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An experimentalinvestigation has been undertaken to study the mean and turbulent fields of a buoyant
plane turbulent air jet discharged at various angles to quiescent surroundings. The buoyancy was
generatedby discharging heated air through a 60 cm x 1 em nozzle. A buoyancy induced streamline
curvaturewas produced by tilting the jet away from the vertical. The jet flow was studied for jet
dischargeangles of 0, 22.5 and 45°, each for two exit Froude numbers; Fro=796 and 1453. Profile
measurementsof the mean flow and turbulence quantities were made at downstream stations up to 75
nozzle widths. Measurements were performed using hot-wire anemometry. A unique feature of the
presentdata is that traverses were made normal to the mean curved path of the jet. The results reveal that
the meanflow field is largely unaffected by buoyancy forces or discharge angle, while the turbulence
shearstress and transverse heat tlux are most affected.

Manyturbulent flows of practical significance are
subjectto the interaction of buoyancy and curvature
which influence the turbulence structure, and
consequently,the gross characteristics of the flow.
Predictionof such flows is presently limited by the
accuracyof available turbulence models (c.f. Rodi,
1982; Gibson,1978; Gibson and Launder, 1976), and
the lack of experimental data (c.f. Chen and Rodi,
1980). Thepresent study is an attempt to enhance the
understandingof turbulent free flows with buoyancy
induced curvature, and ultimately, to provide
experimentaldata to aid in the development of
predictionmethods.
Thebasicflow of curved buoyant discharge has been

studiedby Chan and Kennedy (1975), Anwar (1969)
andAbraham(1965), however, their studies focussed
onlyon the jet trajectory. Oosthuizen and Lemieux
(1984) undertook an experimental study on the
structureof a heated slot jet flow. They investigated
theinfluenceof the jet discharge angle on the jet flow
forexitProude numbers of 769 and 1429. Tests were
conductedfor discharge angles of 0, 30, 60 and 90°.
Theyconcludedthat the mean velocity and temperature
profiles are nearly self-similar except for some
asymmetryin the inclined jets. They found that

buoyancy has a significant effect on the transverse
normal turbulence stress, shear stress and transverse
heat flux where their values reduced on the thermally
stable side (convex side, see Figure 1) of the jet. There
are some points, however, to be noted: (i) their
traverses were made normal to the jet discharge
direction, rather than the jet trajectory. As a result,
only the x-component of the streamwise velocity was
measured. In addition, this traverse method has likely
caused misalignment between the probe axis and the jet
center-line thus, introducing a source of error
associated with the yaw sensitivity of the X-wire. It
was shown (Verriopoulos, 1983) that such
misalignment will result in an error of the measured
quantities; being greatest in the measured she~ stress.
(ii) They used the "cosine" cooling law in their X-wire
analysis; which has been shown to be less reliable for
tlows of low velocity or high turbulence levels (c.f.
Bruun and Tropea, 1985; Hinze, 1975; Bruun, 1972;
Bradshaw, 1971 and Champagne et aI, 1967).

The main objective of the present work is to provide
a detailed data base that will confirm and enhance the
Oosthuizen and Lemieux experiments, and provide a
basis for better understanding the effects of buoyancy
and curvature. Two essential measurement

* On leave from the Faculty of Engineering, Alexandria University, Alexandria, Egypt.



considerations were undertaken to improve the
accuracy of the hot-wire results. First, a
comprehensive technique incorporated both yaw and
temperature sensitivities was used (Abdel Rahman et al
1989).

Second a procedure adopted (described later) to
vtraverse the hot-wire prohes in accordance with the s, cn plane of the jet flow (see Figure 1), thus, minimizing c

the misalignment, and the associated error, between the
probe axis and jet center-line.
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FIgure 1: (a) A curved buoyant plane Jet: definition sketch and coordinate axes
(b) Layout and dimensions of the jet enclosure.

The apparatus consists of a variable speed centrifugal
blower which provides the airflow through a 3.7m long
round flexible duct and a 1m diffuser section, to a
40cm x 60cm x 12.5cm settling chamber, followed by
a corner section containing 90° turning vanes, a second
shorter settling chamber and tinally a 40: 1 contraction
which ends as a 60cm x lcm slot. The nozzle exit
turbulence intensity was less than :::::0.7 %. Prome
measurements of the mean velocity and turbulence
intensity at the nozzle exit indicate that the wall

boundary layers at the exit are laminar (e.g. HussaiJ
and Clark, 1977). The vertically exiting jet is enclOSe(3
by a horizontal floor extending along the length of thl .
slot and 30 em on each side as shown in Figure (lJ
The jet is confined by two vertical walls placed at ead Tl
end of the slot. The entrained air passed through 0.1 con
aspect ratio screens spanning the ends of the confininltra,
walls. Th mean flow was two-dimensional expect in thl maj
vicinity of the walls. The jet flow can be uniforml)the
heated to a maximum of :::::100°C at a nominal exi trav



velocity of 4 mfs. The electric heater has an output
capacity of 6.25 kW and consists of a network of 16.5
cm of 14 gauge Hoskins Crome-A wire mounted in a
ceramic tube upstream of the diffuser section. The exit
temperature can be maintained constant with a
temperature controller to within ± 1°C. Additional
features of the apparatus include, tiltering of the air at
both the inlet and the outlet of the blower, vibration
isolation of the motor-blower assembly, insulation of
the apparatus to minimize heat loss to the
surroundings, winch and wire rope arrangement to
enabletilting the apparatus for inclined jet experiments,
and automatic probe traversing.

The jet was studied for three jet discharge angles,
namely 0, 22.5 and 45° to the vertical. For each
discharge angle two experiments were conducted each
at a different exit Froude number, Fro = 796 and
1453, which correspond to an exit temperature To :::::
100°C and exit velocities Vo = 4.5 and 6.2 mls
respectively. The exit to ambient density ratio polpa,
was kept fairly constant for all the experiments and
Reynoldsnumber ranged between 1880 and 2600. The
actual experimental conditions are given in Table (1).

run UO• aTo• (Jo' Fro Ta, Po
no. rols ·C deg. ·C Pa

Al 6.16 78.5 00.0 1456 22.0 .79
A2 4.49 76.5 00.0 805 22.5 .80

BI 6.20 79.0 22.5 1451 22.0 .79
B2 4.50 77.0 22.5 792 23.0 .79

CI 6.20 79.5 45.0 1453 21.0 .79
C2 4.49 76.5 45.0 790 21.5 .79

3. MEASUREMENT TECHNIQUES,
INSTRUMENTATION AND SIGNAL ANALYSIS

The measurement of the jet was facilitated by a
computer controlled traversing mechanism. The
traversing mechanism, mounted on the side of the slot
major axis, can be tilted in the x,y plane up to 45° to
the horizontal with a resolution of 0.50 to permit
traversing in the s,n plane. The probes can be moved

in the s, n and z directions to within 0.01 mm 0.01
mm and 0.5 mm respectively. Since the traverses in
the tilted jet cases were to be made in the s, n plane;
i. e., along lines normal to the jet trajectory, the jet
trajectory first had to be found. This trajectory, to be
discussed later, was then used to calculate the required
traversing lines for all downstream measurement
stations.

The measurements were taken with a triple-wire
probe arrangement comprising an X-array wire probe
and a cold wire probe. The sensor of the cold wire was
located slightly upstream form the X-wire sensors to
avoid their thermal wake. The X-Wire is a standard
DISA 55P51 gold-plated tungsten, connected to a
DISA 56COI system through two 56C16 general
purpose bridges for velocity measurements. The cold
wire is a llLm platinum wire, operated in the constant
current mode and connected to a 56C20 temperature
bridge. The analog signals from the X-array wires
were passed through a signal conditioner and then
simultaneously sampled, together with the analog signal
from the cold wire using a multichannel, high speed 12
bit AID converter interfaced under DMA control to a
IBM PC-XT. The raw data were stored on magnetic
tape and then read back and analyzed.

The hot-wire signals were interpreted using the heat
transfer response equation given by Collis and
Williams, 1959

T
Nu (~)-.17=A+BRen (1)Ta

for .02 < Re < 44. Nu and Re are the Nusse1t
number and Reynolds number of the wire and can be
expressed as

Re = p V d (3)
IL

and P,IL, and ~, are the density, viscosity and thermal
conductivity of the air film around the wire
respectively, whereas, Rs and E are the sensor
operating resistance and output voltage respectively.
Equation (1) was chosen, mainly because it represents
a physical heat transfer model for the hot-wire, rather



than just a regression model, which was shown to form
the basis for complete separation of temperature and
velocity effects on the hot-wire signals with no further
temperature calibration (Abdel-Rahman et al, 1987).
Also, the statistical uncertainties in the coefficients A,
B and n are quite reasonable (Swaminathan et al,
1986), particularly, for velocities below 20 mls
(Bruun, 1971). Accounting for the yaw sensitivity of
the X-wire is essential, especially, for flows of high
turbulence levels or low velocities. Bruun and Tropea
(1985), presenting a summary of the available
approaches which account for such a sensitivity,
suggested that a digital technique incorporating the yaw
dependence of A,B and n should be used, particularly
for flows with high turbulence intensities. Such an
approach of making A, B and n functions of the yaw
angle, a, has been adopted in the present study. A
complete velocity calibration was, therefore, carried
out at all desired yaw angles over the range 0° to 90°.
A regression analysis was then applied for each value
of a, using equation (1), to determine the yaw
dependence of A, Band n. Having determined these
coefficients for each value of a, equation (1) could be
written as: .

l'
Nu (~)-.17 =A(a)+B(a)Ren(a) (4)Ta

Equation (4), now accounting for the yaw and
temperature sensitivities, and the cold wire response
equation

were implemented in an iterative digital signal analysis
technique to solve for the instantaneous velocity vector
and instantaneous temperature (T), rather than

statistical quantities (D ,V ,T ,~, \it, etc). The idea of
the technique is to guess the tlow direction, </>, and
calculate the velocity values from both sensors of the
X-wire, and repeat this process after changing </> by
small increment, A </>, till both velocities converge to
within 2 % . At this point the magnitude of the
instantan~us velocity, Vtot, is taken to be the
arithmetic ,average of both, and the flow direction is
given by the angle, </>, at which convergence is

achieved. The final result from the analysis technique
is an instantaneous velocity vector (Vtol' </» and
accompanying instantaneous temperature, T. Knowing
the instantaneous values of temperature and velocity, it
is straight forward to calculate any statistical quantity
using standard statistical operations. An accuracy test
of the technique in resolving the flow direction and
velocity gave quite acceptable results. Details of the
accuracy test as well as calibration and analysis of X-
wire signals can be found in Abdel-Rahman et aJ
(1989). An implicit assumption in the analysis
technique was that both sensors of the X-wire sense the
same velocity vector.

3.1 Experimental uncertainties

Details of careful precautions taken to keep
uncertainty of measurements to a minimum as well as
uncertainty analysis are given in. Abdel-Rahman
(1987). The estimated uncertainty associated with the
measured quantities are included in Table (2).

To calculate the n-direction traverse lines for the
tilted jet cases, lateral traverses in the y-direction were
made, using Pilot tube and cold wire probes, to
measure the mean velocity and temperature profiles.
The displacement of the positions of maximum velocity
was found, and the locus of these positions gave the jet
trajectory1 • The measured trajectories of the jet flow
for all discharge angles and exit Froude numbers are
given in Figure (2). To allow direct comparison, these
trajectories are replotted in Figure (3) after
normalization with respect to an axis coincident with
the discharge angles. As seen in this Figure, the
upward displacement of the trajectory increases with
the increase of discharge angle and decrease of exit
Froude number. The trajectories used by the computer
to calculate the traverses in the s,n plane, shown by
solid lines, are empirical fit to the data according to

y = al x + az x1.5 + a3 x2 + a4 x2.5 (6)

The curvature of the jet trajectory, R, was calculated
using the equation

1. The jet tr~ectory based on the temperature field was found to be similar but slightly above that based on the velocity field.
The jet trajectory was considered to be represented by that given by the velocity field.



quantity uncertainty
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Figure 3. Comparison of jet trajectories for different
discharge angles and exit Froude numbers.

R = (1 + (dy/dx)2)312

d2y Idx2
together with equation (6). The sense of curvature of
the jet flow is demonstrated in Figure (4) where b/R is
plotted against siD and b is the velocity half-width, to
be described later in the paper.
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Figure 4. Variation of~get curvature with
downstream direction.

Profile measurements of

U, V ,dT ,~,?,uvutand vt were made at
downstream stations (sID's) up to 75 nozzle widths.
Typical profiles of the lo~gitudinal mean velocity, U,

and mean temperature, dT, for a nominal exit Froude
number of 1453 are shown in Figure (5). The data are
normalized by the scales at the exit plane. It is clearly
seen that for a given Froude number, the mean velocity
and temperature fields are insensitive to the discharge
angle 80 and geometrically similar. Figure (6)
demonstrates that for a given discharge angle, 80, the
buoyancy force has a very slight effect on both the
velocity and temperature fields. It can be observed
from Figure 6 (a) that there is a slight increase in the
mean velocity with increasing buoyancy force
(decreasing Froude number). This increase in the mean
velocity becomes more noticeable with the increase of
sID where buoyancy force becomes comparable with
the inertia force. In Figure 6 (b), a very slight decrease
in the mean temperatures is seen, particularly for the
far sID stations, but within the experimental

uncertainty.
All profiles of all runs display symmetry around the

jet center-line. Such a symmetry is best illustrated by
Figure (7) where the negative sides of the velocity and
temperature profiles are folded over upon the positive
side. It can be concluded, then that mean velocity and
temperature profiles are symmetric around the jet
center-line and largely unaffected by either buoyancy
or discharge angle (curvature) .

Demonstration of self-similarity of the mean velocity
and temperature profiles is shown in Figure (8) where
the data are normalized by the similarity scales:
- -
Vc' dTc' band tt . All profiles, for siD ~ 15, exhibil
a good degree of self-similarity, and fall well on the
universal Gaussian profile expect near the edges where
slightly higher values of velocities and temperatures are
observed. These high values are due to the larger
experimental uncertainties there, where velocities and
temperatures are small as well as turbulence level is
high.

Center-line decay of longitudinal mean velocity is
shown in Figure (9). The decay constants A's, included
in Table (3), were calculated by fitting the data to

-
Vc =A(~ _ Sod)-1I2 (8)
Vo D D

For the temperature field, the center-line decay ~
shown in Figure (10) and the decay constants, B's, are
calculated from

dT s_c=B(~_~)-l/2 (9)
~To D D

and reported in Table (4). The dynamic virtual origin,
Sod in equations (8) and (9) is not necessarily the same.
It is noticeable from Figure (9) and Table (3) that the
decay of the center-line velocity, within th~
experimental uncertainty, are unaffected by the
discharge angle. The buoyancy forces, on the other
hand, show an effect; the higher the buoyancy forces
(the lower the Froude number) the slower the decay
(the higher the decay constant). This observation does
not agree with the finding of Oosthuizen and Lemieux
(1984), where the decay was found to increase with the
buoyancy forces.

2. To accurately calculate the center-line values of longitudinal mean velocity and velocity half-widths, the data points for every
transverse profile whose values are 0.4 of the maximum or larger was fitted to a 5th degree polynomial. Same method was
used with the temperature profiles.



D.OO

O.n

0.00

0.••

000

O.lIa

0.00

•
I~

US

0.00

US

000

OM

0.00

0."

0.00
-20 -IS -10 -I 0

n/D

0.80

0.15

0
0.00

0.21

0.00

o.as

0.00 •
0

.~ o.as'...
0.00

0.25

0.00

• AI 8. = 0.0 f)-... 1456.

o Bl '0· 22..5 f)-o. 1451-
Cl , ••• "5.0 Fro - 1"53.

:::: :
-ao -II -10

• Al ~. '" 0.0 Roo'" 1458.
o Bl ' •• 22.5 IT." 1451.

• Cl 8.. "5.0 Fr.- 1453.

~I (~
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run A

Al (Fro = 1453, 80 = 00.0°) 2.35 ± 0.12
B1 (Fro = 1453, 80 = 22.5°) 2.38 ± 0.12
C1 (Fro = 1453, 80 = 450.0°) 2.35 ± 0.12
A2 (Fro = 796, ()o = 00.0°) 2.65 ± 0.12
B2 (Fro = 796, 80 = 22.5°) 2.70 ± 0.12
C2 (Fro = 796, ()o = 45.0°) 2.57 ± 0.12

run B

Al (Fro = 1453, ()o = 00.0°) 1.39 ± 0.09
B1 (Fro = 1453, 00 = 22.5°) 1.38 ± 0.09
Cl (Fro = 1453, 00 = 45.0°) 1.44 ± 0.09
A2 (Fro = 796, ()o = 00.0°) 1.24 ± 0.09
B2 (Fro = 796, ()o = 22.5°) 1.23 ± 0.09
C2 (Fro = 796, 00 = 45.0°) 1.15 ± 0.09



1.2 1.2
s/0=5

0 5/0:::5 Gaussian
0 Gaussian- s/0=15s/o= 15 0

0
5/0=305/0=30 A

•• 1.0 s/0=401.0
0 s/0=40 0

s/0=50
.. s/0=50..

5/0=60s/0=60 x

0.8 s/0::75 0.8 • s/0=75• II~
O/OcO.6

1<1
i",-0.6
i"<i

0.'" 004
0

0.2 - 0.2 /

0.0 0.0 21

-2 -1 0 2 :( (1)
-2 -1 0

nib nib,__ II 1.21.2
5/0=5 Gaussian 0 $/0=50

I s/0=15
Gaussian

5/0=15 D
D

s/0=305/0:::30 A
A 1.0 5/0=401.0
0 5/0=40 0

$/0=50 .. s/0=50~
s/0=605/0=60 x

0.8 5/0=75 0.8 0 s/0=750

u

<I

O/Oco.6 0.6

<J

0.4 0.4

0.2 0.2

0.0 0.0 1

-2 -1 0 2
I(b)

-2 -1 0 2'
nib nib,

................ . ...

Figure 8: Self-similarity of longitudinal mean velocity and temperature prot1les.
(a) run Bl (b) Run Cl.



(h) for

whl
frol

• te~
Ol+-...--r~"""-"'----"""""""-""-~:o::--'---::>:~~-r-::

D 10 20 30 siD so 60 70 80 co~
db~

Figure 11. Development of velocity and temperatuflto
half-widths in the downstream direction. the

(a) Velocity (b) Temperature fiel
sp

A satisfactory explanation for this is not yet availableare
The published data, however, reveal that there is1(5
considerable scatter in the decay of center-line veloci~in
for jet flows in general. For example, Bashir all(se
Uberoi (1975) obtained a value of 2.7 for A in lun
slightly heated vertical jet (Fro =37284) and Bickne1.th
(1937), refer to Chen and Rodi (1980), reported Ide
much higher value of 3.98 for a high Reynolds numbelwl
isothermal jet. Table (3) shows that the value of A fOlve
the vertical run (A 1) is in good agreement with thlar
value 2.4, recommended by Chen and Rodi for verticave
heated jets. That of the vertical run (A2), whefiR
buoyancy forces are larger, does not agree, having Im
value of 2.65 ± .12. Similar to the velocity decay, iaIi
is observed that the decay constants of the temperatun v€
tield are almost the same for the different dischargfra
angles. The buoyancy force shows an effect on theseaI
constants; the stronger the buoyancy the smaller thfoj
constants (faster decay). The decay constants for thfbl
vertical runs, are found to be lower than those in thlte
literature. Reardon found a value of 1.56 for his Fro = c~
2700 jet. Lemieux obtained an average value of 1.4 for R
his Fro = 769 experiments and a value of 1.77 for theti
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Fro = 1429 experiments, while we obtain values of
1.39 and 1.24 ·for the cases of Fro = 1453 and 796
respectively.

Figure (11) shows typical developments of the local
velocity and temperature half-widths (b,bJ in the
downstream direction, s. The figure shows the half-
widthsof both sides of the flow; b (-) and b (+) for
the upper (concave) and lower (convex) sides
respectively.The development is fairly linear and can
be represented by

b s-a-D D

~ S-a- (11)D D
for the velocity and temperature fields respectively.
wheres' is the distance along the center-line, measured
from the virtual origin of the jet. The velocity and
temperaturespread rates, given by the proportionality
constants of equations (10) and (11) (dblds' and
db/ds') were calculated by titting the local half-widths
to equations (10) and (11). Table (5) and (6). contain
these spread rates for the velocity and temperature
fields respectively. The temperature field is seen to
spreadfaster than the velocity field, and the half-widths
are nearly equal on either side of the jet. From Table
(5) it can be observed that the velocity spread rate is
independentof buoyancy and discharge angle; all cases
seem to have the same spread rate within the
uncertaintyof calculating db/ds' (±5%). The spread of
the temperature field, on the other hand, shows a
dependence on the discharge angle, see Table (6)
wherethe spread rate shows an increase with 00, The
velocityspread rates of the vertical runs, AI, and A2,
are slightlyhigher than the value recommended for the
vertical buoyant jets. (.11) (Chen and Rodi 1980).
Reardon (1985), for vertical buoyant jet of Froude
numberof 2700, found this value to be .123. Bashir
and Uberoi (1975) obtained a value of .138 for a
verticaljet with Froude number of 37284 and density
ratioof .83. Lemieux (1983) for tilted buoyant jets got
an averagevalue, for all the discharge angles covered,
of .128. He found that this value is applicable to both
buoyant jets of Fro = 1429 and 769. For the
temperaturetield, the spread rates of the vertical runs
comparewell with .14, as recommended by Chen and
Rodi (1980). It is to be pointed out that the
temperature spread rate shows a relatively wide band

of scatter in the previous reported studies on vertical
buoyant jets. That was attributed, by some authors, to
the relative difficulty in measuring the temperature
field. While Davis et al (1975) obtained a value of
.125, Bashir and Uberoi (1975) got a value of .164 and
Reardon (1985) found this value to be 0.154. Lemieux
(1983) obtained a values of .19; he attributed such a
high value to the low Reynolds number effects.
Rajagopalan and Antonia (1980), realizing the
difference in the jet spread rate among researches
suggested that this difference may be related to one or
a combination of the following: (a) the initial
conditions, laminar or turbulent, (b) the flow field
around the jet flow; e.g., drafts in the surrounding air,
presence of solid boundaries like confining walls, floor
or screens may influence the spread rate, and (c) the
turbulence level at the jet exit. In summary, the
velocity spread rate is found to be independent of
buoyancy and discharge angle, whereas the temperature
spread rate is somewhat dependent on the discharge
angle only. The values of the velocity spread rates,
found in the present study, are believed to have been
affected by the low exit Reynolds number. Otugen and
Namer (1986) showed that the jet spreads more rapidly
with decreasing exit Reynolds number.

run db/ds' (+) db/ds' (-)

Al (Fro = 1453,90 = 00.0°) .135 .132
Bl (Fro = 1453,80 = 22.5°) .131 .131
Cl (Fro = 1453, 80 = 45.0°) .127 .124
A2 (Fro = 796, 90 = 00.0°) .131 .133
B2 (Fro = 796, 80 = 22.5°) .129 .129
C2 (Fro = 796,80 = 45.0°) .140 .140

run db/ds' (+) dblds' (-)

Al (Fro = 1453, 90 = 00.0°) .135 .136
Bl (Fro = 1453,80 = 22.5°) .134 .141
CI (Fro = 1453,80 = 45.0°) .161 .162
A2 (Fro = 796, Bo = 00.0°) .138 .139
B2 (Fro = 796, 80 = 22.5°) .133 .132
C2 (Fro = 796, 90 = 45.0°) .161 .156

Typical transverse mean velocity profiles are shown in
Figure (12).
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The values of .v may not be very accurate since they
ar,e very s~all (m the order of few cm/s). The profiles
of the vertical ~n (A I) do not exhibit self-similarity,
however, ~ey dIsplay .the same shape and change sign
from one sIde of the Jet to the other. The maximum
values ~f the pro~les and the location where they cross
the honzontal axIS are comparable with those of the
isothermal plane jets (e.g. Gutmark and Wygnaski;
1976). The outer regions of the profiles for the vertical
case indicate that the entrainment rate increases in the
streamwise direction. For case Cl (°0 = 45°) profiles

for sID > 40 show that the value of V on the
thermally stable side (+ ve side of the horizontal axis)
s~ decreasing and change sign, while on the unstable
SIde, they start increasing. At this point it should be
point~ out that Schwartzbach (1972), in his
expenments on a reattaching jet flow, reported that for
extreme stabilities the dependence of entrainment on
c~rvature becomes inconsistent, and might even change
SIgn.

. Profil.es. of longitudinal turbulence intensity as well as
Its varIatIOn along the jet center-line are shown in
Figure (13). It is. seen that the profiles are fairly
symmetncal W.r.t. Jet center-line, and turbulence level

is very much the same, thus showing no dependence on
the discharge anglelbuoyancy. The profiles peak off
center-line, however, not as high as in isothermal jets,
It is clear that the center-line turbulence intensi~
(bottom graph) levels off at :::::;20% for siD ~ 30,
Such a value of turbulence intensity agrees with thai
for high Reynolds number isothermal jets. 1111
expected increase in the value due to buoyancy seem
to have been masked by the low Reynolds number
effects (Lemieux and Oosthuizen 1984, Otugen an
Namer 1986). At siD = 5, the turbulence level shoW!
high values (44 -. 50%). Such high values 01
turbulence intensity may be due, in part, to th~
buoyancy forces effects and, in part, to the interaction
of the two shear layers on each side of the potenti~
core. Another reason may be that the vortex sheddin!
from the X-wire prongs has frequencies in the range 01
the dominating frequencies of the fluctuating field, thill
resulting in an increase in the turbulence intensitil'l
(see Buresti and Cocco, 1987).

The transverse turbulence intensity profiles and ill
center-line variation are shown in Figure (14). Again,
as was seen for the longitudinal intensity, the profilei
in the far field have similar and symmetric shapl
around the center-line, indicating independence 01
buoyancy/discharge angle. It can be seen that WI
center-line variation does not level off; showing I
slight gradual increase in the downstream direction.
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ABDEL-RAHMAN: Laboratory Experiments of a Buoyant Air Jet. ..

Althoughthe discharge angle shows a slight effect on

the center-line variation ofP ru c' a clear trend of
such effect is difficult to conclude, particularly, since
the differences in the turbulence levels of all runs are
withinthe experimental uncertainty (6.5 %). Symmetry
of profiles of both longitudinal and transverse
turbulenceintensities around jet center-line can be seen
from Figure (15).

Typical profiles of the turbulence kinetic energy k
derived from the measurements of turbuI~nc~

intensities as k = .5 (~+ 2 ~) are presented in
Figure (16). It is seen that the profiles do not peak off-
center for all rns, showing a fairly constant T.K.E. in
the inner region. The profiles, exhibiting the same
shape and symmetry about the center-line, show a
gradual increase on the center-line with the
downstreamdistance.

Shear stress profiles are given in Figure (17). The
general shape and magnitude of the profiles of the
vertical runs (AI and A2) appear to agree reasonably
with previous works (e.g. Chandrasekhara and
Ramaprian1983, Reardon 1985, Sarh et al 1986), and
stilldeveloping in the downstream distance, s. For the
tiltedruns the effect of buoyancy and discharge angle
(curvature)is more profound than it was found on the
?therturbulence quantities. This can obviously the seen
1D the last 3 or 4 stations in runs C 1 and C2. The shear
stress there was enhanced on the concave (unstable)
side of the jet and suppressed on the convex (stable)
side. This indicates that instability strengthens the
correlationbetween the fluctuating velocities u and v
whilestability tends to weaken it. It is observed that
the point of zero shear stress (clearly seen in run C2)
moved away from the center-line of the jet. This
behaviourwas also observed by Lemieux (1983). It is
alS?worthyointing out that So and Mellor (1973), in
theIrexpenments on an isothermal boundary layer over
a convexsurface, observed the same behaviour about
the point of zero shear stress. They found that the
shearstress vanished about midway between the wall
andthe edge of the boundary layer where there existed
a velocitygradient. At station siD =75 of the run C2
the shear stress is seen to be severally suppressed o~
the convex (stable) side. The results of measurements
of the shear stress correlation coefficient

~V' ~v = uv / (V'UZ p), for a representative
downstream station sid = 60 are shown in Figure (18)
and Figure (19) for Fro = 796 and 1453 respectively.
On the unstable side, ~v is seen to increase with
increasing jet discharge angle, thus reflecting the
enhancement and strength of turbulence activity there.
On the stable side Ruv decreases, indicating
suppression of turbulence activity. It is to be noted that
the maximum values of the shear stress correlation
coefficients and their locations for the vertical cases are
in good agreement with those for isothermal plane jets
(e.g. Gutmark & Wygnanski 1976 and Heskestad
1965).

Profiles of normalized rms temperature fluctuations
and its variation along the center-line are presented in
Figure (20). It can be observed (particularly from the
ceneter-line variation) that the temperature field did not
reach self-similarity; the temperature fluctuations are
still developing in the downstream direction. A slight
dependence can also be observed on the buoyancy
forces; the higher the buoyancy forces the higher the
temperature fluctuations. No observable dependence of
the discharge angle on the temperature fluctuations can
be seen.

Typical profiles of normalized heat flux are presented
in Figure (21), along with its variation along the jet
center-line. The profiles take the characteristic saddle
shape as those of the longitudinal turbulence intensity.
The profiles are somewhat similar in all the cases thus
showing no clear effect of buoyancy or discharge
angle. It is clearly seen that the longitudinal heat flux
did not reach self-similarity and is still increasing in
the downstream direction. It is difficult from the figure
to conclude any significant effect of buoyancy or the
discharge angle on the center-line heat flux.

Typical normalized profiles of the transverse heat
flux and its variation along the jet center-line are
shown in Figure (22). The profiles in almost all the
cases are similar in shape but for the run C2, a
noticeable effect of buoyancy and discharge angle can
be seen. The point of zero heat flux also moved away
from the center-line. On the stable side of the jet
(convex side), the transverse heat flux was decreased ,
while, on the unstable side (concave side) it was
increased. This again indicates to an increased mixing
on the stable side.
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For the range of variable studied in the present
investigation, the following may be concluded insofar
as applicable to the initial and intermediate regions of
thejet flow.
• The mean field of the curved buoyant jet is largely

unaffected by either buoyancy forces or discharge
angle; the transverse profiles of mean velocity and
temperature are basically symmetric around the jet
center-line and self-similar for siD ~ 15.

• Profiles of transverse mean velocity do not exhibit
a self-similar from. In the far siD stations the
magnitude of V gradually increases on the unstable
(concave) side of the jet, and decreases, till
ultimately changes sign, on the stable (convex) side.
This is due to the suppression of interaction

between the jet flow and surrounding air on the
stable side and enhancement of such interaction on
the unstable side, which indicates to the complexity
and difference of the entrainment mechanisms on
either side of the jet flow.

• The turbulent quantities most affected by discharge
anglelbuoyancy are the turbulent shear stress and
the transverse heat flux. They gradually decrease on
the stable side of the jet and increase on the
unstable side. This effect becomes more significant
with increasing discharge angle or buoyaiky force.
The points of zero shear stress and zero transverse
heat flux (for some far-field profiles) moved away
from the jet center-line.
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