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Abstract

The effect on heat transfer of a Rankine vortex located near a flat plate is studied analytically. The velocity field is a
superposition of an inviscid, uniform flow and a secondary perturbation created by the vortex. Three different vortex
configurations are analyzed : transverse, longitudinal and normal with respect to the plate. In general, an increase in the
local heat transfer coefficient is observed in the downwash and a decrease in the upwash regions. The transverse vortex
leads to a larger increase than the longitudinal configuration. The normal vortex has a slight decrease in the heat transfer.

© 1998 Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.

Nomenclature

a distance of vortex from leading edge [m]
b distance of vortex from plate [m]

L length of plate [m]

Nu local Nusselt number [m]

Pe  Peclet number, Pe = Ud/o

Pe, alternative Peclet number, Pe, = UL/
r dimensionless radial coordinate

r, dimensionless radius of vortex core

R local heat transfer enhancement ratio

T dimensionless temperature

u, v, w dimensionless velocity components

U uniform velocity in x-direction [m s~']
x,y,z dimensionless Cartesian coordinates.

Greek symbols

o thermal diffusivity of fluid [m?s™']

I' vortex circulation [m?s ']

0 scale of thermal boundary layer thickness, J =
oL/U [m]

¢ small parameter, ¢ = I'/2nUL

n dimensionless distance of vortex from plate, = b/L

¢ dimensionless distance of vortex from leading edge,

E=alL.
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Subscripts

v vortex-induced velocity

w  wall

oo ambient condition

0, 1,2 order of perturbation term.

Superscripts
* dimensional quantities

() average along constant z line

() average over square area around vortex.

1. Introduction

Hydrodynamic mixing in thermal boundary layers for
the enhancement of convection heat transfer from solid
boundaries is an artifice used in many compact heat
exchangers. In a simplified sense, mixing may be thought
of as due to the presence of small-scale vortical structures
embedded within the thermal boundary layer. These vor-
tices alter the heat transfer process by increasing the
exchange of fluid between regions near and far from the
wall. Often the vortices occur naturally due to tur-
bulence; at other times they are caused by curvature of
the streamlines such as the Taylor—Gortler vortices at
concave surfaces, by thermal instabilities, or by flow
around obstacles protruding from the wall. Sometimes
they are introduced expressly for the purpose of enhanc-
ing heat transfer.
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Several researchers have studied the hydrodynamics of
vortex generation as well as their thermal effect on heat
transfer at a wall. Eibeck and Eaton [1] measured the
effects of a longitudinal vortex embedded in a turbulent
boundary layer. They found regions of increased and
decreased heat transfer related to the downwash and
upwash regions of the flow, respectively, but the net effect
was to increase the heat transfer. Gentry and Jacobi [2]
presented heat transfer results of the interaction of a
delta-wing vortex generator and a laminar boundary
layer in order to obtain a clearer understanding of the
parameters involved in the design of vortex generators
for heat exchanger applications. The use of other vortex
generators for practical purpose has also been reported
in the literature: Fiebig et al. [3] suggested the use of
longitudinal vortex generators attached to fins in order
to enhance heat transfer in plate-fin and tube heat
exchangers, Zhu et al. [4] studied the longitudinal vortex
generator interaction with turbulent channel flows, Tig-
gelbeck et al. [5] worked with channel flows with double
rows of longitudinal vortex generators, Fiebig et al. [6]
looked at compact plate heat exchangers with longi-
tudinal vortex generators as fins, Fiebig et al. [7] analyzed
a finned tube with longitudinal vortex generators, Kan-
iewski et al. [8] numerically computed mass transfer
enhancement due to a longitudinal vortex, and Valencia
et al. [9] studied the heat transfer enhancement by longi-
tudinal vortices in a fin-tube heat exchanger.

Another type of vortex that occurs frequently in con-
vective flows is the horseshoe vortex that is seen, for
example, around the tubes of fin-tube heat exchangers.
The vorticity in the hydrodynamic boundary layer that
is formed on the fin is rolled up into a vortex which loops
around the tube and trails off downstream. The horseshoe
vortex enhances mixing in thermal boundary layers at
the fin surface, thus improving the heat transfer charac-
teristics of the heat exchanger. Baker [10] studied the
hydrodynamics of the horseshoe vortex system in some
detail. Saboya and Sparrow [11] measured mass transfer
coefficients for a single-row plate and tube heat exchanger
configuration using the naphthalene sublimation tech-
nique. Their measurements revealed the existence of a
region of high mass transfer coefficient in a U-shaped
band that coincides with the position of the horseshoe
vortex. Ireland and Jones [12] used thermochromic liquid
crystals to measure heat transfer around the base of a
transverse cylinder between flat plates, confirming the
dominant nature of the horseshoe vortex which enhances
heat transfer to the wall in a localized region around the
cylinder.

The purpose of the present work is to get an under-
standing of the vortex induced heat transfer enhancement
process with emphasis on the effect of vortex geometry.
This will help in the design and optimization of vortex
generation devices in heat exchangers. The study of the
influence of vortices on heat transfer has so far been

either experimental or numerical rather than analytical,
the principal obstacle being the complex nature of the
hydrodynamics. However, even though it be approxi-
mate, analysis can lead to considerable insight on the
physical mechanisms responsible for heat transfer
enhancement. In the present work we will ignore the
details of the vortex formation, but will assume its exis-
tence and then compute its effect on the heat transfer
over a flat plate. We will solve the energy equation for a
flow field produced by a uniform inviscid flow and a
superposed Rankine vortex, an approximation which is
strictly valid for a small Prandtl number. An analytical
solution is made possible by a perturbation technique
in which the nondimensional strength of the secondary
vortex is the small parameter. The flow Peclet number
will also be assumed to be large restricting us to a thin
thermal boundary layer. The results will enable us to
understand the interaction between the vortex motion
and the thermal boundary layer over the plate, and the
effect that this has on both local and overall changes in
the heat transfer rate.

2. Velocity field

The physical problem to be analyzed is schematically
shown in Figs 1(a), (b) and (c). A flat plate of finite
dimension in the x-direction and infinite in the z-direction
is submerged in a flow. We assume an inviscid, uniform
flow of velocity U parallel to the plate. The incoming
fluid is at a uniform temperature 7%, and the flat plate is
maintained at a constant temperature 7% so that a ther-
mal boundary layer grows from the leading edge of the
plate. A vortex is introduced in the flow over the plate in
three different geometrical configurations: a transverse
vortex shown in Fig. 1(a), a longitudinal vortex in Fig.
1(b), and a normal vortex in Fig. 1(c).

To avoid the singularity of the velocity field that would
arise at the center of an inviscid vortex, we take it to be
of the Rankine type which consists of a potential vortex
surrounding a rigidly rotating core. The tangential vel-
ocity due to such a vortex is I'r*/2nr*3 for r* < r¥ and
[2zr* for r* = r§, where r* is the radial distance from
the vortex center and r¥ is the radius of the core. The
strength of the vortex is I" which is defined to be positive
in the senses shown in Fig. 1. For the first two con-
figurations, an image vortex of opposite sense located an
equal distance below the plate is also needed for no-
penetration through the plate.

2.1. Nondimensionalization

In the analysis that follows, two different characteristic
lengths are used : the length of the plate L for the x- and
z-coordinates, and a scale of the thermal boundary layer
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Fig. 1. Vortex geometries: (a) transverse ; (b) longitudinal ; and (c) normal.

thickness at the trailing edge of the plate, 6 = \/aL/U,
for the y-coordinate, where « is the thermal diffusivity of
the fluid. The proportional relationship between the x, y,
z scales is 1:Pe~':1, where the Peclet number is
Pe = Ud/a. An alternative Peclet number could be
defined as Pe, = UL/a = Pé*. The velocity field is made
dimensionless using U, U/Pe and U as scales for the u, v

and w velocity components and the temperature of the
fluid is nondimensionalized wusing T(x,y,z) =
(T*=THNTE-TY).

The location of the vortices with respect to the plate
is prescribed by two nondimensional coordinates. The
different configurations are discussed below along with
the flow field due to the vortex. The parameter
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¢ = I'/2n UL represents the strength of the vortex-induced
secondary flow relative to the primary uniform velocity.
The nondimensional core radius is r, = r§/L.

2.2. Transverse vortex

The nondimensional coordinates x = ¢ and y = Pen
fix the position of the center of the vortex, where & = a/L
and n = b/L. In nondimensional form the velocity field
due to this vortex and its image is

e 1 +P
u, = ——f(y—Pen)+sPe|: S ren }
r2 Pe

Pe*(x—&)* + (y+ Pen)’
1)
by = (x—E&)—ePe [ Pex =9 } ©)
i Pe*(x—&)? +(y+ Pen)?
w, =0 3)
for \/(x—ﬁ)z +(y/Pe—n)* <1y, and

[ y—"Pen
u, =¢e¢Pe| —
Pe*(x—&)* + (y—Pen)?
y+ Pen } 4
Pe*(x—&)? +(y+Pen)?

[ Pe?(x—¢)
v, = ¢ Pe
Pe*(x—&)*+(y—Pen)’
_ Pe?(x—¢) } 5)
Pe*(x—&)*+ (y+ Pen)’
w, =0 (6)

for \/(x—&)* + (y/Pe—n)* > r.

2.3. Longitudinal vortex

The center of this vortex is at y = Pen and z = 0. The
resulting velocity field has the nondimensional velocity
components

u, =0 7
P 3
b= —zg ¢z ®)
I Pe* 22+ (y+ Pen)?

e 1 + P

w, = ———(y—Pen)+ePe yrren )
r2 Pe Pe* 22+ (y+Pen)?

for \/z* + (y/Pe—n)* < r,, and

- (10)

|: Pez Pe’z :|
v, =¢ -
Pe? 22 +(y—Pen)®  Pe*z*+(y+ Pen)?

(11)

y—Pen
Pe* 22+ (y— Pen)?

wy =8Pe[—

y+Pen } (12)
Peé* 22+ (y+ Pen)?

for /22 + (y/Pe—n)* = 1.

2.4. Normal vortex

This vortex has its center at x = ¢ and z=0. The
velocity components of this vortex are

&

U, =——z (13)
r}
vy =0 (14)
=) (15)
Iy
for \/(x—&)? +z* < ry, and
z
e 16
YT T e 1o
by =0 17
R €l (18)
(-0 +2

for /(x—&)?+2z* > ry. These velocity components are
independent of Pe.

2.5. Large Pe approximation

For large Peclet numbers, the velocity field outside the
core represented by equations (4)—(5) can be expanded
as

P
U, =¢| ———
(x=&*+n’
2’ B(x =9’ +n’]
[(x=&)+n°)
_ [ 4(x—Oyn
v, =¢&
[(x=O)+n’]
8 =yinl(x=9)* —n’]
[(x=&)+n’]*

L O(Pey+ } (20)

Pe 24+ 0(Pe™*)+ - } (19)

Pe~?

for the transverse vortex. For the longitudinal vortex
equations (11)—(12) become
|: 4zyn

(ZZ +n2)2

8213 2 2
R (Gl S

e 2+ O(Pe )+ - } (21)
4+
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w, =¢
ZZ +;/,2
20" G2 +)
(ZZ +yl2)3
The approximation is equivalent to assuming a thin
thermal boundary layer, so that the physical location of

the vortex core is outside this layer in the transverse and
longitudinal cases.

e 24+ 0(Pe %)+ } (22)

3. Temperature field

The nondimensional equation governing the tem-
perature distribution in an incompressible, constant-
properties flow without viscous dissipation over a flat
plate is

0T T _L,0*T 9T  oT  oT
Poer—+—+Pe " —=u—+v_—+w
ox*  0y? 0z* ox dy 0

(23)

This is an elliptic equation in all three Cartesian coor-
dinates so that two boundary conditions must be supplied
in each direction. In the longitudinal direction we have
T = 1at x = 0; we will not specify the condition at x = 1
because it will become irrelevant as soon as we drop
the second derivative in x. In the normal direction the
nondimensional fluid temperature is 7= 0 at y = 0 and
T = 1 for y — oo. In the transverse direction we will take
0T/0z = 0 as z > + 0. These conditions enable the tem-
perature field for a two-dimensional flat plate thermal
boundary layer to be recovered in the absence of the
vortex.

For a thermal boundary layer to exist in the unper-
turbed flow, the Peclet number must be large. Under this
condition the second derivatives in x and z can be drop-
ped from the equation, and it becomes parabolic in both
these directions. Not all temperature boundary con-
ditions can now be satisfied. In the main flow direction,
the only condition that will be satisfiedis 7= 1atx =0
as long as the flow velocity is everywhere positive, a
condition which holds if ¢ < ry. In fact, the plate could
be of infinite length in the x-direction without changing
the temperature field that we will calculate here. The
matter is slightly different in the z-direction. For the
transverse vortex, there is no temperature variation in z
so that 0T/0z = 0 everywhere. For the other two con-
figurations, the perturbation velocity field will asymptote
to zero as z — + oo, so that the two-dimensional thermal
boundary layer is again recovered. Even though the equa-
tion is first-order in z, both boundary conditions in that
direction can be satisfied. In addition to these boundary
conditions, we assume that in the transverse and longi-
tudinal configurations the core of the vortex and that of
its image do not touch, implying that r, < 7.

.fl(xsyaz) = _<u §+v A

As a result of these approximations, we have

0*T 0

=u—+v—+w—. (24)
0y? ox 0y 0z
The velocities derived from a superposition of the uni-
form and vortex flows can be expressed as u = 1+¢u/,
v=2ev, w=ew, where (u',v,w") =(u,,v,,w,)/e. Note
that the velocity field is two-dimensional for the trans-
verse and normal vortices, and three-dimensional for the
longitudinal one. The temperature field is also two-
dimensional for the transverse vortex, but is three-dimen-
sional for the other two geometries.

The linear equation (24) with its corresponding bound-
ary conditions can be solved by the method of per-
turbations if we assume that ¢ is small, «’, v" and w’ are
of order unity, and Pe ™' « &. The last assumption makes
the Peclet number contribution negligibly small in equa-
tions (19)—(22). We propose a solution of the form

T(x,y,2) = To(x,p,2) +eT1 (x, 3, 2) + & T (x,y,2) + -~
(25)

where we will include only three terms of the series ; this
will be sufficient to include all the qualitative physics in
the problem. 7; (i = 0, 1,2) are independent of the flow
parameters ¢ and Pe.

3.1. O(&°) solution

Collecting terms of order &° we have

*T, OT

0 _T%_9 (26)
0y? 0x
subject to  T,(0,y,2) =1, Ty(x,0,z) =0 and

Ty(x, 00, z) = 1. The solution is

2 0/2/x 2
To(x,7,2) = —ﬁz“e—f dr. 27)
ﬁ 0
To this order the temperature field represents a growing
thermal boundary layer at the plate, unperturbed by the
presence of the vortex.

3.2. O(e) solution

We have
o*T, oT X

o= /i) (28)
ay Ox
where

T, ,an) 9)

oy
subject to  Ty(x,0,z) =0, Ty(x,0z)=0 and

T,(0,y,z) = 0. The inhomogeneous term f,(x,y,z) is a
heat source for the thermal boundary layer at this order.
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It represents the effect of the vortical velocities on the
unperturbed temperature field.

Equation (28) can be solved using a Green’s function.
The solution is

SR U A PN =y
TI(“\ay’Z)_z\/;J\O J;) (xix) |:eXp<74(X—X/)>

—exp (— %ﬂﬁ (x',y,z)dx"dy’.  (30)

3.3. O(&) solution

To this order

0*°T, 0T, .
F—EI —f2(x,,2) (31
where

oT, | o, ‘,8T1> )

fa(x,p,2) = 7<u’ P +v’W +w P

subject to  T,(x,0,z) =0, T,(x,00,z) =0 and
7,(0,y,z) = 0. The source f5(x,y,z) now includes the
effect of advection of the once-perturbed temperature
field T,(x,y,z). The solution of equation (31) is similar
to equation (30) but with subscript 2 instead of 1.

4. Heat transfer rates

The local Nusselt number representing the dimen-
sionless heat transfer rate from the plate can be expressed
as
Nu(x, z) = Nuy(x,z) +eNu, (x,z) +&*Nuy (x,2) + - -

(33)

where

'§T_
Nu,-(x,z)z% fori=0,1,2,....

=0

The local Nusselt numbers can be determined from the
computed temperature fields as

Nuo(x,z) = \/177\ (34)
L[ (= Y
Nuy(x,z) = (x—x)*"?

72
Yy .
- fi(x",y,2)dx"dy” (35
xexp ( 4(X_X,)>fl(x y.ddy (35)
wherei=1,2,....

To obtain an average Nusselt number along a strip, we
integrate Nu,(x, z) in one coordinate direction. Averaging
only in the x-direction, we get

1
Nu,(z) = ,[ Nu;(x,z)dx (36)
0
Nu,(z) then represents the z-variation of the Nusselt
number. Since the plate is infinite in the z-direction, the
effect of a longitudinal or normal vortex averaged over
the entire area would be zero. For the purpose of quan-
tifying the effect of the vortex, we have chosen a square
area 0 < x < 1, —0.5 < z < 0.5 directly around the vor-
tex location to perform the averaging. This area-averaged
Nusselt number is then given by

Z

—0.5

0.5 1
;= J J Nu,(x,z)dxdz. (37)
0
From equation (34) we get

= 2

Nuy = —— (38)
NE:

for the unperturbed thermal boundary layer.

We also define R(x,z) as the local heat transfer
enhancement ratio, i.e. the relative increase of the local
heat transfer rate caused by the addition of the secondary
vortex flow. Thus,

_ Nu(x, z) — Nuy(x)
B Nuy(x)

Again, one overbar indicates an integral with respect to
z, and two over the square area below the vortex.

R(x,z2) (39)

5. Results

The perturbation terms can be evaluated to any order,
the only time-consuming computation being in the evalu-
ation of the multiple integrals which appear, which was
done using the trapezoidal rule. The perturbation results
are validated by comparison with a numerical solution
of equation (24), based on a second-order, implicit, finite-
difference method, applied to the two-dimensional trans-
verse vortex configuration. Table 1 shows a comparison
between R obtained from the perturbation and numerical
procedures. The values are in good agreement and
become closer as the number of terms of the perturbation
is increased.

The perturbation results for each one of the three vor-
tex geometries are discussed below. In each case I', and
hence ¢, is understood to be positive ; for negative ¢ the
physical sense of rotation of the vortex would be opposite
to the ones shown in Fig. 1. From the physics of the
flow it is obvious that the direction of rotation makes a
difference to the area-averaged heat transfer rates only
for the transverse vortex, but not for the longitudinal and
normal vortices. This is confirmed in the perturbation
solutions by the presence and absence, respectively, of
terms corresponding to the odd powers of ¢.

Table 2 shows the small effect that a change in r, has
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Table 1

Comparison of two- and three-term results of R(x) for a trans-
verse vortex with a numerical solution of equation (24);
Pe =1000, ¢ =0.05,ry=0.1,7=0.2,7=0.5

R(x) x 10
X Two terms Three terms Numerical
0.1 0.58424 0.56851 0.57293
0.2 1.01964 0.98052 0.98899
0.3 1.82511 1.72540 1.73916
0.4 3.09188 2.85308 2.88235
0.5 3.81044 3.42856 3.48398
0.6 2.62252 2.35651 2.39727
0.7 1.08968 1.03547 1.03328
0.8 0.18131 0.24873 0.22469
0.9 —0.27521 —0.15882 —0.17455
1.0 —0.49943 —0.36913 —0.35344

Table 2 _
Effect of ryon R; Pe = 1000, ¢ = 0.05, 1 =0.2, £ =0.5

R
Configuration ro=0.1 ry = 0.05
Transverse 1.165x 107" 1.165x 10"
Longitudinal 4311 x1072 4.313x 1072
Normal —2.242x 1077 —2.534x 1073

on R for the three vortex configurations. For the trans-
verse and longitudinal vortices, the heat transfer rate is
not seriously affected by r, as the vortex core is mostly
outside of the thermal boundary layer. For the normal
vortex the influence is slightly larger with a decrease of
R as ry is increased. For simplicity, we will take r, = 0.1
for the rest of the study.

5.1. Transverse vortex

For the transverse vortex, the velocity and temperature
fields are two-dimensional and do not vary with z; the
local Nusselt number is thus only a function of x. Nuy(x)
is the thermal boundary layer solution for uniform flow;
Nu,(x) is the lowest order term that contains the effect of
the vortex. The contribution of the &2Nu,(x) term to the
heat transfer is smaller as shown in Table 1.

Figure 2 shows the change of the temperature field due
to a vortex at x = ¢ = 0.5 calculated using two terms of
the perturbations series. In the downwash side of the
vortex, e.g. at x = 0.3, the profile of the temperature
relative to the unperturbed value has a positive slope near

the wall which contributes to an increase in heat transfer.
The slope of the temperature change grows to a maximum
at the point where the vortex is located, i.e. x = £. In the
upwash side of the vortex, the slope at the wall decreases
and becomes zero around x = x,, which for these par-
ameters is 0.83, at which point the local heat transfer
does not change due to the presence of the vortex. Further
downstream, for instance at x = 0.95, the slope of T— T,
at the wall becomes negative and the heat transfer
decreases because of the thickening effect of the upwash.

Figure 3 shows the x dependence of the local heat
transfer enhancement ratio, R. The secondary flow con-
tributes to an increase in the heat transfer in the down-
wash side, x < &, of the vortex. On the upwash side there
is an increase in the region x, > x > ¢, and a decrease in
x. < x. The curves are not anti-symmetric with respect
to the position of the vortex core at x = ¢ due to the main
flow which advects hot fluid from the upstream to the
downstream side of the vortex. Thus, the area-averaged
heat transfer enhancement, R, is positive even though
there are regions where the heat transfer is locally
reduced. Vortex rotation in the opposite direction to that
shown in Fig. 1(a) leads to an overall decrease in heat
transfer.

Figure 4 shows R as a function of the position 7 for all
other parameters fixed. An 7 increases, the vortex moves
away from the wall and its effect decreases.

5.2. Longitudinal vortex

The flow and temperature fields are three-dimensional
so that Nu = Nu (x,z). Figure 5(a) shows the con-
tribution to heat transfer enhancement from the O(e)
term. Again the regions of increased or decreased heat
transfer correspond to regions of downwash or upwash
secondary flow. There is anti-symmetry about the vortex
position so that the area-averaged heat transfer increase
to this order is zero, and one must go to higher orders to
perceive any change. Figure 5(b) shows the O(&?) term
where the effect of advection of the once-perturbed tem-
perature field gives regions of positive or negative con-
tribution. The O(&?) term is negative for large positive or
negative z where colder fluid is brought to hotter regions,
and positive near the middle of the plate just below the
vortex location where hot fluid is advected into colder
regions thus reducing the thickness of the thermal bound-
ary layer. The shape of the O(&?) contribution surface has
symmetry with respect to z =0 and results in a non-
zero area average. The overall effect of this vortex is an
increase of the area-averaged heat transfer. Eibeck and
Eaton [1] report experimental results that are quali-
tatively similar.

Figure 6 shows R vs. 5. As in Fig. 4 for the transverse
vortex, R decreases monotonically as # becomes larger
for exactly the same reason.
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-0.05 0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
T-T,

Fig. 2. T— T, vs. y for transverse vortex : Pe = 1000, ¢ = 0.05, 7, = 0.1, 7 = 0.2, £ = 0.5; (a) x = 0.3, (b) x = 0.5, (¢) x = 0,83, and (d)
x=0.95.

04 T T T T T T T T

0.3 4

1 1 1 1 L L 1 1 1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
i

Fig. 3. R vs. x for transverse vortex ; Pe = 1000, ¢ = 0.05,r,=0.1,7=0.2, £ =0.5.

5.3. Normal vortex two geometries, the local heat transfer change is very
small.

In this vortex, the absence of a secondary velocity Figure 7(a) shows the spatial variation of the con-

component normal to the wall reduces the effect that the tribution of the O(¢) term to the heat transfer. We observe

vortex has on heat transfer. Compared to the previous regions of decreased heat transfer for z > 0 and increased
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Fig. 4. R vs. i for transverse vortex ; Pe = 1000, ¢ = 0.05, r, = 0.1, £ = 0.5.

heat transfer for z < 0. Reduction in heat transfer is not
due to upwash flows which do not exist here, but is rather
caused by the secondary advection in a direction opposite
to the main flow direction. Conversely, the region of
increased heat transfer is where a secondary flow advects
fluid in the same direction as the main flow. Both effects
are more important in the neighborhood of the vortex
and just downstream of it. Due to anti-symmetry,
however, the contribution of the O(e) term to R is zero.
Figure 7(b) shows the contribution of the O(¢?) term.
The region upstream of the vortex has decreased heat
transfer due to transverse advection of fluid from regions
where the boundary layer has been thickened by the O(e)
term. The region downstream of the vortex is mainly that
of increased heat transfer due to transverse advection
from regions where the boundary layer is thinner as a
result of the O(¢) temperature field. The sides of the plate
are also regions of negative O(&?) contribution as fluid is
advected from regions that are colder as a result of the
O(¢) solution. The O(&?) term is symmetric about z = 0
leading to a nonzero value of R. The area-averaged effect
is negative because the heat transfer is increased only in
a narrow region downstream of the vortex.

Figure 8 illustrates how R depends on &. It is observed
that higher heat transfer reduction occurs for a normal
vortex near the leading edge. The thickening of the ther-
mal boundary layer downstream leads to a smaller tem-
perature gradient and a decrease in the heat transfer
reduction due to advection.

6. Conclusions

The effect on heat transfer due to the presence of a
Rankine combined vortex near a plane wall has been
analytically determined by a perturbation analysis. For
purposes of the analysis we have assumed a small vortex
strength and large Peclet number ; i.e. specifically we have
taken ¢ <« 1, Pe > 1 and ¢ Pe » 1. For transverse and
longitudinal vortices, the fluid in some regions of the flow
moves towards the wall increasing the local heat transfer,
and in other regions moves away decreasing it. The heat
transfer is thus locally inhibited in some places and
enhanced at others. However, the increase and decease
are not necessarily symmetric with respect to vortex
position. The component of the flow that displaces fluid
between upwash and downwash regions is partly respon-
sible for the asymmetries, which are then responsible for
an increase in the area-averaged heat transfer rates. The
normal vortex is different ; the advection occurs in planes
parallel to the plate and there is a reduction of the area-
averaged heat transfer due to a modification of the flow
velocity.

The role of the secondary flow differs for each vortex
configuration. For the transverse vortex, the main flow
is responsible for the displacement of fluid between the
downwash and upwash regions, while in the longitudinal
vortex this role is played by the secondary flow, so that
its influence is small. Hence the strongest influence on the
area-averaged heat transfer is in the transverse vortex
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Fig. 5. Contribution to heat transfer enhancement for longitudinal vortex: Pe = 1000, ¢ = 0.05, r, = 0.1, 7 = 0.2; (a) O(e), (b) O(&?).
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where most of the area-averaged heat transfer enhance-
ment comes from the O(g) term. The longitudinal vortex
has a weaker effect since the O(¢) contribution vanishes
due to anti-symmetry and the first non-zero contribution
comes from the O(¢?) term. For the normal vortex, the
change is considerably smaller than for the other con-
figurations since the velocity component normal to the
plate is absent.
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