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TRANSIENT SOLUTIONS FOR THREE-DIMENSIONAL
LID-DRIVEN CAVITY FLOWS BY A LEAST-SQUARES
FINITE ELEMENT METHOD
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SUMMARY

A time-accurate least-squares finite element method is used to simulate three-dimensional flows in a cubic cavity
with a uniform moving top. The time- accurate solutions are obtained by the Crank-Nicolson method for time
integration and Newton linearization for the convective terms with extensive linearization steps. A matrix-free
algorithm of the Jacobi conjugate gradient method is used to solve the symmetric, positive definite linear system of
equations. To show that the least-squares finite element method with the Jacobi conjugate gradient technique has
promising potential to provide implicit, fully coupled and time-accurate solutions to large-scale three-dimensional
fluid flows, we present results for three-dimensional lid-driven flows in a cubic cavity for Reynolds numbers up to
3200.

KEY WORDS: least-squares finite element method; Jacobi conjugate gradient method; three-dimensional flows; time-accurate
solutions; lid-driven flows

1. INTRODUCTION

The flow of an incompressible fluid in a square cavity, driven by the moving top at a uniform velocity,
has served as a benchmark problem to validate various numerical techniques for two-dimensional fluid
flows.'™ The interest of the problem is due to its simple geometry and Dirichlet boundary conditions.
However, numerical results for three-dimensional driven cavity flows are relatively scarce. Unlike two-
dimensional lid-driven cavity flows, flows in a cubic cavity are rich in complicated physical
phenomena. Moreover, an increase in the number of unknowns drastically increases the memory
requirement for the numerical solution of the resulting linear system of equations by direct methods. It
also has, in general, an adverse effect on the rate of convergence of most iterative methods. Therefore
difficulties, primarily due to prohibitive computing cost and limitations on computing capabilities,
arise when a large number of unknowns are required for accurate numerical solutions of three-
dimensional flows.

Earlier simulations of three-dimensional lid-driven flows in a cubic cavity were for low-Reynolds-
number flows® and results were obtained with inadequate resolutions because of limited computing
resources.®’ More recently, Guj and Stella® used an ADI finite difference method for steady state flows
for 400 < Re < 2000 based on the vorticity—velocity formulation of the Navier—Stokes equations
with staggered grids varied from 31 x 31 x 16to 101 x 101 x 41 points. Iwatsu et al® used a time-
marching MAC method for unsteady state flows at Re = 2000 and 4000. The time step was taken as
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At = 107 and the number of grid points was 81 x 81 x 81. The loss of flow symmetry was observed
for Re = 4000. Direct solutions for unsteady incompressible flows using the velocity—vorticity
formulation were obtained by Osswald et al.'® The vorticity transport equation was solved by a
modified ADI method. The direct, implicit algorithm was tested for the case of Re = 100 with a mesh
system of 17 x 17 x 17 grid points.

Ku et al'' employed a Chebyshev pseudospectral method for unsteady state flows for
100 < Re < 1000 based on primitive variables by using a time-splitting technique with a grid of
31 x 31 x 16 points. Time steps of At =5 x 10 and 7 x 10 were used and it took 7500-25,000
time steps to obtain the steady state solutions.

It is well known that for both steady state and time-dependent problems using an implicit solution
approach, most finite element methods lead to a large sparse unsymmetric linear system which is
difficult to solve numerically. The steady state lid-driven cavity flows for 100 < Re < 400 based on
the vorticity-velocity formulation of the compressible Navier-Stokes equations were simulated by
Guevremont et al.'? using a weak Galerkin finite element method followed by Newton linearization.
Three grid systems were used: two coarse grids of 8 x 8 x 4 and 14 x 14 x 7 elements by a direct
solver and a finer grid of 30 x 30 x 15 elements by an iterative solver based on an Amoldi method.
Kato et al.'> proposed a GSMAC finite element method which uses mass lumping to reduce the
memory requirement. The unsteady state flows based on a first-order velocity—vorticity—Bernoulli
function formulation were solved for Re < 3200. The grid composed 40 x 40 x 20 elements.
Fujima et al.'* reported transient solutions for Re < 2000 by an upwind finite element method based
on the choice of upwind and downwind points. The explicit Euler method in time was used for the
Navier—Stokes equations and the pressure Poisson equation was solved by an incomplete Cholesky
conjugate gradient method. The flow domain was divided into 20 x 20 x 10 non-uniform bricks with
six tetrahedra for each brick.

More recently a least-squares finite element method (LSFEM) has been developed to solve steady
state incompressible flows in a cubic cavity by Jiang ef al.'> at Re = 100, 400 and 1000 for a mesh
system of 50 x 52 x 25 elements. In addition, Jiang et al.'® presented a detailed theoretical analysis
of incompressible Navier— Stokes problems by the LSFEM. They proved that the three-dimensional
div—curl system resulting from the LSFEM is properly determined and elliptic and established the
existence and uniqueness of the least-squares finite element solution of the system.

Our goal is to develop an accurate, implicit and robust algorithm of the LSFEM to simulate three-
dimensional transient flow problems. Particular attention is given to the following approaches.

1. An implicit, fully coupled and time-accurate solution is obtained in terms of a first-order
velocity—pressure—vorticity formulation.

2. Temporal discretization of the Navier—Stokes equations is implemented by the Crank—Nicolson
method with second-order accuracy in time.

3. The non-linear convective terms are linearized by Newton’s method with extensive linearization
steps.

4. Spatial discretization of the Navier—Stokes equations is based on the LSFEM to obtain a
symmetric, positive definite linear system of equations.

5. The resulting symmetric, positive definite linear system of equations is solved by a matrix-free
Jacobi conjugate gradient method (JCG) without forming any global matrix, not even an element
matrix.

6. Trilinear hexahedral elements with equal-order interpolation functions are used for all variables.

7. Both uniform and non-uniform meshes are employed up to 60 x 61 x 30 elements.

The content of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give a brief account of the first-
order velocity—pressure—vorticity formulation, compatibility constraint and initial and boundary
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conditions. In Section 3 numerical results of three-dimensional lid-driven cavity flows for Re = 100—
3200 are presented and discussed. The conclusions are given in Section 4.

2. FORMULATION
2.1. Governing equations

Consider the time-dependent three-dimensional incompressible flow in a cubic cavity. The spatial
and temporal co-ordinates are denoted by x = {x, y, z}* and ¢ € (0, 0o) respectively. The computa-
tional domain is Q = {(x, », 2)|10 < x < , 0 <y < 1, 0 < z < 1}. The geometry of the flow
configuration is shown in Figure 1. The governing equations in dimensionless form are, in
Q x (0, 00),

ou 1

e . ——Vqu = 1

8t+u Vu+ Vp e u 0, €))
Veu =0, Q)

where the velocity u = {u, v, w}", p is the pressure deviation from hydrostatic, Re = UD/v is the
Reynolds number, U is the characteristic velocity, D is the characteristic length of the domain Q and
v = p/p is the kinematic viscosity.

Compared with the Galerkin finite element method (GFEM), the least-squares approach generally
requires more stringent continuity for the trial functions. In order to reduce the continuity requirements
so that C° elements can be used, Lynne and Arya'’ and Zienkiewicz er al.'® suggested the use of
additional variables to reduce the second-order equations to a system of first-order equations. Here we
introduce the vorticity w = V x u = {w,, @), w,}". Equations (1) and (2) can be transformed into the
first-order system

3 1
5¥+u°Vu+Vp+R7;me=0, 3)
V-u=90, “)

o—-Vxu=0. 5)

This first-order system is referred to as the velocity—pressure—vorticity formulation and is superior to
the velocity—Bernoulli pressure—vorticity formulation because of its properties of faster convergence
rate and less sensitivity to initial guesses.'> Although the total number of unknowns increases in the
first-order system, the benefits are that (i) the condition number of the linear system of equations

z

Figure 1. Flow configuration of three-dimensional lid-driven cavity flows
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discretized by the LSFEM can be reduced from O(h ™)' to O(h2),° (ii) a simple piecewise linear C°
element can be used, (iii) unlike the GFEM, the choice of approximating spaces is not subject to the
LBB condition,*' so that equal-order interpolation functions can be employed for all variables, and (iv)
the resulting matrix system is symmetric, positive definite.

For the three-dimensional problem the first-order system involves an odd number of unknowns
(seven) and an odd number of equations and cannot form an elliptic system.”* Therefore we use a
constraint (the solenoidality of vorticity)

V=0 1inQ.

The constraint (6) is a very important condition to be enforced in some way in three-dimensional
problems when the vorticity is introduced as an unknown. First, it provides an optimal rate of
convergence for all variables in the LSFEM.'*!° Second, it forces V-w(x, f) to approach zero as ¢ goes
to infinity if a non-physical initial condition, leading to V-a(x, t =0) # 0, is used.” On the other
hand, if Ve = 0 initially, it will remain so throughout the computation, since 3(V-w)/df = 0. Third,
the constraint (6) gives an explicit relationship and sets up a physical balance between the vorticity
components. Otherwise the vorticity components would implicitly be related by the rotation tensor and
the solutions of vorticity may oscillate even at Gaussian points, as will be shown later. For two-
dimensional problems the vorticity component exists only in the direction normal to the plane and
equation (6) is automatically satisfied. It is worth mentlomng that the matrix resulting from the least-
squares approximation has a structure like [,sz{ 1= [&{] [d ]. The transpose of a non-square matrix
[+7] maps itself in RNgqs X Ngo to a matrix [«/] in RNVer x Moot wwhere Negs is the number of equations,
Nor is the number of degrees of freedom and Negs = Nyor: Therefore the additional equation (6) does
not increase the total number of unknowns in the system.

2.2. Time discretization and linearization

Since we are interested in the time-accurate solutions, equations (3)—(6) are integrated by the Crank-—
Nicolson scheme, i.e. § =1, At = 6Ar and 0 = (1-0)/6, and linearized by Newton’s method®® to give

(n+1 m+1) P (n+1,m+1)
+ pHm L gyt LmtD) et lml) | gy ) /4
Af ax
(n+1,m+1)
+ 1 (3“’2 _ @) = gtim 4 o 7
Re\ 3y oz ¥
1,m+1
VLMD 4 lHm) L e et lm]) | gyl gplttmiD
A? 3y
1 /ow dw (n+1,m+1)
+ % ( azx - axl) - gv+1 ,m) +f(") 8)
1,
W(n+] M+1) + u(n+1 m) Vw(n+l,m+l) + un+l,m+1) . Vw(n+1,m) + ap(n+ D
Af 0z
(n+1,m+1)
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Re\ ox oy
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(3" d aw) -0 (10)
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Here the superscripts n and m represent the nth time level and the mth Newton linearization step
respectively. The structure of the algorithm consists of an outer time loop, Newton linearization and the
iterative solver (JCG). For each time step, Newton iterations are carried out. After the solution has

converged at the (m+1)th Newton iteration, the calculation proceeds to the next time step.

2.3. Initial and boundary conditions

Previous results™'!*!> have shown that the flow field is symmetric with respect to the plane
z = 0-5 for Reynolds numbers up to 3200. Thus equations (3)«6) are solved only for half of the
cubic cavity. The planes of the boundary are defined as {S., 0 < x<1,0<y <1},
{$-x0<y<1,0<2<05}and {50 <x < 1,0 <z < 0:5}. The boundary conditions

are specified as, for 7 > 0,

u=0,v=0,w=0 onS,,, x=0and]1,

u=1,v=0,w=0 onS,,, y=1,

@n

2
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u=0,v=0,w=0 onS,_,,y=0 (23)
u=0,v=0,w=0 onS,_,,z=0 24)
=0, 0,=0,w=0 onS8_,, z=0.5 (25)
p=0 atx=05y=0,z=0-5. (26)

We assume that the fluid flow starts from a stationary state. The initial conditions are taken as
u=v=w=0 for xeQ, t=0. 27)

We should mention that the zero vorticities in boundary condition (25) are not artificial vorticity
boundary conditions but are due to symmetry.

The initial-boundary value problem (7)-(14), (21)+27) can be simply expressed as

{gv}(n-H,m-H) — {f}(") + {g}(n-H.m) in Q t> 0, (28)
[#] - {v(x, N} ={g,x, )} onTp, t=0, 29)
{v(x, 0)} ={vo(x)} inQ, r=0, (30)

where {v} = {u, v w, p, 0, ©, o,}", [4] is the coefficient matrix of boundary conditions and
{gAx, ?) and {vo(x)} are given functions of boundary and initial conditions. Since the system is first-
order, only Dirichlet-type boundary conditions are specified in the LSFEM. If stress boundary
conditions have to be specified, we can use shear stresses instead of vorticity to formulate the first-
order system of equations, thus leading to Dirichlet-type boundary conditions. In the context of the
LSFEM, Jiang® discussed different boundary conditions for a variety of fluid flows.

2.4. Least-squares principle

To develop the time-dependent least-squares finite element system, we define the least-squares
functional IT of the residual

(%) = {f}(n) 4 {g}(n+1,m) _ {gv}(n+l,m+1) 31)
in equation (28) for admissible {v}"+!'m+D a5

M(V)™m40) = (), () = L{@}’ (A} d2. (32)

Let us discretize the domain Q by a union of finite elements Q° as Q = UQ’;I Q°, where Q' N Y = 0 if
i # j and where N, is the total number of elements in Q. The approximate element solution at the
(n + 1, m + 1)th level is defined as

Wt = (@) - (v(), (33)

where {®(x)} is an interpolation function. For the Galerkin finite element method the interpolation
function for pressure must be an order lower than that for velocity, whereas the LSFEM allows equal-
order interpolation functions for all variables, as indicated by equation (33). Substituting equation (33)
into (32), we have
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M= L{vf (LN - [L(®)] - (v} 42 — 2 jﬂ{v}T [ 2(@)]" - (b} 4, (34)

where {b} = {f}+4{g}*1"™. This shows that the functional IT is a quadratic with respect to {v}. It
is desirable to know whether IT is a minimum or a maximum at the point 6I1 = 0. Obviously equation
(34) requires that the sum of the squares of the residual of equation (28) be a minimum at the correct
solution.?* This process is the well-known least-squares method.

Minimization of the functional ITI({v}"*""*V) leads to the least-squares weak statement: find

(v}t e Q)1 35)

such that
(rtmtyy _ ST o L
oT(v) )= 51 M T ey o

where [.}f’(‘)(Q)]d is a subspace of the Sobolev space [# ()¢, the superscript d denotes the dimension
of the space and N, is the number of nodes in an element. For any variation §{v} this yields a set of
equations

o{vna} =0, (36)

ar1/a{v}

an ST1/3{v2}
il D 37)

aI1/d(vy, }

from which the solutions {v;} are found. Therefore equation (37) reduces to a system of linear
algebraic equations

> L}f{@}ﬂ-[ﬂ«b}] dQ-{v}=ZJQe[${®}lT-[{b}] @@ V@) e [#y@), (8

e e

or
[(A]- (¥} ={F}, (39)
where the operator matrix at the ith node of an element is denoted as
ov aw 8<D, ad)x acbl {(n+1,m)
; — &, — P, - — ’
([ au ax Fr I v = W
. b, o,
My g Mg 0% 3 8
dy ay dy az ax
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2l %Y W T Ty h 0
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T i i i
[Z{D}] ™ " ™ 0 0 0 0 40)
1 8d; 1 80; 3d;
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_ 0 —_—— 0 d; —
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and

ou v aw
du,~=dd>,-+(l>,~a, dv,'=d¢,'+d>ia—y, dWi=d<D,'+<bi-5-z—,
PR TN I L
T T T e TaAr

2.5. Jacobi conjugate gradient method

@y

As mentioned before, the matrix [f] resulting from the LSFEM is symmetric and positive definite.
Assume that a symmetric, positive definite preconditioner [.#] is available. Then we would solve the

preconditioned system

)7 ) ) =107 (F).

(42)

There are several versions of preconditioned conjugate gradient methods. In this work we use the
preconditioned conjugate gradient algorithm of Golub and Loan®’ at the (n+1)th time level and the
(m + 1)th Newton linearization step. Matrix—vector multiplication is carried out directly by equation

(38) with an element-by-element strategy.

A good preconditioner can have a dramatic effect upon the rate of convergence. Incomplete
Cholesky factorization with various levels of fill-in has been commonly used as a preconditioner to the
conjugate gradient method. In practice the matrix [f'] and the incomplete Cholesky factorization
results need to be stored in an appropriate data structure to facilitate the matrix—vector multiplication.
The use of such preconditioners requires a substantial amount of memory for three-dimensional
problems. We should mention that although preconditioners reduce the number of iterative steps, their
overall performance must be evaluated with the cost of incomplete factorization, the additional

memory requirement and the overall CPU time. In this work we choose the preconditioner as

(4] = diag(A]) = L diag(L (@) - [£(®)) dd

( du?+[(%)2+(g—:->2 o} + = )

43)
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30,\2  [(90:\* [3d,\°
w= (%) +(5) (%) @
Therefore it is a Jacobi conjugate gradient method. Pini and Gambolati>® found that simple diagonal
scaling or the Jacobi conjugate gradient method is an efficient preconditioning scheme for a variety of
applications. It is necessary to emphasize that the Jacobi preconditioner is simple and easy to code. It

does not require the formation of any global matrix, not even an element matrix. Such a matrix-free
approach leads to tremendous savings in computer memory and computing time.?’

where

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A trilinear hexahedral element with eight nodes and one-point Gaussian integration are used in this
work. The mesh systems for various Reynolds numbers are given in Table 1. The non-uniform mesh
system for Re = 1000 is shown in Figure 2(a). Figure 2(b) shows the mesh system for Re = 3200 with
uniform grids in the middle of the cubic cavity and refined grids near the walls for capturing the
endwall effects. A layer of thin elements near the top of the cubic cavity is added in order to handle the
singularity at the corners when uniform meshes are used for Re = 1000 and 2000. The stopping
criteria are taken as 10~® for JCG and 10™* for Newton linearization. The time step is chosen as
At = 0-5 or 1-0. The numerical results show that the pressure and vorticity have some oscillations at
nodal points but the solutions at Gaussian points are very smooth. For a trilinear element the nodal
values are mapped to the Gaussian point (xg, yg, zg) by the scheme

PG i 8 Di
T 3K e 45)
wyG 8 i=1 W}’.‘
Wy W,

Equation (45) is an exact arithmetic average.

We first test the flow for Re = 100. As mentioned before, the system (3)-(6) has seven unknowns
and eight equations. However, it is not overdetermined. Theoretically, a dummy variable ¢ may be
added in equation (5) such that

0—V¢—-Vxu=0,

which satisfies the equation V¢ = 0. If we artificially enforce the boundary condition ¢ = 0 on 3Q,
then the solution of ¢ is uniquely equal to zero throughout the domain Q. Therefore it is unnecessary

Table I. Mesh systems for various Reynolds numbers

Re Mesh Elements Nodes Unknowns
100 Uniform 40 x 40 x 20 35301 227580
1000 Uniform 50 x 51 x 25 68952 451803
Non-uniform 50 x 50 x 25 67626 442975
2000 Uniform 60 x 61 x 30 117242 776463

3200 Non-uniform 60 x 60 x 30 115351 763770
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(2 (b)

Figure 2. Non-uniform mesh grids for (a) Re = 1000 and (b) Re = 3200

to add the dummy variable in system (3)~(6). Detailed discussion was given by Jiang ef al.'*> Our
numerical resuits show that ¢ is not equal to zero but its maximum magnitude is quite small, about
O(107®) near the boundary and O(10~'°) inside the domain when the stopping criterion of JCG is
taken to be 10", The values of the dummy variable are so small that its existence does not affect the

numerical solutions.

Figure 3. Vorticity contours for Re = 100, (a) with constraint (6) and (b) without constraint (6)
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Table 1I. Computer memory requirements and CPU times on an HP-735 workstation

Reynolds Number of Stopping Time Storage CPU time
number elements time steps (Mb) (b)
100 40 % 40 x 20 8 16 27 2-5

1000 50 x 51 x 25 50 75 54 51-3

2000 60 x 61 x 30 110 160 92 1286

To show the importance of constraint (6), we simulate the flow for Re = 100 for two cases, with and
without constraint (6). The vorticity contours on the planes z = 0.5, y = 0-5, x = 0-5 are shown in
Figure 3. Both results are smoothed at the Gaussian point of each element by equation (45). The
solutions with constraint (6) are very smooth as shown in Figure 3(a). However, without constraint (6)
the vorticity components w, and w, on the planes y = 0-5, z = 0-5 oscillate along the walls as shown in
Figure 3(b). This indicates that constraint (6) is a very important condition to be enforced in three-
dimensional flow problems when vorticity is introduced as an unknown. On the other hand, numerical
results also show that the values of velocity and pressure do not differ significantly between the two
cases. This implies that constraint (6) hardly disturbs the velocity and pressure fields.

The CPU time for Re = 100 is about 2-5 h on an HP-735 workstation (CONVEX MetaSystem) and
8-5h on an IBM 3090-600] computer. The simulation requires 27 Mb of computer memory. The
memory requirements and computing times are given in Table II for various Reynolds numbers.

Figure 4. Velocity vectors on plane z = 0.5 at various time levels for Re = 1000
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3.1. Numerical results for Re = 1000

The transient solutions for Re = 1000 are obtained at time levels ¢ =5, 10, 15, 20, 30, 50. The
velocity vectors by the uniform mesh on the planes x = 0-5, y = 0.5, z = 0-5 are presented in Figures
4-6. Figure 4 shows that a primary vortex appears near the right corner of the top wall at the beginning
and moves to the location at about x = 0-60, y = 0-45, similarly to the two-dimensional flow problem.

Figure 6. Velocity vectors on plane y = 0-5 at various time levels for Re = 1000
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Figure 7. Comparison of velocity profiles « and v along central axes on plane z = 0-5 for Re = 1000:——; Guj and Stella;® —+—+—,
Ku et al;'! —=A-A-, Jiang et al;'® , present result for non-uniform mesh; — — —, present result for uniform mesh

Figure 5 shows that a pair of vortices forms near the vertical walls on the plane x = 0-5 and then the
vortices move to the lower corners with time. A pair of secondary vortices near the corners of the top
wall does not appear on this plane at = 50. As shown in Figure 6, in addition to the pair of vortices at
the lower corners, a pair of vortices occurs around the centre of of the cavity on the y = 0-5 plane at
t=20.

The steady state solutions are obtained for both uniform and non-uniform meshes. The velocity
profiles along the central lines on the plane z = 0-5 are presented in Figure 7. Our results for the non-
uniform mesh compare very well with the results of Guj and Stella,® Ku et al.'! and Jiang et al.'® The
absolute values of the velocity components « and v for the uniform mesh are smaller than those for the
non-uniform mesh near the vetical and bottom walls. This reveals that the numerical solution is
sensitive to the mesh system. This property is also obsesrved by Kato et al.'* and Fujima et al.'*
However, the iterative solution with the uniform mesh achieves a faster rate of convergence than that
with the non-uniform mesh. The velocity vectors obtained from both uniform and non-uniform meshes
are compared in Figure 8. The pair of vortices around the centre of the cavity on the plane y = 0-5
disappears, which is in agreement with other results.®'!*>*'> A pair of secondary vortices at the
comers of the top wall becomes more evident on the plane x = 0-5. This is consistent with the results
of Fujima et al.'* and Jiang et al.'> We should also mention that our steady state results at the mid-
plane of x = 0-5 in Figure 8 agree with those of Jiang et al.'® in that the vortices at the bottom wall
protrude to the centre (z = 0-5). This vortex behaviour was not reported in the works of Kato et al.,'?
Fujima ef al.'* and Guj and Stella.® It indicates the formation of a rather weak pair of Taylor—Gortler-
like (TGL) vortices. The TGL vortices form because of the concave surface generated by the
downstream secondary vortex at the bottom of the cavity (see Figure 8 for the lower right corner vortex
on the plane z = 0-5). Pathlines and pressure and vorticity contours are shown in Figures 9 and 10
respectively.

3.2. Numerical results for Re = 2000

With an increase in Reynolds number the flow structure becomes more complicated. A uniform
mesh of 60 x 61 x 30 elements is employed for Re = 2000. The velocity vectors on the planes
x = 0-5,y = 0.5, z = 0-5 at time levels ¢ = 10, 20, 30, 50, 80, 110 are presented in Figures 11— 13. In
Figure 11 a primary recirculation forms initially at the right corer of the top wall on the plane z = 0.5.
At ¢t = 20 the fluid near the left wall flows against and merges with the primary recirculation. However,
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Figure 8. Velocity vectors of steady state solution on planes x, y, z = 0-5 on (a) uniform and (b) non-uniform meshes for
Re = 1000

Figure 9. Pathlines for Re = 1000
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Figure 10. Pressure and vorticity contours of steady state solution on planes x, y, z = 0-5 on uniform mesh for Re = 1000

Figure 11. Velocity vectors on plane z = 0-5 at various time levels for Re = 2000



428 L. Q. TANG, T. CHENG AND T. T. H. TSANG

t = 30

THHI
i
n

Figure 12. Velocity vectors on plane y = 0-5 at various time levels for Re = 2000

Figure 13. Velocity vectors on plane x = 0-5 at various time levels for Re = 2000
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Figure 16. Pressure and vorticity contours of steady state solution on planes x, y, z = 0-5 on uniform mesh for Re = 2000
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the same phenomenon is observed for the result of Re = 3200 at ¢ = 90 by Kato et al.’* The centre of
the vortex moves to about x = 0-58, y = 0-46 at t = 110. In Figure 12 two pairs of vortices appear on
the plane y = (-5 at about £ = 20. At ¢ = 50 a pair of vortices moves to the location at x = 0-46 and the
other pair of vortices then goes to the location near x = 0-18 and becomes elongated. In Figure 13, on
the plane x = 0-5, two pairs of vortices appear at about t = 20. At ¢ = 30 three pairs of vortices appear.
The first pair is located at the height of y = 0-58, the second pair near the centre (z = 0-5) at the
bottom wall and the third pair at the lower corners. At ¢ = 80 a pair of secondary vortices starts to form
at the comers of the top wall.

The velocity vectors of the steady state solution are presented in Figure 14. The pair of vortices at
the centre of the plane y = 0-5 disappears and only the two elongated vortices exist around the lower
corners as shown in Figure 14(b). In Figure 14(c) a pair of secondary vortices at the two corners of the
top wall becomes more obvious and larger than the pair for Re = 1000. Figure 14(c) also shows the
presence of stronger TGL vortices at the bottom of the cavity. Our results compare quite well with
those of Guj and Stella® and Iwatsu ef al.® Pathlines and pressure and vorticity contours are shown in
Figures 15 and 16 respectively.

3.3. Numerical results for Re = 3200

When the Reynolds number is 3200, the flow becomes unsteady and difficult to solve numerically.
So far, few results for this Reynolds number have been reported. The mesh system used for this
problem is shown in Figure 2(b). Sufficient grid points near the walls are needed to extract energy from
the driven lid and resolve flow structures. In order to obtain a better rate of convergence for the Jacobi
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Figure 17. Time histories of velocity components « and v at point 1 (x = 0-5, y = 0-18, z = 0-5) and point 2 {x = 0-5, y = 0-8,
z = 0.5) for Re = 3200
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conjugate gradients, we use uniform grids in the middle of the cubic cavity. The Taylor-Gaortler-like
vortex pairs are seen at £ = 50 on the bottom wall. Two points at x = 0-5, y = 0-18, z = 0-5 and
x=10-5, y=0-8, z=0-5 are chosen to trace the changes in velocity components « and v with time.
The time histories of velocity components # and v are illustrated in Figure 17. They show that the
velocity components change with time and no steady state solution appears to be possible at
Re = 3200. This is consistent with the numerical result of Iwatsu e al.” The LSFEM is able to
simulate the unsteady Taylor—Gortler-like vortices.

It is worth mentioning that even though our simulation represents one of the largest finite element
simulations using the implicit and fully coupled equations approach, we observe slight oscillations
along the downstream wall (x = 1-0). The oscillations are confined to the proximity of the downstream
wall, but the extension of oscillations changes with time. This implies that extremely fine grids along
all the surfaces of the cavity must be used and that it is preferable to use non-uniform grids for such a
high-Reynolds-number flow.

4. CONCLUSIONS

A matrix-free algorithm of the LSFEM and JCG with the Crank-Nicolson scheme and Newton
linearization is used to simulate three-dimensional time-dependent incompressible flows. Numerical
experiments demonstrate that the matrix-free algorithm of the LSFEM with JCG is a robust method
which can provide implicit, fully coupled and time-accurate numerical solutions for the Navier—Stokes
equations. The three-dimensional transient simulations presented in this work show that the LSFEM
with JCG has the potential to simulate realistic, large- scale, time-dependent three-dimensional fluid
flow and transport processes.

It appears that literature results for Re = 1000 are reliable and in agreement with each other. For
flow at Re = 2000 we can only comment that literature results are in general agreement with each
other, but there is no benchmark solution yet. For flow at Re = 3200 it is generally agreed that there is
no steady state solution.
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