussed in section II.

A. Dissipation in flat wall pores

Figure 4 shows the propagation of y-averaged pressure p′ and x direction velocity u′ as

the wave propagates inside the viscous duct, as calculated using the nonlinear model and

the 2D DNS for case 1a in table I. In figures 4c − h, cross-sectional variation of the x

direction velocity and temperature perturbations are shown. As the shock propagates inside

the viscous pore, u′ and T ′ vary impulsively in y and then relax due to both viscosity and

thermal conduction, respectively.

Figure 5 shows the variation of the dimensionless wall-normal heat flux qw and shear τw

(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 4. Comparison of the y-averaged dimensionless (a) pressure and (b) velocity perturbation

profiles in x obtained from the nonlinear model equations (lines) with the DNS data (markers) at

dimensionless times t = 34.5, 51.8, 69.1, 86.4, 138.2. (c) Comparison of the dimensionless velocity

and temperature profiles in y at x1 = 50, x2 = 110, x3 = 180 at times t1 = 51.8, t2 = 105.3, t3 =

157.2 obtained from the nonlinear model equations (lines) with DNS (markers). All (a), (b), and

(c) correspond to the case 1a in Table I.
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(a) (b)

Figure 5. Variation of the normalized dimesionless (a) wall-normal heat-flux qw and (b) shear τw

in x at the no-slip isothermal wall y = b(x) for flat wall pores k = 0 (cases 1− 3a in Table I) as the

shock propagates inside the viscous pore at dimensionless time tℓ∗/L∗ = 0.35, 0.52, 0.69. Nonlinear

model : lines, DNS : markers

for case 1a in table I, each defined as,

qw = −∇T ′ · n̂, τw = −t̂ · ∇u′ · n̂, (48)

where T ′ is the dimensionless temperature perturbation, u′ is the dimensionless velocity

perturbation, and n̂ and t̂ are outward unit normal and unit tangent vectors to the walls,

respectively. As the shock passes, the temperature behind the shock rises which results in

a strong outward heat flux in the walls, also known as shock-heating [41]. Away from the

shock, the heat flux decays and eventually becomes negative indicating a local heating effect

on the fluid. Due to the base temperature gradient which follows from Tw(x), fluid at a

lower temperature is streamed closer to the walls at a higher temperature, which results in

(a) (b)

Figure 6. Variation of the normalized dimesionless wall-averaged total (a) wall-normal heat-flux

q
(t)
w and (b) shear τ

(t)
w in t at the no-slip isothermal wall y = b(x) for flat wall pores k = 0 (cases

1− 3a in Table I) as the shock propagates inside the viscous pore. Nonlinear model : lines, DNS :

markers
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the local heating of the fluid. Negative outward heat flux qw < 0 far away from the shock

wave in figure 5a also indicates the heating of the fluid due to the walls. However, shear on

the fluid always acts opposite to the flow and a thin boundary layer is formed behind the

shock wave. Far from the shock wave, shear on the wall is positive τw > 0 (see figure 5b),

denoting the skin-friction drag due to the boundary layer. Furthermore, figures 5a and b

also show that the dimenionless heat flux and the wall shear scale as 1/
√
Ms − 1 for a weak

shock wave of Mach number Ms, for constant shock-thickness.

Figure 6 shows the time evolution of the normalized dimensionless wall-averaged total

heat-flux q
(t)
w and shear τ

(t)
w at the wall y = b(x) defined as,

q(t)w =
1

S

∫ S

0

qwds, τ (t)w =
1

S

∫ S

0

τwds, (49)

where s represents the path-length coordinate along the wall b(x) and S is the total length

of the wall (surface area in 3D). Since the shear is always positive, total shear along the wall

always increases in time as the wave propagates along the pore. However, since the wall

heat-flux becomes negative (heat transfer inside the fluid) due to the temperature gradient,

total wall heat-flux reaches a maximum and starts decreasing. When the combined effect of

heat transfer inside the fluid dominates the viscous dissipation, thermoacoustic instability

ensues (usually for very large ℓ∗ or in the long wavelength limit [2, 5]).

B. Wall-normal velocity

Figure 7 shows the variation of y velocity v(1) as obtained from the model equations

and the DNS. As the wave enters the viscous region, flow is directed away from the no-slip

isothermal walls resulting in y direction acceleration of the flow. As the wave propagates

in the viscous region, the local expansion of the gas behind the shock wave generates v(1)

directed towards the walls. We note here that the (38) for v(1) is derived using the conti-

nuity and the temperature equation. Thus, any y direction acoustic waves (which can be

captured only by combining the continuity and the unsteady y momentum equation) are

not captured in the nonlinear model (41) and (42). Figure 7 shows that the model captures

the approximate variation of v(1) behind the shock wave. In the DNS, spatial oscillations

of v(1) can be observed, which were not seen to be captured by the nonlinear model. Since

the model captures the overall trend and order of magnitude of the y direction velocity in

the viscous region, the overall effects of the shear and the heat flux away from the walls are
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also captured by the model (c.f. (38)). Below, we discuss the effects of the wall waviness

on the shear and the wall heat-transfer and the effective dissipation of the nonlinear waves

due to the waviness. Furthermore, due to wavy walls, y direction acoustic waves are also

excited. Besides spatial variation of v(1), these acoustic waves do not interfere in the non-

linear acoustic wave dissipation mechanism. Hence, we outline only the wall shear and heat

transfer effects of the wavy walls.

C. Effect of wall waviness

Due to the waviness of the walls, the wall heat-transfer and shear fluctuate behind the

shock wave after reaching a maximum as shown in figure 8. The fluctuations are caused

by oscillations of the wall normal n̂, which increase as the wavenumber k = L∗/λ∗ of the

wall increases. We also note that the maximum values of the heat transfer and shear also

(a)

(b) (c)

Figure 7. (a) Contours of scaled y velocity v(1) obtained from DNS for case 1a in Table I when

the shock wave is at the middle of the viscous region, (b) comparison of the captured y velocity

perturbations v(1) as obtained from the nonlinear model integration (lines) with the data obtained

from the DNS (markers), plotted at x1 = 50, x2 = 110, x3 = 180 at t1 = 51.8, t2 = 105.3, t3 = 157.2,

corresponding to x locations behind the shock as schematically shown in (c). We use the magnitude

of divergence of velocity to visualize shock wave.
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(a) (b)

Figure 8. Variation of the normalized dimesionless (a) wall-normal heat-flux qw and (b) shear τw

in x in x at the no-slip isothermal wall y = b(x) as the shock propagates inside the viscous pore

for cases 1− 3b in Table I at dimensionless time tℓ∗/L = 0.35, 0.52, 0.69. Nonlinear model : lines,

DNS : markers

oscillate due to the oscillatory contribution of the x component of n̂. From figure 8, we also

note that the scaling of the dimensionless shear and wall heat-flux deviates from ∼ 1/
√
ϵ

for wavy walls. Figure 9 shows the variation of the average heat transfer and shear with the

wall-waviness wavenumber k. As the walls become more wavy (increasing k), the total heat

transfer and shear increase. Furthermore, the effect of waviness wavenumber is different

for different strength parameters ϵ. The total heat flux and shear can be considered to

scale as ∼ ϵ−n(k) where the scaling exponent n = 0.5 for k = 0 i.e. the flat wall pores.

We note that as the wavenumber k increases, n(k) also increases with approximate values

n(10) ≈ 0.65, n(20) ≈ 0.75, and n(40) ≈ 0.95. Such a variation can be explained accounting

for the variation in thickness of the wavefront due to thermoviscous dissipation. As the

(a) (b)

Figure 9. Variation of the normalized dimesionless wall-averaged (a) total heat-flux qw and (b)

shear τw in t at the no-slip isothermal wall y = b(x) as the shock propagates inside the viscous

pore for cases 1− 3b, 1− 3c, and 1− 3d in Table I. Nonlinear model : lines, DNS : markers
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wave propagates inside the pore, the wavefront thickness (ℓ∗) increases. Different waviness

wavenumbers k become comparable to the wavefront thickness at different locations within

the pore, modifying the overall dependence of the wall shear and heat flux on the shock-

strength parameter. We further note that dependence on waviness is not only due to n(k).

The wall shear and heat transfer scaled with ϵn(k) decrease for increasing k.

The discrepancy between the nonlinear model and the DNS varies for a wavy wall pore

similar to a flat wall pore. We note that while the heat transfer is under-predicted in

the nonlinear model, the shear is over-predicted. These seemingly nullifying effects result

in a good match between the y-averaged pressure and velocity profiles. As shown in [5],

the wall heat-transfer results in thermoacoustic amplification of the acoustic waves due to

thermoacoustic overstability. For nonlinear acoustic waves, the total heat transfer out of

the walls is underpredicted, indicating overprediction of thermoacoustic amplification in the

nonlinear acoustic waves, which was also observed in [5].

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have derived and evaluated a nonlinear wave propagation model for the

finite-amplitude nonlinear acoustic waves in narrow thermoviscous pores, typically encoun-

tered in thermoacoustic and aeroacoustic applications. We assumed the thickness of the

wave ℓ∗ inside the thermoviscous pore to scale inversely with the strength of the wave and

derived the model in the stretched coordinates. We performed numerical simulations of the

nonlinear wave propagation model equations and evaluated the results against the shock-

resolved 2D DNS using a spectral difference code for the flat wall and the wavy wall pore

geometries. For the flat-wall pores, we showed that the y-averaged pressure and velocity

wave profiles obtained from the model equations match very well with the DNS. Further-

more, the dimensionless heat transfer and wall shear scale as 1/
√
ϵ suggesting the dimesional

heat transfer and wall shear to increase linearly with the shock strength ϵ. We note that the

scaling may change for wavefronts with the same shock strength but different ℓ∗ (α in (43)).

For the pores with wavy walls, we observed that y-averaged pressure and velocity profiles

exhibit oscillations at the length scale corresponding to the wall wavenumber k. Further-

more, the wall heat-transfer and shear also oscillate along the wall. The matching between

the model equations and the DNS is reasonable for the wavy-wall cases. Additionally, the

total (wall-averaged) heat transfer and shear evolve with a similar trend. We also showed
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that the total (wall-averaged) dimensionless heat-transfer and shear scale with the shock

strength as ϵ−n(k) where n(k) ≈ 0.65, 0.75, 0.95 for k = 10, 20, 40, respectively. Furthermore,

the scaled total heat-transfer and shear increase with decreasing k. The model equations

for wavy-wall pores are useful in deriving computationally fast reduced order models for

complex geometric shapes such as TPMS based heat exchangers and porous walls used in

aeroacoustics. Current model equations and results will be utilized in formulating such

models in future work.
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Appendix A: Solution of O(1) equations using Laplace transform

Laplace transformed velocity and temperature perturbations are given as,

û = − 1

sf

∂p̂

∂x

(
1− cosh (ηy)

cosh (ηb)

)
, (A1)

sT̂ =

(
K

s

∂p̂

∂x
+ s(γ − 1)hp̂

)1−
cosh

(
η
√
Pry
)

cosh
(
η
√
Prb
)
− PrK

s

∂p̂

∂x

(
1− cosh (ηy)

cosh (ηb)

)
, (A2)

where

K =
h

1− Pr

dh

dx
, η =

√
s

h
. (A3)

Consider the following inverse Laplace transform,

f(t, a) = L−1

(
1

s

cosh (a
√
sy)

cosh (a
√
sb)

)
=
∑

Res

(
est

s

cosh (a
√
sy)

cosh (a
√
sb)

)
=
∑

ResF (s). (A4)

All the poles of the function F (s) are simple and are given by,

s = 0, sn = −
(
n+

1

2

)
π2

a2b2
= − z2n

(ab)2
. (A5)

Computing the residues, we obtain,

f(t, a) = 1 +
∞∑
n=0

(
esnt

sn

cosh
(
izn

y
b

)
d
ds
(cosh (ab

√
s)) |sn

)
= 1 +

∞∑
n=0

a2b2e
−z2nt

ab

−z2n

cos
(
zn

y
b

)
sinh (izn)

ab
2
√
sn

 , (A6)
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which yields,

f(t, a) = 1 + 2
∞∑
n=0

(−1)n+1 e
−z2nt

ab

zn
cos
(
zn

y

b

)
= 1 + G(t, a). (A7)

Inverting û, we obtain,

u′ =
1

f

∫ t

0

G(t− τ, 1/h)
∂p′

∂x
(τ)dτ, (A8)

where

G(t, a) = 2
∞∑
n=0

(−1)n+1 e
−z2nt

ab

zn
cos
(
zn

y

b

)
where zn =

(
n+

1

2

)
π. (A9)

We also note that it is simpler to invert for sT̂ as,

∂T ′

∂t
= K

∫ t

0

G(t− τ,
√
Pr/h)

∂p′

∂x
(τ)dτ + (γ − 1)h

∫ t

0

G(t− τ,
√
Pr/h)

∂2p′

∂t2
(τ)dτ

− PrK

∫ t

0

G(t− τ, 1/h)
∂p′

∂x
(τ)dτ. (A10)

Appendix B: derivation of nonlinear equations

Second order x−momentum equation is,

f
∂u′

∂t
+ ϵ

(
fu′∂u

′

∂x
+ v′

∂u′

∂y

)
= −

(
1− ϵρ′

f

)
∂p′

∂x
+

(
1− ϵρ′

f

)
h
∂2u′

∂y2
+

ϵ

[
4

3

∂

∂x

(
h
∂u′

∂x

)
+

∂

∂y

(
T ′∂u

′

∂y

)
+

∂

∂y

(
h

3

∂v′

∂x

)
− 2

3

dh

dx

∂v′

∂y

]
. (B1)

Averaging in y direction, and denoting,

1

2b

b∫
−b

ϕdy = ϕ, (B2)

we obtain,

1

2b

b∫
−b

f
∂u

∂t
dy +

1

2b

b∫
−b

ϵf

(
u′∂u

′

∂x
+ v′

∂u′

∂y

)
dy = − 1

2b

b∫
−b

(
1− ϵρ′

f

)
∂p′

∂x
dy+

1

2b

b∫
−b

(
1− ϵρ′

f

)
h
∂2u′

∂y2
dy +

4ϵ

3

1

2b

b∫
−b

∂

∂x

(
h
∂u′

∂x

)
dy. (B3)

First term on LHS simplifies to

1

2b

b∫
−b

f
∂u

∂t
dy = f

∂u′

∂t
. (B4)
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Let us look at the RHS before the second term on LHS. The first term on RHS is,

1

2b

b∫
−b

(
1− ϵρ′

f

)
∂p′

∂x
dy =

∂p′

∂x
+

p′

b

dp

dx
− 1

2b

b∫
−b

ϵρ′

f

∂p′

∂x
dy. (B5)

If we write,

p′ = p(1) + ϵp(2), (B6)

then we see that pressure is constant in y at the leading order. Hence,

p = p(1) +O(ϵ) (B7)

Hence, the third term above simplifies to

1

2b

b∫
−b

ϵρ′

f

∂p′

∂x
dy =

ϵρ

f

∂p′

∂x
+O(ϵ2). (B8)

The first term on RHS then becomes,

1

2b

b∫
−b

(
1− ϵρ′

f

)
∂p′

∂x
dy =

∂p′

∂x
+

p′

b

db

dx
− ϵρ

f

∂p′

∂x
+O(ϵ2). (B9)

The shear stress term can be simplified as,

1

2b

b∫
−b

(
1− ϵρ′

f

)
h
∂2u′

∂y2
dy =

hτw
b

− ϵh2 1

2b

b∫
−b

ρ′
∂2u′

∂y2
dy. (B10)

Using by-parts, the above equation simplifies to,

1

2b

b∫
−b

(
1− ϵρ′

f

)
h
∂2u′

∂y2
dy =

hτw
b

(1− ϵγp′)− ϵ
1

2b

b∫
−b

∂T ′

∂y

∂u′

∂y
dy +O(ϵ2) (B11)

The bulk viscous stress term simplifies to,

4ϵ

3

1

2b

b∫
−b

∂

∂x

(
h
∂u′

∂x

)
dy =

4ϵ

3

 ∂

∂x

1

2b

b∫
−b

h
∂u′

∂x
dy +

1

b

db

dx

1

2b

b∫
−b

h
∂u′

∂x
dy


=

4ϵ

3

(
∂

∂x
+

1

b

db

dx

)(
h
∂u′

∂x
+

hu′

b

db

dx

)
(B12)

The v′ term can be simplified as,

ϵ
1

2b

b∫
−b

v′
∂u′

∂y
dy = −ϵ

1

2b

b∫
−b

u′∂v
′

∂y
dy. (B13)
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Substituting from the p equation,

−ϵ
1

2b

b∫
−b

u′∂v
′

∂y
dy = ϵ

1

2b

b∫
−b

u′
(
∂p′

∂t
+

∂u′

∂x
− h

Pr

∂2T ′

∂y2

)
dy +O(ϵ2). (B14)

Since pressure is constant in y at O(ϵ), we have,

−ϵ
1

2b

b∫
−b

u′∂v
′

∂y
dy = ϵ

1

2b

b∫
−b

u′∂u
′

∂x
dy − ϵh

Pr

1

2b

b∫
−b

u′∂
2T ′

∂y2
dy + ϵu

∂p′

∂t
. (B15)

Substituting again for ∂p′

∂t
,

ϵ
1

2b

b∫
−b

v′
∂u′

∂y
dy = ϵ

1

2b

b∫
−b

u′∂u
′

∂x
dy − ϵh

Pr

1

2b

b∫
−b

u′∂
2T ′

∂y2
dy − ϵu

(
∂u′

∂x
+

u′

b

db

dx
− qw

bPr

)
(B16)

The final averaged momentum equation in x direction is,

f
∂u′

∂t
+

1

2b

b∫
−b

ϵf

(
u′∂u

′

∂x
+ v′

∂u′

∂y

)
dy = −∂p′

∂x
− p′

b

db

dx
+

ϵρ

f

∂p′

∂x
+

hτw
b

(1− ϵγp′)

−ϵ
1

2b

b∫
−b

∂T ′

∂y

∂u′

∂y
dy +

4ϵ

3

(
∂

∂x
+

1

b

db

dx

)(
h
∂u′

∂x
+

hu′

b

db

dx

)
. (B17)

Using similar manipulations, the y-averaged pressure equation (42) can be derived.
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