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Abstract−The governing partial differential equations have been solved numerically for the 2-D and steady power-

law fluid flow over two square cylinders in tandem arrangement. Extensive numerical results spanning wide ranges

of the governing parameters as Reynolds number (0.1≤Re≤40), power-law index (0.2≤n≤1) and inter-cylinder spacing

(2≤L/d≤6) are presented herein; limited results for L/d=24 are also obtained to approach the single cylinder behavior.

The detailed flow visualization is done by means of the streamline and vorticity contours in the vicinity of two cylinders.

The global characteristics are analyzed in terms of the surface pressure distribution and pressure drag coefficient. The

drag coefficient shows the classical inverse dependence on the Reynolds number irrespective of the value of the power-

law index; the drag on the upstream cylinder is always greater than that for the downstream cylinder.
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INTRODUCTION

Owing to the wide occurrence of non-Newtonian fluid charac-

teristics in scores of industrial settings including polymer, food, min-

eral, pharmaceutical and other processing applications, considerable

research effort has been devoted to develop adequate understand-

ing of transport processes in such fluids over the past 50-60 years.

Consequently, a reasonably coherent body of knowledge has accrued

as far as the flow of such fluids in pipes and ducts, mixing vessels,

porous media, etc. is concerned [1-3]. On the other hand, the analo-

gous body of information pertaining to the external flows is indeed

not only very limited, but is also of recent vintage [2,4]. The bulk

of the available studies relate to the flow past a sphere [2], a circular

cylinder [4] and that over a single square cylinder [4]. Notwithstand-

ing the fundamental significance of bluff-body fluid dynamics, the

flow past cylinders of different cross-sections also denotes an idealiza-

tion of numerous industrially important applications. Typical exam-

ples include the flow in tubular and pin-type heat exchangers, thermal

treatment of foodstuffs, novel impeller designs to enhance the effi-

ciency of mixing, measuring probes, cooling of electronic compo-

nents and membrane-based separation modules, etc. [4]. Additional

examples are found in the use of variously shaped objects to con-

trol the nature of flow by placing them at the entry of channels [5] and

in compact heat exchangers [6,7]. Such model studies have proved

to be of value in furthering our understanding of the underlying pro-

cesses, but it is readily acknowledged that most practical situations

entail multiple-cylinders arranged in different geometrical configu-

rations, thereby leading to hydrodynamic interactions between ad-

jacent cylinders [8,9]. The simplest configuration to understand such

hydrodynamic interactions in multiple body situations is that of two-

cylinders. Such configurations have been shown to serve as a useful

starting point to understand inter-particle interactions in multiple-

bluff body systems, e.g., see the works of Juncu [10] and Patil et al.

[11] for two circular cylinders in Newtonian and power-law fluids,

respectively. This study is thus concerned with the steady flow of

power-law fluids over two-square cylinders in tandem arrangement,

especially at low Reynolds numbers. It is instructive to recount the

salient features of the currently available literature pertaining to the

single and two square cylinders to facilitate the presentation of the

present results.

Most industrial fluids of multiphase (suspensions, foams, emul-

sions, etc.) and polymeric (melts and solutions) nature exhibit a range

of non-Newtonian characteristics, including shear-dependent vis-

cosity (shear-thinning and shear-thickening), yield stress, and visco-

elasticity [1-3]. However, most such systems display shear-thin-

ning viscosity which decreases with the increasing shear rate under

appropriate circumstances. It is thus reasonable to begin the analysis

with the flow behavior of shear-thinning fluids, modeled here by

the usual power-law model and the level of complexity can gradu-

ally be built up by incorporating the other non-Newtonian charac-

teristics. Earlier studies in this field [12-15] were based on the as-

sumption of the flow being steady up to about critical Reynolds num-

ber, Recr~45, whereas the corresponding results in the vortex shed-

ding regime were reported by Sahu et al. [16,17]. However, the limits

of the flow detachment and that of the steady flow regime for an

unconfined square cylinder in power-law fluids have been delin-

eated only recently [18], which are lower than that for a circular

cylinder. For the sake of completeness, the analogous body of knowl-

edge pertaining to the flow of power-law fluids in the steady and in

the laminar vortex shedding regimes past a single circular, semi-

circular, triangular and elliptical cylinders has been reviewed else-

where [4,19-23]. Therefore, in summary, reliable results of the mo-

mentum and heat transfer characteristics for square and circular cy-

linders in power-law fluids are available in the steady and laminar

vortex shedding regime in confined and unconfined configurations.

On the other hand, the analogous information for elliptical, triangu-

lar and semi-circular and circular cylinders is limited mainly to the

steady flow regime [24-30].
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In contrast, the corresponding literature on two-square cylinders

in a tandem arrangement is limited even in Newtonian fluids, let alone

in power-law fluids. Most of the available experimental studies relate

to wind tunnel conditions in which the Reynolds numbers tend to

be of the order of 103-104, e.g., see [31-34]. The major thrust of these

studies has been to elucidate the role of free stream turbulence inten-

sity (0.2-4%) on the hydrodynamic forces and Strouhal number as

a function of the varying inter-cylinder spacing (from the extreme

case of L/d=0 equivalent to single cylinder to large inter-cylinder

distance L/d=9). Indeed, depending upon the value of the inter-cylin-

der spacing and of the Reynolds number, a range of characteristics

like hysteresis in drag [34], oscillating behavior [35], etc. have been

observed both experimentally and numerically at such high Rey-

nolds number. On the other hand, the numerical studies in this field

have also focused on moderate Reynolds numbers in order to cap-

ture some of these trends [36,37]. To the best of our knowledge,

only two numerical studies have focused on the flow over two square

cylinders in the steady flow regime observed at low Reynolds num-

bers which are of interest here. For instance, Sohankar and Etmi-

nan [38] did a numerical study to determine the flow behavior (both

steady and unsteady) over two square cylinders in tandem arrange-

ment over the range of conditions 1≤Re≤200, L/d=6. Similarly,

for a fixed value of the center-to-center spacing of L/d=5, Chatter-

jee and Biswas [39] investigated the momentum and heat transfer

characteristics across two square cylinders over the Reynolds num-

ber range 1≤Re≤30 for three values of blockage ratios (defined as

the side of the cylinder divided by the lateral height of the channel)

as 0.05, 0.25 and 0.5 in order to delineate the influence of planar

confinement. Over these ranges of conditions, the flow was found

to be steady and the total drag coefficient decreased with the de-

creasing blockage. In a very recent study [40], the effect of power-

law rheology on convective heat transfer has been reported for two

square cylinders in tandem arrangement and the corresponding mo-

mentum transfer characteristics are reported herein. Very recently,

two more studies appeared in the literature on this subject. Ehsan

et al. [41] studied the flow of power-law fluids past two square cy-

linders in tandem arrangement to consider the influence of the power-

law index, Reynolds number and inter-cylinder separation on the

flow characteristics. While the range of the Reynolds number in

their study is such that it spans both the steady and laminar vortex-

shedding regimes, the bulk of their results pertain to the inter-cylinder

gap of 6 and the Reynolds number value of 100, which is way beyond

the steady flow regime. Similarly, Nifkarjam and Sohankar [42]

also considered the momentum and heat transfer characteristics of

this configuration in mildly non-Newtonian power-law fluids for a

fixed value of the inter-cylinder gap of 5 for a fixed value of the

Prandtl number of 0.71 (corresponding to air). While their drag values

are in-line with the scant literature values, such a low value of the

Prandtl number is rather unrealistic in the context of power-law fluids

[1-3], thereby severely limiting the utility of their heat transfer re-

sults. In summary, with the exception of Shyam and Chhabra [40]

and scant results reported in [41,42], no prior results are available

on the flow of power-law fluids past a system of two square cylin-

ders arranged in a tandem configuration, especially at low Rey-

nolds numbers; The analogous configurations, however, involving

two circular and two elliptic cylinders immersed in Newtonian and

power-law fluids have been investigated in a few recent studies [10,

11,27-29]. Note also that not only such model configurations merit

to be studied systematically to advance theoretical understanding

of the underlying flow-phenomena, but these are also relevant in

the context of the range of flow regimes observed in the channel

flow fitted with a plane obstruction (like a plate), as reported by

Kabir et al. [43]. The present work is thus concerned with the steady

flow of power-law fluids over two square cylinders arranged in tan-

dem configuration in the steady flow regime, thereby complementing

the two recent studies in the laminar vortex shedding regime [41,42].

MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION

Consider the incompressible and steady flow of a power-law fluid,

with a uniform velocity U0 over two square cylinders (side d) in a

tandem arrangement with center-to-center spacing of L in an uncon-

fined space (Fig. 1(a)). Since it is impossible to simulate a truly un-

confined flow, the two-cylinder system is enclosed here in an artifi-

cial cylindrical domain of diameter D with its center coincident with

the mid-point between the two cylinders. Obviously, the selection

of an optimum value of D is crucial to keep the computational effort

at a reasonable level without a significant loss in accuracy of results.

Over the range of Reynolds numbers of interest here, the flow is

expected to be symmetric about the x-axis; therefore, the computa-

tions are performed only over half domain, i.e., y≥0, as shown in

Fig. 1(b). Since both cylinders are infinitely long in the z-direction,

the corresponding component of velocity Uz is assumed to be identi-

cally zero and there are no gradients in the z-direction. Under these

conditions, the two-dimensional velocity and pressure fields are gov-

erned by the continuity and momentum balance equations written

in their dimensionless form as follows:

Continuity equation: ∇·U=0 (1)

Fig. 1. (a) Schematic of the flow geometry, (b) Computational do-
main.
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Momentum equation: (U·∇) U=−∇p+(1/Re) ∇·σ (2)

For an incompressible fluid, the components of the extra stress tensor

(σij) and rate of deformation tensor (εij) are related as, σij=2ηεij. The

generalized viscosity function, η, for a power-law fluid is given by

the expression, η=(I2/2)(n−1)/2 (see [1]). Here, n is the power-law index,

which denotes the standard Newtonian behavior for n=1, whereas

n<1 corresponds to shear-thinning behavior; I2 is the second invari-

ant of the rate of deformation tensor, which is given as follows: I2=

. Finally, it is necessary to specify the physically realistic

boundary conditions for this flow configuration to complete the prob-

lem statement. The front half of the enclosing cylindrical envelope

is designated as the inlet. At this surface, Ux=1; Uy=0 are used (Fig.

1(b)). At the surface of the two cylinders, the usual no-slip condi-

tion is used. Over the range of Reynolds numbers spanned here,

the flow is expected to be steady and symmetric about the x-axis.

The symmetry conditions have been employed at y=0 plane, ∂Ux/

∂y=0; Uy=0. The rear-half of the enclosing cylinder envelope is

designated as the exit and it is reasonable to postulate that the distur-

bance introduced by the two cylinders would have subsided. In other

words, it is equivalent to the assumption of fully developed flow at

the exit boundary with no gradients in the x-direction, though the

gradients can still exist in the lateral direction. This is similar to the

Neumann type boundary condition.

The variables appearing in the foregoing differential equations

and boundary conditions have been rendered dimensionless using

d and U0 as the linear and velocity scales, respectively. Thus, pres-

sure is scaled by ρU0

2
; extra stress tensor components using m(U0/

d)n; viscosity with m(U0/d)n−1, etc. The sole dimensionless parame-

ter, namely, Reynolds number (Re), appearing in Eq. (2) is defined

as: Re=ρd
n
U0

2−n
/m. Evidently, this flow is governed by three di-

mensionless groups: Reynolds number (Re), power-law index (n)

and center-to-center separation (L/d). This work endeavors to elu-

cidate the influence of each of these parameters on the momentum

transfer characteristics for this flow configuration.

The aforementioned governing equations together with the speci-

fied boundary conditions have been solved numerically, thereby

mapping the flow domain in terms of the primitive variables Ux,

Uy and p. These, in turn, can be post processed to infer the values

of the desired momentum parameters. It is customary to visualize

the flow in terms of streamline and iso-vorticity contours in the close

proximity of each cylinder and pressure distribution over these sur-

faces. At the next level, one can examine the behavior of the hydro-

dynamic drag force experienced by each cylinder, which describes

the system hydrodynamics in an average sense. The recirculating

wake region is characterized in terms of the recirculation length. It

is thus appropriate to define some of these parameters here.

1. Recirculation Length

The recirculation length, Lr, is the distance between the rear stag-

nation point and the reattachment point of the nearby closed stream-

line at y=0 line. Thus, it is a measure of the length of the wake region

in the axial direction.

2. Surface Pressure

The pressure coefficient, Cp, is a dimensionless form of the pres-

sure on the surface of the cylinder given as: Cp=2(P−P0)/ρU0

2
, where,

P is the local pressure at a point on the surface of each cylinder and

P0 is its reference value far away from the cylinders.

3. Drag Coefficient

Due to the prevailing shearing and normal stresses, there is a net

force acting on each cylinder in the direction of flow. This is gener-

ally expressed using drag coefficient Cd which is made up of two

components, namely, friction drag coefficient, Cdf (due to shearing)

and pressure drag coefficient, Cdp (due to normal stresses) defined

as follows:

(3)

(4)

Thus, the fluid mechanical aspects of the problem studied here are

analyzed in terms of the streamline and vorticity contours in close

proximity of the two cylinders, whereas the overall characteristics

are captured in terms of the drag coefficients as functions of Rey-

nolds number, power-law index and center-to-center gap between

the two cylinders. Owing to the steady and symmetric nature of the

flow, no lift force is expected over the range of conditions spanned

here.

NUMERICAL SOLUTION METHODOLOGY AND 

CHOICE OF NUMERICAL PARAMETERS

Since a detailed description of the numerical solution procedure

used here is available elsewhere [40], it is not repeated here and

only the salient features are given. The field equations together with

the boundary conditions outlined in the preceding section have been

solved numerically using the finite volume based solver ANSYS

Fluent (version 6.3.26). The second-order upwind (SOU) scheme

was used to discretize the convective terms in the momentum equa-

tions. The SIMPLE (semi-implicit method for the pressure linked

equations) scheme was used to solve the momentum equations. A

simulation was deemed to have converged when the residuals of

the continuity, x-momentum and y-momentum equations had dropped

below 10−8. Within the framework of this criterion, the drag values

had stabilized at least up to four significant digits. The constant density

and non-Newtonian power-law models were used to input the physi-

cal properties of the fluid to achieve the desired values of the Rey-

nolds number. However, these values are of no particular significance,

because the present results are reported in terms of the relevant di-

mensionless parameters.

Since a detailed discussion regarding the choice of numerical

parameters like optimum computational mesh, value of D and con-

vergence criterion is available elsewhere [40], based on a similar

extensive exploration, (D/d)=800 and (D/d)=400 were found to be

adequate for Re<1 and Re≥1, respectively. Similarly, an inner region

extending up to a radius of 4d to 6d depending upon the value of

L/d (20d for L/d=24), is meshed using an unstructured grid; beyond

this region, a structured grid with a stretching ratio <1.1 is used.

Based on such tests, for Re<1, a grid characterized by δ/d=0.004,

Np=320, Ncell=153, 970 was found to be adequate in the present

work. Similarly, for Re≥1, a grid characterized by δ/d=0.008, Np=

240, Ncell=137, 960 was found to be satisfactory. The adequacy of

the domain and grid selected here is further demonstrated by present-

ing a few benchmark comparisons in the next section.

εijεji

j

∑
i

∑
Cdf = 

2Fdf

ρU
0

2
d

------------- = 

2
n+1

Re
--------- τ ns⋅( )dS

S
∫
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2Fdp

ρU
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2
d

------------- = CpnxdS
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1. Validation

To establish the reliability and accuracy of the numerical solu-

tion methodology used here, three benchmark problems have been

studied. Reliable numerical results are now available for the lami-

nar flow of Newtonian [44] and power-law fluids [45,46] in a lid-

driven square cavity geometry. For a fixed value of Re=100 (based

on the side length of the cavity) for various values of n=0.5, 0.75, 1

and 1.5, the present values of the x- and y-components of the velocity

at the centerline of the cavity were found to be within ±1% of the

literature values. Similarly, Fig. 2 shows a comparison between the

present results and that of Sohankar and Etminan [38] in terms of

the drag coefficient (Cd) and recirculation length (Lr) as functions of

the Reynolds number for the two tandem square cylinders in Newto-

nian fluids with the center-to-center separation of L/d=6. Once again,

Fig. 2. Comparison of (a) Drag coefficient (Cd) and (b) Recircula-
tion length (Lr) with Sohankar and Etminan [38] at L/d=
6, n=1.

Fig. 3. (a) Comparison of present Cdup values (line) with data (sym-
bols) of Ehsan et al. [41] for L/d=6. (b) Comparison of present
Cddown values (line) with data (symbols) of Ehsan et al. [41].

Table 1. Comparison of present results with the values of Chat-
terjee and Biswas [39]

 Present Chatterjee and Biswas [39]

Re Cdup Cddown Cdup Cddown

05 4.9881 2.3576 5.0145 2.4306

10 3.3995 1.4034 3.3954 1.4079

20 2.4274 0.8155 2.4182 0.8033

30 2.0374 0.5654 1.9876 0.5466

the two results are seen to be in excellent agreement; the two drag

values differ from each other by 3.6% and 4.5% for the upstream

and downstream cylinders respectively, whereas the value of Lr dif-

fers by 9% at Re=5; the difference between the two values decreases
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with the increasing value of the Reynolds number. This seemingly

large discrepancy between the present results and that of Sohankar

and Etminan [38] is presumably due to the fact that the recircula-

tion length is very small at Re=5. Next, Chatterjee and Biswas [39]

studied the effect of confinement for this configuration at low Rey-

nolds numbers. Strictly speaking, the present results cannot be com-

pared with their values, but Table 1 contrasts the two sets of results

for the lowest value of the confinement (5%) when the influence

of a confining wall is expected to be negligible. Bearing in mind

the differences inherent in these two studies, the correspondence is

seen to be very good. Similarly, Fig. 3 shows a comparison between

the present results and that of Ehsan et al. [41] for L/d=6 and for

three values of the power-law index; an excellent correspondence

is seen to exist between the two predictions and the maximum dis-

crepancy is of the order of 4.5%. Finally, the present values of the

Nusselt number are within ±5% of that reported recently in the litera-

ture [42]. In addition to the above benchmark comparisons, the pres-

ent results for the upstream cylinder at L/d=24 are also compared

(Table 2) with the single cylinder results of Rao et al. [18]. The two

drag values are seen to differ at most by 3.4%, which is considered

to be acceptable, thereby suggesting that the upstream cylinders be-

haves independently of the downstream one at such large values of

(L/d). The foregoing discussion together with the additional valida-

tion reported in our previous paper [40] lends credibility to the reli-

ability and accuracy of the present solution methodology and the

choice of numerical parameters. The present new results for the two

cylinders in tandem in power-law fluids are therefore considered to

be reliable to within 2-3%.

2.Detailed Flow Characteristics

It is customary to visualize the structure of the flow field by means

of streamline and vorticity contours in the proximity of the square

cylinders as functions of the Reynolds number, power-law index

and center-to-center spacing between the cylinders. Figs. 4-6 show

representative streamline (upper half) and iso-vorticity contours (lower

half) for the range of conditions spanned here. As expected, at low

Reynolds numbers (Re≤≈1), the flow remains attached to the sur-

face of the cylinder irrespective of the value of the power-law index

or of the gap between the two-cylinders, except at the lowest value

of L/d=2 used here. This observation is consistent with the fact that

the flow separates from a single cylinder in Newtonian fluids at about

Re~1.2-1.3 [18]. Similarly, the critical Reynolds number exhibits a

non-monotonic dependence on power-law index (n), i.e., exhibit-

ing its maximum value of ~3.2-3.3 in the vicinity of n~0.5 and then

dropping to a value of ~1.2-1.3 again for a highly shear-thinning

(n=0.2) fluid, which is also close to the critical Reynolds number

in Newtonian fluids. Thus, the present results for the upstream cylin-

der are in line with the previous values reported in the literature.

The downstream cylinder also exhibits qualitatively similar trends,

especially at large values of L/d when the interactions between the

cylinders are weak. Of course, for Re>5, there is a well-developed

recirculating region behind each cylinder irrespective of the value

of L/d and/or of the power-law index (n). The results shown in Figs.

4(a) and 4(b) at Re=40 are particularly striking as the downstream

cylinder impedes the full development of the wake of the preced-

ing cylinder in the both Newtonian and shear-thinning fluids, as

the length of the wake for a single cylinder is expected to be of the

order of ~3d [18], which is very close to the gap between the two

cylinders. Fig. 5 shows the influence of power-law index on the

flow patterns at Re=40. At Re=0.1, no flow separation is seen to

occur. However, at Re=40, downstream cylinder causes disturbance

in the flow field in between the two cylinders. Since the wake length

grows with the decreasing degree of shear-thinning, interference is

seen to be maximum in Newtonian fluids. This can be explained,

at least qualitatively, by acknowledging that the effective viscosity

of a shear-thinning fluid increases rapidly away from the regions of

high deformation rates, thereby suppressing the size of the wake.

Conversely, the momentum boundary layers are known to be thin-

Table 2. Comparison of present upstream cylinder (at L/d=24) drag
coefficient (Cd) with single cylinder of Rao et al. [18]

Re=5 Re=40

n=0.2 n=1 n=0.2 n=1

Present 6.58 4.31 1.45 1.64

Rao et al. [18] 6.61 4.46 1.49 1.67

Fig. 4. Effect of Reynolds number on streamline (upper half) and
vorticity (lower half) contour patterns at L/d=4, (a) n=0.2,
(b) n=1.
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ner in power-law fluids otherwise under identical conditions [3].

Fig. 6 clearly shows the decreasing interference between the two

cylinders with the increasing inter-cylinder separation. The wake

of the trailing cylinder is seen to be shorter than that of the leading

cylinder due to the distortion of the velocity profile of the oncom-

ing stream impinging on the trailing cylinder. It is appropriate to

mention here that while the streamline and iso-vorticity contours

shown in the preceding figures are obviously based on the same

numerical data, but since all contours cannot be included in all fig-

ures, and therefore, these might appear different in some cases. Also,

the basic purpose of such plots is to display the general flow patterns.

It is also interesting that a common recirculation region is formed

in between the two cylinders even at Re=0.1 and L/d=2. This is

obviously due to flow separation in the rear of the leading cylinder

and on the front of the trailing cylinder, as also reported by Tatsuno

[47] for two circular cylinders in the Reynolds number range, Re<

~0.2 at about L/d=2 in Newtonian fluids, whereas no such separa-

tion was observed at L/d=3. On the other hand, they also reported

the widening of this recirculation region in the lateral direction at

L/d≈1.7, thereby suggesting squeezing of the fluid by the decreas-

ing gap between the two cylinders. These results are also qualita-

tively consistent with the trends reported for two circular cylinders

in power-law fluids [11]. Note that, for a single square cylinder, the

flow remains attached to cylinder surface at such low values of the

Reynolds number and, therefore, the behavior seen here can be safely

ascribed to the strong interference effects at L/d=2. Similarly, with

the increasing Reynolds number, the flow can separate at the leading

corners, which may or may not reattach itself at the rear corners.

When reattachment occurs, the two recirculating regions behave

independently of each other, whereas the two are connected in the

absence of flow reattachment. This behavior is also in line with the

behavior seen for two circular cylinders [11]. This leads to further

modifications in the flow field.

The lower-half of each figure shows the corresponding vorticity

contours. As expected, the vorticity is seen to be maximum at the

surface of the cylinder due to the imposition of the no-slip condi-

tion, and it progressively decreases away from each cylinder due to

the diminishing velocity gradients. At low Reynolds numbers, the

vorticity values are comparable for both cylinders, particularly in

the absence of wake formation in the rear of the upstream cylinder.

However, with the appearance of the recirculation zone, the vortic-

Fig. 5. Effect of power-law index on streamline (upper half) and
vorticity (lower half) contour patterns at L/d=4, Re=40.

Fig. 6. Effect of L/d ratio on streamline (upper half) and vorticity
(lower half) contour patterns. (a) Re=0.1, n=0.2, (b) Re=
0.1, n=1. (c) Re=40, n=0.2 and 1.
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ity values are much smaller for the rear cylinder than that of the

upstream cylinder due to the modifications of the velocity field inci-

dent on the downstream cylinder. Broadly, for fixed values of L/d

and n, the vorticity level increases with the increasing Reynolds

number. On the other hand, for a fixed value of the Reynolds number

and L/d, the magnitude of vorticity increases with the increasing

degree of shear-thinning. This is presumably so due to the thinning

of the boundary layer, thereby increasing the velocity gradient. Finally,

for fixed values of Re and n, vorticity shows very little influence of

L/d at low Reynolds numbers. This is because the flow remains

attached to the surface of each cylinder except for the severe interfer-

ence effect seen at L/d=2. However, once the flow detaches from

the surface of the cylinder, the vorticity values increase. In the latter

case, the vorticity is seen to decrease spatially somewhat faster in

shear-thinning fluids than that in Newtonian fluids.

Fig. 7 shows the functional dependence of the recirculation length

on the Reynolds number (Re), power-law index (n) and inter-cylinder

gap (L/d). At the lowest value of the inter-cylinder gap (L/d=2) as

noted previously, there is a common recirculation region in between

the two cylinders, and therefore, Lr cannot be defined for the up-

stream cylinder, albeit the results for the downstream cylinder are

included here. Broadly, the recirculation length shows qualitatively

similar dependence on the Reynolds number in both Newtonian

and power-law liquids. However, the flow separation is somewhat

delayed in shear-thinning fluids, and the recirculation length also

tends to be shorter in shear-thinning fluids than that in Newtonian

media otherwise under identical conditions. The results of Rao et

al. [18] for a single square cylinder are also included in this figure.

It is noted that the recirculation length of the upstream cylinder at

L/d=6 is close to the single cylinder value, which also signifies the

fact that tandem cylinder results approach the single cylinder behav-

ior at large L/d ratios.

3. Surface Pressure Distribution

At the next level, one can gain further insights by examining the

Fig. 7. Effect of Reynolds number on recirculation length (a) n=
0.2 (b) n=1.

Fig. 8. Typical variation of surface pressure, Cp, on half of cylin-
der surface at L/d=2 (a) Re=0.1 (b) Re=40.
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surface pressure profiles on the surface of each cylinder. Fig. 8 shows

representative surface pressure results for n=0.2 and 1 and Re=0.1

and 40 at L/d=2. At low Reynolds numbers, for the upstream cylin-

der, the surface pressure gradually increases from the front stagna-

tion point towards the corner and then it rapidly decreases and re-

mains nearly constant up to the rear corner, reaching its minimum

value just after the corner followed by a slight recovery. The corre-

sponding results for the trailing cylinder show qualitatively similar

trends except for the fact that surface pressure values at congruous

points are much lower, akin to as if the trailing cylinder is sub-

merged in the low pressure wake region formed in the gap in be-

tween the two cylinders, showing the minimum pressure at the rear

corner. On the other hand, the effect of power-law index is seen to

be much more dramatic on the upstream cylinder in the front half,

whereas it manifests in the rear of the trailing downstream cylin-

der. The effect of power-law index is seen to progressively dimin-

ish with the increasing Reynolds number, e.g., see Fig. 8(b) at Re=

40. This is not at all surprising because the role of viscous forces

diminishes with the increasing Reynolds number, and hence the

value of power-law index is of little relevance under these condi-

tions. Also, due to the separation in the rear of the upstream cylinder,

there is very little variation in the surface pressure of the trailing

cylinder, and over most of the surface of the trailing cylinder, the

pressure is negative.

4. Drag Coefficient

Evidently, both the total (Cd) and pressure (Cdp) drag coefficients

are expected to be functions of Re, (L/d) and n, as shown in Figs. 9

and 10. For fixed values of power-law index (n) and (L/d), both the

overall and pressure (not shown in Fig. 10 in the interest of clarity)

drag coefficients exhibit the classical inverse dependence on the

Reynolds number. Furthermore, the drag value of the upstream cylin-

der is influenced very little by the value of (L/d), and indeed this

effect progressively diminishes with the increasing values of (L/d)

or Reynolds number or both. On the other hand, this effect is seen

to be fairly strong at low Reynolds numbers due to the merging of

the recirculation region formed in the rear of the upstream cylinder

with that in front of the downstream cylinder. Further detailed exami-

nation of the results revealed that shear-thinning behavior enhances

drag at low Reynolds numbers over and above that seen in Newto-

nian fluids. This is obviously due to the dominance of viscous forces

at such Reynolds numbers. For instance, at Re=0.1, the total drag

and its pressure component of the both upstream and downstream

cylinders can be about ~5 times higher in a highly shear-thinning

fluid (n=0.2) than that in a Newtonian fluid (n=1). On the other

hand, at Re=40, both components vary by less than 5-10% as the

value of the power-law index, n, is gradually decreased from n=1

to n=0.2. Under these conditions, the flow is dominated by the inertial

forces and hence the viscous characteristics are of little relevance.

Furthermore, at such high Reynolds numbers, the ratio of pressure

and friction drag contributions remains more or less constant for

the downstream cylinder, whereas it gradually increases with the

Fig. 9. Effect of power-law index on pressure drag coefficient (Cdp)
and total drag coefficient (Cd) of upstream and downstream
cylinders at L/d=4, Re=0.1.

Fig. 10. Effect of Reynolds number and inter-cylinder spacing on
the total drag coefficients of upstream and downstream
cylinders, (a) n=0.2 (b) n=1.
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increasing Reynolds number in both Newtonian and shear-thin-

ning fluids for the upstream cylinder. These trends are also consis-

tent with the surface pressure profiles seen in the preceding section.

CONCLUSIONS

The effect of power-law fluid rheology on the momentum trans-

fer characteristics for two square cylinders in tandem arrangement

has been studied over the range of Reynolds number (0.1≤Re≤40)

such that the flow regime is steady and two-dimensional. Qualita-

tively, the overall characteristics seen here tend to be similar to that

observed for two circular cylinders. For instance, when the two cy-

linders are placed very close to each other, even at low Reynolds

numbers, the flow separates from the rear corner of the upstream

cylinder and from the front corner of the trailing cylinder, and these

two separated flow regions merge into one. On the other hand, in

highly shear-thinning fluids, the flow also separates from the front

corner at lower values of Reynolds numbers than that in Newtonian

fluids. Broadly, at fixed values of the Reynolds number, recircula-

tion regions tend to be somewhat shorter in shear-thinning fluids

than that in Newtonian fluids and, therefore, this leads to weaker

interference induced by the trailing cylinder. While at low Rey-

nolds numbers, shear-thinning behavior enhances the drag on each

cylinder over and above their values in Newtonian fluids otherwise

under identical conditions; this effect diminishes rapidly with the

increasing Reynolds number. Finally, the relative contribution of

the pressure component to the overall drag is modulated both by

the values of the Reynolds number and power-law index, espe-

cially for the trailing cylinder.

NOMENCLATURE

Cd : drag coefficient, dimensionless

Cdf : friction drag coefficient, dimensionless

Cdp : pressure drag coefficient, dimensionless

Cp : pressure coefficient, dimensionless

d : side of cylinder [m]

D : diameter of computational domain [m]

Fdf : friction drag force per unit length of cylinder [N/m]

Fdp : pressure drag force per unit length of cylinder [N/m]

I2 : second invariant of rate of deformation tensor, dimension-

less

L : centre-to-centre spacing between the two cylinders [m]

Lr : recirculation length, dimensionless

m : power-law consistency index [Pa·sn]

Ncell : total number of cells in the computational domain (half),

dimensionless

Np : number of grid points on half of the cylinder circumference,

dimensionless

n : power-law index, dimensionless

ns : unit vector normal to the surface, dimensionless

nx : unit normal vector along the x-direction, dimensionless

p : pressure, dimensionless

P : pressure [Pa]

Re : Reynolds number, dimensionless

S : surface area of each cylinder [m2]

U :  velocity vector, dimensionless

U0 : free stream velocity [m/s]

Greek Symbols

δ : smallest cell size on the cylinder surface [m]

ρ : fluid density [kg/m3]

σij : extra stress tensor, dimensionless

εij : rate of deformation tensor, dimensionless

η : apparent viscosity, dimensionless

Subscripts

i, x : x-component

j, y : y-component

up : upstream cylinder

down: downstream cylinder
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