SECONDARY INSTABILITY IN EKMAN
BOUNDARY FLOW
David B. Zaff
B.S., Columbia University
(1978)
Submitted to the
Department of Mathematics
in partial fulfiliment of the requirements for the degree of
Doctor of Philosophy
at the

Massachusetts Institute of Technology
January 1987

(© Massachusetts Institute of Technology 1987

Signature of author

Certified by

PaN 4 —"’L:?"W 7 O 7 ©
Professor Willem V.R. Malkus
, Thesis Supervisor
Accepted by . S—— L
\ Professor Willem V. R. Malkus, Chairman
£ - ¢ Copamittee on Applied Mathematics
Accepted by T
Professor Sigurdur Helgason, Chairman
Departmental Graduate Committee
Department of Mathematics
1,
rchives
AsS. INST, 17
" QIR & lggll’




Acknowledgements

I would like to express my appreciation to Professor Willem V.R. Malkus for the
intellectually stimulating insights he has generously shared with me over the past
years. Perhaps more important, for the successful completion of this thesis, was his
patient understanding and constant encouragement in spite of often slow outward
progress. My desk in his downstairs lab was at times my “home away from home”.

I wish to thank Prof. Dave Benney, Prof. K.K. Tung, and Dr. Fred Pearson
for taking the time and effort to act as thesis committee members. Prof. Tung
went out of his way to help, especially in obtaining part time employment for me at
A.E.R.. This provided my financial support while I was writting my masters thesis.
I would like to thank Prof. E.T. Onat, for introducing me to the fascinating study

of dynamical systems, and the difficulties of doing research, during the summer I
was at Yale.

The many years spent at M.I.T. would certainly have been duller without the
friendship of Dale Worley, Steve Lowe, Bob Thurstans, and George Fann. Sharing
the graduate student experience usually made things a lot easier to take. It always
made them more interesting.

Finally, I thank my family for the immeasurable support and confidence that

I have benefited from. This was fundamental to my productive development, and
given of, I believe, far more than I (or anyone else) could possibly deserve.

TO GERTRUDE T. ZAFF



SECONDARY INSTABILITY IN EKMAN BOUNDARY FLOW

David B. Zaff

Submitted to the Department of Mathematics
in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of
Doctor of Philosophy
Massachusetts Institute of Technology
February 1987

Abstract

This thesis examines the linear secondary instability to finite amplitude vor-
ticity waves in narrow gap Ekman flow. A deductive path is taken in which a
linear primary instability is first investigated and its equilibration determined from
a parametric expansion, giving the Reynolds number as a function of the equilib-
rium amplitude. As the gap size decreases the primary vorticity waves become
longitudinally directed. Comparison is drawn between Ekman and Poiseuille flow.
The presence of a small amplitude transverse wave links the fourier components
of the secondary instability, permitting a more complex ‘3-D’ disturbance, with a
streamwise fourier component, to grab energy directly from the mean shear. A
large streamwise velocity, 43P, is induced. Strong ‘3-D’ amplification results be-
cause the streamwise mode is very effective in generating power via the correlation
udP (w3?)*(dUp/dz) . Longitudinally directed primary vorticity waves force a large
streamwise velocity, which alternately steepen and flatten the velocity field. In this
case, the energy supplied to a secondary instability comes mostly from the primary
wave, and relies on a primary wave amplitude sufficiently large to produce inflec-
tions in the local velocity field. In narrow gap Ekman flow (G = 2.5) secondary
instability develops sporadically along vortex filaments as a small scale finely hashed
perturbation (appearing like a string of beads), and is considerably milder than the
bursting phenomenon associated with subcritical transition for Poiseuille flow.
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Introduction.

Considerable effort has been devoted to uncovering the various transition
mechanisms which lead to turbulence. It has become clear that several pro-
cesses quite distinct in character are possible scenarios for the breakdown
of shear flow. Of these, secondary instability appears promising. Its basic
nature is in general agreement with niany observations, it is applicable to a
wide variety of flows, and is predictable on a purely deductive basis directly
from the Navier-Stokes equations without further hypothesis. Secondary in-
stability provides a link between wave interactions (global instability) and
turbulent spots (local instability) which suggests (Malkus’ conjecture) that
turbulent spots exist as an isolated ‘island’ instability beyond the scope of
weakly non-linear theory.

The transition process in boundary layers, pipes, and channels is of prac-
tical interest, especially with regards to boundary layer control, aerodynamic
stability, and drag reduction. Because of its relatively simple velocity pro-
file, Poiseuille (pressure driven) channel flow has served in the capacity as
role model. In contrast to pipe flow, Poiseuille channel flow can experi-
ence linear instability at Reynolds numbers in excess of 5772. Realistically
this distinction may be of little importance since both flows are subject to
burstlike disturbances at Reynolds numbers as low as 1000. Reconciling the
observed low Reynolds number transition with previous theoretical studies
proved to be quite a mystery. S. Orzag and A. Patera proposed that spots
are the development of a highly structured (but global) three dimensional
instability on a finite amplitude wave. Both the three dimensionality of the
instability and the finite amplitude of the primary wave are necessary con-
ditions. For Poiseuille flow, the existence of a quasi-steady finite amplitude

wave is posited. This is consistent as, the secondary instability grows on a



fast convective time scale, while any pre-existing wave will decay slowly. In
the analysis, the primary wave characteristics are chosen to resemble those
on the upper branch of the finite amplitude stability curve. The exact wave
number and amplitude that leads to instability are left unspecified, and sec-
ondary instability becomes operational when rapid three dimensional growth
can overcompensate the two dimensional decay.

Turbulent boundary layers are subject to spots, bursts, and a collection
of coherent structures such as horseshoe vortices. Remarkably, as discov-
ered by Emmons, the spots are characterized by a definite spreading angle,
growth rate, and phase speed. The onset of transition in boundary layers is,
however, distinctly different than that of Poiseuille channel flow or pipe flow.
The experiments of Klebanoff, Tidstrom & Sargent first demonstrated that
a well ordered sequence of triggering steps connects transition with weakly
non-linear wave interactions. In boundary layers the Reynolds number in-
creases downstream, so spatial development substitutes for temporal evolu-
tion. In the Blasius boundary layer, linear Tolmien-Shlichting waves amplify
and become unstable to a three dimensional disturbance. The warping of the
velocity field increases producing the appearance of ‘peak-valley’ splitting.
This is accompanied by high frequency spikes having periods which are an
integral multiple of the fundamental linear wave. A longitudinal pattern of
streaks intensifies, and within typically one or two wavelengths the flow field
breaks down, becoming highly disordered.

The early work by D.J. Benney gives a surprisingly good account of the
observed two and three dimensional non-linear wave interactions. One of
the most interesting features of his analysis is that a three-dimensional pri-
mary oscillation induces a mean second order vorticity into the flow, having
a component &2 in the downstream direction. It is this mechanism which
produces a spanwise momentum exchange and causes a warping of the orig-

inal velocity profile. His theory correctly predicts that breakdown originates



near the ‘peak’ (a spanwise distributed region where the velocity field is en-
hanced by the local wave field). As the local velocity profile is inflectional
around each peak, much speculation was generated regarding a subsequent
inviscid, Rayliegh, instability at these periodically spaced locations.

In contrast to Benneys work, T. Herbert considers the secondary in-
stability as the transition mechanism in the Blasius boundary layer. An
important distinction is that the three dimensional disturbance arises as an
instability to a finite amplitude wave field, and this makes its properties
calculable from maximum linear growth rate considerations. The spanwise
wavenumber is determined by this condition. For this reason the phase ve-
locity of the secondary instability matches that of the primary wave. The
three dimensional instability that results from secondary instability is highly
structured. The non-separability of the ensuing boundary value calculation
introduces oblique and longitudinal vorticity modes at the same order. The
cross-stream eigenstructure that is predicted from this theory is not merely of
an Orr-Sommerfeld type, but has a more complex nature involving a coupling
of modal components through interaction with the primary wave. Herbert
has gone to considerable length to demonstrate agreement between the pre-
dicted and observed cross-stream velocity structure. His work also supports
the premise used by Patera, that the exact form of the primary wave is not
crucial for secondary instability.

R. Pierrehumbert and S. Widnall analyze secondary instability of Stuart
vorticies. Pierrehumbert has concluded on the basis of additional work that
vorticies of a general nature will become unstable to secondary disturbances.
On the basis of their eigenvalue calculation they show that in this case the
secondary instability has no high wavenumber cutoff, a characteristic of in-

viscid instability, and a mechanism for generating a cascade to smaller length

scales.



F. Busse and M. Nagata examine secondary instability in flow down an
inclined plane, with heating. The primary instability is generated by a cubic

inflectional velocity profile. Waves equilibrate, and subsequently undergo

vortex pairings.

The previously mentioned works relate almost exclusively to primary dis-
turbances aligned so that the vorticity is originally transverse to the flow.
C.F. Pearson has studied the evolution of a streamwise diffusing vortex core,
in an unbounded linear shear. He finds that even for modest vortex Reynolds

numbers (T'/(27v)), the vorticity forces a large longitudinal velocity response.

Thus several characteristic features of secondary instability appear to be
worthy of further study and possible clarification. What is the general rela-
tionship that exists between the mean shear, the primary wave, and possible
secondary instabilities? Patera found that transverse vorticity waves serve
to mediate the transfer of energy from the mean shear to the 3-D perturba-
tion. How is this accomplished? Can the 2-D wave ever supply the secondary
disturbance with energy directly? What is the cross-stream structure of the
secondary instability? Is it concentrated near the boundary or highly struc-
tured throughout the interior and of a more inviscid nature? Is it located
near inflections (maximum vorticity regions) in the local velocity profile?

Does it have a high wavenumber cutoff?

This thesis explores stability and secondary instability in ‘narrow gap’
Ekman flow, a class of rotational flows parametrized by gap size (Ekman
number) and created to permit the variation of wave criticality. Here stable
finite amplitude waves are realized making predictions more readily testable,
and providing a direct link to weakly non-linear wave theories. In particular

for small gap separations the finite amplitude waves are nearly stationary



in the rotating frame of reference. Another important distinction is a mean
shear along the wave axis and a large induced ‘helical’ (streamwise) velocity
component associated with the vortex wave. These differences contribute to
enlarging the notion of secondary instability.

The first part of the thesis establishes the linear stability of narrow gap
Ekman flow. The mean profiles are dependent on the local Rossby number
and are conveniently developed in a regular perturbation expansion. The
stability analysis that follows considers that the basic flow is a parallel shear
flow at small Rossby number. The experimental analogue is then pressure
driven flow between two rotating discs where the aspect ratio of the disc ra-
dius to the gap thickness is large. Several nonlinear wave problems are then
treated. The method of modified perturbation theory is used to parametrize
the finite amplitude stability curves. The method of amplitude expansions is
also developed. In particular the two wave interaction using the technique of
multiple scales and the case of three wave resonance are examined. The for-
mer expansion results in a coupled set of non-linear Schréodinger equations.
Ekman flow is a very good case in point for distinguishing between wave
chaos and turbulence. The third part of the thesis concerns mapping out
the secondary stability properties of supercritical Ekman vorticies. This is
contrasted with secondary instability in Poiseuille flow with a quasi-steady
primary wave. An energy equation points to the significance of the cor-
relation product, ud%(w3?)*(dUp/d2) , in generating power for the rapid

secondary instability growth.



Chapter 1. The Mean Velocity Profiles

In this chapter the basic mean velocity profiles for narrow gap Ekman flow are
derived via a perturbation expansion in the Rossby number. The first term of the
solution is physically representative of the flow in an infinitely long gap, and will
approximate the velocity field far from the origin. We start with the Navier-Stokes
equations in polar- cylindrical coordinates, in a uniformly rotating reference frame.

2

v P 2 2vy U
ut+(u-V)u—-r——2ﬂv—-—-p—+u(Vu——r—z—r—z) (1)

) vu — _bs 2, 2Us U
ve+ (u- Vv + . +2Qu = pr—i-z/(V v+ o rz) (2)
wi + (u - V)w = —’ip‘- + (Vi) (3)

Where (u - V) = (u8, + 285 + wd,) and V* = (82 + 19, + 48} + 82).

In addition mass conservation for an incompressible fluid requires,
1 1
~0,(ru) + =8v+ 9, w =0 (4)
r r

ie. V.-u = 0. We follow A.J. Faller (J.F.M. 1963) in nondimensionalizing the
Navier-Stokes equations. The characteristic length, time, and velocities determine

the appropriate scaling and relevant parameters. Then

Z=2z2D , r'=rR , t' =t/(20)

o= , o= , w =Dcw/R
r r
, RQc , RQc , RQc
p, = Pr s Py = Pe » P, = Dz
r r r
where D = ,/& is the characteristic boundary layer depth, ¢ = S/(7RD) is

the characteristic speed, and S is the forced volume flux per unit time. R is
a dimensional outer radius and H is the dimensional gap size. The dimension-

less parameters are the Rossby number, Ro = c¢/(Q2r*R), the Ekman number,
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Ek = (v/(QH?): = D/H, and the Taylor number, T = Q2R%/u? = R*/D*.
The Rossby number number is a function of radial position and its rate of variation
is a measure of non-parallelness in the basic velocity profile. The inverse of the
Ekman number expresses the gap thickness in terms of boundary layer units. The
inverse of the Taylor number turns out to be exceeding small in the present study.

Assuming the underlying steady-state velocity field, (U,V,W), to be axisymmet-
ric and making the above scaling transformations Equations [1.1-4] can be reduced

to,

Ro(rUaa—If _Ut_vi4 r2W%£zj-) _oV = —p, + ?3.25 + T—%(r% }%’r{)) (5)
Ro(rU—a-a; + r’W‘;—Z) +2U = ‘?;:: + T_%(r% %%)) (6)
Ro(rU%v:i + rZW%%) = -T%% + a;:f + T_%(a;rv:/ + }%vf-) (7)

% + r% =0 (8)

The solution is developed in a power series in the Rossby number, which is conve-
niently written Ro = €/r?, in terms of the small quantity e. The Taylor number is

determined by the relation T-3 = €u where u is also small. The expansions are
U(z,r) = Us(2) + RoU;(2) + Ro*U,(2) + Ro*Us(2) + Ro*U,(2) + ...

V(z,r) = Vo(2) + RoVy(2) + Ro*V;(z) + Ro*V3(z) + Ro*V,(2) + ...

Ro Ro? Ro® Ro®
Wi(z,r) = TZ_WI(Z) + —rz—Wz(z) + ?—Wa(z) + r—2W4(z) +...

T~ 3W (2,r) = uRo*Wy(2) + uRo*W,(2) + pRo*Ws(2) + ...

T 2 T 2 T-%
pr = Po + RO(P] + —r—z—‘Pl(Z)) + R02(PII + —rz—-Pz(z)) + R03(PIII + —;—E—Pg,(z)) +...

1 1

1 1 : ;
p._ T73_ . T-2 _ ,. T3 , 5 T
= = — S RoP\(2) - T RO'Py(2) - S RO Puy(2) - 53

Ro*Py(z) — ...
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A set of equations at each order of the Rossby number results. The first three

are

O(1) :

8*U,
d2z?

—2Vo=-F +

0V,
022

O(Ro) :
o,

—(U3 +V5) —2Vi = —Pr + 5

4%V,
0z2
Pl (Z) 62W1

=0
3 + 0z ,

—2U, + W, =0

2U1 =

O(Ro?) :

oU U
(—4UUy — 2VoVs + Wi =2) = 2V = (P + wPi(2)) + 57

+ 8[1-U1

2%
0z
Pz(Z) 82W2

5 + 922 + 164,

—4U, + W, =0

o*V,
022

—4(UW,) =

A few words concerning the solution of these equations are in order, especially
with regards to the decomposition of the pressure and the role of the constants
Py, Pr, Prr,... A solution to these equations which transports a given radial flux is
sought. At O(1) the constant P, is chosen to meet the radial flux requirement.
The first two equations at O(Ro) are used to solve for U; and V; and the
value of P; is picked to maintain the net radial flux. Continuity determines W ,

and then P;(2) is easily obtained by integrating the third equation. Similarly
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at O(Ro?) the first two equations determine U, and V; and the constant P;; is
chosen to meet the flux requirement. It should be clear that by adding a multiple
of the homogeneous solution to the forced equations the flux condition can be met.

For the case of narrow-gap Ekman flow U(0) = U(H) =V (0) = V(H) = 0 and
the O(1) solution is

Py

Uop(z) = — —2—A‘1(exp("H) sin z+exp~* sin (#-z)—exp ¥ ~?) sin z—exp? sin (H-2)) (9)
P, P
Vo(z) = -29 — —22A_1 (exp(“H) cos z +exp~? cos (H-z)+ exp ¥ %) cos z +exp” cos (H-z))

(10)
with A = (exp (1 + exp¥ cos H) + exp” (1 + exp~¥ cos H)). The flux requirement
that [ U(z)dz = —1 determines P, = 24/(exp™¥ — exp¥ +2sin(H)).

If the upper boundary is taken to be infinity and a stess free boundary condition,
U(oo) = V(c0) = 0, is applied then the O(1) flow is the Ekman boundary layer,
Uos(z) = £2(exp~*sinz) and Vo(2z) = £2(1 — exp~*cos z). In this case the O(Ro)

correction term is

P P2 1 1 2 1 1
Ui(z) = F(])UO + —;O—(exp"(izsinz — gEcosz — gsinz + -~ cos z) — gexp‘“)
P P 1 1 1 3 1 1
Vi(z) = '}T:VO + —‘f—(exp"(izsinz + 52cosz — gsinz + ¢ cos z) — Eexp‘“ —-2-)

The flux requirement that [° U(z)dz = —} then fixes P, = —2 and Py = —1.

13
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Chapter 2. Linear Theory of Narrow Gap Ekman Flow

In this chapter the linear stability characteristics of narrow gap Ekman flow
are examined in the small Rossby number limit. A brief outline is first given. At
large enough gap sizes the flow is best thought of as two uncoupled Ekman bound-
ary layers separated by an interior geostrophic flow. The stability characteristics
of this then reduce immediately to what was given in D.K. Lilly, J.A.S. 1966 (see
H.P.Greenspan for a concise review). As the gap width is decreased waves that can
be justly thought to propagate along either top or bottom surface (i.e. mathemati-
cally the sum and/or difference of a symmetric/antisymmetric pair of modes) begin
to interact. The gap distance at which coupling becomes significant is properly
a function of the wavelength, (the linear eigenfuction decays exponentially as the
wavenumber in the vertical direction) and for the wavelength of fastest growth is
approximately of 15 boundary layer thicknesses. It will be shown in a later chap-
ter, that a reasonable model for this is given by two coupled Shrodinger equations.
Further reducing the gap size increases the intensity of the interaction. Not sur-
prisingly the critical Reynolds number for the symmetric mode is decreased while
the critical Reynolds number for the antisymmetric mode is increased. A minimum
critical Reynolds number is reached for gap size nearly six boundary layer distances
wide. With gaps smaller than about eight boundary layer widths separation it is no
longer appropriate to consider the disturbance as two interacting waves and a look
at the perturbation streamlines indicates that the two vorticity centers have merged.
Physically however the instability still has its energy source in the two inflectional
points of the velocity profile perpendicular to the roll axis. Further decreasing the
gap size greatly reduces the mean shear associated with the inflectional velocity
profile. This results in the critical Reynolds number shooting up fast. In fact for

gaps of less than one boundary layer thickness a new linear instability, namely that
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associated with the nearly Poiseuille velocity component, occurs. Not only is this
instability subcritical but there are finite amplitude effects such as bursts which
will dominate the stability of the flow at lower Reynolds numbers and thus larger
gaps. This must be taken to account with gaps less than about two boundary layers
across.

The stability analysis herein treats narrow-gap Ekman flow in terms of a parallel
shear flow model. The local velocity profiles are used in the Orr-Sommerfeld / Vertical
Vorticity equations which are coupled through rotational terms. The validity of this
approach requires that certain assumptions be met and while these conditions are
not very restrictive it is best to be clear as to the approximations that are made. In
the previous chapter the narrow-gap velocity profiles were determined as a power
series in the Rossby number. The leading term is the solution at infinity, i.e. it is
approached far enough from the center of the rotating disks. It would be a solu-
tion for the problem of a pressure induced flow between uniformly rotating infinite
parallel plates. In this idealization the parallel flow stability computation is exact.
Recall however that the narrow-gap Ekman profiles are dependent on the radial
distance from the disks center. The magnitude of the basic velocity profiles vary
inversely as the radial distance and are additionally altered in shape, a modification
whose magnitude depends on the inverse of the radial distance squared. Then in
terms of dimensionless parameters, the Reynolds number increases inversely as the
radial distance while the Rossby number increases inversely as the radial distance
squared.

A stability calculation that treats the local velocity profiles as though they were
uniformly extended throughout space is approximate on the grounds that it neglects
the change of the mean with position and thus requires that the flow change slowly.
By ‘slow’ it is meant that the change in the velocity field is small over distances

of the order of several disturbance wavelengths. Since the major interest concerns
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the small Rossby number region, all the restrictions are satisfied at large distances
from the origin. These conditions are experimentally achieved by working with a
large enough disk and focusing attention near the outer boundary. (For small gaps
the Rossby number correction may alter the small inflectional velocity component
and Rossby effects should be included.)

For viscous flow in a rotating boundary layer in which the fluid is incompressible
with constant density, the equations of motion are given by

dv

p P 2 ¢,
=-V=--2 v 1
5 ; NxVv+vViy (1)

V-V=0 2)

Equation [2.1] is the ‘Navier-Stokes’ equation for the momentum of the fluid when
viewed in the non-inertial frame of reference in which the observer moves with the
constant angular velocity kQ of the physical system. Thus the left hand term rep-
resents the acceleration of the fluid which is balanced by (respectively) a pressure
gradient, the Coriolis force, and the viscous dissipation. The density, p, is also
assumed to be a constant however it should be clear that an additional set of equa-
tions relating temperature with density stratification could be included to make
the analysis that follows more generally applicable to atmospheric circulation (c.f.
Brown). These equations are the starting point of this paper. The following con-

2
balance with the radial pressure gradient and the gravitational force (which is also

vention should be mentioned. The centrifugal force ) x(a X r)=-V (“—'2-) is in

conservative) is balanced by the hydrostatic pressure so they have been combined
with p in (1) so that p is actually the reduced pressure. As a matter of convention
and in keeping with Lilly’s notation we consider a rotation of the coordinate axes
through an angle ¢, counterclockwise, bringing the y-axis into alignment with the
direction of wave propagation. Surfaces of constant phase then lie parallel with the

x-axis so that derivatives of the perturbed quantities vanish along this direction,
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i.e. 2% — 0. Under this transformation;

az’
'\ [ cose sine T
y' /] \ —sine cose y
The Ekman boundary layer profiles then become Ug = (cose — e™% cos(z + €)) and
Ve = (—sine+ e *sin(z + ¢€)). Both V and Vg satisfy (1)-(2). Subtracting
Ve VVE +v”7E +20kx V=1V Vg (3)

—_

V-Vg=0 (4)

from (1)-(2) with V=Vgs+ v yields,

a ;;* - —k —k —_— —k %k
E—-*‘VE‘VU + v 'VVE+U Vv -+
vg* +20kx T =0V? T (5)
V.-v'=0 (6)

The linear theory is obtained by ignoring products of perturbed quantities. In

component form, with the Reynolds number R = VTD , this reduces to

%%* + VE%* + w*égf = +%v* + % %;3‘2—* + %2;'}*) (7)
Ve v 0 2 LB O (®
2 vl ST e SN

g_:‘ + 2o (10)

with the perturbation boundary conditions, u* =v* =w* =0 at z = £H for the

finite gap problem. For the semi-infinite problem the perturbation velocities vanish

u* =v*=w*=0 at z =0 and a zero stress condition is applied at infinity so
* *
gu” = %" —y* =0 at z=0c0.

18



The two dimensional incompressibility condition allows for the introduction of

a streamfunction potential for which

v' = —8—16* w' = @—*
9z "~ 8y

A vorticity equation is formed by cross differentiating (5-6), and with

(11)

g = (g—’:' — g{‘) the perturbation equations take the form:

9" 8¢ .dVy 209u’ 1 9% o
ot "VPa, "V 4z " Ra: TGy tan) (12)

ou* ou* dUg 2 ., 1 90%" o%u’
Vet _wTE_ 2,

o Ve, v TR TR GE T )

A linear eigenproblem is obtained by the substitution of the normal modes

(13)

P* = p(2)elv= | y* = p(z)e*@=°t)  which represent vorticity waves trav-
eling along the y-axis in the form of longitudinal rolls. Note that the presence of
a mean velocity along the roll axis gives the perturbation a ‘helical’ (streamwise)
component. Here « is the wave number and ¢ = ¢, + t¢; is the complex phase

speed. This results in the following boundary value problem:

0s
e —2a2p + a* —iaR[(VE — ¢) (@ — oPp) — f}Ecp] +24=0 (14)
Z},—azu—iaR[(VE —c)u+UE¢l—2<b =0 (15)

v

The boundary conditions become ¢ = ¢ = 4 =0 at 2z = £H for the
narrow-gap case. For the semi-infinite Ekman layer the boundary conditions are
p=¢=p=0at z=0 and p =@ =4=0 at z= 0o, where ‘"’ signifies g—z.

This is an appropriate place to mention some of the more basic properties of
the stability equations. For a unidirectional parallel shear flow without rotation
the linear stability analysis leads to the Orr-Sommerfeld (O S) equation for the
streamfunction, (that portion of Equation (14) which is overbraced). The theo-

rem of Squire states that a minimum critical Reynolds number is obtained for two
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dimensional waves propagating in the direction of the flow. Moreover it provides
a transformation from the linear three-dimensional stability problem at a higher
Reynolds number to an equivalent two-dimensional stability problem at a lower
Reynolds number with an identical spectrum. For three dimensional waves, that
is waves whose phase varies along both coordinate axes, still without rotation, a
complimentary equation for the longitudinal velocity (the underbraced portion of
equation (15) ) needs to be included. However it can be shown that the homogeneous
operator of the longitudinal velocity (£LV) equation has no unstable modes, and thus
the Orr-Sommerfeld equation can first be solved and then used to determine the
forced response of the longitudinal velocity. Note that the forced response of the
longitudinal velocity increases proportionally with the Reynolds number. There are
modes of the longitudinal velocity equation which are only weakly damped which
allows for the possibility of ‘direct resonance’ with modes of the Orr-Sommerfeld
equation should two or more eigenvalues of these operators be equal or nearly so
(see D.J. Benney & L.H. Gustavson or T. Akylas and Benney). For a one wave
system an equivalent set of independent variables are the vertical velocity and ver-
tical vorticity, which are just scalar multiples of the streamfunction and longitudinal
velocity. But the formulation in terms of vertical vorticity also carries over to more
general systems of waves for which there is no preferred coordinate system which
permits a streamfunction. In the presence of uniform rotation the Orr-Sommerfeld
equation and longitudinal velocity equation are weakly, O(%) , coupled. (the im-
portant term is 24 in Equation (14), while the term —2¢ in Equation (15) is
only of minor significance). In Ekman flow the rotational coupling allows energy
to be efficiently supplied from the shear of the velocity component, Ug(z) , that
is parallel with the disturbance vorticity. This initiates a low Reynolds number,
Type II, instability that otherwise cound not be obtained. While the source of the

instability remains the mean inflectional velocity profile, Vg(z) , the induced helical

20



velocity component redirects the roll alignment and selects the wavenumber so as
to better utilize the power provided through the correlation u?¥(w?4)*(dUg/dz ).

For each value of R, ¢, € , (14-15) is an eigenproblem for the phase speed c.
The locus of points in (R, «, €) space for which an eigenvalue ¢ has a positive
imaginary part constitutes a region of linear instability, while the locus of points
in (R, a, €) space in which no eigenvalues have non-negative imaginary part
constitutes the region of linear stability which (providing the eigenfuctions form a
complete set) indicates that the flow is stable to all infinitesimal periodic waves.
These regions are separated by the ‘neutral surface’ on which ¢ has zero imaginary
part. This is illustrated in figure 2.6 (a-d) taken from D.K. Lilly.

The number of potentially realizable linear instabilities present in the system
will be equal to the number of local positive maxima in the growth rate function(s)
(aci)(e,) . At such points &(ac;) = Z(ac) = 0. Each maximum traces
a branch of the curve of greatest growth rate when parametrized by the Reynold
number. Intersection of each branch with the neutral surface occurs at critical
points (R, a, €)., corresponding to the onset of an observable instability.

For Ekman flow (semi-infinite gap) the Type II or ‘parallel’ instability occurs
first at a Reynolds number of 55, a wavenumber of .3, and with the phase velocity
.6, oriented -22 degrees counterclockwise from the geostrophic direction. The Type
I or inviscid instability has a critical Reynolds number of 115, and a corresponding
wavenumber of .5, and nearly stationary phase speed of .06, directed 8 degrees
counterclockwise from the geostrophic flow. By varying the wavenumber and wave
orientation the eigenvalue and eigenmode of a Type I and Type II instability can
be continuously transformed into each other.

In viewing the eignenfunctions of narrow gap Ekman flow, an important charac-

teristic to keep in mind is the ratio of the maximum magnitudes of the streamfuction

to streamwise velocity.
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Chapter 3. Parametric Expansions of Equilibrated Flow

The finite amplitude parametric scheme of Malkus and Veronis is applied to
determine the criticality of incompressible parallel shear flows with arbitrary ve-
locity profiles (U(z),V(z),0). The foremost examples for this study are Poiseuille
flow and narrow gap Ekman flow, however the analysis applies directly to a wide
class of other laminar flows. Some of the more prominent of which are the Blasius
boundary layer, flow over sweptback wings, Oceanic boundary layers, and flow over
rotating disks. The laminar velocity profiles over rotating disks (Kaufman et al.,
J.F.M. 1983) are in fact very similar to those of the Ekman boundary layer.

Of the various perturbation schemes, the Malkus and Veronis expansion (J.F.M.
1958) is the most efficient in determining the finite amplitude equilibrium near
criticality. Here the Reynolds number and phase speed are parametrized by the

equilibrium amplitude e. (e is strictly defined as the magnitude of the projection of

the wave on the linear eigenfunction). Then
R=R0+R162+R2€4+... (1)

c=co+ 1€ + co€* + ... (2)

where the constants R; and ¢; are determined by solvability conditions. The analyt-
ical structure of the equilibrium curve at the critical Reynolds number is obtained
with one set of calculations. Note that because the plan form is simply a plane wave
( as opposed to cells of hexagons or squares which occur in the study of convection)
the self-interaction does not result in a solvability condition and the parametric se-
ries depends only on the square of the amplitude. With i, = n(a2+42)%, the underlying
finite amplitude wave has the fourier representation

00
Z[¢n exp(maz+m/3y—d,.ct) +(*)]

n=1
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This representation is then substituted into the Navier-Stokes equations where the

eigenfunctions ¢; = (w;,n;) are further expanded as:

QSI(Z, R) = 6¢10(Z) + €3¢11(Z) + 65¢12(Z) + ... (3)
#2(2, R) = €2¢30(2) + €*b11(2) + ga(2) + ... (4)
bi(2, R) = ¥ dro(2) + €1 2r1(2) + i a(2) + ... (5)

The linear operator is a function of R, ¢, and the mean flow and so it to is developed
in powers of €2.

£R=£o+62£1+€4£2+... (6)

We have adopted the following notation. Let V be the velocity profile (U,V,0) and

a be the wave number vector (a, 3). Then define

En[ﬁ, a) =
(D2—(a3+82))2-R(iaU +iBV —ile)(D?—(a3+03))+ R(iaD3U +igD3V) -2D
R(iBDU—iaDV)+2D (D2 —(a?+82%))-R(iaU+iAV —ilc)
ﬁo[f, o) =
(D2 —(a?+p2))2-Ro(ialUo+ifVo—ilco)(D?—(a?+8%))+Ro(iaD?Uo+iB D3 Vo) -2D
Ro(i8DUy—iaDVo)+2D (D?—(a?+82))~Ro(iaUo+ifVy—ilco)
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and forn =1,2,3,...

LalV,a] =
n
Z[—Rk(a'aU,._HwV,,_k—uc,,_k)(D’-(a’+ﬂ’))+Rk(saD”U,,_niaD’V,._k)] 0
k=0
n n
) RL(iBDU,_x—iaDVa_y) D - Ri(iaUn_y+iBV,_k—ilcn—)
k=0 k=0

The eigenproblems that arise from the preceding development are ordered first
with respect to the harmonic component to which they contribute (the first sub-

script) and then according to the degree of the correction (the second subscript).

O(e) :

EO[{;, a]¢10 =0
O(e®) :
Eo{I_;, a]¢u = —E1[§,3]¢10 + (Nonlinear terms)
O(E2n+1) .
LoV, alp1n=—3 L[V, &]$1n ik + (Nonlinear terms)
k=1
O(€?)
Eo[f/:, Z—r:!]¢20 = (Nonlinear terms)
O(e¥n+?) ;

‘Co[‘;, 2—‘;!]¢2,n =-> Ek[‘j:, 2—&]¢2,n—k + (Nonlinear terms)
k=1
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‘Co[;, ma|dmo = (Nonlinear terms)

O(€2n+m) .

Eo[l_f‘, me)Pmn = — 9 ‘Ck[V, ma|pmn-i + (Nonlinear terms)

k=1
The bracketed ‘Nonlinear terms’ is meant to indicate all nonlinear terms that occur
in the particular problem. In practice they are determined by a coded algorithm
without having to write them out explicitly. (Appendix 1)

The expansion for the mean flow is given by:
Upm = Up + €2Uc = Upo + €?Ugy + €*Ups + . ... (7)

VM=V + Vo =Vo+ Vo1 + €'Voz +... (8)

To arrive upon the equations governing the mean flow it is convenient to introduce

a set of functions {P;} which operate on pairs of subscripted sequences. Take
A
Po(Ay, By) = A1oBio

Py(Ay, By) S (A10B11 + A11B1o)

A n
P, (A1, Bx) =Y A1;By s

1=0
For the steady mean flow,
d & . _d*m
Ra(g(ugwi + ulw;)) = 2v + )
d & d*v
Rdz('z:;(v,w, + v wy)) T+ e
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and in the notation above:

O(€?) :
- d «
Uoy + 2V, = ROE;(PO(ul,UH) + (%))
- d
Vo1 — 2Up = -ROIZ'(PO('UI, wi) + (*))
O(et") :
N nd o d
Uon + 2Vp, = Z Z R{E(Pn—j—i(uhw;) + (%))
j=11=0
. nnl g
VOn i ZUon = Z Z EE(Pn—j—i(vj’w;) + (*))
7=11=0

We will call the (R;,¢;) Linsted coefficients. (R;,c;) are found by taking the inner
product of the equation for ¢, ,, with the adjoint eigenfunction ¢l = (wlo,nl,) and

integrating between boundaries (the solvability conditions.) Thus
- n—1 —_
/(EO[V, a]dyn) dlodz = — > /(ﬂe{V, a]qﬁl,n_;)-¢l{8dz+/(Nonlinear terms)-¢'5dz
1=0

- /dn,n (LHV, ally) dz = 0. (9)

Here the adjoint operator is given as:
£T[V’a] =
(D2 =(a?+82))? - Ro(iaUo+iBVo—ilcs)(D? — (a®+82))+Ro(iaDUo +i8DVo) D (iaDVo—ifDUo)—2D

+2D (D?—(a?+B2))+Ro(iaUo+iBVy—ile])
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Some algebraic manipulation is performed and yields the formula for (R,,¢,), the

n-th Linsted coefficient.
R,.[f[—(ian+iﬁVo—s‘lco)(D2—(a’+ﬁ’))wlo'w10+(iﬁ[}o—ia"’o)wm‘qlo—(ian-HﬂVo—ilco)mo~nIO]dz]

+Cn[f[ﬂR0(D2—(02+ﬂ2))w10'w10+ﬂkon10'ﬂIO]dz] =

n—1
f[RO (iaUn+£ﬁVn)(D2—(&2+ﬁz))w10‘wto+ Z [Rk (I:aUn_k-f-iﬂV"_k —ilc,,_k)(Dz— (012+/92))]w10~w10
k=1
n—1 n—1
- Z (Ri(ialn g +iBVa_i)wio-wl,— Z (Ri(iBUn—k—$aVa_i)wion},
k=0 k=0
n—-1
Ro(iaU,.+€ﬁVn)n;oln10+Z (Re (s'aU,,_k+iﬁV,,_k—s’lc,,_g))moﬂ{o]dz
k=1

n—1
—Z f([Z;[;,t—x‘)d’l',,_;)'¢Iodz+f(Nonlinear tcrms)-d’godz
"

The ordering of the problems to be solved in this formulation is most easily discerned

as a tabular array diagramed as follows:

b ¢ b2 b5 b &5
o(1) $oo
O(e) | (Ro, o) é10
O(e?) ¢o1 $20
O(€*) | (RB1,c1) $11 30
O(ef) doz $n 40
O(€) | (Rz,c2) 12 31 50
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One proceeds in solving the problems for the related eigenfunctions from left to
right across each row and continues on to the next row down. At O(e*"*!) the
n-th Linsted coefficient is obtained. The diagram for the parametric expansion is
identical to the one given in Herbert for Stuart-Watson theory (where we have only
replaced the Landau constants by the Linsted coefficients).

The actual numerical calculation of the Linsted coefficients is easier to do in

matrix form, with the linear operator divided up into four parts.

£[Va a] =
[ori) —Re(iaUn_g+iBVa_k—ilen_) (D2~ (a®+8%))+ 2, Re(ialn_k+iBVn_4)| 0
n o Ri(iBUn—r~iaVa_s) R —Ri(iaUn—k+iBVa— ~ilca—)
[-(iaUo+iBVo—ileo) (D2~ (a3+82))+(ialo+iBVo)| 0
+R,
(iBUo—iaVo) —(iaUo+iBVo—ilco)

+Roil(D?~(a2+6%)) 0
+¢n

0 + Rosl

—Ro(iaUn+iBVa) (D2~ (a?+5%)) 0

0 —Ro(taUn+18V,)

One final technical point; the adjoint equation need never be solved for. (R,,c,)

can be more accurately determined through gaussian reduction and elimination.
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Table 1. LINSTED COEFFICIENTS

POISEUILLE FLOWt a = 1.02
i R; Ci
0 5772E+04 | .2639E+00
1 -.1676E+08 | .2683E+03
2 .8278E+12 | -.8600E+07
3 -4434E+17 | .4358E+12
4 2673E+22 | -.2597E+17

twith the normalization w(0) = 1

01 L

.008 |- -
.006
.004

.002

.000
5000

5200 5400 5600

Re
Figure 1: THE FIRST FOUR APPROXIMATIONS : POISEUILLE FLOW

5800 6000
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Table 2.1 LINSTED COEFFICIENTS

NARROW GAP EKMAN FLOW

GAP=20. GAP=6.0 GAP=4.0 GAP=25
i R ¢ R; ¢ R; c R ¢
0 .5437e2 .5833e0 .3476e2 | .4580e0 | .5333e2 | .2571e0 | .2044e3 | .0729¢0
1 .3689e5 | -.9229e2 | .4940e4 |-.1971e2 | .2359e4 | .2059e0 | .4686e4 | .1916el
2 .5671e8 | -.1887e6 | .1265e7 | -.5314e4 | .1603e6 | .2272e2 | .1958e6 | .7329¢2
3 .1087el12 | -.4173e9 | .3913e9 | -.1699e7 | .1380e8 | .1642e4 | .8255e7 | .3791e4
4 || .2372e15 | -.9789e12 | .1333e12 | -.5961e9 | .1330e10 | .1334e6 | .1740e9 | .2442e6

Table 2.2 MARGINAL WAVE CHARACTERISTICS

NARROW GAP EKMAN FLOW

GAP = 20. | GAP = 6.0 | GAP = 4.0 | GAP = 2.5
R, 54.37 34.76 53.33 204.4
Cer .5833 .4580 2571 0780
wave no- 30 40 75 2
wave angle
e —20.° —5.0° 7.5° 36.°
normalization | 4(—8)=1.| w(0.)=1. | w(0)=1. | n(.5) =1
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Figure 2: THE FIRST FOUR APPROXIMATIONS : GAP = 20.

1 — T T T T
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Figure 3: THE FIRST FOUR APPROXIMATIONS : GAP = 6.
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Figure 4: THE FIRST FOUR APPROXIMATIONS : GAP = 4.
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Figure 5: THE FIRST FOUR APPROXIMATIONS : GAP = 2.5
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Chapter 4. Weakly Non-Linear Theory: Stuart-Watson Expansions

Linear theory can account for the initial development of a wave disturbance
under the approximation that it represents an infinitesimally small perturbation of
the basic flow. If exponential growth is predicted the latter assumption soon fails to
hold and nonlinearity must be accounted for. The nonlinear expansions applied to
this problem have been developed by J.T. Stuart and J. Watson in related papers
(J.F.M. 1960). In this approach the Reynolds number is fixed and the evolution
of the wave is followed in time until an equilibrium state (if one exists) is reached.
Stuart’s expansion takes the form of a series in the wave amplitude with the linear
growth rate ac; treated as order A? . The original conjecture, due to Landau, gave
the first terms of the initial departure of the wave disturbance from equilibrium
as dA/dt = ac;A + kA*A*. The implications of the Stuart-Landau equation are
easily grasped. If Re{k} < 0 and ¢; > O an initially infinitesimal disturbance
will undergo exponential amplification in accord with the linear theory. This will
be altered as the wave amplitude becomes small with the resulting finite amplitude
equilibrium given by |A|fq = —so0y - If ¢ and Re{k} >0 the equilibrium state
is unstable and small perturbations will lead to instability if they are larger than the
threshold equilibrium amplitude. This latter situation is referred to as subcritical.
The constant k is commonly known as the Landau constant. For high Reynolds
number parallel shear flow, Herbert has shown that many terms in the expansion
need to be computed to achieve reasonable quantitative agreement with the ana-
lytical solution. In both the single and two wave expansions the same procedure is
adopted. A nonlinear perturbation equation is obtained from (2.1) and (2.2). The
perturbed quantities are decomposed into a spatial mean and periodic part. The

periodic part is represented as a fourier series and the resulting equation for each
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harmonic are subject to an expansion in the wave amplitude, which is considered

to be a slowly varying function of time.

The Single Mode Expansion.

The nonlinear perturbation equations are:
8u*+ 6u*+ .OUEg v,au*+w*au* _ 2
ot dy oz dy 8z R
av* ov* Vg ,ov” Lov" dp* 2

v R

+ SRLAZ S L TR WL I
At Eay 9z Ay 3z 9y R 8y ' 022
ow* ow* ,ow® dp* 1 0%w* SQ*w”
% Ty Ve =5 TrlGeE taa)

These give rise to the nonlinear vorticity equations:

a¢” o€ L dVg ¢ B¢ 20w 1 9% 0%

§+VEa_y —w' +v53—/ twi~ = o +§(5&; +ﬁ) (4)
au*+ _aﬁ*_ *dUE+v*a_u*+u)*21£* B zv*_{_i(@*—*_@*) (5)
at " 'EBay VY T4z 3y 8z R T ROy " 822

The streamwise velocity and vorticity perturbations are further decomposed into a
mean and a fluctuating part, so that u* = &+u' and €* = £+¢' where the overbar
indicates the averaged component and the prime the fluctuating part. Substitution
of these into (4.1-3) and taking the average of the equations over a wavelength in

the y direction results in the equations for the mean flow distortion:

9¢ = a¢ 06 20m  10%
ot Voy TV 3z " Roz  Roz (6)
?_E_{._ ,§_1¢_'+w,6_1z_’__2__+_1_§f§ (7)
at ' ' By 9z R’ Roz
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Subtraction of the mean flow equations above from the perturbation equations yields

the equations for the periodic part of the disturbance:

%ft' (Va+v+v) +w3(fz+£+€')

— Egﬂ + l(azel + 626')
" R3z R'8y* 922

ou'

Bt dy

zv,+ 1,0% '+82u')
R " R'3y* ' 922

oF
dz

' F]
. +(VE+v+v)——+w—(UE+u+u')—v’

8u'

Bz

It is easier to work with the mean flow velocity components obtained by averaging

(4.1-3) and these are:

o1 N du'w' 21_) N 1 8%
ot 82z R R 022
ar)+aW_ 2_+1821‘)
a " 8 ~ R T Roz?

Now the fluctuating quantities are %f periodic and so

= 3 (unle )9 4 ()

3
-

"y
I
M8

(fn(z,t)eina(y—c't) + (*))

3
1
[
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Thus each term in the fourier series will satisfy a component equation:

: (U + 1)

7]
—tac,u; + h +1a(Ve + 0)u; + 2tavjus — taujvy + wy

ot
. Oug N Ju; 1 %uy

— 2
+wla w az—E(ZUI-—aul-i-azz)
) du ) _ . 7} _ du
—2iac,ug + EZ + 2ia(Vg + v)us + taviu; + wza(UE +a) + wl—é—z—l
1 2 8211,2
= E(ng —4a Uy + 922 )

—tac, &) + % +ia(Ve + 0)é1 + 2iav; & — taklve + w1 (§E + §)

ot
.06 o& Ou, o 3261
Ty, +w26z_R28 G+ 3.7)
& 0 0&;
—2tac, &y + —= 3¢ + 2ia(Vg + 9) € + tav & + w2 o (fE + &) + wy—= s
_ 6114 2 2 2
- 705 e

With the equations for the mean flow distortion becoming:

317,+__6( wy + ujw; + wouy + wius) 2‘-{-182ﬂ
u w Wotly) = —0 + — ——
9t T g (Wi T U Wi Wally + Waltly) = BV oy
av a * * * * _ 2 _ 1 6217
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(14)
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A stream function can be introduced for each harmonic such that

32 62

£ = (“05 +5—2‘)¢ £ = (—a2+£2—)¢2

(4.14-15) can now be revised to,

a 2 2
(—tae, + 8t)( s 2——)1/)1 +ia(Veg + 9)(—a® + —g—z)d)
Y] d? 0,

—2ta—— 3, (—40? + ———1,112) + za—éz—(—- of + )¢1 + zatpl (VE + v)

a2 o du, o2

. .0 )
—zawlé;(—‘lazﬁ-g;)wz +2zadzz£(—— )d)l = (2———+(—a + — 357

- 5o

(18)

2
(—2iac, + )( —4a? + & )¢2+21a(VE+v)( —4a? +682)¢'2

) 9? o? a 8?
—za—;?(—az + @)’/’1 2za¢2( (VE + ) + zadzl (—az2 + —z—)tlJl

Bug

R(2—6—+( —4a’ + 22)211)2) (19)

with similar changes to (4.12-13). The Stuart-Watson ordering, in the form of a

separable solution, is given to order A% by:

Y1(2,t) = A(t)g1(2) + A (t) A" () bur(2) + o(A4”) (20)
ha(2,t) = A*(t)¢(2) + o(A*) (21)
ur(z,t) = A(t)a(2) + A*(8) A" (t)sna (2) + 0(4°) (22)
uz(2,t) = A*(t)p2(2) + o(A*) (23)
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The first mean flow correction occurs at order AA* so that,
u(z,t) = AA*L(2) + o( AY) (24)

v(z,t) = AA*D(2) + o(AY) (25)

With the slow time dependence of the wave amplitude given by

% = ac;A + kA®A* + o(A%) (26)

the leading order problem is complete and seen to be consistent. The formal sub-
stitution of (4.18-26) into the equations for the harmonic components results in a
corresponding problem at each order of A .

The Linear Problem:

(—a? + a%:;) ¢1 —1aR(Vg — ¢)(—a® + ai;—)m zaRd)la Ve + 2%%:— =0
(—a? + ;22);11 —1aR(Vg — ¢)u1 — zaR¢1a—Uf - 26;;1 =0
The Problem at O(A?):
(—4a? + aéz—z) $2 — 2iaR(VEg — c)(—4c? +3 & )¢2 +2sz<;l$2a Ve 2%3
= iaBt 2 (~at + 2t - iaR 2 (ot + Ly,
(—4a® + g;)ug —2iaR(Vg — ¢)u; — 2iaRe, aU;E — 2%‘%

E
—iaR—i’S—‘m + iaRqsla—"—‘
o0z oz
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The order AA* Mean flow distortion:

. 32‘
2Rac;i + zaR (9161 — bid1) = —28 + a—z-';-
o'n
2Raceﬁt + 205R (/L1¢1 [Ll(]s;) =20+ 5;:7
The Problem for Landau’s Constant:
92 92 v, o
(——a + ——) ¢11 — 1aR(Vg — c)(—-a + ————)4)11 + zaRqSu E +2 Hu _
022 022 dz
. 21/ ¢1 . 82
R(iap + k)(—a + —¢1 zaR¢1—— — 2taR—— £y (—4a* + —6—2-)¢
342 2 5 941
-HaRa— —a?+ )¢1 7 R¢1a (—4a? + ——-)qb2 + 2taR¢y(—a® + 2 2) 3,
oU o
(—-a + ——)/lu - zaR(VE — C)Mn — laRd)n E_ 2 ¢11 =
dz oz
8_
R(iap + k)p, + iaRd) 6¢1 4)2

'lr

—iaR4! "’+2 R¢2

These systems of differential equations can now be solved in the following manner.
The linea;’ eigenvalue problem is first solved and the resulting eigenfunction substi-
tuted into the inhomogeneous terms on the right hand side of the order A% , and the
mean flow distortion equations. Now the linear operator for the order A% problem is
not singular if (2¢, ¢) is not an eigenvalue of the homogeneous problem. The homo-
geneous operator associated with the order AA* mean flow distortion contains only
an exceptional set of eigenvalues (Davey 1978). The solutions of these equations
are therefore obtained by inverting their corresponding operators. Having obtained

these solutions the inhomogeneity of the order A2A* problem is determined up to
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the unknown Landau constant, k. The differential operator is identical with that
of the linear problem (that is the linear eigenfuction is a homogeneous solution).
The Landau constant is therefore determined by the Fredholm alternative, which
requires that the inhomogeneity be orthogonal to the adjoint eigenfunction of the
homogeneous problem. The adjoint system (c.f. Ince) to (2.13-14), with respect to
the inner product (f,g) = [;° f-g*dz is given by:

9? EL U
2 2 . * 2 . E
(—a + ﬁ) X -+ NIR(VE - C )(—a + ‘8‘?))( + zaR—a;—N
. _OVgdx 0N _
TR s T8 =0 (27)

Bx__

92
A2 et . ¥ _9 A _
(—a? + 6z2)N +itaR(Vg — c*)N 282 (28)

together with the boundary conditions x = x= N =0 at z=0,and x =% =

N =0 at z= oo . The Landau constant can be given explicitly as

Joo{(I) - x* + (1I) - N*} dz

k =
& (Ex T uN)dz (29)
where the linear eigenfunction has been normalized by
maz(sup ¢(z),sup u(z)) =1 (30)
and with
. o dw . T
(I) = (—tavéy + za¢1§§ + 2tad & —tadé] +iad € — 2iadqd])

(IT) = (—icbp; — iapif + 2iadiu, — iauids + iad;jin — 2ada)

48



Table 3.1 LANDAU CONSTANTS

NARROW GAP EKMAN FLOW

GAP W“}}I‘;’;‘;f;"c°nd o h%‘lthean Landan

Correction Constant
L5 |l (-1.0697,2.0220) | (.0983,-.1520) (-.9714,1.870)
1.8 (-.6342,.46687) | (.1005,-.1112) (-.5337,.3557)
2.0 (-.5922,-.6490) | (.1354,-.1123) | (-.4568,-.7613)
2.2 (-.6315,-2.164) | (.1932,-.1241) | (-.4383,-2.2881)
2.5 || (-.5789,-.4.5277) | (.1354,-.0942) | (-.4435,-4.6219)
4.0 | (-1.2458,-.7405) | (.3391,-.01388) | (-.9067,.7544)
10.

(-2.3420,5.2265)

(.2293,4.1977)

(-2.1127,4.0348)
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Chapter 5. WNLTs and Secondary Instability

We want to compare the weakly non-linear theories (WNLTs) and secondary
instability. The weakly non-linear theories start with a basic mean flow. The
theories account for first non-linear effects of one or several waves each of which is
nearly marginally stable. The physical effects that these theories incorporate are (1)
a mean flow distortion, (2) the generation of harmonics, (3) a correction to the linear
wave speed, and (4) a modification of the linear eigenstructure. The computations
show that the mean flow distortion predominates over the generation of harmonics.
Poiseuille flow is subcritical because the Reynolds stress exerted by a small but
finite amplitude wave destabilizes the mean toward the growth of the wave. Thus
an equilibrated mean -wave field exists below the linear critical Reynolds number.
Similarly Ekman flow is supercritical largely because the Reynolds stress exerted
by a finite amplitude wave stabilizes the mean toward the growth of the wave.
For viscous shear flow, the linear eigenproblem (the Orr-Sommerfeld equation) is
singular with a critical layer of thickness (aR)~!/3. In using the method of amplitude
expansions the initial growth rate, ac;, should be small compared to the dimensions
of the critical layer. If the basic mean flow has more than one linearly unstable
mode, Figure 5.1, the WNLTs can account for the wave interactions, that one
would naturally anticipate, along the lines of (1)-(4) above. (Chapters 6-8).

The 3-D instability of the kind considered here (Chapter 9), Figure 5.2, results
from a secondary instability to a finite amplitude wave field. The secondary insta-
bility does not occur without the presence of the primary wave, which serves to link
the fourier modes of the secondary instability. This permits the 3-D eigenstructure
to assume a form capable of rapid linear growth. In the language of the WNLTs
the important consideration is the modification to the secondary eigenstructure
that a primary wave of given amplitude effects. This is perhaps best illustrated

in Poiseuille flow where calculations show that the eigenvalue of the secondary in-
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stability is accurately determined by a three mode representation, consisting of a
downstream roll and two complimentary oblique waves. Squires theorem precludes
the possibility of a linearly unstable downstream roll (which would be essentially
sinusoidal, i.e. the solution of a forth order constant coefficient O.D.E.). The ex-
istence of the primary transverse 2-d wave locks the oblique wave mode to the
downstream component. The downstream mode is altered near the boundary (in-
side the viscous sublayer) by coupling with the oblique mode (see Figure 9.2, on
page 92). A small but finite 2-d wave amplitude is sufficient to link the down-
stream and oblique components into a rapidly growing 3-D perturbation. Strong
growth results because the downstream mode is very effective in generating power
via the correlation u3?(w34)*(dUys/dz). A preferred spanwise wave number and the
phase speed for the 3-D instability are determined from maximal linear growth rate
arguments.

We also wish to distinguish between finite amplitude procedures and asymp-
totics. In the asymptotic analysis one chooses a physical scale as a small parameter
and usually expands in ‘slow’ and ‘fast’ variables. The difference in scales reflects
the characteristics of the various processes that occur. The physical situation we
have in mind is the interaction of waves ensuing secondary instability. The interac-
tion is between a finite amplitude wave and a small secondary perturbation. Here an
appropriate scale for the fast variables might be the derivative of the linear growth
rate of the secondary instability with respect to the Reynolds number, Lg%-nl R=R.y-
The wave properties such as phase velocity and wavelength are associated with the
fast time and small spatial scales while the wave envelopes have a large length scale
and slow time scale over which modulations can develop. The asymptotics captures
the physics in some small neighborhood of parameter space. In contrast what is
implied by a finite amplitude expansion is a well defined and extendible procedure
by which the equilibrium solution can be explicitly computed to arbitrary accu-

racy. The Malkus & Veronis finite amplitude expansion does just this, providing
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an algorithmic framework in which the Reynolds number and the phase speed are
parametrized as functions of the equilibrium amplitude. The asymptotics reveals
the stability of this equilibrium and the nature of small departures from it. Con-
sistency is very important and the governing asymptotic equations are no longer
valid once any of the neglected terms becomes significant or whenever the scaling
assumptions no longer apply. Thus if the wave amplitude becomes large enough
the higher order nonlinear terms not only become important but will dominate the
physics and asymptotic equations which neglect these terms cannot be applicable.

Largely because of the singular character of high Reynolds number flow the finite
amplitude expansions have a very limited range of convergence. Pade summation
(T. Herbert, JFM 1983) will accelerate the convergence of the series. Shanks trans-
formation (Sen et al., JFM 1983) even gives the ‘correct’ (analytically continued)
sum of the series beyond its first singularity. But both of these procedures require a
large number of terms to be computed with high accuracy (to ensure numerical sta-
bility). For Poiseuille (subcritical) flow the upper stable branch of the equilibrium
curve remains inaccessible.

H. Zhou (1982) has considered a method that combines a fourier mode integra-
tion with a modified Stuart-Watson amplitude expansion. Alternatively it seems
possible to expand about a previously obtained finite amplitude equilibrium in a
stepwise fashion. (What might appropriately be called “Integrating with Malkus
& Veronis”.) The crucial factor is that the eigenfuction in which one expands is
changed. At each step the new equilibrium flow is calculated and the expansion is
developed using the eigenfunction generated by the new mean field. This procedure
was suggested by Meksyn & Stuart where in the limit of large Reynolds number the
value of (U"(2)/U'(2))|:=2, evaluated at the critical level (where U(2) — ¢ = 0) is
what needs to be updated along the neutral curve. Moreover that the equilibrated
finite amplitude eigenfunction differs in shape only slightly from the linear eigen-

function (as has been pointed out in some ongoing research of W.V.R. Malkus) is
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indicative that a more efficient perturbation scheme might be developed in which
one stretches the cross stream coordinate.

Obviously any valid asymptotic theory will match first finite amplitude results.
Here it will be instructive to display the relationship between the lowest order
results obtained via the the Malkus-Veronis finite amplitude scheme and those from
the Stuart-Watson asymptotic technique. For the critical Reynolds number, R,, at
which marginal stability occurs the real part of the Landau constant, k,, is related

to the first Malkus-Veronis coefficient R; by the formula:

Ry (222) lac, = Rethslann) ()

i

" Af;)/‘dc? /c/j‘#'

Figure 5.1 In Ekman flow there are two linear unstable waves.

— /"?e/rm /5/5 ad
Figure 5.2 For the ‘3-D’ instability there is no critical
Reynolds number without the primary finite amplitude wave
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Chapter 6. The Two Wave Interaction

The evolution of many physical systems involve successive instabilities upon an equi-
librated secondary state. In the case of the Ekman boundary flow two wave modes
are linearly unstable over a given range of the Reynolds number. The presence of
more than one unstable wave disturbance enriches the possible dynamic behavior
that can be expected. One purpose of the asymptotic analysis is to qualitatively
characterize the observable dynamics in a neighborhood of criticality. In itself this
provides insight into the nature of the system under study. Furthermore if one
is fortuitous, the prediction has a range of validity that extends well beyond any

rigorously justifiable domain.

The physical situation considered is the simultaneous growth of the two Ekman
wave modes upon an undisturbed Ekman flow. It should be pointed out that this
may be different than the evolution of a wave system consisting of one pre-existing
finite amplitude wave subject to the onset of a second wave if the magnitude of the

finite amplitude wave is sufficiently large.

The new effects introduced into the problem consist of wave-wave interactions.
In addition to the previously considered wave-mean flow effects the two waves cou-
ple to produce overtones which interact with both waves and mean flow. A stream
function can no longer be introduced to simplify the computations. These complica-
tions can be overcome in a fairly straight forward generalization of the single mode
case albeit, the computational work becomes somewhat more involved. The nonlin-

ear perturbation equations must now contain variations along all three coordinate

axes and so assume the form:
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ou” ou* ou* oUg dp* 2 1
—_ —_ V — L S - _ ¥ i X2, *
ot TUsg TVEg, TV TSiT 5 TRV TRV (1)
ov”* av” ov”* LOVE _opr 2, 1_,.,
En +UE$ +Van +w 9z + Sy = By —Eu +RVU (2)
ow” ow” ow” ap* 1
v S Vi -2 ~ vyt
gy +UE31: + an + Ss3 3z +R w (3)
where we have used the notation (from Benney and Gustavson)
a *\2 a * % a * o %
Sl—gg(u) +-6—y—(uv )+az(uw)
a * % a *\2 a * ok
Sg—ﬂuv)-f—gg;(v)-i-az(vw)
a %k a * % a %\ 2
Sl—a;(“‘ll))‘*‘ay(vw )+az(w)

In addition the incompressibility equation will be

ou” + ov* + ow”
oz dy 3z
The perturbation equations (6.1-3) can be reduced by taking the laplacian, A , of

=0 (4)

(6.3) and eliminating the pressure. When normal mode solutions are sought the
resulting linearized boundary value problem is the Orr-Sommerfeld equation of the
preceding section. The complimentary equation for the vertical vorticity is obtained

by cross differentiating (6.1) and (6.2).

7] 0 7] dw* &2 ow”* §?
— +Ug—+Vg—)Aw'— — — Vg — — —
(at T Eoz * an) w dy 92z? E ™ 9z 922 F
82 32 6251 6282 2 617* 1 "
+ (5:;:7 + 5;5)53 "~ 8z8z dydz ROz * EAAw (5)

8 P 3 dw'd .  Ouw'd
7 g v iy Ly 9D
(Ge tUegz *Vegy)" + 57 3575~ 3y 2:UF

95, S, 20w’ 1, .
5z oy ~Ra; TERAT) (6)
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The velocity components are obtained from the relations,

du* OJv* dw’

5z Tay T @z (™
ou o 5
gy "9z " )

For the wave modes u* = 4(2)€e'(®**#) and v* = (2)€'(*>+A¥) (6.7-8) determine the

relationships,

i db .
= [z adz + B1) (9)
i dw
v = l—g(ﬂE; — af) (10)

with the wave modes n* = 7(2)e'(***#%) and w* = w(z)e'(®*>+¥) | where each fluctu-
ating quantity (i.e. u/,v',w' ) has a fourier series representation. In the two wave

interaction the coefficients assume the form (to leading order);

f(z,y,2,t) = (Afioco + A2A* f2100 + ABB” fio11)e(a, B, lic1r)

+(Bfoo10 + B®B* fooa1 + AA* B fi110)e(7, 6, Izcar)
(A? faooo)e(2ex, 28, 2l1c1,) + (B2 foozo)e(27, 26, 2lzca,)
+(AB frow0)e(a + 7,8 + 8,11¢1, + lacar) + (AB” froo1)e(a — 7, 8 — 8,l1¢1, — laca,)
+ (%) (11)

Here e(a, B3,l1¢1,) is a concatenation for efl®#+Av=licirt) while the subscripts on the
coefficients associated with the fluctuating quantity denote respectively the power
of the amplitudes A, A*, B, and B* which multiply it. (%) signifies the complex

conjugates of all terms which are explicitly given in the expansion.
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A typical expansion representing the product of two fluctuating quantities,

f(x,y,z,t) and g(x,y,z,t) is given by:

f(.'z:,y,z,t) * g(za Y, Z,t) = AA*flOOOQOlOO + BB*fOOlOgOOOI

+(A%A*(for0092000 + f200090100) + ABB*(foo1091001
+ fooo191010 + f101090001 + f100190010))€( e, B, l1c1y)
(AA* B(fi00090110 + fo10091010 + f101090100 + for1091000
(BzB* (f000190020 + foozogoom))e(% 6, 12c2r)
(A? fr00091000)€(20, 28, 2l1¢1,) + (B? foor090010)€(27, 26, 2l¢5,)
(AB(f100090010 + foo1091000))€(e + 7, 8 + 6, L1613, + l3¢2,)

(AB*(f100090001 + fooo191000))e{cx — 7, B — 8,l1¢1, — lzc2,)

(%) (12)
Averages are now taken over the x-y plane. The mean flow equations are:
au+a_%_,_2_+l62a (13)
a ez VT R'TR 922
v 4 —— 2 1 9%
— VW = — 2T — 14
ot T3:"Y T TR R (14)

The equations for the fluctuating quantities are obtained from (6.1-3) by subtraction

of the mean flow equations. We find

ou' ou' ou' 80Uy — ap' 2 1
_ _ Var— SI -8 = _-= P _v2 [ 15
gt TUMg tVug tvmtSi-S=-g gV rgvy  (19)
v’ v’ e ) VI — ap' 2 1oz,
i i _s=-_Z 16
gt TUMg, TVg, v E S - Si= o Uit VY (16)
duw' ow' ow' — ap' + Loz,

o v 2 =2 Lows (1
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with S} = Z(u)? + gy(uv) + 2 (w'w') and Uy = Ug + @ etc ... (6.15-17) admit

the vertical vorticity formulation,

P P ow' 8?2 ow' &
U Ve A — 22 Ly, 9w O
(8t + Moz + M3 ) 6y 922 M 9z 922
9 ., 'S5’ s, 20m" 1, A
(5 T 559% " 3705 " aye: — Rax T ROOV (18)
P} P P ow' 8 ow' 8
V, -
(57 t UM, * Vg ' + 50 5,V — 5, 3, UM
sy 988y 20w 1
*3z "oy " ®a: ROV (19)

Observe that (6.5-6) and (6.18-19) are rather identical in form. This is to be ex-
pected since n* and w* have zero mean. The nonlinear terms involving S;, Sz, Ss,
must now be computed in terms of the fourier and Stuart-Watson expansions of
n', and w’, a task that requires a formidable amount of labor even after symmetry
is exploited. The reader will be spared the details and the results will merely be
stated at the correct order where each term appears.

The amplitude equations relevant to the two wave interaction are the natural

extension of (4.23).

dA

— = hewA+ k1A®A + m;BB*A + o(A®, B2 A%, B*A)

dB 2 * 5 2R3 4
Ezlzcngﬁ‘sz B+m2AA B+0(B ,A B ,A B) (20)

As before the Landau constants k; and k, arise from the interaction of the mean
flow distortion with the fundamental harmonic as well as the self-interaction of the
fundamental on its second harmonic. The new features pertinent to the two wave
problem are the coupling constants m; and m; . These nonlinear modifications are
brought about through the interaction of each wave with the mean flow distortion
induced by the other remaining wave, and also the wave-wave interaction coupling

with the fundamentals.
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Again the main features of the amplitude equations are salient. For example
three new possibilities can arise; (1) Mode-mode suppression whereby the presence
of a first instability increases the apparent critical Reynolds number of the second
instability. (or mode-mode excitation wherein the first instability decreases the
apparent critical Reynolds number). (2) Intermittency with the waves alternately
dominating in close proximity of each other. (3) Transition from equilibrium to
unbounded growth (in which case the equations will ultimately fail to hold but may

still be useful in predicting the onset of a transition).

The fluctuating quantities are assumed to have the form of a fourier series rep-
resenting a two wave interaction. Thus
w' = wa,ﬁe(aa ﬂ,llclr) + w'y,é’e('ya 6: l2c2r)+
Wea20€(20, 20,2l 61,) + way25€(27, 26, 25¢,,)
wa+‘7,ﬂ+6e(a +7,8 +6,lic1r + lzczr) + wa—’y,ﬂ-—&e(a = 9,8 = 8,lic1, — lacay)

+ (%) (21)

n' = nage(a,B,lic1,) + nq5e(7, 6, l2¢2. )+
N2a,20€(20, 26, 2l ¢1,) + N2+,25€(27, 26, 202¢2,)
Natygrs€(a+ 7,8 + 6,161, + lac2y) + Ng—qg-se(a— 7,8 — 8,11¢1, — l3c3,)
+ (¥) (22)

where typically wep = (Awiooo + A2A*wa100 + ABB*wyo11) and the other coefficients
are given similarly in accordance with the appropriate generalization of Stuart-

Watson theory, equation (6.11).

Each fourier component then gives rise to a system of P.D.E.s. Corresponding

to ef(azthy—hieit) there results the set,
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[(_3_ +tlyery) +talUpy + z./BVM] (D* - (o + B?))wa,p

ot
A (2 . (2 2 1 2 | a2\)2
—1B3(D*Vm)wap — ta(D*Unm)wa s + EDna,p - E(D — (& + %)) wap
= < Non — Linear Terms > (23)

0 . . .
[(E + zzlclr) +ialp + zﬂVM] Na,p

. . 2 1
~1f(DUpm)wap + i DVpr)wa,p — B PWas — E(Dz ~ (&® + B*))Nass
= < Non — Linear Terms > (24)

with D differentiation with respect to z. Mean flow distortion occurs at leading

orders AA* and BB* and so,

@(z,t) = AA"u1100 + BB uoon; + o(A*, B*, A*B?) (25)

1—)(Z,t) = AA*‘UHOO + BB*‘Uoou -+ 0(A4, B4, AZBZ) (26)

Finally the ansatz of all this together with the amplitude equations (6.20) allows
for the ordering of the two wave problem in terms of the powers of the wave am-
plitudes. Collecting terms respective problems whose solution govern the temporal
evolution of the nonlinear two wave interaction can be formally stated. Ofcourse
the symmetry of the («, 8,4, 6) interaction requires that only the (a, 8) problem be
given. Again the solution of these equations proceeds in a fashion similar to that
for the single mode case. The homogeneous eigenfunctions are obtained and then
the mean flow corrections and the second harmonics are determined as a forced
response to the fundamental. The problem for the interaction of the fundamentals

presents no problem as long as (a1, 8 % 8,1;¢;, £ l5¢2,) is not an eigenvalue of the
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related homogeneous eigenproblem. The Landau constants and the coupling con-
stants are determined by the application of the Fredholm alternative. As before the
adjoint eigenfunction is orthogonal to the respective inhomogeneity and this com-
patibility condition is used for computational purposes. The adjoint eigenproblem,

with respect to the inner product < ¢,¢ >= [(¢ - 9¥*)dz , is given by

(D? — (a® + B%))*Y + (taUg + iBVg — ilic")(D? — (o® + %)%

]

+ 2(iaDUg + iBDVg) D + (iaDVg — iBDUgE)N — %DN =0 (27

S(D* ~ (@ + YN + (ials + iBVe ~ ihe')N + %sz 0 (28)

together with the boundary conditions ¥y = DY = N = 0 at z = 0 and ¢ =
D*) = DN =0 at z = oo . In the following statement of the two wave problem
the definitions I; = (a? + %)%, I, = (4% + 6%)'/? are in use. The coefficients
(e,9,1) and (f, h,j) are obtained from (s,t,r) by the transformations (o, 8,7, 68) —
(¢ =~,8—6,v,6) and (e, B,7,6) — (a+~,8 + 6, —, —6) respectively.

61



Stuart-Watson Expansion for the Ekman Boundary Layer

The Linear Problem O(A):

(D? - (a2 +8%)) 2 wi000— (iU +iBVE—ilic1) (D - (a®+ %)) w1000+ (18 D*VE+iaD Uk ) wiono

=

2
—_—— = 0
Rfllooo

1

=]

. } } ; 3 2
(D?*—(a®+8%))n1000— ('GUE‘HﬂVE—%1101)’71000—ta(DVE)wlooo-i-iﬁ(DUE)w1000+EDwmoo =0

The Second Harmonic O(A?):

1 . . . . .
E (D2 —4(a2+ﬂ2))21.U2000—(2iaUE+Zt ﬂVE—211101)(D2—4(a2+/92))w2000+(21ﬂD2VE+21aD2 UE)w2000

2
— 12000 = 2(D3w1000) w1000 — 2(D*w1000)( Dwiooo)

(D? - 4(a® + B*))n2000 — (2iaUE +2iBVE — 2il1¢1)n2000 — 26 ( DV i) w000 + 21 8( DU g ) w2000

x| -

2 ;
+§Dwzooo = —2(Dw1000)M1000 + 2w1000(Dn1000)

The Mean Flow Distortion O(AA*):

2
R D(u1000w0100 + u0100W1000) = 2v1100 + D*u1100

2
RD(v1000wo100 + vo100w1000) = —2%1100 + D*v1100
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The Interaction at O(AB):

%(DL (at7)2+(8+6)%))  wio10— (i(e+7)+ Ug+i(B+8)VE—i(lcr+azce) ) (D? — ((aty)*+(8+6) ) wioro
(8 + 8)DVip + i{a+ 7) D*Ur)wrono — oo =
$1(Dw1o00)wooto + 82( Dwo100) w1000 + 83771000W0010 + $470010W1000
t1(D*w1000) woo10 + t2(D*wi000) (Dwooto) + t3(D*woo10)wiooo + ta(D*woo10)(Dwiono)

ts(D?w1000)M0010 + te( Dwiooo)(Dnoo10) + t7(D*woo10)m1000 + ts(Dwooio) (Pn1000)

to(Dn1000)M0010 + t10(DNoo10) (1000) + t11woor0{ D 1000 + t12w1000{ DN0010)

—lé(Dz = ((@+ )%+ (B+6)*)mowo — (i(a+7)Ug +i(8 + 6)VE — i(lrcr + l2c2))m1010

. . 2
—i(a + 7)(DVEg)wiowo + (8 + §)(DUE)wio10 + EDuuow =
r1(D*w1000)woo10 + r2(D*wo100) w1000 + r3( Dw1000)m0010 + *4( Dwoo10)M1000

+r511000M0010 + réwoo10(n1000) + r7wio00(Dnoo1o)

The Problem for the Landau Constant O(A2A4*):

1 . ] ; . ] 2
E(Dz—(az+,32))2w2100—-(1aUE+1ﬂVE-11101)(D2—(a2+ﬂ2)wzmo+(1ﬁD2VE+10tD2UE)w21oo—Enzmo =
k1(D?—(a®+8?)) w100+ (1 cu1100+5Bv1100) (D2 — (2 +52)) wic0a—iB(D*v1100) w1000 —t { D ug 100 ) w1000
3
~(e® + B%)[3(Dworoo0)wz000 + §(Dwzooo)wo100]

=

1
(D3 w3000)wo100 + (D?wa000) (Dworo0) — (D*wor00)wa000 — §(D2w01oo)(Dw2ooo)]

N =

1 . . 5 ] ] 2
‘R‘(Dz —(a?*+8%))n2100— (1aUg+1 Vg —11161)772100—'Ot(DVE)wzuoo+iﬂ(DUE)w21oo+§Dwzloo =

k1n1000 + (fat1100 + £8v1100)M1000 + (Dv1100) w1000 — 8(Du1100) w1000

1 1
+[(Dwo100)M2000 — E(Dwzooo)flomo — wag00(Dno100 + §w01oo(Dflzooo)]

63



The Problem for the Coupling coefficient O(ABB*):

%(Dz ~ (a® + %)) wion — (1aUg +iBVE — il1c1)(D? — (o® + %)) wionr
+(i8D*VE + iaD*Ug)wion — %’71011 =
mi1(D?—(a®+8%))wiooo+(fauoor1 +iBvoo11) (D — (a? +8%) ) wioe0—1 B( D?voo11 ) w100 —t( DX ugo11 )wiooo
e1(Dw1001)woo10 + €2( Dwoo10)wico1 + €3171001Wo010 + €470010W1001
f1(Dwio10)wooo1 + f2(Dwooo1)wioor + f3nio10woo01 + f470001w1010
91(D%w1001)woo10 + 92( DX w1001) (Dwoo1o) + g3(D3woo10)wico1 + 94 (D*woo10)(Dwioor)
95(D*w1001)M0010 + g6(Dw1o01)(Dnoo1o) + 97(D*woo10)M1001 + 98(DPwoo10)(Dn1001)
gs(Dn1001)M0010 + 910(Dn0010)(M1001) + 911wo010(D*N1001 + g12w1001(D0010)
hy(D3w1010)woo01 + h2(D*wio10)(Dwooo1) + hs(D3wooo1)wio10 + ha(D*wooo1)(Dwioro)

ks (D% w1010)m0001 + he(Dwio10)(Dnovor) + hr( D wooo1)n1010 + he(Dwooor ) (Dn1010)

ho(Dn1010)M0001 + h10(DM0001)(M1010) + h11wooco1(D*n1010) + h12w1010(Dnooor)

1 . . .
E(Dz — (e® + ))nion1 — (1aUg + iBVE — ilic1)nion

—ta(DVEg)wion +1A(DUE)wion + %leou =
m171000 + (§atoo11 + 1Bvo011)M1000 + $(Dvoor1)wioon — #8(Duoo11)wiooo
i1(D*w1001)woo10 + f2(D*woo10) w1001 + #3(Dw1i001)Nooro + 14(Dwoor0)M1001
+1511001710010 + $6wo010(7N1001) + $7Ww1001 (DN0010)

J1(D*w1010)wooo1 + J2(D?wooo1)wio10 + J3(Dwio10)Mooo1 + Ja{ Dwooo1)N1010

+75m1010M0001 + Jewooo1 (M1010) + Frwio10(Dnooco1)
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The Coefficients of Non-Linear Terms:

s = s-(af+ 82— B5—an)(it+ %)
s2 = s (?+8)FP+8-868-a7)
s3 = s-(ab—pr)(v" +67)
sa = s (v8-ad)(c?+6%)
tr = —t-(a®+ 8 +ya+ B6) (4 + 6%)

ty =t (o®y + oy’ — a?6% + o B8 + af’y + 406 - B*4* + B%6 + 5257)
ts = —t- (v + 6% 4 ay + B8)(a® + B7)
ts =t-(a?y? — a?6? + ay® + 4aB6 + ably + B26% + By?6 + B8% — 47B%)
ts = t- (a®6 — o’ By + 2a%46 — 2a07* + 2a86% + af?6 — B3y — 24%45)
te =t - (20276 — 2a84% + 22867 — 2%+6)
ty =t (—20%48 + 2087 — a6 — 20862 — a8® + 2846 + By + B6?)
tg =t- (—2a°46 + 2a87® — 20862 + 28746)
to =t (—2a26% + 4afv6 — 2874%)
tio =t (—22286% + 4apBv6 — 28%~%)
tiu=t-(ab —v8)(y* + 6%
tiz=t-(y8 — ab)(a® + §*)
ri=r-(ab - B)(* + 6%)
ry =r- (87— ad)(a® + 6*)
r3 = —r- (a252 + 02’72 +a752 +a,73 +,3252 _'_ﬁz,yz +,B53 +,@572)
r4= —r- (a2ﬁ5+ a37+a252 +a2,72 + a,yﬂz +ﬂ252 +ﬂ2’72 +ﬁ35)

rs=r- (azﬂ'y + av?6 — a6 — ap?s + abd + ﬂ37i_ B6% — ,873)
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re =r- (o’ + B2 + 86 + ay) (v + 5?)

re=r-(y* + 8% + ay + B6)(a? + 47

with
(a+79)*+ (8 + 6)?
(a+7)%(B + 6)?
-1
(a? + B2)(+% + 62)
1
(a? + B%) (7% + 62)
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Four two wave computations: Ekman flow (semi-infinite case)

Re = 120.
€ = —-9.0
o] = .3

c1 = (.3928,.01957)
€ = 9.0
a; = .54
c; = (.07346,.00140)
ky = (—2.27,7.37)
k, = (—6.38,2.23)
m; = (—35.06, —8.26)
m, = (—7.81,—-3.09)

Re = 180.
€ = -2.0
a; = 4

c1 = (.2421,.0179)
€2 = 13.0
ay; = .55
c2 = (.0223,.01823)
k, = (—2.72,8.29)
k; = (—4.31,2.25)
m; = (—6.11,+3.17)
my = (—29.75,—3.37)

Re = 130.
€1 = —2.0
[ 37

¢ = (.2711,.00611)
€2=17.0
a; = .55
¢z = (.09709,.00592)
ky = (—7.08,5.21)
k; = (—6.37,1.58)
m; = (—19.63, —2.86)
my = (—25.03, —1.76)

Re = 220.
€1 = 0.0
o) = 3

¢ = (.2429,.0268)
e =13.0
a; = .55
cy = (.02296,.0248)
ky = (—5.06,9.06)
ke, = (—3.51,2.05)
my = (—8.16,+4.36)
mg = (—33.41,+1.39)




.30

i T | T
295 |
1B?| 15
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0 - - :
15
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A Hypothetical two wave interaction displaying intermittency.

dA

—; = 01234 + (—17.58,1.67)A*A + (—2.500, ~2.508) BB* A

% = .01229B + (—5.27,1.635)B*B + (—2.370,2.720) AA'B
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This memo might be read in conjunction with the photographic plates recorded
by A.J. Faller (Dynamics of Fluids and Plasmas, Pai Editor, 1966). The coupling
coefficients that have been calculated have large negative real parts. There are
numerically generated cases where the phase plane is divided into two parts, with
trajectories ending up either with (A,,,0) or (0, B,,} depending on initial condi-
tions. In other computations one wave will always suppress the other. That Type
II (parallel) waves suppress the first occurrence of the Type I (inviscid) wave is
supported by a good deal of evidence (Van Atta, J.F.M). Faller has also observed
regions of parameter space exhibiting intermittency of Type I and Type II waves.
Ideally this would be modeled in the analogous numerical computation. Although
no systematic attempt was made to include every likely two wave interaction this
behavior hasn’t so far been found numerically. It is however fairly easy to pick
coefficients for the model which exhibit this type of behavior. In Figure 6.1 ini-
tially linear waves grow along a path in phase space which comes too close to the
the unstable equilibrium point (Agg, Beg). After a large swing in amplitudes the
trajectory approaches the (attracting) limit cycle. The limit cycle displays rapidly
oscillating intermittent behavior, where the wave modes alternately predominate.

We mention some of the obvious features of (6.20). If the coupling coefficients
are small we expect the equilibration (Agg, Bgg) to be attained. The magnitude
of equilibration amplitudes depends only on the real parts of the landau and cou-
pling constants. If the coupling constants are large there needn’t be an equilibrium
point, where both A and B are non-zero. A necessary criteria for whether mode
A can suppress mode B is that azci; < Re{m:}|A.,|? , where the magnitude of
the equilibrium amplitude of A with B = 0is |A,|* = ay¢;1/Re{k;}. We leave as
an elementary puzzle for the interested reader the enumeration of all topologically

distinct dynamics of the two wave interaction with arbitrary coefficients.
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Chapter 7. Resonant Interactions

In this section we formulate two sets of model equations for discrete resonant
interactions and give the formulas for their coefficients. The analogy between weakly
nonlinear dispersive waves and hydrodynamic stability will be evident. In fact the
model equations have appeared in the context of deep water gravity waves (see Equ.s
3.6-3.9 in D.J. Benney (1962)). There is however a distinctive difference between
these two situations. The case of surface waves on a body of liquid is one of the
classical examples of inviscid irrotational flow. Conservation of energy implies the
existence of integrals of the motion and this is reflected in that the model equations
have real coefficients. The dissipative nature of waves in the boundary layer with
important viscous effects introduces complex coefﬁcieﬂts into the equations.

Figure 2-6 (D.K. Lilly, JAS 1966) gives some insight as to how the linear spec-
trum of basic Ekman flow develops with Reynolds number. This indicates which
resonant interactions are allowed (although we still want to know which are the
preferred interactions). The model set of equations whose coefficients we wish to
derive are for the resonant interactions (1) k;— 2k, +k3 =0 and w;—2w;+ws; =0
and (2) ki + ks + ks + k4 = w1 + wa + ws + wy = 0 . The first involves resonant
coupling between the second harmonic of wave two wiith the fundamental of waves
one and three. It is an asymmetric interaction in that wave two needs to be present
for resonance to occur. Waves two and three (or one) will generate wave one (or
three), but wave modes one and three will constitute a two wave interaction. The
resonant quartet interaction is symmetric in that the f)resence of any three modes
generates the forth. In general the time scale for an n — wave interaction is o(1/€")
(where € scales the characteristic wave amplitude) so that low order rather than

higher order resonances are likely to be the preferred mechanism when they exist.
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00 f*

Figure 1: Schematic dispersion diagram for Ekman flow

At Reynolds numbers of roughly 150 the class A mode which is most unstable
has characteristics a; = .3, ¢; = .4 and is oriented 10 degrees clockwise from
the geostrophic (0 degrees). The mode which corresponds to the maximal linearly
amplified class B mode has wavenumber as = .5 and phase speed ¢s = 0 and is
directed 10 degrees counterclockwise to the geostrophic. The wave whose second
harmonic resonates with these two modes then will have wavenumber o, = .4 and
phase speed ¢ = .15 and is directed approximately 2.5 degrees counterclockwise to
the geostrophic. A comparison of the above remarks with figure 2-6(c) shows that
the dispersion relation is nearly satisfied by a wave with these properties and indeed
this corresponds to a highly unstable wave mode ! In the case where wave A has
reached a finite amplitude the nonlinear dispersion relationship has more relevance.
However this would entail only a small adjustment of the actual wavenumbers and
frequencies of the resonating modes involved.

More generally if a class A mode a.lready‘exists (at a lower Reynolds number) it
should be possible to find a continuous set of resonant interactions of the form (1),
which are schematically represented by the three wave vectors. This follows because
of the trend to smaller phase speeds and larger wavenumbers for the most highly
amplified modes at a fixed angle to the geostrophic as the corresponding wave vector
is rotated counterclockwise. ( It should be pointed out that ‘direct’ resonances with
weakly damped modes are a possibility. We feel that in a supercritical flow attention

should be focused on the linearly unstable waves).
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Wave form at Reynolds number = 130
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This reasoning leads to the conjecture that resonances involving waves of class
A alone might occur for the right initial conditions and before class B waves become
unstable. This seems to be supported by the observations of Caldwell and Van Atta,
and is a more complex situation since a continuous set of wave vector pairs (ky, k)
can complete the triad with the most linearly unstable class A wave. The former
case in which both a class A wave and a class B wave are involved in a resonant triad
could very well be in keeping with the findings of Tatro and Mollo-Christenson. For

the triad interaction k; —2k; + k3 = w; — 2w, + w3 = 0 the model set of asymptotic

equations is:

dA

_CE = llA =+ A(m11|A|2 + m12|B|2 + m13|C|2) + nlec”‘

dB

Z = lzB + B(m21[A|2 + m22|B|2 + m23IC‘2) -+ TL2ACB* (1)
dC

E‘ = lsC + C(m31lA|2 + m32|B|2 + m33|C|2) + n3BzA*

The determination of the constants [;, + = 1,3 follows from the respective linear
eigenproblems. m;; are determined by the two wave interaction process; they are
either the Landau constants if ¢ = 5 or the respective coupling constants if 7 # 7.
This leaves n;, 1 = 1,3 to be computed. The associated problems at orders B*C

and AC B* are given on the following pages.
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The Problem at O(B*C*):

(D? — (& + B*))*wooz001 — (1@Ug + 1BVE — il1¢1)(D? ~ (a® + B%)wooz001

. . 2
+(:8D*VE + iaD*Ug)wooz001 — ] Moozoo1 = 7 (D? — (e + B%)) wio0000

=l

+01(Dwoo1001) Woor000 + 02(DWoo1000) Woo1001 + 93M001001W001000 + T47001000Wo001001
+0z;1 (Dwoo2000) Wooooo1 + 0Z2 (Dwooo001) Wooz000 + 0Z37002000W000001 + OT4M000001 Wo02000
+7 1(D3w001001)w001ooo + 72(D2w001001)(Dw001000) + TS(D3w001000)w001001 + T4(D2w001ooo) (Dwoo1001)
+75 (D2w001001)77001000 + 76( Dwoo1001) (D 1oo1000) + T7(D2w001ooo)’7001001 + 78 (Dwoo1000) (D1Moo1001)
+79(D1oo1001) 001000 + T10(DM001000) (M001001) + T11W001000 (szlooxom) + T12w001001 (D7M001000)
+0y1 (D*wo02000) Woo0001 1 0y2 ( D? wo02000) (DWooooo1 ) +0ys ( D> wooo001 ) Wooz000+0Y4 (D*wo00001) (Dwooz000)
+oys (D 2woozooo)’?oooom + 0ye (Dwooz000) (DPMooooor) + 0y7(D2w000001) 1002000 + 0Ys( Dwooooo1 ) (DMo0z000)

+0yo (D1002000) Mocooor + 0Y10 (Dnooooo1) (Mooze00) + 0y11w000001(D271002000) + 0Y12Wo02000 (D Mooooo1 )



1 ‘ . 5 .
E(Dz — (& + B*))noo2001 — (1aUg + 1BVE — ilye1) 002001

(—iaDVg + i DUg)woozo01 + —:;Dwoozom = 1217100000
+11 (D *wo01001) Woo1000 + T2(D*Woo1000) wooto01 + 73 (Dwooroo1)Moot000 + T4 (Dwoo1000)Mooroo1
+75M0010017001000 + T6Wo01000(7M001001) + T7Wo01001 (D7001000)
+02, (D wo02000) Wooooo1 + 022 (D*Woo0001) Wooz000 + 023 (D wooz000)Moo0001 + 024(Dwooo001) Moo2000

+0257002000M000001 + 026 Woooo01 (M002000) + 027Woo2000{ DMooooor )



The Problem at O(ACB*):

(D?* — (v + 6%))*wig0110 — (17UE + i6Vg — ilaes)(D? — (v? + 6%)wigo110

S

. . 2
+(16D*Vg + ivD*Ug)wioo110 — JMootto = na(D? — (v* + 6%))wooro00

+ap1(Dw1o0010) Wooo100 + ap2(Dwooo100) W100010 + @P37100010W000010 + @P4M000106W100010
+a01( Dw100100) Woooo10 + @02 (Dwoooo10) W100100 + @037100100Wo00010 + @047000010W100100
+am, (Dwooouo)wlooooo + amz(leooooo)wooouo + am37000110W100000 + @17247 100000 Wo00110
+bp1 (D*wi00010) Wooo100+bp2 ( D*w100010) ( Dwooo1o0) +bps (D*wo00100) wio0010+bps (D*wo00100) (Dw100010)
+bps (D*w100010) 000100 + bP6(Dw100010) (Piooor00) + bp7 (D *weoo100) 7100010 + 78( Dwooo100) (DM100010)
+bpo(.Dn100010)Mooo100 + bP10(DN000100) (7100010) + bp11w0m100(D2n100010) + bp12w100010 (DMo0o100)
-+bo1 (D*w100100) Woooo10 1502 ( D*w100100) ( DWoooo10) +b0s (D3w0m010)w100100+bo4(D2woooo1o) (Dw1oo100)
+bos (D2w100100)77000010 + bog (Dw100100) (DPMoooo10) + b07(D2w000010) M100100 + bos( Dwoooo1o) (DN100100)
+bOg(D'7100100)77000010 + b010(D77000010) (77100100) + b011woo“0010(D277100100) + b012w100100(D77000010)
+bm1(D3w000110) W100000 +0my (D2w000110) (Dw1o0000) +bm3 (D3w100000)w000110+bm4 (DZWIOOOOO)(DwOOOIIO)
+bm5(D2w000110)77100000+bm6(Dwooouo) (thooooo)+bm7(Dzwlooooo)ﬂooouo‘f‘bms(leooooo)(Dnooouo)

+bmg( Dnoocoi1o) Miocooo + bmlo(Dﬂlooooo)(ﬂooouo) + bmllwlooooo(D277000110) + bmy2wo00110(DM100000)



%(Dz — (v* 4 6*))m100110 — (#9UE + 16V — tla¢3)M100110
(=#yDVg + 16 DUg) w0110 + %leomlo = M21001000
+¢py (D?w100010) Wooo100 + €p2(D*Wo00100) wi00010 + ¢Ps( Dw100010) Noco100 + ¢P4(Dwooo100)N 100010
+¢PsN100010M000100 + €PsWoo0100(M100010) + €P7W100010( DM000100)
+c01(D2w100100)w000010 + c02(D2w000010)w100100 + cos( Dw100100)Moooo10 + €04 ( Dwoooo10)M100100
+¢057100100M000010 + Coewoooom(?hoomo) + 607w1001oo(D'7000010)
+cm1(D2w000110)w100000 + cmy (D2w1ooooo)wooouo + emg( Dwogo110) 100000 + €4 (DW100000)Mooo110

+emsn00011077100000 1 Cm6w100000(77000110) + Cm'rwooouo(D'hooooo)



The coefficients of the nonlinear terms appearing on the preceding pages are ob-

tained from those of (s,t,r) under the transformations given in the table below.

Table 5.1 Transformations giving the

coefficients for nonlinear terms in the Resonant Interaction.
(oy7y7m) ¢ (e, B,7,6) — (K21, kaz, ko1 — ka1, ka2 — ks2)
(oz,0y,02) : (e, B,7,6) — (2ka1, 2kya, —ks31, —ks2)
(ap,bp,cp) : (a,B,7,68) = (ki1 + ka1, k12 + ksa, —ky1, —ksz)
(a@o,bo,co) : (a,B,~,6) — (k11 — ko1, k1a — kg, ka1, k3z)
(am,bm,em) : (e, B,7,6) = (ki1, k12, ka1 — ka1, ksz — ks2)

This is for the resonant interaction k; — 2k; + ks = w; — 2w; + w3 = 0 Here
ki = (ki1,ki2) and ky = (kg1,ks2) while o = 2k; — ks; , B = 2kyy — kay ,
N o= kyg — ko +ksy , 6 = kig — kg +ks; . Also I} = (& + B)Y? and
Iy = (% + 6%)1/% .

Consider the transformations,
A(t) E— AEQ + a(t)

B(t) — Bgq + b(t)
C(t) — Cgq + ¢(t)

as applied to the model equations (1). Let v= (a,a*,b,b* c,c*) and linearizing

about the equilibrium state we obtain the linear system of equations :
dv -
—_— M ) 2

Then the equilibrium is linearly stable provided the eigenvalues of M have negative

imaginary parts. The 6x6 matrix [M] is given as,
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[

(I1 + 2m11|Ag|® + mas| Be|® + mys|CE|?) (m11|AE|?) (m12A B} + 2BgCpni) (m12Ag Bg) (m13sAgCE) (misAgCE + ni BL)
(misAE) (h + 2mi1|Ag|* + miy| Bel® + mis|Ce*) (m}, ApBy) (m}; A% B + 2B3Cgn;) (misApCh + niBi?) (m}s A5Cr)
(m21Bg Af + nCgBg) (m21Ag Bg) (I2 + ma1|AE|® + 2mas| B|? + mas|Ci|?) (m22 BE + ApCEgns) (mas BEChy + ny Ap B}y) (ma3 BECk)
(m31 45 Bg) (m3y B Ag + niCh By) (m3, Bi! + ApCing) (I + my | AB[? + 2m3y| Bg|? + mis|Cr|?) (m}s B5Ch) (misByCr + nj A% Bg)
(m31CeAg) (ms1CEAE + n3B}) (ms2CE By, + 2n3 BpA}) (msCEBg) (Is + msy |Ag|? + mga|Bg|? + 2mgs|Cg|?) (m3ssCE)

(m3,Cp AL + n3Byf) (m3,Cp AE) (m},C3 Bh) (m3;CEBE + 2B Agns) (m3sC2) (Is + my, | Ag|? + m3y| B|? + 2ms|Cg|?)

]
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The model asymptotic equations for the resonant quartet interaction, (2), are

given by :

dA
—dz- = llA + A(mulAlz + m12|B|2 + m13|C'|2 -+ m“‘D{z) + nl(BC’D)*

dB
“(—i—t— = lgB -+ B(m21|A]2 + m22|B|2 + m23|0}2 + m24|D|2) + nz(ACD)*

dC
Ft- = 130 + C(m31[A|2 + 7'77,32|.B|2 + m33|C|2 + 17134ID|2) + n3(ABD)*

dD
_CE- = 14D + D(m41|A|2 + m42|B|2 + m43|C|2 -+ m44|D|2) + n4(BCD)*

Here the equations for n;, 1 = 1,...,n, can be obtained from the problem at order

AC B* by a suitable adjustment of the subscripts and coefficients that appear there.
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Chapter 8. Modulation Theory

It should be emphasized that the results obtained from the preceding Stuart-Watson
expansion contain only the first terms of an asymptotic series. In a neighborhood of the
critical point the growth rate ac; ~ d|R — R.| can be chosen arbitrarily small. It is in this
limiting sense that there is agreement with the exact analytical solution for the amplification
of a discrete mode of a given wavenumber. Post critically the spectrum will have a range of
wavenumbers and phase velocities (connected by a dispersion relationship) which correspond
to unstable wave modes. To permit a critical assessment of the weakly non linear wave
theories based upon observability, it is desirable to provide a framework in which waves in
a narrow wave band can interact. In this section attention is focused on the periodic wave
envelope of a group of waves with the most unstable wave at the center of the spectrum. The
equations address the question of the stability of the most unstable wave to sideband modes
or more generally the development of modulations upon the wave envelope. The description
of parallel shear flow instabilities in terms of wave envelopes (also called modulated wave
trains) was first given by Stuart and Stewartson (J.F.M. 1971). The work in this chapter is
an adaptation of that paper to Ekman flow, with an aim towards a future numerical study
of the non-linear Schrodinger equation. The papers of C.S. Bretherton and E.A. Spiegel
(Phys. Letters, 1983), and Y. Kuromoto (Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl., 1978) indicate the
kinds of instabilities that can develop from an initial band of wave modes, when nonlinear
and dispersive effects are included in the interaction. In the case of a continuous spectrum
of participating modes the appropriate model would be a wave packet.

The initial value problem is used as a guide to suggest the appropriate scales. By
employing the method of steepest descent (Stuart, ibid) it can be shown that in the ‘far
field’ approximation (|z — ¢4t| < |ast|) the eigenfunction ¢ is given as

(:z--cﬂt)2

'1) ~ X(z) . (exp‘am(z_cmt)) . exp— 4aqt (1)

where ¢, is the group velocity and a; is the group velocity dispersion. Here the expansions
proceed about the wavenumber, a,,, and phase speed, c,, , of the fastest growing mode

(subscripted with m).
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The perturbation equations are again (4.4-5) as before

a¢ a¢' 4 = a¢' af
V 1 1= (AN |
ot (VE+9+0)3 y+waz(fE+E+E) P
29u' 1 8% 8%
Raz +—R-(6y az"’)
ou! , ,Ou’  Ou'
at+(VE+v+v) +w (UE+u+u)~—vay—w5;_
2 (62 ' azu)
7' T rGE T o

But now we consider a modulated wave train so that the expansions assume the form:

u'= 01 (un(Y, T, 2) exp'™® +(%)) )

~~

¢ = 30L1(6n(Y, T, 2) exp'™® +(x)) (2)

¢ = Lai(en(Y, T, 2) exp'™® +(x))
with © = a(y — ct) , and moreover where the slow variables Y = €!/?(y — ¢,t) and T = et

have been introduced. ¢ is now explicitly taken as ac;. By the chain rule it is readily

determined that:

3y oy ¢ ar
% " ater ¢ Yy (3)

The previously used relations still hold so that in the transformed variables we have:
&1 = (P12 — a?01 + 2iae* o1y + cp1yy)

& = (p222 — o’y + 2iael/2sozy + €p2vy)

_ 001 | 452001 Oy

w1 = ay TSy 1T Ty,
) K

— 9¥2 12992, _ _9%2

w2 8y e = -2

(4)
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Gathering terms in the harmonic expansions the following equations are obtained:
(—iact; — % b1y + ebir) + (1a(Ve + D)€ + iapr &) ~ 2apié
1/2 124 - 1/2 - ) o?
+e 2 (Ve + 0)bry — €2y o] — €/20a8ly) + (—'a‘Plﬁ(VE +7)

. ) . 92 _ - <
—fapi€s + oy bl — 61/2901}'52—2(%5 +9) + 2 bply + e/ 2pay €)

2, 1 - ;
=zt + E(fl — a6 + /2ty + ef1yy) (5)

(—tacuy — el/zcguly + euir) + ((a(VE + B)uy + fapau] — 2iapiu,
+e/3 (Vg + D)ury — /P usy o} — €2 pauly) + (~iap1(Ug + &)
—iapliz + 2iapi; — /201y (Up + i) + €/ 20ty + €/ 2pay )

2

) 1,. .
= ~g¥1 + —E(ul - au; + 61/22zau1y + euyyy) (6)

together with,

(—2icct; — 2c bay + ebar) + (2ia(VE + 0)€2 — iap &y + /2 (Vg + 0)&ay

. . . 92 ; a?
—e2p181y) + (fapré — Ziaps5—(VE +9) + e p1vér — oy 32(VE T 7))
2. 1, .
= iz + 5 (& — & + 2y + clayy) (7)

(—2facus — 61/2cgU2y + eugr) + (2ia(VE + ¥)uz — tapiu; + el/z(VE + B)ugy
—€2%1u1y) + (fap1t + 2iaps(Ug + 8) + €201y 0y + /200y (Ug + 1))
= —%g'oz + ':i(&z — o?ug + €/ 2quyy + €uzyy) (8)
The formal expansion has a hierarchy that increases in powers of !/2 |
u (Y,T,2) = cl/zun(Y,T, 2) + euyz (Y, T, 2) + e3/zu13(Y, T,z)+...
wy(Y,T,2) = eun (Y, T, 2) + o(¥/?)
a(Y,T,2) = eao1(Y, T, ) + o(e/?)

3(Y,T, 2) = b1 (Y, T, z) + o(e%/?)
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o1(Y,T,2) = 2011 (Y, T, 2) + ep12(Y, T, 2) + €/ 2013(Y, T, 2) + ...
03(Y, T, 2) = epa1(Y, T, z) + o(e*/?) (9)
and where separability allows the representation to be expressed as:
un(Y,T,2) = A (Y, Tun(z) : on(Y,T,z) = An(Y,T)é1:1(2)
u(Y, T, 2) = A12(Y, T)urz(2) : 012(Y,T,2) = A12(Y, T)p12(2)
un(Y,T,2) = A1 (Y, T)un(2) : ou(Y,T,2) = Ag(Y,T)¢n(2)

ﬁm(Y,T,z) = A01(Y, T)u01(z) : 1701(Y, T,z) = Aol(Y,T)vm(z) (10)

These substitutions lead to the set of ordered eigenproblems: At order €!/2 the linear

L 1 - 0
un
[ b } ia(Vg — ¢)(f11 — e?¢11) — iaVedis — Zigy — 5(6% — 202¢11 + atén)
L =

Uil

eigenproblem is determined.

ia(Vg — c)un +iaUpdi + o1 — &(b — e?uy)

At order ¢ the group velocity is determined by the Fredholm alternative applied to,

£ [ ¢12 ] —
u12
(2a%(VE — ¢) + VE)éu + (42 — (Ve — ¢;))(é11 — o?¢11)

(B2 - (Ve - ¢g))un — Ugén
(11)

U1z ui2 uii

Then Auy ::A12 and [ P12 ] =A11Y [ ¢12 ] +B [ ¢11 ]
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The mean flow distortion is found from the set of equations,

Lood o, . _ _
'aRa‘;(“nfﬁu — u1197;) = 2001 + 7, ot

) d . . - _ d _
‘GRE(tﬁnlﬁu ~ ¢11611) = —2801 + 2,701
so that Ag;y = A11A};- The second harmonic component yields the set of simultaneous

equations,

. . . 2 1 . .
2ia(Vg — ¢)(¢21 — 40’ ¢21) — 2iaVEda1 — Bl - ’E( v — 8alda + 160t $21)

= jad11(d11 — a’éu) — 1a¢113;(¢11 ~ a’¢11)
. - 2. 1.
2ia(Vg — c)uz1 + 2iaUgéa + §¢21 - E(un — 4a’uy;)

= —fadiit +tadnun

and the relationship Az; = A%,. Finally at order €3/2 the evolution equation is obtained,

again by the application of the Fredholm alternative applied to:
L [ P13 ] —
u13
Anyy(202(Ve — ¢)¢12 — (Ve — c,)($12 — @*¢12) — 2ia(VE — ¢g)b11 + tacdn

+Ved1z + 42 (d12 - a?é12) + E(d11 — 3a?¢11))

+A2 A} (iabo1 11 — savor (fu1 — o?éu1) + 2%l (Pa1 — 402 da1) + iadl, L(dn — 402dn)
~Ziagn &($1; — a?ély) — iadn(é]; — o¥4i1))

~Anr(éu — o?411)
Anyy (= (Ve — ¢g)uiz — Ugdrz + B2upz + fun)
+ A3 A}y (~iavorun + 2iadi g — iadlidn — iotordn +iag]iin — 2adnil)

—-Anrun

(12)
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The evolution equation for the amplitude A;; is thus the nonlinear Schrédinger equation.

9An 94y
aT ' ay?

= aC{A]_I - kA;lAfl (13)

The constant —k is the Landau constant as expected. The constant « is a measure of
dispersive effects, and is computed from :
J(2e* (Ve - )12 — (VE ~ ¢g)(¢12 — &?¢12) — 2ia(VE — ¢g)pn1
_  tiacén +Vegrz + 4 (¢12 - a?¢13) + R(¢11 - 3a’¢1y)) - ¥ (14)
+(=(Vg - cg)ulz — Ugérz + %2uyp + Juyy) - N¥)dz
Jl(é11 — &?¢11) - ¥* + uyy - N¥|dz

where (¢, N) is the adjoint eigenfunction to the linear problem. The nonlinear Schrodinger

equation has the plane wave solution,

A= (%) v exp(—-i:—iac;t) (15)
and this is modulationally unstable to sidebands when k,v, + k;y; < 0. This is a direct
generalization of the Benjamin-Fier criteria for the stability of a Stokes wave, (A.C. Newell,
1969). For the case of two interacting wave envelopes growing from an undisturbed Ekman

flow the asymptotic equations would be a coupled set of nonlinear Schrodinger equations.

34 3’4 . .

3T ~ Migyz = ccad+tiand A?+m;BB*A

B d’B 2 .

37 " M ayz = fc;sB + ks B*B* + miAA*B (16)

Coupled Schrodinger equations also serve as model equations in narrow gap Ekman flow,
when vorticity waves generated on opposite boundaries begin to merge. The photographs on
the next page, (courtesy of W.V.R. Malkus) are taken of Ekman flow, with a gap separation
of 5-6 boundary distances. At this Ekman number, the linear theory predicts a nearly
overall minimum critical Reynolds number and wave fronts propagating almost radially
inward. In the top photograph, orderly finite amplitude rolls develop post critically. At
larger Reynolds numbers (the bottom print) a modulational instability becomes visable.
Several scales of motion are simultaneously introduced. Secondary instability is initiated
(in theory) at locations where the modulation intensifies the transverse vorticity of the

primary wave field.
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Chapter 9. Secondary Stability of Ekman Flow

We assume a parallel shear flow in a rotating, ﬁz QI::, coordinate system. Then

the velocity and pressure field satisfies:

dv f = 1, =
= VP2 V4V (1)

V.V = 0 (2)

We will derive equations for the departure from finite amplitude equilibrium. Here

the velocity field has a representation,

o0
u(z,y,2,t) = up(2) + Z un(z)eian(z_“) + u*(z — ct,y, 2,t)

n=-—00

(v}

v(z,y,2,t) = vp(2) + Z v,,(z)e‘“"(”‘Ct) +v*(z — ct,y, 2,t)
w .

UJ(.’D, y,z,t) = Z wn(z)eian(z—ct) + w*(x - ct,y, z,t)

n=-—o0oo

It is convenient to move into a coordinate system moving with the finite amplitude
wave velocity. Then &' = (z — ¢t) and hence 8; = (Oy + ¢8») and u = (u' —¢). In

this coordinate system (having dropped all primes)

a—a;+ u .Vu=-Vp-— %I::x u +%jc+ —Viu
V.u =0
If we let
U(z,2) = (up(2) +¢) + D up(2)e*™®
V(z,2) = vp(2) + Z v,,(z)e‘“"”
W(z,z2) = E w, ()"
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and

u(z,y,2,t) =U(z,2) + u*(z,y,2,1)
v(z,y,2,t) =V (z,2) +v*(z,y,2,t)
w(z,y,2,t) = W(z,2) + w*(z,y, 2,t)
then the full non-linear perturbation equations (which are invariant) are:

duw = o= o= SoS o 2p 0% 1,
at—i—U-Vu +u-VU+u-Vu——Vp—§kxu +EVu (3)

V.u'=0 (4)

We will proceed in a stepwise manner to derive the modal decomposition of (9.3-4).

In component form the full non-linear perturbation equations are;

6‘;* + U‘Z +V6;§ +W{j;; +u' U, +w'lU, + 8 = —‘2’: + %v* + %Au*
aavt* + Uaa: +V%1;; +Waai +u'V, +w'V, +8; = “_361;* - %u* + %Av*
aa":* + Uaa": + Vaa";* + Waa": + W, + w'W, + S5 = —%’: + %Aw*
du* Jv* Jw*
9z "oy T as =°

We will now be more specific with regards to the form of the linear 3-D perturbation
under investigation. We’ll look at the stability of 2-D finite amplitude vorticity
waves to that class of 3-D disturbances which have the same periodicity in the
downstream direction and arbitrary spanwise periodicity. Therefore

—% et Aaid —_ . . . —_ . . .-

U (z,y,z,t) = Z Z [un’m (z)e"""”e'ﬁ"‘”e'"“"—{— Un —m (z)emnze—cﬂmye—cmt] (5)

m=0n=—00

with o being the complex frequency. Note that reality of v* implies En,mzﬁ_n,_m
(~ denotes complex conjugation.) For an infinitesimal disturbance, m = 1, we have

0o
E* (.’1:, y,z,t) — E [;n,l eianzeiﬂyeiat+ En,—l eianze—iﬁye—iét] (6)

n=—oo
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If for each perturbed quantity in (9.3-4) we substitute an expansion of the form
(9.6), neglecting at present nonlinearities, there results a set of equations coupling
the modal components of the infinitesimal wave disturbance. These constitute a
linear eigenvalue problem in o, for a 3-D perturbation upon a 2-D finite amplitude

wave field:
1
|5 (=kaa + DY = (i0) (=K%, + D?)|wny — =D,
’ ' R
+zanD[(U * uz)n,l + (V * uy)n,l + (W * uz)n,l + (Uz * u)n,l + (Uz * w)n,l]
+zﬂD[(U * vz)n,l + (V * vy)n,l + (W * Uz)n,l + (Vz * u)n,l + (Vz * w)n,l]

+hp (Ut wa)ng+ (V xwy)n1+ (W w,)ny + (Wi % )y + (W, + Wi =0  (7)

2

R
—ian[(U * vz)ﬂ,l + (V * ”v)n,l + (W * vz)n,l + (Vz * u)n,l + (Vz * w)n,l]

1 .
[‘E(_kz,l + Dz) - (w)]’?n,l + —=Dw,,

+ Z,B[(U * uz)n,l + (V * uy)n,l + (W * uz)n,l + (Uz * u),,,l + (17z * w),,,l] =0 (8)

as the vertical component of vorticity is given by 5 = (% - ‘;—:) the relations

Upy = (iaann,l + iﬂ'ln,l)/krzt,l

Vp1 = (tBDw,; — iannn,l)/kﬁ,l

are obtained, with k2, = (na)? + B2. The convolution product (F % @)pm =
2ptq=n Fp * ggm-

The most significant result of the secondary stability calculation of Patera and
Orzag is the prediction of transition at Reynolds numbers of the order of 1000, in
Poiseuille and Couette flow. This is in agreement with the observations of bursts
and the appearance of spots that occur at about this number. The predictions
are based on a quasi steady equilibrium approximation which balances 2-D viscous

decay rates with convective 3-D growth rates to obtain an instability cutoff.
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Figure 9.1 shows the finite amplitude velocity fields for (a) Poiseuille and (b)
Ekman flow, in a reference frame moving at the 2-D wave speed. It can be seen
that a finite amplitude 2-D wave produces a local vorticity maximum. Early the-
ories attempted to relate secondary instability with local velocity inflections and
generalized Rayliegh criteria. A WKB type argument applied around the inflection
point would indicate inviscid instability to small length scale disturbances, provided
the local Reynolds number was large enough. This argument fails to account for
the fundamental physical characteristic of the instability, namely its ‘3-dimensional’
signature. Additionally only a small threshold 2-D amplitude is required to initi-
ate the secondary instability, which can occur prior to the establishment of a local
" inflection. While a subcritical secondary instability might conceivably produce its
own local inflections, the 3-D instability considered here grows from infinitesimal
amplitude as a rapidly growing linear perturbation on a 2-D wave field.

For the case of primary transverse vorticity waves, as in Poiseuille flow or the
Ekman boundary layer the ‘3-D’ eigenvalue is accurately given by the lowest consis-
tent three mode fourier truncation. For Poiseuille flow this involves the downstream
roll (~» ', the n = 0 mode) and two symmetric oblique modes (~» e**=*tA¥ the
n = £1 modes). At Reynolds numbers of 1000 each of these modes would individu-
ally decay fairly rapidly. Squires theorem precludes the possibility of a linearly un-
stable downstream roll (which, in the absence of the primary 2-D wave, would have
a sinusoidal eigenstructure, i.e. a the solution of a forth order constant coefficient
O.D.E.). The primary transverse 2-D wave serves to link the oblique and streamwise
fourier components of the secondary perturbation. The streamwise mode is altered
near the boundary (inside the viscous sublayer) through coupling with the oblique
component (Figure 9.2). A large forced streamwise velocity, u3?, response is in-
duced. Strong ‘3-D’ growth results because the downstream mode is very effective

in generating power via the correlation u3%(w3%)*(dUas/dz) . The linear streamwise
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component is locked into a ‘3-D’ eigenstructure together with the oblique and higher
wave modes. The total perturbation would not have the appearance of simply a
downstream roll. For the three mode truncation in Poiseuille flow, the vorticity of
the oblique component (which is somewhat larger in magnitude than the vorticity
associated with the streamwise mode) will alternately enhance and detract from
the streamwise vorticity of the downstream mode. This is illustrated in Figure 9.3,
which shows four cuts of the total ‘3-D’ perturbation velocity field (v3%,w3?), at
downstream locations separated a distance 7/(4a) apart.

Many of the parametric dependencies of the ‘3-D’ instability model are in keeping
with an inviscid mechanism. For uni-directional mean flows the ‘3-D’ instability
travels at the 2-D phase speed. For Poiseuille and Couette flow there is no large wave
number cutoff. After reaching a maximum the growth rate curve asymptotes off,
slowly decreasing with increasing wave numbers. Most revealing, however, is that
‘3-D’ growth rates increase with Reynolds number, and the instability is maintained
in the inviscid limit. This latter holds for secondary instability in Ekman flow, and
is generic to the kind of secondary instability considered here.

The spectra of Ekman flow differs from Poiseuille flow in that the phase speed is
not zero in the frame of reference moving with the primary wave velocity. The 3-D
disturbance can be advected by the geostrophic flow above the boundary layer, in
the large gap case. For the narrow gap case the 3-D disturbance is similarly advected
by the mean velocity field orthogonal to the inflectional profile. As can be seen from
the wave number dependence of the 3-D growth rates (Figures 9.4(a)-(d)) there is
a well defined maximum and wavenumber cutoff. An additional complication, that
appears in many of the cases examined, is the competition of two 3-D modes. There
is still a predicted critical Reynolds number for the onset of secondary instability.
Because of the large parameter space involved with this problem we limit attention

to a few gap cases, and the zero Rossby number limit. The amplitude of the 2-
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Figure 1: Growthrate vs Wavenumber: (Gap = 20.,Re=80.,Amp=.03)
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Figure 2: Growthrate vs Wavenumber: (Gap = 6.,Re=102.,Amp=.06)
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Figure 3: Growthrate vs Wavenumber: (Gap = 4.,Re=200.,Amp=.08)

025 —————————————
020 [
015 |-
010 [

005 |-

Bsp

Figure 4: Growthrate vs Wavenumber: (Gap = 2.5.,Re=1000.,Amp=.15)
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D wave is a given, predicted from the finite amplitude expansions. Unlike the
numerical experiments done with Poiseuslle flow, we are not testing if there exists
some threshold 2-D amplitude, but whether the realized flow at a given Reynolds
number becomes unstable.

Each of the cases considered is of interest in its own right, although the semi-
infinite and small gap cases represent the two extremes of transverse and streamwise
primary vorticity. The large gap case (G = 20.) is naturally close in behavior to
the semi-infinite Ekman boundary layer. The primary roll is a taken to be a type
II (class A) mode with R?? = 53. and oriented —20.° counterclockwise from
the geostrophic. There is a large asymmetry between the n=1 and n=-1 modes.
This is the best computational example of a ‘3-D’ disturbance reducing to a low
order wave interaction, which can’t be accounted for in terms of the WNLTs. If
the 2-D wave amplitude is artificially decreased to zero the ‘3-D’ eigenvalue traces
back to a slightly damped type I (class B) mode. The n = 1 component is a type
I mode in the sense that its orientation to the geostrophic is 13%, and it is similar
in eigenstructure to the linear Type I mode. Its wave number is not that normally
associated with type I instability but has been selected by optimal growth rate
considerations. When the type II mode achieves an amplitude of .02 at Reynolds
number 80 it becomes unstable to this secondary instability. The phase speed of
the ‘3-D’ disturbance is nearly that given by the type I eigenvalue. Increasing the
number of modes to 5 produces very little change in the ‘3-D’ eigenvalue. The
type I wave serves as the oblique, n=1 , mode allowing the n=-1 component, to
generate power from the mean shear. The n=-1 mode is not found in the classical
picture of Ekman flow. In terms of its energy producing ability, it corresponds to
the downstream rolls of uni-directional flows. This is a bonafide 3-D instability. A
two wave interaction (Chapter 5) consisting of a Type I and Type II wave never

generates the n = -1 mode. Even a three wave resonance could at best generate
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the n=-1 mode by coupling the Type I wave and with the second harmonic of the
Type II mode. This is not the process involved in this ‘3-D’ instability. Here the
n=-1 mode is generated through a more complex locking of the Type I, and n=0
components without the inclusion of the second harmonic of the primary Type II
wave. It is the 3-D perturbation and not just a single wave mode that is growing,
and more that half the power to sustain the instability comes from the n=-1 mode.

The case of G=6. is also of special interest. This corresponds with nearly a
minimum critical Reynolds number, 34, for the onset of primary waves. Secondary
instability is predicted at Reynolds numbers as low as 60, at 2-D amplitudes of
about .04 . This is also a case where experimental observations indicate a mod-
ulational type instability, with energy spreading out into a wave band of modes,
and secondary instability originating at locations near the wave peaks where the
modulation reinforces the primary vorticity.

G = 4 is marked by two secondary instabilities almost equally unstable at
Reynolds numbers of about 100. and primary wave amplitudes .06 . At this gap
separation the secondary instability receives energy from both the mean shear and
wave (chapter 10).

G = 2.5 is a case where the primary wave rolls can be considered to be nearly
longitudinal with respect to the mean shear. The inflectional velocity component
which generates the instability is small compared to the radial velocity profile which
is nearly Poiseuille. Secondary instability can occur at Reynolds numbers over 900, if
the primary wave amplitude is .145 or larger. The growth rate has a sharp amplitude
cutoff. As discussed in the next chapter the energy pathway for the instability of
longitudinal rolls is different. Any physically realized instability depends on a large
primary wave amplitude. Figure 2.5 (a,b) shows the total longitudinal velocity,
where the linear wave is added to the mean velocity so that ratio of the maximum

amplitude of the perturbation velocity to the maximum mean velocity is (a) 15%
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and (b) 30%. The location where the maximum wave velocity contributes to the
total velocity determines its relative importance. If for example the maximum
was located near a boundary where the mean velocity is small the effected change
would be dramatic. Because the perturbation is a wave, it will alternately steepen
and flatten the total velocity in the spanwise direction. The resulting ‘warped’
velocity fields have local inflections. These periodic local vorticity maxima are most
likely instrumental in initiating possible secondary instability to primary streamwise
directed waves.

The numerical work by A. Patera and S. Orzag on Poiseuille flow and the ex-
perimental observations of S. Widnall and others in boundary layers indicate that
the occurrence of secondary instability overlaps with transition to a turbulent flow
involving small scales of motion, and immediately precedes the appearance of spots.
The results here suggest that the ‘3-D’ instability initiates or triggers the appear-
ance of further burstlike instabilities, (which are determined by the local physics),
rather than itself developing into a global ‘turbulent’ spot.

In the subcritical case it has been speculated that turbulent spots are a mani-
festation of a fully nonlinear interaction. As conjectured (Malkus’ hypothesis), the
physical realization does not make use of a quasi steady 2-D viscous wave. Rather
the spot initiates a self perpetuating process. This ‘island’ instability is isolated
in phase space, inaccessible through perturbation techniques that start with only a
mean shear flow. Its origins are local and it propagates through the fluid much as
a pressure pulse would.

Since the current work reports only on the linear aspects of 3-D instability, the
analysis applies only to the initial growth. However certain aspects of the linear
secondary solution will influence even the fully nonlinear disturbance. It is believed
that the secondary instability in Ekman flow is supercritical. Therefore at slightly

post critical Reynolds numbers it will retain much of its linear character. Under
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these conditions the secondary instability may, heuristically, be viewed in terms of
modal wave couplings. The energetics of the instability indicate the rapid channeling
of energy into the downstream velocity component, u3® , of the streamwise mode.
Where as in the absence of a primary wave linearly unstable longitudinal rolls
are prohibited, the presence of a small amplitude transverse wave permits a more
complex ‘3-D’ disturbance, with a streamwise fourier component, to effectively grab
energy from the mean shear. This results in the appearance of intense longitudinal
streaks just prior to boundary layer transition. Any one who has looked over a body
of water on a windy day has seen longitudinal streaks in the rough patches of water
swept by gusting wind. A similar coupling mechanism is responsible for transferring
energy from the wind shear into the ‘helical’ streamwise velocity perturbation. For
layered flows with two mean velocity components the situation is complicated in
that more than one orientation may be capable of generating the large correlations
normally associated with the downstream direction. The instability mechanism is
however the same.

Finally it appears that primary streamwise rolls are relatively stable, but be-
come unstable at high Reynolds numbers, where large wave amplitudes produce
local inflections in the velocity field. For narrow gap Ekman flow with G & 2.5,
this instability has the appearance of a ‘string of beads’, a finely hashed small scale
disturbance running parallel along individual vortex filaments. The hashings have a
preferred orientation with respect to the primary wave. The onset of the instability
occurs sporadically within narrow spanwise intervals. The ‘strings’ start indepen-
dent of one another. As the disturbance is advected into higher Reynolds number
regions the instability spreads out contaminating neighboring filaments and becom-
ing more intense. Eventually patches where the primary wave field is nearly ob-
scured result. This has a substantially milder character than bursting phenomenon

associated with the subcritical Poiseuille instability.
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Chapter 10. The Energetics of the Linear 3-D Instability.

There are two complimentary features of 3-D instability that wave energetics helps
to clarify. The first is the strong instability of finite amplitude 2-D transverse waves
to 3-D instability. A small transverse wave results in convectively large 3-D growth
rates. Longitudinal or streamwise vorticies must achieve a relatively large amplitude
to initiate 3-D instability. The energy transfer to the secondary instability in each case
relies on quite different pathways.

Ekman flow with variable gap width provides a class of flows where the orientation
of the vortex waves to the mean shear varies. For large gap widths the two mean
velocity profiles are comparable in magnitude. The inflectional profile, which generates
the primary rolls, is substantial enough to supply the secondary disturbance with power.
At small gap widths the inflectional component of the mean is only a fraction of the
radially directed and nearly Poiseuille velocity component. The rolls that are initiated
can then be considered to lie longitudinally with respect to the mean shear.

Energy transfer in Poiseuille flow has been examined by A. Patera, (J.F.M., 1982)
where it is shown that the secondary instability receives an order of magnitude more
power from the mean flow directly, than from the 2-D wave. This same result holds for
Ekman flow and is a general characteristic of transverse vorticies. However when the
gap width is sufficiently small, so that the primary waves are longitudinally directed,
any secondary instability which occurs is delivered power directly from the wave, and
necessarily relies on a very large 2-D amplitude.

The motive behind this section is to determine specifically how the 3-D instability
can derive energy from an equilibrated or quasi-equilibrated 2-D finite amplitude state.
We introduce a modal decomposition of the Reynolds stress tensor in terms of the
harmonic (fourier) velocity components. The principle result is that the energy transfer
responsible for the instability ts supplied to the 8-D perturbation directly from the mean

shear, through the correlation ud?(w3?)*(dUys/dz).
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We work first with Poiseuille flow then return to Ekman flow, where the same results
hold except for the case of streamwise vorticity waves. These longitudinally directed
waves are stable against 3-D instability until the maximum primary perturbation veloc-
ity reaches about 15% of the maximum mean velocity. They then can become unstable
via an alternate pathway involving a correlation between the 2-D wave and the 3-D per-
turbation. For G > 2.0 the realized equilibrated waves achieve sufficient amplitude to
become unstable to the secondary instability, before the onset of subcritical instability.
As mentioned at the end of the Chapter 9, observations indicate that the secondary
instability initially takes on the form of a string of beads, along streamwise vortex fil-
aments. The instability prefers a given orientation with respect to the primary wave.
Although the large amplitude required to initiate the secondary instability probably
places the computation of the equilibration in a range beyond that which can be accu-
rately predicted from the finite amplitude expansions used, the stability calculations for
this case can be performed by artificially varying the 2-D amplitude and Reynolds num-
ber. Then numerical model predicts primary rolls (of reasonable amplitudes) should
remain stable to ‘3-D’ disturbances untill a Reynolds number of about 900 (compare
this with the 2-D onset at a Reynolds number of 204). The Reynolds number regime
over 1000 is particularly interesting because of the appearance of a subcritical instabil-
ity from the Poiseuille velocity profile. A competition between these two mechanisms
would result. Whether this beadlike instability works to delay the occurrence of bursts
or helps in their initiation it is not known.

We will make use of several simplifications in an attempt to leave the equations
unfettered with superfluous terms, while still retaining all the essential physical effects.
Thus (i) the basic flow (Ups(2),0,0) is taken to be unidirectional, (ii) the 2-D wave
{(uw (2),0, w?P(z))ex(=z=t) 4 (*)} is assumed to be sinusoidal, neglecting its higher
harmonics, and (iii) the 3-D perturbation is truncated to three modes, its lowest order
representation, consisting of two complimentary oblique components and a longitudinal

mode.
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Let the time dependent velocity field be decomposed as v = v*? + u where v*
is the equilibrated finite amplitude flow and u the 3-D perturbation. Let V(z,y,z)
be the region given by { z€[0,2), ye[0,%¥], z € [-1,1] } so that the velocity vectors
vanish on the boundary. The fundamental equation for the perturbation kinetic energy,
K=31fu-udV is

aK

E].t_z—/v(u,-D-u,-{-uVu:Vu)d'\) (1)

where

is the deformation matrix of the equilibrium flow, and

Ou;

[V"'].',j = dz.

The approximate form of the 3-D perturbation in component form is
n=-1,0,1

u = ( Z (uiD,viD’ wiD) et‘an(x—ct)eiﬂyeat + (*)) (2)

The second integrand of Equation (1) is negative definite. Therefore the first integrand
of Equation (1) must be positive and large enough over a sufficient region of V in order

for the perturbation to grow. Upon substitution the deformation matrix becomes

1 0 0 Up(z)
Uy(2) 0 0
(r 2D 7 \
iau?? 0 %(j—: + taw?P)
4 0 0 0 eia(z—ct) + (*) \ (3)
1,du?? 2D dw?P
[ 2(g; Fiew™) O o _ J
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The part of the integration involving D, represents an energy contribution occurring
through the action of Reynolds stresses, involving the shear in the mean flow, Uj,(z),
and the individual modes of the 3D perturbation. After making use of the symmetry re-
lations (u®f,v32,w3P) = (u3P, —v3P wiP)* and (udP,v3P,wiP) = (u3P,—v3l,wiP)*
the second part of the first integral reduces to

4r?

1
/v (u-Dg-u)dV = a—ﬁez"tf_l {4iaumu3D(ufD)*
2D

du . M *
287 4 fawt?) (2 (w30)" + (u3) wi) +

dw2D .
45 w3l (w3P) } + {x} dz (4)

There is no instability without the 2-D wave. A stability calculation based on the
the mean shear alone amounts to solving uncoupled Orr-Sommerfeld equations for each
of the 3-D wave components separately. This results only in decaying modes. In light
of the above Reynolds stress decomposition, there are three alternatives to consider.
(i) The 2-D wave could conceivably supply energy to the 3-D perturbation directly,
through the second of the two integrals (Eq. 4). (ii) The finite amplitude 2-D wave
could distort the mean, allowing a modified mean shear to become unstable to 3-D
disturbances. (iii) The 2-D wave could, through nonlinear wave couplings, permit the
3-D eigenstructure to assume a form capable of extracting energy from the mean shear.
The second phenomenon, mean flow distortion is important to 2-D equilibration but
plays an inconsequential role for the type of 3-D growth considered here. The eigenvalue
computations with or without the correction to the mean show little difference. Merely
altering the mean shear, but setting the 2-D wave amplitude to zero, again results in
uncoupled eigenproblems with only decaying modes.

The computation of the power integrals shows that terms from the second integral,
which are proportional to the 2-D wave amplitude, are much smaller than the contribu-
tion from the mean shear that result from the first integral. Of the terms in the second

integral the largest is the correlation {uwugD (u?D)*}. This contributes positively to
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3-D growth, but is considerably smaller than (about one sixth of) the energy transfer
from the mean shear, at near critical wave amplitudes. Therefore, in the presence of a
finite amplitude 2-D wave, nonlinear wave couplings permit a modified 3-D eigenstruc-
ture to draw energy directly from the mean shear. This is the mechanism responsible
for large 3-D growth rates. The downstream component (the 0°* fourier mode) delivers
six times the power as the oblique component to the 3-D perturbation. With increasing
Reynolds number, the streamwise velocity component u3P becomes proportionately
larger and the correlation product u3P(w3P)*(dUps/dz) more significant.

This model is consistent with a further simplified interpretation along the lines of
the three mode fourier truncation. Where as in the absence of a primary wave linearly
unstable downstream rolls are prohibited, the presence of a small amplitude transverse
wave permits of a more complex ‘3-D’ disturbance, with a downstream fourier com-
ponent. The downstream component is very effective at producing energy through the
correlation product u3?(w3?)*(dUps/dz) and this results in the large ‘3-D’ amplification
rates that calculations predict. While for an infinitesimal 2-D wave the 3-D eigenvalue
problem decouples into modal components, a small but critical primary amplitude is
the essential ingredient necessary for secondary instability. The sensitivity of the 3-D
eigenstructure to variations in amplitude make it believable that beyond some large 2-D
amplitude the eigenstructure is modified so as to effect a decrease in the growth rate or
energy cutoff. This is a parametric feature of the model found by Orzag and Patera for
Poiseuille flow.

Figure 10.1 shows respectively the 2-D power integral (a), the power produced by
the downstream mode (b), and the oblique component (c) of the 3-D perturbation, and
the largest of the dynamic energy terms (d), for Poiseuille flow.
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Poiseuille flow secondary instability case

Re** = 1000.
a=1.25
B =2.
c24 = (.3054, —.01765)
w(.0) = 1.
amp®*® = .002
(NN,Q,M) = (1,1,0)

( Table 10.1 ) INTEGRALS OF THE MODAL ENERGY TERMS

E3 ,=—-1314e— 03 | E3%; = —1.498¢ — 02 | B3 |, = —1.314¢ — 03

E1 = —1.8689¢ — 03 E3 =5.323¢ — 04 E5 = —3.661e — 6
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For mean profiles (Ups(z),Var(2),0) and a 2-D primary wave {(uw, v?D  wiD)eialz—ct) 4 (*)}
the decomposition D = D; + D, proceeds just as before. A number of new correlation

products appear and the symmetry y — —y is broken. Then Equation (4) is modified to:

/ (u-Dy-u)dY = -—ﬂ 2‘"/_1 {2iauw (ugD( Dy 4 w2 (uiPy )
iar™ (P (017)" + B (137)" + (u”) 37 + (uP)"0%%)

du2D )
(27 1 i) (1P IP)" +uB(wiP)” + (uP) wf® + (u30)w?) +

dv2D
o (0Pw?) +vR (W) + (3P) wi + (v57) w])

dw 2D

2287 (WP ) + R (?))} + (4} e ®)

These are referenced as the five dynamic terms, F1,...,E5. ie
E1 = 2i0u®P (u3P (u3P)* + w35 (u3P)*)

Now six terms couple the two mean profiles directly with the three wave mode com-
ponents. (The terms arising from the contribution of D; in the energy equation.) These
are the terms usually associated with the Reynolds stress of individual waves. The eigen-
structure of a linear ‘3-D’ perturbation is affected by the presence of a 2-d finite amplitude

primary wave, which couples (and locks) the component fourier modes. In the terminology

in use
dU.
B3, = (uld(w)” + (u) i) 2
dv;
023—(” S w§d)* + (v3¥) w d:{

. etc. Figure 10.2 shows the important correlations for G = 20, where primary trans-
verse vorticity enables the ‘3-D’ instability to draw energy directly from the mean shear. In
Figure 10.3, G = 2.5, the correlations proportional to the 2-d amplitude of the streamwise
directed primary vorticity wave produce the energy necessary to maintain the secondary
instability. In the convention adopted below, negative terms supply power to the distur-

bance.
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Narrow gap Ekman flow secondary instability models

Gap = 20.
Re?? = 100.
€= —20.0°

a=.3

¢z4 = (.5415,.01765)

w(.8) =1.
B =.2
amp®® = 02

o = (—.1454,7.58¢ — 4)
(NN,Q,M) = (1,1,0)

Gap = 6.

Re?? = 84,

€ =—-5.0°
a=.4

¢2a = (.3909, .0325)
w(.0) = 1.
=.3
amp?® = .06
o = (—.1423,2.79¢ — 3)
(NN,Q,M) = (1,1,0)
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Gap = 4.
Re? = 90.
€ =17.5°
a=.75
ca = (.2210,.0192)

w(.0) = 1.
=4
amp?*? = 08

o = (—.0473,.0503)
(NN,Q,M) = (1,1,0)

Gap = 2.5
Re? = 1000.
€ = 36.0°
a=12
¢2q = (.0563,.0087)
n(.5) = 1.
B=1.6
amp?® = 15
o = (—.8912,.02196)
(NN,Q,M) = (1,1,0)




Table 10.2 INTEGRALS OF THE MODAL ENERGY TERMS

NARROW GAP EKMAN FLOW
GAP = 20. | GAP = 6.0 | GAP — 40| GAP — 25

E3D s -.15796 -.760 -6.71e-3 -5.46e-2
E_123 -3.46e-3 -.7559 -5.20e-2 -.2662
E3Ds -1.25¢-3 2.77e-3 -2.44e-3 3.47e-2
ESD

0,23 5.85e-4 557 2.05e-3 .1640
E3D

11 -5.76e-3 -.760 8.51e-3 1.05e-2
ESD

123 -.1116 -.9218 -.2639 -.2435

Table 10.3 INTEGRALS OF THE DYNAMIC ENERGY TERMS

NARROW GAP EKMAN FLOW

GAP =20. | GAP = 6.0 | GAP = 40| GAP =25
E, -4.06e-2 .1954 -2.93e-2 4.1e-4
E, -1.64e-2 -.4038 -.2893 -.4795
Es 4.94e-4 -.9928 -7.936e-3 -1.436e-2
E, -5.21e-2 -.6207 -1.71e-2 -.1106
Es 3.20e-3 -1.84e-2 -5.07e-4 -6.71e-3
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Concluding Remarks.

Various non-linear wave interactions and secondary instabilities have been ex-
amined in the context of Ekman flow. Ekman flow has the virtue of being supercrit-
ical, which allows the formulation of stability theories in terms of weakly non-linear
wave dynamics. The evolution of Ekman flow also displays several of the many
routes to transition, and their dependence upon the flow parameters, such as the
Reynolds and Rossby numbers, and on initial conditions, such as the existing wave
amplitudes. The orientation of the primary vorticity wave to the mean shear has a
dramatic effect on secondary instability.

Each of the routes to transition involves physically distinct mechanisms. We
mention three different regimes which, experimental observations indicate, are reli-
ably interpreted in terms of the models considered.

The weakly nonlinear wave theories, i.e. amplitude expansions, correctly predict
phenomenon of the sort observed near criticality and the onset of primary waves.
The coupling equations are in agreement with the experimental observations of
Faller and Kallor and Van Atta in predicting the suppression of type I waves by
the type II modes. The coupling coefficients that have been computed have large
negative real parts indicating their inhibitory affect. A hypothetical two wave com-
putation shows that this model is also capable of exhibiting intermittent behavior
where the wave modes alternately predominate in close proximatity of each other.
Such behavior has been observed by Faller. Some numerical simulations show limit
cycles with large swings several times the equilibrium amplitude. Caution should
be exercised when the amplitude equations are applied far from criticality, as the
perturbation scheme used to derive them rapidly becomes ‘disordered’. Malkus (pri-
vate communication) has suggested an alternative approach which should exhibit

better convergence properties.
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As the amplitude of the primary wave grows, there are several ways in which
the spectrum of the flow field might change. The development of a modulation in-
stability could result in wave chaos, should the initial wave be unstable to sideband
modes. Dispersive effects have been incorporated into the weakly nonlinear frame-
work, by introducing multiple scales. This leads to coupled nonlinear Shrédinger
equations. A secondary instability might receive additional encouragement near the

wave envelope peaks.

One important kind of oscillation, which has been neglected in this study, is
the subharmonic instability. In the case of narrow gap Ekman flow photographic
evidence suggests parameter regions where wave ‘defects’ play an initiating role in
transition. Here neighboring vortex tubes begin to merge giving the perturbation
a wavelength twice the original. The most unstable oscillations involve spanwise

dependence and would have a three dimensional character.

For the fast growth and introduction of small scales that accompany the burst-
ing phenomenon, a different process has to be considered. The secondary instability
considered' here, in the context of narrow gap Ekman flow, results from a three di-
mensional linear instability to a finite amplitude primary wave field. The primary
wave links fourier components of the secondary disturbance. If the primary vorticity
is transverse to the shear, the primary wave permits the secondary disturbance to
effectively tap available energy in the shear that it otherwise couldn’t utilize. The
energy is channeled into large streamwise velocity perturbations. These warp the
underlying mean flow, alternatively steepening and flattening the flow field. If the
primary vorticity wave is originally longitudinally directed then secondary instabil-

ity relies on a large primary wave to supply energy to the secondary disturbance.
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Appendix 1: On the Summation Algorithm for Non-Linear Terms.

1. It is convenient to keep things in terms of the components w and 7, remem-

bering that for wave mode €(***#%) we have the transformation:

= 1—2— dz
D f -« A

2. Introduce the nonlinear quadratic forms, ¢m.(f,9) = dam a+n(f,g) for m #

n, by the rules:

¢m,n(fa g) = i (i f m—i,n—jgl',j)

=0 \j=0
and whenever (i = j) or (m —1) = (n — j) that product is neglected from the

summation.

3. Let @ denote a ‘tensor’ of rank two defined as the dyadic sum

(m#n)

Q(f, g) =Z Z {AmAmd’m,n(z)e(m—n)o} 34
(Where 0 = (az + By).)

4. We invent, for convenience, two dyadic wave number (m,n)-tuples. They have

components
E)mn = (m—n)(e)
(V)mn = (m—n)(B)

m # n and we give them the following two properties

¢ (m,n)-tuples are closed under multiplication which is performed compo-

nentwise, leaving a dyadic of the same order.

e (m,n)-tuples multiply tensors of rank two via contraction over both in-

dices which gives a scalar.
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Then we can write the nonlinear products for the Navier-Stokes Equation

S1 ie-®(u,u) +w- d(v,u) + 8, (w,u)
Sy | =] te-®(u,v) +iv-P(v,v) + P, (w,v)
Ss e ®(w,u) +iwv-®(v,w) + 0, (w,w)

also note the symmetry ®(u,v) = ®(v,u) .

5. It can readily be determined that

o? o? . .
(557 + 57005 = —(& + ") [ie®(w,u) +iv®(v,w) + 8w, w)]
9%*s %S
_( 1 + 2) —
0z0x 0zd0y

[52<I>,(u,u) + V2@, (v,v) + 2ev®,(u,v) — 19, (w,u) — ivd,, (v, v)]

[su@(u, u) — ev®(v,v) + (V2 — ) ®(v,u) — iwd,(w,u) + icd, (v, v)]

6. Now the final measure of nonlinear terms at a given order of ¢? = AA* is a
summation of the above terms after being multiplied by the Reynolds number,

R=Ry+ R, +€*R; + SRy + 8RRy + ...
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Appendix 2: The Numerics of the Linear Eigenvalue Problem.

The differential eigenvalue problem to be solved consists of two sets of coupled
equations for the fourier components of the vertical velocity, Wy m, and the vertical
vorticity, 7, m.

2

(_ki,m + D2)2 - (iam)(_ki,m + Dz)]wn,m - R

1
[E Dnn,m
+anD[(U * uz)nm + (V * ty)nm + (W % u,)pm + (U * UWnm+ (Uy * W)y m)
+z[3mD[(U * vz)n,m + (V * vy)n,m + (W * vz)n,m + (Vz * u)n,m + (Vz * w)n,m]
+k3¢,m[(U * wz)".m + (V * wv)n.m + (W * wz)n,m + (Wz * u)n,m + (Wz * w)n,m] =0 (1)
(L (<k2 . + D?) — (iom)|mm + 2 Duw
R nm nm R nm
—tan[(U * vz)pm + (V * Vy)nm + (W *0,)pm + (Ve * UWnm+ (Vy* W) p,m)
+iBm[(U *uz)pm+ (V * Uy)nm + (W) pm+ (U, * Wnm+ (U *w)pm| =0 (2)

Both the limitation of memory space and the need for high accuracy in manipulating
the eigensolution are imperatives for using the Chebychev formulation (Orzag, JFM

1971). The linear eigenstructure representation is given by

N P
w(x,y,z,t) = Z Zwm’n’peianzeiﬁmveimatTp(z) + (*) (3)
n=—N p=0
N P 3 . .
17(3;, v, z,t) = Z Z nm,n,pewmzetﬁmvezmatTp(z) + (*) (4)
n=—N p=0.

(with m = 1 for linear theory.) The differential eigenproblem is reduced to the
matrix equation ([A] + o[B])X = 0, where the structure of the [A4] and [B]

matrices are schematically illustrated as follows,
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n=-N PxP| ... P
PxP
b
Eq’s : Vars Vars 0
wl,n,P ’ wl,,,,,, ﬂl,n,p *
n=N PxP| ...
+o
n=-N
Eq’s
" d Vars Vars 0
1! ),
P Win,p M,np
n=N
\ ] \ PxP

The dimensions of the complex matrices A and B are 2(2N+1)(P+1) although by
making use of cross stream symmetry this can be halved. In the case of Poiseuille
(unidirectional) flow a further reduction which makes A and B real is possible
(symmetry under y — —y). It is useful to fill in some details with regards to the
matrix eigenvalue problem. Each row of the matrix equation could be thought of
as an equation for wipp OF N1pp. Line [(N+n)(P+1)+(p+1)] corresponds to the
equation for wy , , and line [(2N+1)(P+1)+(N+n)(P+1)+(p+1)] corresponds to the
equation for 7y, ,. Obviously wy,, is the [(N+n)(P+1)+(p+1)]th component of the
eigenvector while 7y ,, is the [(2N+1)(P+1)+(N+n)(P+1)+(p+1)]th component
of the eigenvector. The convolution products in Equations (1-2) are a coupling
between the variables and fill a diagonal band of A of width 2xQ+1 blocks, where
Q is the number of harmonics included in the primary wave approximation. The
eigenvalue problem is then solved by inverting B and applying a Q-R algorithm to
determines all the eigenvalues of AB~!. The eigenfunction is then determined by

inverse iteration.
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