arXiv:2404.07025v1 [physics.comp-ph] 10 Apr 2024

On the conjugate interface conditions and Galilean invariance

Yang Hu^{a,∗}

aSchool of Mechanical, Electronic and Control engineering, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing, P.R.China 100044

Abstract

In the referred paper("H. Karani, C. Huber, Physical Review E, 91(2)(2015) 023304"), a total heat flux continuity condition for conjugate heat transfer problems with moving interfaces was proposed. The authors asserted both conductive and advective heat fluxes are conserved simultaneously in their formulation. This condition had been cited by many subsequent studies. However, it is found that the total heat flux continuity condition violates Galilean invariance. The original diffusion heat flux continuity condition is reasonable for both stationary and moving interfaces.

Keywords:

Conjugate interface conditions, Galilean invariance, Conjugate heat transfer

1. Introduction

Figure 1: A schematic diagram of conjugate heat transfer problems.

As shown in Fig. 1, heat transfer in real world usually occurs in multi-domain or multiphase systems, known as the conjugate heat transfer problems [1, 2]. The governing equation of the temperature field in entire domain Ω_1 ∪ Ω_2 is written as

∂(ρc_pT ) ∂t + ∇ · (ρc_puT ) = ∇ · (κ∇T ), (1)

where ρ, c_p and κ are the density, specific heat capacity and thermal conductivity, respectively. These physical parameters can be different in subdomains Ω_1 and Ω_2. For the rigid or incompressible media, the fluid velocity vector u satisfies the divergence-free condition. To obtain a well posed model for temperature field, the so called conjugate interface conditions should be given [3–5]. For the stationary interface, based on the conservation law, the temperature

∗Corresponding author Email address: yanghu@bjtu.edu.cn (Yang Hu)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier

and normal heat flux on the interface Γ satisfy the following continuity conditions

T_1 = T_2, (2) κ_1∇T_1 · n = κ_2∇T_2 · n, (3)

where n is the unit normal vector on Γ.

When we consider the conjugate heat transfer problems with moving interface, such as the particulate flows with heat transfer [6, 7] or thermocapillary flow [8–10], the interface conditions on the evolving interface should be determined. However, there is a controversial about this issue. In many previous papers [6–10], the interface conditions for moving interface share the same formulations with those for stationary interface, i.e. Eqs. (2) and (3). Alternatively, Karani and Huber [11] argued that only diffusion heat flux continuity is applied in Eq. (3). For the moving interface, both diffusion heat flux κ∇T and advective heat flux ρc_puT should be considered. As a result, the following total heat flux continuity condition hold

(−κ∇T + ρc_puT )_1 · n = (−κ∇T + ρc_puT )_2 · n. (4)

The above condition (4) has been used and mentioned in many literatures [12–22].

It is necessary to clarify the rationality of two kinds of interface conditions (Eqs. (3) and (4)). In this comment, the Galilean invariance in conjugate heat transfer problem is studied. The forms of the temperature field equation and two types of interface conditions in two inertial frames are checked. We prove the total heat flux continuity condition does not obey the Galilean invariance. Moreover, through analysis of thermal equilibrium in a one dimensional infinite moving rod, and conjugate heat transfer in a channel with a vertical interface between both components, the irrationality of the total heat flux continuity condition is further confirmed.

2. Galilean invariance test

We consider two inertial frames S : (x, t) and S̄ : (x̄, t̄), and the following variables transformation is used

x̄ = x + U_0t, (5) t̄ = t, (6) ū = u + U_0, (7)

where U_0 is a constant velocity vector. The derivatives of time and space have the following relations

∇ = ¯∇, (8) ∂ ∂t = ∂ ∂t̄ + U_0 · ¯∇. (9)

For the scalar quantity T and the geometric quantity n, we have

T̄ (x̄, t̄) = T (x, t), (10) n̄(x̄, t̄) = n(x, t). (11)

Then the time derivative term, convective term and diffusion term in Eq. (1) can be transformed as

∂(ρc_pT ) ∂t = ∂(ρc_pT̄ ) ∂t̄ + U_0 · ¯∇(ρc_pT̄ ) (12) = ∂(ρc_pT̄ ) ∂t̄ + ¯∇ · (ρc_pU_0T̄ ),

∇ · (ρc_puT ) = ¯∇ · [ρc_p(ū − U_0)T̄ ], (13) ∇ · (κ∇T ) = ¯∇ · (κ ¯∇T̄ ). (14)

One can obtain ∂(ρc_pT̄ ) ∂t̄ + ¯∇ · (ρc_pūT̄ ) = ¯∇ · (κ ¯∇T̄ ). (15)

It denotes that the temperature field equations in inertial frames S and S̄ have the same form. This is a trivial conclusion. It is easy to know the time derivative term and convective term should be tied-up to keep Galilean invariance. In fact, the material derivative or total derivative should be treated as a whole according to the Lagrangian description and Eulerian description. The focus of this letter is to check the heat flux continuity condition using Galilean invariance test. we can see that the total heat flux continuity condition in S̄ is

[−κ ¯∇T̄ + ρc_p(ū − U_0)T̄]_1 · n̄ (16) = [−κ ¯∇T̄ + ρc_p(ū − U_0)T̄]_2 · n̄.

It means

(−κ ¯∇T̄ + ρc_pūT )_1 · n̄ (17) = (−κ ¯∇T̄ + ρc_pūT )_2 · n̄ + [(ρc_p)_1 − (ρc_p)_2]T̄ U_0 · n̄.

Obviously, an addition term [(ρc_p)_1 − (ρc_p)_2]T̄ U_0 · n̄ appears. The total heat flux continuity condition could not satisfy Galilean invariant. On the other hand, for the diffusion flux continuity condition, it is easy to know

κ_1 ¯∇T̄_1 · n̄ = κ_2 ¯∇T̄_2 · n̄. (18)

The Galilean invariance is kept. From a physical standpoint, the total heat flux continuity condition is unreasonable.

Figure 2: Thermal equilibrium in a one dimensional infinite moving rod.

Figure 3: A schematic of conjugate heat transfer in a channel with a vertical interface between both components.

For better explanation, a simple example is discussed. As shown in Fig. 2, we consider the thermal equilibrium in a one dimensional infinite rod which is composed of two solids with different thermophysical properties. The rod moves uniformly with a velocity U_0 � 0. Because there is no heat source, the rod will be at the same temperature T_0 when the thermal equilibrium state is reached. At the interface point x_0 = U_0t, we notice that the total heat flux continuity condition gives

(ρc_p)_1U_0T_1 − κ_1 dT_1 dx = (ρc_p)_2U_0T_2 − κ_2 dT_2 dx . (19)

It leads to (ρc_p)_1 = (ρc_p)_2, which is conflicted with our assumption. However, it is obvious that the diffusion flux continuity condition is valid.

Moreover, in the work of Karani and Huber[11], we notice that an analytical solution for conjugate heat transfer in a channel with the vertical interface between both components is derived to support the total heat flux continuity condition. The similar approach can be seen also in [12]. The geometric and physical configurations of this example is shown in Fig. 3. This analytical solution has been used to check the numerical accuracy of some numerical schemes and the correctness of total heat flux continuity condition. It should be pointed out that there is an unreasonable setting in this case. As we know, the phase interface should be driven by the velocity field and its velocity should be equal to value of velocity field on the interface. However, we can find that the phase interface x_{int} between two fluids remains motionless under the velocity field. In other word, x_{int} is a constant. It means the term ∇ · (ρc_puT ) partially loses the meaning of convection. This treatment breaks the objectivity of material derivative and Galilean invariance. In conclusion, this case is a pure mathematical problem, but not a real world problem.

References

[1] B. John, P. Senthilkumar, S. Sadasivan, Archives of Computational Methods in Engineering, 26(2)(2019) 475-489. [2] S. T. Zhang, Y. Hu, Q. He, Q. P. Li, A diffuse interface-lattice Boltzmann model for conjugate heat transfer with imperfect interface, Computers & Mathematics with Applications, 151 (2023) 134-152.

[3] T. L. Perelman, On conjugated problems of heat transfer, International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 3(4)(1961) 293-303. [4] Y. Hu, D. Li, S. Shu, X. Niu, Simulation of steady fluid-solid conjugate heat transfer problems via immersed boundary-lattice Boltzmann method, Computers & Mathematics with Applications, 70(9)(2015) 2227-2237.

[5] Y. Hu, D. Li, S. Shu, X. Niu, Full Eulerian lattice Boltzmann model for conjugate heat transfer, Physical Review E, 92(6)(2015), 063305. [6] Z. Yu, X. Shao, A. Wachs, A fictitious domain method for particulate flows with heat transfer, Journal of Computational Physics, 217(2) (2006) 424-452.

[7] Y. Hu, D. Li, X. Niu, S. Shu, Fully resolved simulation of particulate flows with heat transfer by smoothed profile-lattice Boltzmann method, International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 126 (2018) 1164-1167.

[8] N. O. Young, J. S. Goldstein, M. J. Block, The motion of bubbles in a vertical temperature gradient, Journal of Fluid Mechanics, 6(3)(1959) 350-356.

[9] Y. Hu, D. Li, X. Niu, S. Shu, A diffuse interface lattice Boltzmann model for thermocapillary flows with large density ratio and thermophysical parameters contrasts, International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 138 (2019) 809-824.

[10] H. S. Kim, R. S. Subramanian, Thermocapillary migration of a droplet with insoluble surfactant: I. Surfactant cap, Journal of colloid and interface science, 127(2)(1989) 417-428.

[11] H. Karani, C. Huber, Lattice Boltzmann formulation for conjugate heat transfer in heterogeneous media, Physical Review E, 91(2)(2015) 023304.

[12] L. Yue, Z. Chai, L. Wang, B. Shi, A lattice Boltzmann model for the conjugate heat transfer, International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 165(2021) 120682.

[13] L. Wang, Y. Zhao, X. Yang, B. Shi, Z. Chai, A lattice Boltzmann analysis of the conjugate natural convection in a square enclosure with a circular cylinder, Applied Mathematical Modelling, 71 (2019) 31-44.

[14] D. Gao, Z. Chen, L. Chen, D. Zhang, A modified lattice Boltzmann model for conjugate heat transfer in porous media, International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 105(2017) 673-683.

[15] G. Ji, J. Zhu, Computational Fluid Dynamics Simulations, BoD-Books on Demand (2020).

[16] D. Korba, N. Wang, L. Li, Accuracy of interface schemes for conjugate heat and mass transfer in the lattice Boltzmann method, International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 156 (2020) 119694.

[17] H. Karani, C. Huber, Role of thermal disequilibrium on natural convection in porous media: insights from pore-scale study, Physical Review E, 95(3)(2017) 033123.

[18] H. Xu, Z. Luo, Q. Lou, J. Chen, Numerical simulation of heat and mass transfer through porous solid with lattice Boltzmann method, Procedia Engineering, 205 (2017) 787-793.

[19] W. Wu, S. L. Zhang, S. F. Wang, K. Ling, A lattice Boltzmann model for interphase conjugate heat transfer, Numerical Heat Transfer, Part B:

Fundamentals, 72(2)(2017) 130-151.

[20] B. Reynolds, M. J. Watson, K. R. Morison, Comparison of a conjugate heat transfer scheme using the lattice Boltzmann method, Chemeca 2018 Paper no. <146> (2018).

[21] N. Wang, Theses and Dissertations, 5528 (2022).

[22] S. Majumder, D. N. Basu, G. Natarajan, Partially-saturated-cells approach for conjugate heat transfer problems, Computers & Fluids (2024) 106232.