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This works focuses on participation number — a parameter that allows to quantitatively asses
the level of kinetic energy localization. The author presents a clear way of deriving participation
number in a continuous case without making any assumptions about the system, fluid or flow regime.
Moreover, a method of computing participation number in discretized cases is discussed and verified
against well known analytical solutions using three methods, in which one was used previously in
research on fluid flow through porous media. A robust formula, that works for both uniform and

nonuniform discretization grids is presented.

There are many fields that can benefit from kinetic
energy analysis. It was used to study and optimize the
nutrient transport in hydroponic system ﬂ] It provides
more fundamental understanding of blood flow in human
aorta @] It can be used to optimize placement of hy-
drokinetic devices along rivers B] In analysis of fluid
flow through system of any kind, it is important to use
the proper tools and methods dedicated to the kind of
the flow one works with. There are few important, gen-
eral aspects that allow to describe the system, such as
geometry, flow regime or the type of fluid. Sometimes, in
specific cases, it can be hard to decide what tools should
be used. A more in-depth analysis requires tools that
give unambiguous information about the flow. That is
why having robust tools, that work as wide range of cases
as possible is important.

One of the crucial information, that brings more un-
derstanding of complex flow dynamics in various fields,
is the spatial distribution of kinetic energy, or in another
words, level of its localization. It tells whether the whole
system participates equally in the transport or if only
some parts of the system are important. In recent years,
analysis of kinetic energy distribution plays more and
more important role. In ﬁ,], in order to analyze the weak-
ening of channeling effect in inertial flow regime in fluid
flow through disordered porous media, the authors intro-
duced participation number, a parameter that allows to
quantify kinetic energy localization. It was modified by
Hyman to describe channeling in fracture networks ﬂﬂ]
It was also used in ﬂa], where the authors studied how
to control certain aspects of flow structure in fluid flow
through porous medium. The concept of participation
number has proved itself useful in describing transitions
between flow regimes M, B] Up to this point, little atten-
tion was paid to the derivation of participation number
itself. The aim of this work is to clearly present the idea
of participation number as a parameter that quantifies
localization and to verify its discretized form based on
well known analytical solutions.

The concept of participation number 7, as a parameter
that quantitatively describes the level of kinetic energy
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localization is based on B] It was introduced to the field
of fluid flow through porous media in M], where it was
defined as

Wz<n§q§>l, reltal. o

where n is the number of discretization grid cells. Pa-
rameter ¢; = e;/ Y . ; €j has the meaning of fraction of
total kinetic energy contained in i-th discretization cell
[4]. The limits for possible values of 7 come from two
opposite cases. m = 1/n when the whole kinetic energy
is contained in a single cell. On the other hand, 7 =1
when kinetic energy in uniformly distributed in the sys-
tem, i.e. ¢; = 1/n for i = 1,2,...,n. Moreover, it can
be noted that the factor n=! on the right hand side of
equation () normalizes the set of possible values, so that
in a limit where n — oo, 7w € [0, 1].

The above approach assumes that the velocity field is
discretized into a uniform grid with each cell having the
same shape and volume. It can be viewed as a special
case of a more general formula which definition is hereby
presented for a continuous case without making any as-
sumptions about type of fluid, geometry of the system of
flow regime.

We define the fractional concentration of total kinetic
energy as a function of position in space, ¢ = q(z,y, z).
It can be expressed as

p(z,y, Z)|u|2(513a Y, 2)
T, Y,z)= 2
q(z,y, 2) 2 Fror (2)

where Eiop = [, %WdV is the total kinetic
energy in the whole system, p = p(z,y, z) is fluid’s mass
density and u = u(x,y, 2) is the velocity field. As can be
noted, ¢ has dimensions of volume™!.

In order to find limits and normalization factor for par-
ticipation number in a general case one has to integrate
q*(z,y, z) over the volume of considered system and con-
sider two opposite cases of kinetic energy distribution.
In the case of maximum localization, the whole kinetic
energy is contained in a single point (zg, yo, z0). Kinetic
energy can be defined using Dirac delta as Fi(x,y,z) =
Eiotd(x — 20,y — Yo, 2 — 20). According to this definition
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of kinetic energy, parameter ¢ is defined as ¢(z,y,z) =
d(x — x0,y — Yo, 2 — 20). Therefore
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where € is an arbitrary small number that emerges from
regularization of Dirac delta with a narrow Gaussian.
In the case of uniform energy distribution, the kinetic
energy can be defined as Ey(x,y,z) = FEiot/V, thus
q(z,y,z) = 1/V. In this case
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where system volume V' is treated as a constant. From
the fact that

(/V @ (z,y,2) dwdydz>_l € le, V], (5)

it is clear that a correct normalization factor in this case
is inverse of the volume of considered system V~!. On
the other hand volume integral over ¢ has dimensions of
Volume ™!, which if multiplied by system’s volume, be-
comes a dimensionless quantity. This shows, that the
participation number in a general, continuous case is de-
fined as

= (V/VqQ(x,y,z) dxdydz>_l, mE [%,1} , (6)

where € is an arbitrary small number. In a limit where
e — 0, 7 € [0,1]. The same definition of participation
number was given in ﬂa] without derivation.

It is also possible to obtain a general definition of par-
ticipation number in nonuniformly discretized system.
The discretized form of the definition (2) is
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where 7 is the index denominating a cell of a nonuniform
grid and Eior = > | $p;u?V;. The next step is to con-
sider the same opposite kinetic energy distributions as
in continuous case. For maximum localization the whole
kinetic energy is contained inside one grid cell, thus the
kinetic energy takes the form

1,2 e
spusVi ifi =k,
E;=<2""" , 8
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where k is an arbitrary grid cell that contains the

whole kinetic energy. It can be noted that Fio, =
S 2piudVi = LppulVi. In this case

g = 2B~V MR ©)
0 ifi £k

leads to the following conclusion
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On the other hand, when kinetic energy is uniformly
distributed throughout the system, i.e.
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where V' is the volume of considered system, p; = p and
u; =u for allt=1,2,...,n . In this case
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has dimensions of Volume™ ". Similarly as in (), those
two cases define the boundaries of possible values
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In order to obtain a dimensionless quantity from (I0) and
([@3)) we multiply both equations by volume of considered
system V. It also serves as the normalization constant
for nonuniform discretization grid. Thus the definition of
participation number takes the form
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Remembering that the upper limit comes from uniform

energy distribution it is clear that 42154“"}2 = 1. Since

Vi in the lower limit is an arbitrary grid cell the ratio
% — 0 as n — oo. Thus, is such a limiting case

e [0,1]. (16)

Two systems with known analytical solutions for ve-
locity field were considered; Couette flow and fluid flow
through cylindrical pipe ﬂg] In each case participation
numbers were computed analytically. Then the results
were used as a reference to verify whether formulae ()
and (IA)) give correct numerical results in case of uni-
form and nonuniform mesh grid. Numerical simulations
were performed with OpenFOAM 12 [10] using the finite
volume method. The grids were made using standard
meshing tools such as blockMesh and snappyHexMesh.
Steady state simulations were made with incompressible
solver. Fully converged solutions were obtained for all
simulations.



L. T T*
1/80 {0.55520272 | 0.55520271
1/100|0.55484893 | 0.55484891
1/120(0.55443804 |0.55443803
1/140|0.55400012 |0.55400017
1/180(0.55216903 |0.55216901
1/200(0.55060371 |0.55060381

Table 1. Values of participation number computed according
to @) (7) and ([@H) (7) in case of 2D Couette flow calculated
on different levels of uniform mesh refinement. L. means

, 1
characteristic length, i.e. L, =V,?

In the case of two—dimensional Couette flow there are
two parallel boundaries distant from each other by h.
The upper boundary moves with velocity U with respect
to bottom plane in positive z direction. The fluid is ac-
celerated due to viscous forces acting between its lay-
ers. Velocity in Cartesian coordinates can be expressed
as U = (U 7, 0). To compute participation number one
can investigate part of the system with arbitrary length
L, so that y € [0,h] and = € [0, L]. Surface area of such
a system is A = Lh. Total kinetic energy can be found
by integrating

L h 2 2
LU2h
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In this system
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Participation number was computed according to
equations ([I) and (I5) in cases of uniform and nonuni-
form meshes. The results are presented in Table [l and
Table [ respectively. As can be seen, both methods pro-
duce results very close to the analytical result in case of
uniform discretization. Maximum absolute difference is
of the order 10~7. On the other hand, equation () gives
incorrect results in case of non uniform meshes, whereas
equation (1)) gives the correct values.

Here, we assume fluid flow through cylindrical pipe
with radius a. No slip conditions were imposed on the
wall. Fluid flow is driven by known pressure difference
Ap. We investigate kinetic energy localization in a part
of the system with length L and volume V = ma?L.
Velocity can be described in cylindrical coordinates as

u(r,0,z) = (O7 0, %(a2 - 7“2)). In this case we have the
m

total kinetic energy

L 27 a 2 2
1 A
FEiot :/ / / il dzdfdr = —mLp <_p) ab.
o Jo Jo 2 6 4p

(20)

n (Le¢) ™ T
1408 |4.061721e-03|0.51434|0.55888
26128 |1.496354e-03 [0.452950.55531
33088 |1.411611e-03 {0.50503|0.55488
1311888.913942e-04 [0.50360 | 0.55098
124276 |8.799376e-04 |0.27031|0.55186

Table II. Values of participation number computed according
to (@) (7) and (@A) (7*) in case of 2D Couette flow calcu-
lated on different levels of nonuniform mesh refinement. The
meshes differ by total number of cells, their size and volume
of refinement regions. (L.) — average characteristic length, n
— number of mesh cells.

*

n m m
11200 |0.547971175|0.54797118
88480 [0.550236528|0.55023657
300720 | 0.55184979 |0.55184987
707840 | 0.55275169 [0.55275173

1377600 | 0.55725573 |0.55725572

Table I11. Values of participation number computed according
to @) (7) and ([@H) (7*) in case of 3D flow in cylindrical pipe
calculated on different levels of uniform mesh refinement. The
meshes differ by total number of cells n.

In this case

3(a® — 12)?
= 21
q 6 (21)
therefore
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Participation number was computed according to
equations (Il) and (I3 for uniform and non uniform dis-
cretization grids, similarly as for Couette flow. The re-
sults are presented in Table [[IIl and [V] respectively. It
can be seen, that both formulas produce correct results
for uniform meshes. On the other hand, only equation
gives correct results for nonuniform grids.

This work presents derivation of a general formula for
computing participation number, a parameter that quan-
tifies kinetic energy localization. There were no assump-
tions made about the type of fluid, or the flow regime,
therefore presented approach works in all cases, includ-
ing multiphase flow. Moreover, a robust formula, that

n (Lc) ™ T
543600 |0.047018(0.09605 |0.55517
1321755 |0.032092|0.01770|0.55492
183375 [0.0798080.53230{0.55776
1021279210.012951 {0.00525 | 0.55375

Table I'V. Values of participation number computed according
to @) (7) and (@A) (7*) in case of 3D flow in cylindrical pipe
calculated on different levels of nonuniform mesh refinement.
The meshes differ by total number of cells, their size and
volume of refinement regions. (L.) — average characteristic
length, n — number of mesh cells.



works for all types of discretization grids, is derived. The
method was verified and proved to work based on two well
known analytical solutions of Couette flow and Hagen—
Poiseuille flow in a tube with circular cross—section. Pre-

(1]

sented method, with little modification, could also be
used do compute the normalized localization of any scalar
field, not only kinetic energy.
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