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Abstract

We consider the nonlinear evolution of a disturbance to a mixing layer, with the base profile
given byuy(y) = tanh y rather than the more usual tapfso that the first two derivatives

of up vanish aty = 0. This flow admits three neutral modes, each of which is singular
at the critical layer. Using a non-equilibrium nonlinear critical layer analysis, equations
governing the evolution of the disturbance are derived and discussed. We find that the
disturbance cannot exist on a linear basis, but that nonlinear effects inside the critical layer
do permit the disturbance to exist. We also present results of a direct numerical simulation
of this flow and briefly discuss the connection between the theory and the simulation.

1. Introduction

One of the most fundamental flows in science and engineering is the mixing layer.
An example of this is the flow downstream of a splitter plate. In this situation, two
streams of fluid with differing velocities merge and downstream this flow will diffuse
to a smooth profile. One of the more common models used to study the stability of
this smooth profile is the hyperbolic tangent mixing laygr= tanhy. A necessary
condition for instability of such a flow is Rayleigh’s inflection point criteri@h fas a
result of which mixing layer instability is sometimes called inflection point instability.
This condition says that in order to be unstable, the base velocity profile must have
an inflection point. A stronger form of this is Fjortoft's theorej,[which says that

a necessary condition for instability is thaf(u, — us) < 0 somewhere in the flow,
whereus is that value ofiy at the inflection point. The sinusoidal base floyv= siny

is a well-known counter-example that shows that neither of these two conditions is
sufficient for stability B]. The hyperbolic tangent profile satisfies the inflection point
criterion aty = 0, whereuj = 0, and also the conditions for Fjortoft’s theorem, and
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FIGURE 1. The base flow, = tani? y (solid) together with tank (diamonds).

has also been shown to be absolutely unstaliie [The stability of mixing layers for
two-dimensional disturbances is now reasonably well understood, thanks to numerous
experimental and numerical studies of these flows. More recently, nonlineditystab
theory has been able to provide a reasonably adequate theoretical description o
the nonlinear vortex roll-up and subsequent equilibration and nutation which occurs
in two-dimensional transition. Goldstein and LeibZ] considered the case of a
homogeneous incompressible mixing layer, and used a non-equilibrium, nonlinear
critical layer analysis to derive an equation for the amplitude of the disturbance. This
evolution equation is given in Secti@nand consists of a nonlinear PDE together with

an integral jump condition. This work was later extend&d fo include viscosity,

and to a more general flow including comparisons with experimental d@ta(ther
authors later added additional effects, such as hypersonic flgivapd stratified flow

[19], or studied different base flows, such as the Bickley j&i ffor which there

were not one but two neutral modes. In the present study, rather than the traditional
hyperbolic tangent, we take as our base flow

Uo(y) = tani y.

In Figure1, we plot this profile, together with the hyperbolic tangent. The principal
difference visible in this figure is that the tanhprofile has a pronounced kink near
the origin. This is because for this profile, both the first and second derivatives vanish
aty = 0. As we shall see when we come to our analysis, this changes the flow in a
number of ways. For example, there are three neutral modes rather than just one, an
these neutral modes are singular at the critical layer.

Part of the original motivation for studying this problem arose out of work on
helical transition in axisymmetric jet2()]. If one considers the velocity profile (in
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cylindrical coordinatesr, 0, z))
Uo = (0, 0, up(r)),

Rayleigh found a necessary but not sufficient abad for instability of a profile of
this form to a disturbance proportionalé@<v+m (see for exampled]). Rayleigh
found that a particular mode can be unstable only if

rug(a?r? +m?)

— o2 _ T (1.1)

u
a2r2 — m2

o~

at some value af. This is somewhat analogous to Rayleigh’s inflection point criterion
mentioned above. For plane parallel flows, recent theoretical studies (see for example
[11, 22, 29]) have indicated that resonant triad interactions can play an important role
in three-dimensional transition. For a plane parallel flow, a resonant triad consists
of a plane wave together with a pair of obliqgue waves inclinedt@® to the mean

flow, with the oblique waves having a streamwise wavenumber one half that of the
plane wave. The counterpart for an axisymmetric flow would be an axisymmetric
wave together with a pair of helical waves with azimuthal wavenurideand again

a streamwise wavenumber one half that of the axisymmetric mode. It is still a little
unclear from the experimental literature whether a resonant triad can exist for an
axisymmetric flow. Some experimental studies have indicated that such interaction
does not take place, and further that only one or the other but not both of the two
modes (the axisymmetric mode and the helical mode) are present at once. On the
other hand, some studies have claimed that a resonant triad interaction can indee
occur. For example, Corket al. [6] reported that then = 0 andm = +1 modes did

not exist at the same time orage, and postulated that (in their words) each mode was
a basin of attraction which suppresses the existence of the other. &€askdound

that this lack of coexistence was accompanied by an apparently non-deterministic
switching between the modes, and that the dominant mode at any instant was likely
to be the one that had the highest initial amplitude forcing. However, Getrla¢
considered their results to be something of a quandary, in that they found that the
two modes seemingly could not coexist but they also reported the presence of a modk
representing the difference between the modes which they could not fully explain: it
seemed to pose something of a paradox that two modes could not coexist but yet coul
interact to produce the difference mode. By contrast to this, in later work, Corke and
Kusek p] did indeed find aresonant interaction between these modes, so as mentionec
above, the issue is a little cloudy. Our interest in this matter arises from the criterion
we get by applying the stability condition abovie]) to the axisymmetric and helical
modes, since the two modes yield different results. Applying Rayleigh’s criterion to
the axisymmetric wave tells us that we require

ro_ ”
Uy = rug,
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while applying it to the helical wave yields
. rug(a®r? 41
o w21
In order for both of these results to hold at the same location, we require
Up=Uy;=0

at some point in the flow. It is this last condition, which seems to impose a rather
severe restriction on the base flow, that suggests itself as interesting and it is in order tc
gain insight into this sort of flow that we originally chose to study the gnmixing

layer.

We now turn to nonlinear critical layer theory. A few words on the origins of this
field are in order. As we shall see in Secti&rthe outer expansion, representing the
flow in the main body of the fluid, becomes singular at the critical lagewhere
the phase velocitg of the disturbance is equal to the fluid velocity of the flay
These singularities occur due to the expansion becoming disordered there, and so iti
necessary to pose an inner expansion in the vicinity of the critical layer and match the
inner and outer expansions together. Traditionally, viscous effects were reintroduced
inside the critical layer to remedy the singularities, with this approach being known
as a viscous critical layer. Benney and Bergergraind Davis [] were the first to
employ a nonlinear critical layer, wherein they retained nonlinear effects rather than
viscosity inside the critical layer to deal with the singularities.

While the early studies only considered steady state solutions, later authors em-
ployed a nonlinear critical layer to study how a disturbance would develop, with
notable contributions including (amongst many others) Warn and VZjn $tew-
artson 5], both of which involved forced waves, Hickernell4] and Goldstein and
co-workers (for examplel, 18]), with this approach termed a non-equilibrium non-
linear critical layer by some. A review of some of the early work on nonlinear critical
layers is contained in2@3]. As mentioned above, Goldstein and Leil?] studied the
evolution of a plane (two-dimensional) disturbance to a shear layer, and found that if
nonlinear effects were taken into account inside the critical layer, the evolution of the
disturbance was governed by a nonlinear PDE together with a jump condition across
the critical layer, rather than the Landau equation assumed by Stuart-Watson type
nonlinear stability theory or the Hickernell-type integro-differential equation found in
some nonlinear critical layer problems (for examglé,p]). Although [12] concerned
eigenfunctions which are regular rather than singular, there are some similarities be-
tween that study and the present one, and because of this, frequent reference will b
made to that work. We shall see in Secti®that for our problem the evolution of
a disturbance is given by a system of nonlinear PDEs together with jump conditions
across the critical layer, as ii%]. Another note-worthy feature ofLp] is that all of
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the harmonics became important inside thidaal layer, and that is also true in our
analysis.

As mentioned above, in the present study, we consider disturbances to thg tanh
mixing layer whose critical layer lies gt= 0, and the expansion of the mean velocity
about this point is of the form

ugy? N ugry®
3! 5!

Uo ~ Co+ 4o
The crucial difference between the problem considered here and the more usual type
of stability problem is that the coefficients of boyhandy? in the above expansion

are zero, that isiy, = ug, = 0, and we shall see that this changes the nature of the
flow significantly, with the singularities at the critical layer being far worse than those
in the problem considered by Goldstein and Leib, where a logarithmic singularity
entered at second order in the outer expansion. Several authors have considered flow
whereug, = 0 butug, # 0. These flows are more singular than the more usual type
of stability problem but not as singular as the problem considered here. Brunet and
Warn [3] studied the parabolic jetjo(y) = yy?, taking an approach similar to that
used in R8], and arrived at a system of equations which were studied in more detail
in [2]. Mallier and Davis P1] studied the stability of the Bickley jeti,(y) = secRy

for modes with a critical layer ag = 0. This latter study employed very similar
techniques to the present one. The flow studied there had two neutral modes with
wave numbers 1 and 3. Swategs] also studied the Bickley jet, but took a much
more numerical approach thak].

In Section2, we shall see that the leading order disturbance behavegitkeear
the critical layer, while 12] dealt only with a logarithmic singularity at second order
and the modes ir2]l] behaved likey~. The severity of this singularity at the critical
layer means that nonlinear effects enter into the inner expansion at an earlier ordel
than in [L2], with the leading order disturbance inside the critical layer containing all
the higher harmonics. This also happene@ifj.[ Indeed, we shall see when we come
to the inner expansion in SectiGrthat disturbances of the form considered here with
a critical layer centered oy = 0 cannot exist without the aid of nonlinear effects.

The remainder of the paper is as follows. In the following section, we formulate
the problem and present the basic perturbation expansion which describes the motiol
outside the critical layer. We consider a disturbance which consists of three modes
with wavenumbers equal to 1, 3 and 5 respectively. Since these modes share the san
critical layer, an interaction between them is possible, and therefore all three modes
are included for completeness.

In Section3, the analysis of the flow inside the critical layer is considered. Initially,
we ignore the higher harmonics and show that, without them, the disturbance cannof
exist. When these higher harmonics are included in the inner expansion, where they
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enter at the same order as the disturbance itself, we are able to derive a syster
of equations governing the evolution of the disturbance. This system consists of
several nonlinear PDEs together with jump conditions across the critical layer. In
both Section® and3, many of the details are omitted, but are available?ij.[

In Section4, we present some temporally evolving numerical simulations of the
tani? y mixing layer, with the disturbance consisting of spatially periodic monochro-
matic waves. These simulations are included to confirm that the waves studied here
do indeed exist. Finally, in Sectidn we make some concluding remarks.

2. Formulation and outer expansion

We consider the stability of the tahi mixing layer,u, = ¥, = tani’y, to an
0 (&) disturbance which is assumed to vary on the slow time-scale

T = pt. (2.1)

Heree and u are small parameters. We are interested in wave-like disturbances
proportional tog“*=—¢Y whose critical layers lie ay = 0, where the mean profile
Ug ~ ¥3 — y° + ..., and therefore we shall assume that the disturbance consists of
modes with a zero phase velocity= 0. As we will see shortly, there are three such
modes which satisfy the homogeneous boundary conditiogs-astoo, with wave
numbers 1, 3 and 5 respectively.

The outer expansion in the limit s— 0 will be of the form

Y ~vYote [Alflglol(y)eix + Asros(Y)E™ + Asros(y)€™* + C.C.]

+ e [ Aiprna(Y)€" + Aspuia(y)€™ + Asuis(y)e™ + c.c.]
+ ep? [A/1/¢131(Y)eix + A§¢133(y)e3ix + A§¢125(y)65ix + C-C-]
+ 0 (ep®) + 0 (£7), (2.2)

whereyr is the stream-function ané;, A; and As, which represent the disturbance
amplitudes, are functions of the slow time-sctleThus the leading order disturbance

in the outer expansion consists of components with wavenumbers 1, 3 and 5. Here
we assume that <« 1 ande « 1 and keep thet ande expansions separate. As
noted abovey comes from the slow time-scal®.() while ¢ represents the size of the
disturbance. This expansiof.) is substituted into the governing equations which
are inviscid and incompressible,

Vi — I(¥, VZY) =0,

whereJ(a, b) = asb, — a/b, is a Jacobian. This substitution leads to a hierarchy of
equations at various powersofandu.
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At leading order ¢ (¢'1%)), we find that the perturbation obeys the Rayleigh
equation,

L =¢" + (18— 12tanfy — % - n2> ¢ =0, (2.3)

which has three neutral modes with critical layersyat= 0, namely modes with
wavenumbers 1, 3 and 5,

R R sechy
= =—_2 (5tany + 2tanif 1),
$101 = P1a @iy ( y+ y—+ )

1
sinffycosiy

sechy

3tanify

To the best of our knowledge, none of these modes have previously appeared in the
literature. All of these neutral modes vanishyas> +o0o, and each behaves like
y-2asy — 0. By contrast, the tanyy mixing layer has a single neutral mode with
wavenumber 1 which is regular at the origin, while the Bickley jet, for which the first
but not the second derivative of the base velocity vanishgs=at0, has two neutral
modes with a critical layer there 1(p, 21]), with wavenumbers 1 and 3, each of which
behaves likey~t asy — 0.

Returning to the tarthy mixing layer, because the singularity in this expansion is
much stronger than the logarithmic singularity encountered in more usual shear flows
(see for examplell?]), we shall see in SectioB that the nonlinear terms inside the
critical layer enter at an earlier order than they didli][ At the next linear order in
the outer expansiom] (¢'x.'), we find that

(5tanfy +3), b105 = s =

¢103 = ¢3A =

6i (5— 12cosfiy +8costy) (cosify — 2)
gl(plll = - .
cosif ysini y
2i (8cosiy — 5) (costy — 2)
3coskysinh'y

’

6i (costy — 2)

Lariz = — S A
pus3 5cosh ysini y

s 25(}5115 =

with solutions

63 ¥ wd N 42 .
P11 = <C111+ = N > b1a — ?(plg |Og tanh|y|

32 sinh 2y,
N i (172cosfy — 627 coshy + 786 cosRy — 315)
64 cosRysinity
33 (Y yd A 22 .
b1z = <C113 + Y Si);lh ;;l> $3n + 1—5¢3B log tanhly|

i (88cosfiy — 176 cosfiy + 189 cosfiy — 234 cosAy + 165)

+
384 coshysintt y
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45 (¥ yd A o
@115 = <C115 - = / s?/rwlT;;) ¢dsa + 61 ¢sp log tanh|y|

| (960 cosF1O y — 2760 coshy + 2360 coshy)
640 coshysintty
(@375 coshy + 378coshy — 225)
640 coshysintty

At the & (¢u?) level we obtain the non-homogeneous Rayleigh equations

6 Hy—2 .

-=?1¢121 = Coswssﬁf:y y ) (COtl’f3 y¢1A - i¢111)
2 Hy—2) /1 . .

L1z = Coswsgﬁf:y Y ) (5 cott? ygsn — |¢113> (2.4)
6 Hy—2) /1 . .

L5105 = COSI’Z Sﬁ; yy ) (g coth’ YPsa — |¢115> .

The solutions to each of these will behave likgy—8) asy — 0, and in order to
satisfy the boundary conditions gis— 400, the solution forp,,, will include a term
D{5¢1e, Where the constant®.;, will take different values above and below the
critical layer. Hereg,g, which is given in P4], is the second linearly independent
solution to the Rayleigh equatio&.@) which behaves likg® at the origin but does not
satisfy the homogeneous boundary conditiong as +oc. Similarly, the solution for
P13 Will include atermD§2§¢3B and the solution fog,,5 will include atermD125¢5B

We note here that singag ~ y* asy — 0, there will be a jump in the third derivative
of the termD';)$,5 across the critical layer,

JNim (D355 ly—+s — Diziisly——s) = 6 (Dizi — Diza) . (2.5)

with similar jumps in the wavenumber 3 and 5 modes, and we will find in Se@tion
that these jumps will match onto jumps in the third derivative of the stream-function
in the inner expansion. We can obtain an explicit expression for the Diip— DY)

from the outer expansion by multiplying the equation f8y¢:,; (that is, @.4)) by

the homogeneous solutigh, and integrating with respect gpfrom —oo to oo, but
excluding the interval aroungl= 0 where the integrand is singular. Thus we take the

Cauchy principal value
-5 00
I|m (/ +/ ) ¢1A$¢121' (26)
50+ —00 +4

We can integrate the term arising from the left-hand side2of) by parts, and then
use the Frobenius solution fgr,; to evaluate the resulting expression. This leads to
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the condition

(COth3 yéﬁlA - i¢111) ¢A51A dy, (2.7)

1/“6coshy(cosﬁy—2)
5/_

+) (=) _
D121 - D121 - E -
o siniPy

where the integral in4.7) is between-oco to co. This integral can be evaluated by
employing complex residue theory, using both the contess — oo — co+im —
—oo+im — —oo and the contour-co — 00 — co+in/2 - —co+im/2 — —o0.

Using similar techniques for the other modes, we find that this leads to the solvability
conditions

, 1185071 9261

D(+) o — 3
121 121 61600 320 Z;( )
2526541 847
D)D)= 22 L 7 43 2.8
123 123 1108300+'64o§() (2:8)
1074247 945
D(+) o D(*) — _ 3
125 71257 123200 1284()’

where¢(z) is the Riemann Zeta function. Thu8.9) together with 2.8) gives the
jumps in the outer expansion, and matching these jumps to the critical layer solution
derived in the following section will lead to our amplitude equations. Itis worth noting
that these outer jumps came from thés1?) terms and contain a second derivative
with respect to the slow tim@. It is more usual in shear layer problems (see for
example [L9]) for the outer jump to come from th& (s ) terms and to contain a first
derivative with respect td. Finally in this section, we note that nonlinear terms enter
into the outer expansion &(s?), with these terms arising from nonlinear interactions
between the’ (¢) terms, and all of the (¢?) nonlinear terms behave lik€é(y—®) as

y — 0; this behaviour will help us to determine the balance betweamd . when

we include nonlinear terms in the inner expansion in Se@ion

3. Inner expansion

We note that the outer expansion in Sectidmecomes disordered as we approach
the critical layer, and because of this it is necessary to use another expansion nea
y = 0, where we shall introduce the stretched variable: . ~*3y. This scaling is
chosen so that the unsteady term and nonlinear interactions between the disturbanc
and the mean flow will enter into the equations inside the critical layer at the same
order. Initially, we shall examine what happens in the purely linear case, that is, we
shall neglect terms that arg(¢?). We shall see that this leads to jumps in the inner
expansion across the critical layer that cannot be matched to the outer expansion
which leads us to conclude that these waves cannot exist on a purely linear basis
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although of course linear travelling waves can exist with non-zero phase velocities,
since the critical layer for such modes would not be located=at0. Subsequently,

we show how nonlinear effects may allow the existence of a disturbance of the form
assumed. Many of the details have been omitted from this section, but are available

in [24].

3.1. Linear case From the outer expansion, we know that the inner expansion will
be of the form

M4/3Y4 B M6/3Y6 N 11“8/3Y8

4 6 120
+ep?° (‘I’lllelx + W + W™ + C-C-)
+0 (suo) +0 (82,u*8/3) .

ww

If we assume that <« 12, so that we can neglect the nonlinear terms in the expansion,
then the leading order disturbance in the inner expansion will consist of components
with wavenumbers 1, 3 and 5 (together with their complex conjugates) which obey
the following equations fon = 1, 3 and 5,

33 5 02
inY°*— —6inY | ¥y, =0,
<8Y28T * Y2 ) w

which we can integrate once using the outer expansion,

92 . 0 . .
<8Y8T + IY?’a—Y - 3|nY2> W, = —5ni A,

We can solve these equations in terms of integrals of the confluent hypergeometric
function [27]

.
Wy = —5inY/ Fr (—% %, inY3(T, — T)) A (T d T, (3.1)
where
Facy=3y @ »
Fi@c=y" ' (c#£0,1,2...)

] n
pr n!(c)

is the confluent hypergeometric function, and the Pochhammer symbols are defined by

N=1 A"=0G+D---A+n-=-1, A=QA-1---(rA—n+1).

It should be pointed out that this is a little different from the usual nonlinear non-
equilibrium critical layer equation of the form (see for exam@p [

(i + i(xY) y =x(,T)
0T
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which has a solution

.
y = / x (Y, To) € Dd T,
with this difference arising because of the severity of the singularity at itieatr
layer.

At this point there is a jump 4,1y yy across the critical layer, where this jump is
defined to be

0
/ \IllllYYYYdY = Zlinoo (\IlllllYYYlY:Z - \IllllYYYlefz) . (32)

[ee}

This jump can be evaluated from the soluti@lj using recurrence relations for the
confluent hypergeometric function and its asymptotic behaviddr [In particular,
we make use of the identity

d a
—F@czn=-F@+1c+12,
a2 1 ( ) ! 1@+ +1;2)

to write

.
Wiyyy = Yz/ K111 (Y3 (To — T)) A;(To)d To,

[ee}

where we have defined

17 405 2 4 10 . 273 7 3 .
Kk111(n) = —60n 1F; Jn )= Fil = —=.in )+ Fil 55000,

3’3 14 3 3

We then use the asymptotic expansion valid in the ligjit> oo,

NS X (O N, > (-D"a"l—c+a)n
Fi(a,c 2 —I‘(c—a)e y4 (1+21: )

n!z"
F© e c—a'l—a)r
JrI‘() ( +Z n!z" )

where we take the positive sign in the first term wher/2 < arg(z) < 37/2 and the
negative sign when-37/2 < arg(z) < m/2. This lets us evaluate the jump defined

in (3.2,

o0 4 7 T
/ WirayyyydY = —ir (5) / (T - T AT d Ty (3.3)

[ee}

Unfortunately, there is no corresponding jump in the outer expansion to match onto
this jump, since the first jump in the outer expansidh4), (2.8)) will enter into the
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inner expansion at a later order. Therefore it follows that this jump,in, yv must be
zero, and we shall show now that as a regylmust be zero if we neglect nonlinear
terms. From the jump3(3) it follows that we require

.
f (T = To)?*Ai(Te)d T = 0.

By use of Laplace transforms, it can be shown that the solution of
T
| M- T AmAT, = R

3 d? /T R(Ty)

= 2reprdr )  Totm i

Ad(T)
SinceR(T) = 0in the linear case, it follows tha; (T) = 0. A similar approach for
the other modes leads #%(T) = As(T) = 0. A similar result was found by Mallier
and Davis 1] for the Bickley jet nose modes, and for that problem it was found that
even the addition of weak viscosity could not eliminate these jumps, and we believe
that the same holds true for the tdryhmixing layer. Thus linear theory tells us that
these modes cannot exist. However, direct numerical simulations of this problem
presented in Sectiofindicate that these modes can and do exist, and we believe that,
as in Mallier and Dauvis, it is @cessary to include nonlinear effects at leading order
within the critical layer in order to derive a system of evolution equations for these
modes.

3.2. Nonlinear case One possible way around the problem discussed in the linear
case above is to set= 12, so that all the harmonics enter into the inner expansion
at leading order, so that there is a nonlinear jump in addition to the linear one. This
scaling arises because thigs?..°) terms in the outer expansion behave liké, the

0 (£31°) terms behave likg~*4, and so on, and choosing this scaling causes each of
these terms to enter into the inner expansion at the same order. With this choice, we
have in the inner region

W= uts <}y4 + Q<4>> 4 bR (—}YG + Q(G)) 4 7RQM
4 2

11 44
8/3( ——y8 ®) 9/3 (9 1073 ( _ 7 10 (10)
+u (120 +Q >+M Q7 +u ( 973 +Q )
641

+ ,U«ll/sQ(ll) + M12/3 (28350Y12 + Q(12>> + ,U«13/3Q(13)
19

143 ( vi4 (14 153015 4 .. 3.4
+ 1 (—1782 +Q >+M Q™ + (3.4)
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The jump discontinuity in the third derivative of the outer solution, which occurs at
0 (en?) in the outer, will match onto the term &@t(x*¥3) in the inner, that isQ®.

This is because the jump comes from a term proportiongtf tnde i 2y® = p*3Y3,

Thus we must derive equations for the ter@€, ... , Q™ in the expansion3.4).

(The termQ® has been omitted from this expansion since matching to the outer
solution reveals it to be identically zero.) Because the nonlinear terms now enter at
leading orderQ™ will contain all the harmonics,

[ee}

QYx,Y,T) = Z Qf]“)(X,Y, T)e™,

N=—00
and we find that it obeys the following equation,
9? —3Y2i—|—Y 9? Q(4> Q(4> YQ(4>_|_Q(4> 4
aYaT ax aYdx VYN YR
= 25 Ase®* — 15 Aze®* — 5i A" +c.C,,

subject to the condition that & — +o0,
Q(4) ~ Y7 (Au\; 5|X _|_ A3€3ix _|_ Aleix +CC)

/

1A i AL AL
+Y5 ( 205e5"‘ + 12363"‘ + Tle"‘ + c.c.) +0(Y7P).

This is much more nonlinear than the corresponding equation for the evolution of
a monochromatic wave in the taghmixing layer which is of the form (see for

example L2)),
-i+Yi—¢m&—A%%yi-QW=2N&+2N@W (3.5)
aT 00 Y

since @.2) involves nonlinear terms iIQ®. The jump conditions across the critical
layer for the wave number 1, 3 and 5 modes tell us that

2w poo 2w poo
/ Qe aYax= / Qe dvax
0 - 0 -
2w poo
=L/ Q?%e*“dex:O. (3.6)
0 —

At higher orders, we get a set of equations@P, Q”, ..., namely

83
[ — (6Y + Q$‘¢Y) + QY

oY20T XYYaY
BN
1(Y? @ @2 _[om_ zm 3.7
Y Qy )8X8Y2 R 8Y3 Q 37
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wheren = 6, ..., 15 and the forcing term& ™ are given in p4] together with the
asymptotic behaviour of th®™ asY — +oc and the jump conditions on th@™
across the critical layer. The jumps @~ match onto the jumps in thB;, in the

outer layer (2.5, (2.9)

r . 382433,Cyy,Y? (3555213 27783
/ / e = L2 )dYdx= - £ | A
240 | 15400 80

2r o 137407A,C115Y? (2541 757962
(15) IX 3113 dYdx=| =25 (3) - — = A
// ( e 240 ) *=17160°® " 277078

(3.8)
2r ., 93953A.C,.cY? 13222741 2835

(15) 5ix —115 dyd — 3
// ( Y e 240 ) =1 30800 32 ° |

Thus we have the coupled nonlinear evolution equatidri,((3.7) together with the
jump conditions 8.6), (3.8) and the behaviour of th®™ asY — 400 (3.2).

4. Numerical simulations

To corroborate the analysis in this study, included in this section are direct numerical
simulations of the temporal evolution of two dimensional disturbances to & yanh
mixing layer. The purpose of this section is not a full-scale numerical investigation
of this problem, but rather to confirm that the disturbances studied in Se2tam3
can indeed exist.

The computations were performed using a standard pseudospectral (Fourier) metho
[4], and we studied the temporal evolution of two-dimensional, spatially periodic,
monochromatic disturbances to the base flgn= tant?y. The results presented
here are numerical solutions of the governing equations using the streamfunction-
vorticity formulation

Vi — Iy, VAY) = —V‘Wf (4.1)

The initial flow for each run consisted of the base flow together with a small distur-
bance, so that it was of a form similar to the first few terms2®) namely

v =1vYo+e¢ [A1¢101(y)é + A3¢1o3(y) e + A%¢A5105(y)e5"‘ + C.C. ]

This initial flow was then advanced in time using1). At eachtime-step, we first
advanced the vorticityy = —V?y using

1
o = I, w) + R—evzw,
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and then recovered the streamfunction using Poisson’s equétibr= —w». Because

of the singular nature of the flow, a large number of Fourier modes were used to
ensure adequate resolution, and we took 1024 modes iy thesction and 128 in

the x direction. It was also necessary for the initial disturbance to be fairly small,
and the runs shown here correspond to taking be approximately @1. This was
because there was velittle spectral é&cay for larger disturbances. A small amount

of viscosity was necessary for numerical stability, and an initial Reynolds number of
5000 was taken. We simulated the flow between boundarigs=atty,, where we
imposed free slip conditions, rather than between < y < co. Herey, was taken

to be sufficiently large that the presence of the boundaries did not affectthe simulation.
Spatial derivatives were calculated in Fourier space, and switching between physical
and Fourier spaces was accomplisiédfast Fourier transforms. The viscous and
nonlinear terms were advanced in time separately, using an implicit Adams-Moulton
(Crank-Nicholson) scheme for the viscous terms and a Adams-Bashforth scheme for
the nonlinear terms. In both cases, we used second order accurate schemes. O
results are shown in Figura where we plot the stream function of the total flow
(base flow plus perturbation) at a series of times. The initial condition consisted of
a continuously differentiable function; other runs not presented here with slightly
different initial conditions exhibited similar long term behaviour.

In the run shown, the initial disturbance consisted of a row of vortices, with only
the wavenumber 1 mode present in the initial disturbance. However, the other two
modes (with wavenumbers 3 and 5) were generated by nonlinear interaction of the
wavenumber 1 mode with itself. Throughout the run, there was always a single vortex
in the box, but the evolution of the vortex appears to be nonlinear.

A number of additional runs not presented here were also performed in which var-
ious combinations of the three different modes were presentin the initial disturbance.
When the initial disturbance consisted solely of either of the wavenumber 3 or 5 modes,
the vortices which were initially presenétameilted and elongated with increasing
time. However, although the vorticestamdilted, their amplitude did not appear to
change much during the run. In several other runs, the initial disturbance consisted of
at least two of the three modes, and sometimes all three, and for long enough times
the behaviour in these multiple mode runs resembled that in Fgufkhis is to be
expected as, due to nonlinear interactions, the run shown in Fiywik contain all
three modes. Inthese multiple mode runs, once again, the initial disturbance consiste
of a row of vortices and these vortices again becédittedl and elongated, but they
also began to rotate about each other and display nonlinear behaviour. In each o
these runs, we ended up with a single vortex in the box after a long enough time.
By contrast, in the runs where only the wavenumber 3 mode was present, there were
always three vortices, and likewise in the runs where only the wavenumber 5 mode
was present, there were always five vortices.
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FIGURE2. Evolution of the stream function in the critical layer region for an initial disturbance consisting
only of the wave number 1 mode. Horizontal range<Ox < 27 and vertical range-3 < y < 3:
(@)t =0.0; (b)t = 2.5;(c)t =5.0; (d)t = 125; (e)t = 25.0.
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5. Concluding remarks

In the previous sections, we considered the nonlinear evolution of a disturbance
to the tanfly mixing layer, with the disturbance consisting of modes with a critical
layer aty = 0 where the first two derivatives of the base flow vanished. We found
that there were three different neutral modes for this flow, with wavenumbers 1, 3
and 5, each of which was singular at thétical layer. Our inner expansion tells
us that these modes cannot exist on a purely linear basis. This is also true for the
Bickley jet when the disturbance consists of modes with a critical laygr 2t 0
which are also singula2fl]. However, the direct numerical simulations presented in
Section4 indicate that these modes can indeed exist, and in Segtime employed
a non-equilibrium, nonlinear critical layer analysis where we brought in nonlinear
terms consisting of the higher harmonics at leading order. The principal result of
this paper is the set of coupled nonlinear PDEs derived in that section together with
the jump conditions across the critical layer. A similar approach was usetiljin |
for the Bickley jet, where Mallier and Davis found a similar set of nonlinear PDEs,
but they had fewer equations because the singularity in their problem was not as
strong as that here. The authors df][arrived at a single PDE for a more normal
shear layer. This is because in their problem, nonlinear effects entered into the innel
expansion later than the original disturbance, and consequently they were able to write
down explicit expressions for the first few terms in the inner expansion, while in the
problem considered here, nonlinear effects enter at the same order as the disturbanc
itself inside the critical layer. In addition, for the problem considered here, we saw
in the outer expansion that solutions to the Rayleigh equafidi) that satisfy the
homogeneous boundary conditionsyas> +oo behave likey=2 near the critical
layer but the second Frobenius solution behavesyikeand consequently the jump
across the critical layer will enter at a later order in the inner expansion. In addition,
our system of PDEs is more nonlinear than the PDE foundh {vhich was of the
form (3.5). The nonlinearity in8.5) involves the product of the amplitudewith the
function Q, while (3.2) involves products 0Q“ with itself. One difference between
our problem and that of the Bickley jet is that in the present study, it appears from our
numerical simulations that both the wavenumber 3 and 5 modes can exist separatel
without the presence of the other modes. (Of course, whenever the wavenumber 1
mode is present, the other two modes will be generated by nonlinear interactions.)

For the Bickley jet, which had 2 neutral modes with a critical layey at 0, we
found that if both modes were present, the flow developed with a single critical layer.
However, if only the wave number 3 mode was present, the critical layer actually split
in two, so there were critical layers gt= +y. where 0< y. <« 1. In their study,
Mallier and Davis had an integral constraint similar 8og[, and they concluded that
these constraints could only have a non-zero solution if both modes are present. Sinct
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the tanR y profile is an odd profile, while the Bickley jet was an even profile, such a
splitting cannot happen here, so we can conclude that the integral constraints arrivec
at in Sectior3 can have a solution even if only a single mode is present.

Finally we touch on suggestions for further work. We are unaware of any laboratory
experiments on this sort of singular flow, and we suggest that they might be useful.
We note that it may be possible to use a combination of shear layer to arrive at a flow
similar to ours where the first two derivatives of the base flow vanish at some point.
For example, the flow

U = erf (y — \/@) + erf (y + \/@) —erf(y) (5.1)

would fit this bill. In an experiment, if one started off with a initial profile of the form

U — 2, y>yiand—y, <y<0,
o~ 0, O<y<yandy < —vyi,

one would expect this to diffuse to a series of error functions (together with a uniform
flow) similar to that given in%.1), and one would expect that the first two derivatives
of this base flow would vanish at some distance downstream. It would be interesting
to see if such a flow can indeed be created in a laboratory.
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