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Abstract

The single component Darcy-Benard-Marangoni convection (DBMC) is investigated in a composite layer, com-
prising of an incompressible couple stress fluid. The upper boundary of the composite layer is free and the lower
boundary is rigid. Both the boundaries of the composite layer are set under adiabatic condition. The eigen value
problem is solved using exact technique considering the three heat profiles linear, Parabolic as well as inverted
parabolic and respective expressions for Thermal Marangoni number (TMN) are obtained analytically for the
Darcy model. The impact of various factors like couple stress parameters, thermal ratio, viscosity ratio, porous
parameter and the horizontal wave number are graphically illustrated for all the three heat profiles.
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1. Introduction

Couple stress fluid flow is one among the major concepts

over which research articles line up in the current scenario.

Marangoni convection in a composite layer has inspired many
researchers due to its applications in aircraft and automobile
industries, oil flow in the reservoirs under the earth’s surface,

filled with porous material under natural convection along
with heat generation/absorption. Sumithra et al [2020] have
analyzed the effect of constant heat source/sink on single com-
ponent Marangoni convection in a composite layer comprising
of incompressible single component fluid saturated porous
layer over which lies a layer of same fluid with constant heat
source in both the layers. Nur Zarifah Abdul Hameed et al
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[2019] have studied the onset of thermal convection in a binary
fluid saturated an anisotropic porous medium under the effect
of magnetic field and nonlinear temperature profile. Rahamat
Ellahi et al [2019] investigated the effect of magnetic field on
Couette-Poiseuille flow of couple stress fluid with temperature
dependent viscosity. Giovanni et al [2018] have examined
the bounds on heat transfer in Benard-Marangoni convection
at infinite Prandtl number by means of upper bounds on the
Nusselt number as a function of the Marangoni number. Ilani
& Ashmawy [2018] have studied the incompressible couple
stress fluid flow between two parallel plates with time depen-
dent pressure gradient wherein one plate is kept stationary and
the other one is in motion. Sameena & Pranesh [2016] have
examined the effects of gravity modulations in an electrically
conducting couple stress fluid with saturated porous layer.
Sanatan Das et al [2016] have investigated the flow of the
incompressible couple stress viscous fluid caused by a stretch-
ing sheet in the presence of thermal radiation. Gupta & Kalta
[2015] have analyzed the effect of non-uniform temperature
gradient on Marangoni convection in a layer of liquid which
is relatively hotter or cooler. Narasimha Murthy [2014] has
studied the mixed convection of couple stress fluid in a ver-
tical channel under the influence of heat generation or heat
absorption. Shivakumara et al [2012] have examined the
effects of basic temperature gradients on the onset of con-
vection in a layer of an incompressible couple stress fluid
saturated porous medium. Siti et al [2010] have examined
the effects of non-uniform temperature gradient along with
magnetic field and constant heat flux on Benard-Marangoni
convection. Mahmud et al [2009] have studied the effects of
nonlinear temperature profile on Marangoni convective flow
in micro polar fluid in the presence of magnetic field.

This research paper examines the effects of uniform and non-
uniform heat profiles on single component DBMC in a com-
posite layer comprising of couple stress fluid. The Thermal
Marangoni number values versus depth ratio are tabulated for
the linear, parabolic and inverted parabolic heat profiles. The
impact of various factors like couple stress parameters, ther-
mal ratio, viscosity ratio, porous parameter and the horizontal
wave number are graphically illustrated for all the three heat
profiles.

2. Mathematical Formulation

Let us consider an infinite horizontal layer of incompressible
couple stress fluid of thickness d and underneath lies the
porous layer saturated with same fluid, of thickness d,, in the
vertical z-direction. The bottom surface of the porous layer
is considered to be rigid and the upper surface of the fluid
layer is free with surface tension effects depending on temper-
ature and are maintained at different constant temperatures.
A Cartesian coordinate system is considered with origin at
the interface between porous and fluid layers and the z-axis,
vertically upwards.
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The basic equations for fluid and porous layer respectively
governing such a system are,

V-4d=0 2.1)

d
po[f +(7-V)q) = —VP+uVEG — VG (22)
aT
n +(q -V)T = «V°T (2.3)
v, 7 =0 (2.4)
1 dqy 1, N B
Po 6 TS + p(Qm “Vn)am | = —Vmbn — Eq’"+
!/
“Lvm2q—”>l
2.5)
M% + (q_m> V)T = K-meZTm (2.6)

ot

where ¢ = (u,v,w) is the velocity vector, pq is the fluid den-
sity, t is the time, P is the pressure,  is the fluid viscosity, u’
is the couple stress viscosity of the fluid in the fluid layer, T
is the temperature, K is the thermal diffusivity,¢ is the poros-
ity, K is the permeability, u, is the couple stress viscosity
Ll C . .
of the fluid in the porous layer, M = M is the ratio of
. ) (pOCp)f
heat capacities and the subscripts 'm’ and’f’ refer to respec-

tive quantities of the porous medium and the fluid respectively.

The basic state of the system being quiescent is described
by

[u,v,w, ,T] = [0,0,0,Py(2), T (2)] @7

in the fluid layer and
[l/lm, Vma Wmava Tm] = [07070;Pmb(zm)7 Tmb(zm)] (28)

in the porous layer where the subscript b’ denotes the basic
state.

The basic state temperature distributions 7,(z) and T, (2 ),
respectively are found to be

(To —Ty)g(z)

Ty(z) = To — 7

in0<z<d 2.9

(TL - TO)gm(Zm)

Tnp (Zm) =To— d
m

in0<z, <d, (2.10)
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Kdm Ty + Kmd Ty,
Knd + Kd,y,

and g,,(zx) are the nondimensional heat profiles.

In order to investigate the stability of the basic solution, in-

finitesimal disturbances are introduced in the form

where Ty = is the interface temperature, g(z)

(4. P.T]=1[0,P(2),T5(2)] +[q", P, 6] @11
& [7maPm7Tm} = [Ovpmb(zm)aTmb(Zm)] +[ :nvpr/mem]
(2.12)

where the primed ones are the perturbed ones over their equi-
libirium counterparts. Now (2.11) and (2.12) are substituted
in to (2.1) to (2.6) and are linearized in the usual manner.
Next, the pressure term is eliminated from (2.2) and (2.5)
by taking curl twice on these two equations and only the

vertical component is retained. The resulting equations are
2

. . . . d .
then non dimensionalised using d, bt To — Ty as the units

of length, time, velocity and temperature in the fluid layer
2
K . .
and d,, K—’", d—m, 11, — Ty as the corresponding characteristic
n m
quantities in the porous layer.
The dimensionless equations are then subjected to normal

mode analysis as follows

v‘ﬂ - [vg((z?] fwy)e" (2.13)
and
2/: } = WZ ((ZZ:)) } S G ym)e™ (2.14)

with V2f +a*f = 0 and V2 f,, + a2, f,, = 0 where a and a,,
are the nondimensional horizontal wave numbers, n and n,,
are the frequencies, W and W,, are the dimensionless vertical
velocities in fluid and porous layer respectively. Since the
dimensional horizontal wave numbers must be the same for

. a a
the fluid and porous layers, we must have i d—m and hence
m

am=da.
The following equations are obtained:
In0<z<1,

(D>~ ) |(D* — ) —C,,(Dz—az)2+§ W=0 (2.15)
[(D*—a*) +n)0+Wg(z) =0 (2.16)

In-1<z,< Oa

ﬁz

(D%~ ) oD, — )+ 2

rm

i — 1 Wy =0 (2.17)
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[(Dizn - a12n) +Mnm]6m +‘/Vmgm(2m) =0
’

where, for the fluid layer, C, = ﬁ is the couple stress pa-

\ 2 . . .
rameter, Pr = — is the Prandtl number, v is the kinematic
K
!

(2.18)

_m
d?

viscosity and for the porous layer, Cp,, = is the couple

K .
stress parameter, 32 = S3= Da is the Darcy number, 3
m

. V.

is the porous parameter, Pr,, = % is the Prandtl number
m

Assuming that the present problem satisfies the principle of

exchange of instability and hence putting n = n,, = 0, we get
In0<z<1,

(D*— )1 —C,(D* =)W =0 (2.19)

(D*—ad®)0 +Wg(z) =0 (2.20)
In -1 S Zm S 0;

(Dgz_aﬁz)[l _Cpm(Drzn_arzn)]Wm =0 (2.21)

(D; - ai)em + ngm(zm) =0 (2.22)

3. Boundary Conditions

The suitable velocity and temperature boundary conditions
are nondimensionalized and then subjected to normal mode
expansion and are

W(1)=0, D’W(1)—3a’DW (1) =0
TW(0) = W, (0)

TdDW (0) = [iD,u W, (0)
Td>B*[D*W(0) — 3a*DW (0)] =

— DypWin(0) + A[D;yWin (0)

— 33D Wy (0)]Win(—1) = 0

D3 Wy (—1) = 3a2DyWyu(—1) =0
Td*(D? +a®)W (0) = [i(D2, + a2)W, (0)

DyWpu(—1)=0
D*W (1) +Mg6(1)a*> =0
DO(1)=0

0(0) = T6,,(0)
DO(0) = D,,6,,(0)
DyBu(—1) =0
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do, (Thy—Ty)d
where Mg = —JM is the thermal Marangoni
dt uK
o —T
number. T = % is the thermal ratio.
To —Ty
K ~ dy .
B =,/—= 1is the porous parameter, d = % is the

m

depth ratio and [ = Hom where L, is the effective viscosity

of the fluid in the porous layer.

4. Solution by Exact Method

The solutions W and W, are obtained by solving (2.19) and
(2.21) using the velocity boundary conditions of (3.1)

W (z) = A1[Cosh[az] + A,Sinh[az)+
A3zCosh|az) + AszSinh|az]+

AsCosh[8z] 4 AeSinh[5z]] 4.1)

Wi (z) = A1 [Am1 Coshlamzm] + AppSinh|amzm)|+

An3Cosh[Snzm] + AmaSinh[Suzm]] (4.2)

1 1
where 6 = | [a®>+ — and §,, = | [a}, +
Cp Cpm

whereA]s : i =2 to 6 and A), Si= 1 to 4 are constants
which are determined using the correspondlng velocity bound-
ary conditions as

As = —EnAm + E13Am — E14Am3 + E15Ams + 16
A3z = &A1 + EgApn + EoAnz + E10Ama — &1
Ay = E7Am + E18Am3 + €9

1
As = ?(Aml +Am3) -1
& S, G, &, &
Ag = —A + 22
6 él ml — &1 m2 él m3 él m4 él
11]4 COS/’l[S ] 4
A1 = | Tanh —— 41 —
ml ( anhlay] ( L + ) + Coshlay] Iz
Sinh[6y]
Cosh|ay] md
L1
A = (—114 +12>A
iy }
Az = T4Am4
3
Am4 = _@
Ig
. 8% —3d%6 . 8% —d?6
& = Slnh[a]T + Sinh[8] — Cosh|a] R

2218

(3 3a26)Sznh[5]% (8-
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£, — Sinhld] ( apil 52+a2> N Cosh|[6]
aTd?>  2aT T

" 2 35 R2
&, — Sinhfa] [ 9n T 2mHPY |
2a3Td? 32

Coshla] Gy, —
T\ m

am + 2(13111B2
2a2dA2[32

T ) 2,2
& = Sinhld] (”(5’":1“’") Lo ta ) 4 Coshld]
2aTd? 2aT T
_TIR2(S3 3,2
&s = Sinh|d] On — P (A&”i 3, On) +
263Td3 B2
Cosh[ ] {6, — S — 0UB%(82 —3a%8,)
Td " 2a2d> >
. 2_ 2
& = —Sinh|a] + Cosh[8] — Cosh[d]
83 —a*s
57 = 27612
_ 2 3732
58:6 . 6§3+;\ [-/Iam_am—i_zfl\m'uﬁ
22 & Td 2a2d? B>
£ — —azﬁé
o~ 2a2 61
8 —a*s ’g'5 1 (.. S — UB*(8) —3a2,8,)
610 =53 + == /.15 — =
275 & Td 2a2d? >
—a 5 ‘56
=g
5 _ 5 3a 1) 52
Y I B
Eis = an +2a,1B? 3 53 73025é
o 2a3Td3 B2 24§
Era = 83 —34%6 &
14 — 2@3 él
Eis = S — UB%(8) —3a%6,) 3 83 —3a%5 s
o a3fdA3B2 20§
5 _ 5 3a o €6
6= 08 g
£y = a8 +ad
: aTd? 2aT
£ = f(oy+a,) & +d
' 2aT 2aT
£ 8 —d*
19=

2a
&y = —2a’Sinh[a] — 2a3Cosh|a)Ey6 + 24> Sinh[a]&y 1 —
2a’Coshla)&| — (8 —3a>8)Sinh[5]+

(83— 3a25)C0sh[5}§T

&1 = 2a*Coshla)E1y — 2a>Sinh[a)E; — 24 Cosh[a)é17
3a25)Cosh[3]§?
&y = —2a’Cosh|a)&13 — 2a’Sinh|a)Eg—
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(8% —3a258)Cosh[5 ]?

&3 = 2a*CoshlalEry — 2a3Sinh[a]§9 —2a’Coshla)&g
+ (83— 3a26)Slnh[5]; — (83— 35125)C0sh[5]?]1
Ex4 = —2a*Coshla)& s — 2a>Sinh|a]E1o—

(63 —3a®8)Cosh[d ]g
1

I} = —Sinh|a;|Cosh[6,] + S—mCosh[am]Sinh[Sm]
am

I, = Sinh|a,,|Sinh[5,] — %Cosh[am}Cosh[Sm]
Am

= 2a’ Sinh[ay|Tanh|a,)l — 2a’ Tanh[a,|Cosh[8,,] —
2a3 Coshlay)l + (3a2,8, — 5)Sinh[5,]

Iy = 2a3 Sinh|a,| Tanh|a,|b + 2a3, Tanh[a,,]Sinh[8,,] —
2a,Coshlan)h + (8, — 3a2,8,)Cosh[,)

1114 Cosh[5m] 14
Is = Tanh — 4L |4 —
> §21< an mm]( L + 2) +C0sh[am] L
Sinh|8,)
Cosh|apn)
LI
Is =& (l]4 +Iz>
3
—Iy
I =
7 L 23
Iy=I+1Is+1h+&u4
4.1 Linear Heat Profile
The profiles under consideration are
8(z) = 1 and gu(zm) = 1 (4.3)

Using (4.3) as well as the temperature boundary conditions
from (3.1) in (2.20) & (2.22), the temperature distributions
for Linear Profile are obtained as

0(2)
0 (z)

where Z .
f(z) = 5 Sinhlaz] + 5~ Coshlaz]Ar+

2
<4aSinh[az}

2
Z Z .
<40C0sh[az} — 4aszh[az]> As+

= A1{D Cosh|az] + D, Sinh[az] — f(2)}

= A{D3Cosh[amzy] + DaSinh[amzm|—fm(zm]} (4.5)

4.4

Z
— ?Cosh [aZ]) A3+

Cosh[87] Sinh|[87]
S2_ 2T s 2 As
and

Z . g
fm (Zm) = aﬂSlnh [amzm]Aml + ZmCOSh[anzzrn]Ain2+
m

m
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1 1
Frpm Cosh[szm]A,,l3+ 57— mSlnh[szm]AM
where,

Coshla] ~ Sinhla]
Ao =
> >
__ Sinhla] =~ Coshla]
Ao =5
Ao = Coshla] | Sinh[a] ~ Cosh|d]
1=y 4a 4a?

__ Sinhla] = Coshla]  Sinh[a]

Ao ==+ 4, 4a?
0Sinh[d]
)’63 = 62 — (12
0Cosh[d]
A'64 = 62 — a2
Aos = Aso +A2Aeo +A3A61 +Aslder +AsAe3 +Asoa
r - A5 Thu
T2 82-a
Ay Ay | AsS
A1 = 2a 4> 82—d?
A; 2 Am4 6m
Aeg = —
8T an | 82-al
Aoo = A7 — Ags |
A70 = Coshlay,| + — Sinh|ay,)

am

1
A7 = Sinh|a,,)| + —Cosh[ay]
am

Aoy — OmSinh[ 6]
g4
A OnCosh|y)
n= e
AMa = A Ao — App A7t + A3 A7z — A Ag3

From the boundary conditions (3.1), we have the thermal
Marangoni number

_ —D’W(1)

7 Ta20(1)

The TMN for Linear Heat Profile which is My is obtained as
~1 /B,

M =

o= (B)
where,
B1 = a’Cosh|a] + a*Sinh[a)Ay +J1A3 + J,Ag+

5%Cosh[8]As + 8%Sinh[8]Aq
By = D Cosh|a) + D>Sinh[a] — ZSinh[a]—

1
Z—Cosh[a]AQ — J3A3 — J4A4 — J5A5 — J6A6
a

where,
Ji = 2aSinh[a] + a*Coshla]
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Jo = 2aCosh[a] + a*Sinh|a]

1 . 1
J3 = ESmh[a] - @Cosh[a]
Js = - Coshla] — L Sinhla]
4= -Coshla] — ;=5 Sinhla
Cosh|d]
5= 52— a2
Sinh|d]
I )

4.2 Parabolic Heat Profile
The profiles under consideration are

g(z) =2z and gu(zm) = 2z, (4.6)

Using (4.6) as well as the temperature boundary conditions
from (3.1) in (2.20) & (2.22), the temperature distributions
for Parabolic Profile are obtained as

0(z) = A1{DiCoshaz] + D,Sinhlaz] — f(z)}  (4.7)
O, (2) = A1{D3C0sh[amzm) + DaSinh[amzm|~fr(zm)} (4.8)

where
f@) iSinh[a | — iCosh[a 1)+
2= 2a ¢ 2a? ¢
A éCosh[a 1 — iSinh[a 1)+
2\ 24 A7 22 ¢
A iSinh[a ] — iCosh[a 1+ iSinh[a 1)+
3\ 3a 4722 4755 ‘
A iCosh[az] - iSinh[az] + iCosh[az} +
*\ 34 242 2a3
A 2zCosh[8z]  40Sinh[57]
S\ T2 2 (82— a2)2
2z8inh[6z]  48Cosh[67]
o\ T2 2 (82— a2)?
and
Sm(zm) = on” Sinh|amzm)| — Z—mCOSh[amzm] A+
2a, 2a,,%
Zm? Zm .
2am COSh[dmZm] - mS!l’lh[amZm] Am2+
2zmCosh[6uzm|  46,Sinh|Emzm]
2 - 2 Am3+
6m _amz (6m _am2)2
27mSinh[Omzm]  40mCosh|[Onzm|
2 - 2 Am4
6m *amz (6m 7am2)2
where,
e — Cosh|a] n Sinhla] ~ Coshld]
) 2a 242
__ Sinhla] = Coshla] ~ Sinh[a]
A PR -
Ao = Coshla] n Sinhla] ~ Cosh[a] = Sinh|a]
R 2a 2a? 24
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P Sinh[a n Coshla]  Sinh[a] = Cosh|a]
T3 2a 242 243
288inh[8]  2(a*+ 8%)Cosh[8]
Asy = 2_a (82 —a2)2
28Cosh[8]  2(a®+ 82)Sinh[8]
Aoy = 2—a2 (82—
Aos = Aso + A2 Aco +A3A61 +Aader +AsAes + Ashos
e AT, Ams  48Aq
CEG-a)? (-
Ar — =1 Ay 2(a*+8%)As
"7 22 23 (82— a2)2
—Am Z(amz + sz)Am3
Ass = a2 2
Am (6~ — am?)?
Aoo = A7 — Ags
_ Coshlay,)] = Sinhla,]  Cosh|a,]
Mo = T 24,2
_ —Sinhla,,| Coshla,] | Sinh[ay,)
An=— 2a, | 2a,?
2y 20nSinh[3,)] 2(am® + 8,2)Cosh[8,]
2 62 — a2, B (5m2 — ap?)?
2o —20nCosh[5y)] 2(am? + 8,%)Sinh[8,)
e 6,%—(1,2,, - (8m2*am2)2

Ma = A Ao +Apa A7t + A3 Az + A g3

From the boundary conditions (3.1), we have the thermal
Marangoni number

-D*W(1)
a?o(1)
The TMN for Linear Heat Profile which is My, is obtained as
-1 (B
Mo = — | —
where,
Bi = a*Cosh|a] + a*Sinh[alAy +J Az + oAy +
8%Cosh[8]As + 8%Sinh[8]Aq
By = D Cosh[a] + D,Sinh[a) — %Sinh[a]—

Mg =

1
TCOSh[a]Az —J3A3 — J4A4 — J5As5 — J6Ag
a

where,
J1 = 2aSinh[a)] + a*Cosh|d]

Jo = 2aCosh|a] + a*Sinh[a]
Js = - Sinhla] — —- Coshld]
3= g Sinhla] = =5 Coshla

1 1 .
Jy= @Cosh[a] - @Slnh[a]



Effects of uniform and non - uniform heat profiles on Darcy - Benard - Marangoni Convection in a composite layer

Cosh|d]
s = S2_ 2
Sinh|0]
Jo = 52 _ a2

4.3 Inverted Parabolic Heat Profile

The profiles under consideration are

g(z) =2(1 —z2) and gu(zm) =2(1 — zm) 4.9)

Using (4.9) as well as the temperature boundary conditions
from (3.1) in (2.20) & (2.22), the temperature distributions
for Inverted Parabolic Profile are obtained as

0(z) = A1 {D1Cosh|az] + D;Sinh|az] — f(z)}  (4.10)

0 (z) = A1{D3Cosh|amzmu] + DaSinhlamzm|—fm(zm)} (4.11)

where

7. 2. z
fl)= <aSlnh[az] - ZSmh[az] + ZaZCOSh[aZ]> +

2
z z 7 .
Az (aCOS/’l[ClZ] - ZCosh[az] + 2aszh[az]> +

A éSinh[a | — iC()sh[a ] — iSinh[a 1+
\ 24 4722 4734 ¢

iCosh[a 1— iSinh[a 1]+A éCosh[a -
2a? R 7S ¢ “\ 24 ¢
3

4 4
*_Sinhlaz] — - Cosh
2a25m [az] 3aCos laz]+

2 z
> Sinh[az] — ﬁCosh [az] |+

2a
2Cosh[6z]  2zCosh[8z] ~ 48Sinh[67]
SN2 T2 + (82— a2)?
2Sinh[8z7]  2zSinh[6z] 48Cosh|87]
N 22 Tz (82— a2)?
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and
im q. Zm2 .
Jn(zm) = | =—Sinh[amzy,] — ——Sinh|anzm)+
m 2ay,
o Coshlamzm) |Ami + ZﬂCosh[a Zm)|—
zamz ms<m m a'n ms<m
Zmz Zm
o Cosh|amzm] + mSinh[amzm] A+
2Cosh|8mzm] B 22mCosh|0zm) N
5m2 - amz 5»12 - amz
46,,Sinh(8,zm) A (25inh[6mzm] B
(5m2 - am2)2 " 6}112 - am2
22mSinh[Omzm]  46mCosh|8nzm)
Am4
sz - am2 (6)112 - am2)2
where,
_ Coshla] | Sinhla] =~ Cosh|d]
do= 5t T g
__ Sinhla] =~ Coshla]  Sinh[a]
Ao=""75"+"7, 242
_ Coshla]  Sinh[a]
Ao = 6 24
_ Sinhla]  Coshla]
M=%~ p
_ —2Cosh[8] | 46%Cosh[8]
Ass = s2_p2 T (82— a2)2
hn — —28inh[8]  48°Sinh[8]
T TS 2 (82— a2)2
Ass = Aso +A2A60 +A3Ae1 +Agher +AsAes +AsAsa
e — 2TAws | 4T8uAms  2As 484
T & (G-a) F-a (8-aP
1 Ay A3 A4 -2 452
= 4228 44 A
At 20 a 2a* 24° (52 —a? + (62 —a?)? >
26
53—
Aml Am -2 48,°
= - Am
)L()S 2amz am * <5m2 *amz * (5m2 *amz)z :
26
+6 27(1 2Am4
Aeo = A67 — Ass
Ao — 3Coshlay] | Sinh[am]  Coshlam]
0T 20y 2012
Ao — 3Sinh[ay) n Coshlan]  Sinh[ay]
G 2 a1y, 2012
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s 4OnSinh[8y] | 2Cosh[dy] 48,2 Cosh[8,)
72 = 53! — a’zn 8,,12 7am2 (5m2 _ amz)z
2o A0nCosh[8y] | 2Sinh[5,] 48,,>Sinh[8,,)
PTTR a8 —an? (Gl —an?)?

Aa = A1 Ao — Apa A7t +An A7z — Az

From the boundary conditions (3.1), we have the thermal
Marangoni number

—-D*W (1)

Mo =~2001)

The TMN for Inverted Parabolic Heat Profile which is My3 is

obtained as
Moe — —1 /B
03 — 612 B2

B| = a*Cosh|a) + a*Sinh[alAs + J A3 + J,As+
82Cosh[8)As + 8%Sinh[8]Ag

where,

1
By = D Coshla] + D, Sinh[a] — z—aSinh[a]f

1
Z—Cosh[a]Ag —J3A3 —J4A4 — JsAs — J6Ag
a

where,
Ji = 2aSinh[a) + a*Coshla]
Jo = 2aCosh|a) + a*Sinha]
1 1
J3= @Sinh[a] - @Cosh[a}
1 1
Jy = @Cosh[a] - @Sinh[a}
Cosh[d]
s = 2 _ 2
Sinh|d]
6T S22
The terms common in the three cases are as follows:
D, =M
Aso
A78
D, =28
2T An
D3 =TD; — 26
D= “p, T
am am

1 ’
Ais = ?amSZnh[am]

1 ,
Az6 = Coshlayu|Ago — ?amSmh[am])% — A4

A77 = aCosh[a)A75 — a*Sinh[a]Cosh|a,,)]
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179 = A77)L76 —aCosh [am]AJS

Ao = A77A75

5. Interpretations

The three TMNs Mg, Mg, and Mg3 for the linear, parabolic
and inverted parabolic heat profiles respectively are obtained
in terms of parameters such as horizontal wave numbers *a’
for the fluid & 'a),, for porous layer, porous parameter’f3’, ther-
mal ratio /7", viscosity ratio '[i’, couple stress parameters ’ G,
& ’C;,m for fluid and porous layers. The thermal Marangoni

~

number My versus depth ratio 'd’ is shown graphically for the
three profiles. The effects of the variations of each of these
parameters on thermal Marangoni number with all other pa-
rameters unaltered is displayed in figures 2,3,4,5,6 and 7.The
pattern of the curves for parabolic and inverted parabolic pro-
files are same but that of linear profile is different. That is,
for linear profile, when the value of depth ratio increases, the
thermal Marangoni number increases, but for parabolic and in-
verted parabolic profiles, as the value of depth ratio increases,
the thermal Marangoni number is found to decrease. A com-
parison of values of thermal Marangoni number My against
depth ratio 'd’ while fixing the values of other parameters as
a=1,Cp = 0.3,Cp = 0.7,8 =0.1,T = 0.7 & [i = 1 is shown
for the three profiles in table 1. From these values it is clear
that the thermal Marangoni number for linear profile is higher
indicating that this profile is the most stabilising one whereas
the inverted parabolic profile is the most unstable one.

7 i,

Linear Parabolic | Inverted

Profile Profile Parabolic Profile
4.0 49 3891 2.36992 0.383055
44 5303807 1.49919 0.343668
48 51.1637 1.05251 0.309491
52 51.7950 0.788913 | 0.279a04
5.6 523128 0.61835 0.253354
6.0 52.7439 0.500588 | 0.23023
6.4 53.1073 0.415285 | 0.209808
6.8 334172 0.351173 | 0.191729
72 53.6840 0.301567 | 0.175686
7.6 539158 0.262255 | 0.16141
8.0 541186 0.230508 | 0.148683

Tablel: Comparison of Thermal Marangoni Number for
Linear, Parabolic and Inverted Parabolic Heat Profiles
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Figure2: Effects of horizontal wave number ’a’
The effects of ’a’, the horizontal wave number for the fluid
layer on the thermal Marangoni number are shown in figure
2a, 2b & 2c for linear, parabolic and inverted parabolic pro-
files respectively for the assigned values a=1, 1.1, 1.2. In
parabolic profile the curves are converging whereas slight
divergence is noticed in case of linear and inverted parabolic
profiles. Similar effect of horizontal wave number is observed

2223 N

comprising of couple stress fluid — 2223/2227

in all the three profiles i.e., increase in horizontal wave num-
ber decreases the Marangoni number, hence the increase in
horizontal wave number destabilizes the system.
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Figure3: Effects of porous parameter °f3’
The effects of porous parameter '’ on the thermal Marangoni
number are shown in figures 3a, 3b & 3c for linear, parabolic
and inverted parabolic profiles respectively for § = 0.1, 0.2

0.
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and 10. The curves are converging in linear and parabolic
profiles. It is observed that in linear and parabolic profile
the variation effect of porous parameter is prominent for the
composite layer with d >> d,,. Slight variation is found for
inverted parabolic profile through all depth ratios. The in-
crease in porous parameter increases the Marangoni number
in case of all the three profiles. That is, the increase in perme-
ability of the porous layer or the more space for the fluid to
move is making the system stable which is quite unexpected,
may be due to the nature of couple stress fluid.

THERMAL MARANGONT NUMBER

(a)

THERMAL MARANGON] NUMBER A&
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Figure4: Effects of couple stress parameter in the fluid
layer’C,’

The effects of couple stress parameter in the fluid layer ’ C;,
on the thermal Marangoni number are shown in figure 4a, 4b
& 4c for the values of C, = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3. Here, similar ef-
fect is observed between linear and parabolic profiles i.e., the
Marangoni mumber increases with increase in C;, whereas the
effect of C, is reversed in case of inverted parabolic profile.
The curves are found diverging in case of linear profile and
converging for both parabolic and inverted parabolic profiles.
The couple stress parameter is prominent in porous layer dom-
inant composite layer in the case of linear profile whereas the
same is prominent in the fluid layer dominant composite layer
in the parabolic and inverted parabolic profiles.

THERMAL MARANGONT HUMBER 14

()




Effects of uniform and non - uniform heat profiles on Darcy - Benard - Marangoni Convection in a composite layer

THERMAL MARANGONT NUMBER 1

(b)

THEREMAL MARANGONT NUMBER A

(©)

FigureS: Effects of couple stress parameter in the porous
layer’C,,,’

The effects of couple stress parameter in the porous layer
'C,,,, on the thermal Marangoni number are shown in figure
5a, 5b & Sc for linear, parabolic and inverted parabolic pro-
files respectively for Cp, = 0.7, 0.8 and 0.9. The curves are
found converging for parabolic profile. Very less convergence
is noticed in case of linear and inverted parabolic profiles.
The increase in the value of Couple stress parameter in the
porous layer increases the thermal Marangoni number for the
linear profile and the effect of the same decreases the thermal
Marangoni number for the parabolic and inverted parabolic
profiles.
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Figure6: Effects of viscosity ratio’[i’

The effects of viscosity ratio '[i’ on the thermal Marangoni
number are shown in figure 6a, 6b and 6c¢ for linear, parabolic
& inverted parabolic profiles respectively for the values of i =




Effects of uniform and non - uniform heat profiles on Darcy - Benard - Marangoni Convection in a composite layer

0.8, 0.9 and 1. Variation effect of ﬁ found unaltered for all the
values of depth ratios for linear and inverted parabolic profiles
and the curves are diverging in case of parabolic profile. It
is evident that thermal Marangoni number increases when [I
increases. The effective viscosity of the porous layer makes
the system stable, hence the onset of DBMC is postponed.

THERMAL MARANGONI NUMBEE A&
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Figure7: Effects of thermal ratio’7’
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The effects of the thermal ratio ‘7’ on the thermal Marangoni
number are shown in figure 7a, 7b and 7c for linear, parabolic
and inverted parabolic profiles respectively for 7=07,08
and 0.9. It is seen from the graph that the curves are diverg-
ing for linear profile, converging for parabolic profile and the
variation effect of T is not altered with all the values of depth
ratios for inverted parabolic profile and increase in this param-
eter increases thermal Marangoni number for linear profile
wherein it decreases the same in the other two profiles. So, the
increase in the value of thermal ratio makes the system stable
hence DBMC is postponed in linear profile and the same is
preponed for parabolic and inverted parabolic profiles.

6. Conclusion

The following are the findings from the theoretical investi-
gation of DBMC in a composite layer comprising of couple
stress fluid for linear, parabolic and inverted parabolic heat
profiles.

i. Increasing values of porous parameter, viscosity ratio
and decreasing values of horizontal wavenumber sup-
port the stability of DBMC in the presence of all the
profiles.

ii. Larger values of couple stress parameters in both the
fluid and porous layers and larger values of thermal ratio
stabilize DBMC when the composite layer is subjected
to linear heat profile.

iii. Lower the values of couple stress parameters and ther-
mal ratio stabilize DBMC when the composite layer is
subjected to inverted parabolic heat profile.

iv. The linear heat profile is suitable to control DBMC and
the inverted parabolic heat profile to enhance DBMC in
a composite layer comprising of couple stress fluid.
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