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Abstract: In this paper, liquid coatings of bubbly flow with peristaltic motion inside elastic walls
is investigated. The proposed model is constructed using the two-fluid approach with the most
distinctive collaboration among gas, fluid, pressure, and drag forces. Variation in pressure leads to a
change in void fraction. The differential controlling conditions affected by the long wavelength of the
peristaltic wave and the slow movement are taken into account. Analytical results of the simplified
governing equations are obtained using the homotopy perturbation method (HPM). The features of
the significant parameters are shown and examined graphically.
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1. Introduction

An air-pocket-incited gas-fluid stream is the premise of smooth motion in numerous compound
building gadgets and applications ranging from boilers or evaporators and more than a few stage
bubble segment reactors of different structures to enormous-scale vigorous (and sometimes anaerobic)
sewage treatment plants. The two-phase transport hypothetical talk and test request are firmly
connected. On the other hand, the amalgamation that emerges from this association creates colossal
innovative potential for estimations advising and approving unique models. The subsequent innovation
develops utility in an expansive range of uses, from cutting-edge atomic hardware and space
motors to pharmaceutical assembling, nourishment innovation, vitality, and natural remediation.
Sussman et al. [1] considered a level-set methodology for figuring out answers for a incompressible
two-stage stream. Their study was about the movement of air bubbles in the water and falling
water drops in the air. A single-liquid model for a two-stage stream with variable thickness to
the stream-water flow was analyzed by Bankoff [2]. Zuber and Findlay [3] estimated the normal
volumetric fixation in two-stage stream frameworks. In their analysis, the outcomes anticipated by
the investigation were contrasted with experimental data acquired for different two-phase stream
systems, with different fluid gas blends in the adiabatic, vertical stream over a wide weight territory.
Picchi and Poesio [4] developed a unified model for both horizontal and slightly inclined fluid
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pipes lubricated with two-phase gas/shear-thinning fluid. Sato and Sekoguchi [5] suggested the
velocity distribution of liquid in two-phase bubble flow. A more precise analytical procedure was
constructed that created the justified foreboding of the liquid velocity dispensation in two-phase bubble
flow. Kuwagi et al. [6] investigated the oscillation of bubbly flow through a normally placed cylinder
employing a tridimensional system. Picchi and Battiato [7] discussed immiscible two-phase flow in
porous media and elaborated the impact of pore-scale flow. Bonzanini et al. [8] simulated 1-D slug
and stratified flow in pipes. Sontti and Atta [9] investigated co-flow in microchannels to discuss the
viscous effect on Taylor bubble formation. Bhatti et al. [10] broke down the heat and mass exchange of
a two-phase stream with an electric twofold layer whose impacts were incited due to the peristaltic
impetus within the sight of the transverse attractive field. Haider et al. [11] presented the heat transfer
as well as a magnetic field investigation on the peristaltically initiated movement of tiny particles.

Moreover, the mechanism of peristalsis comprises expansion and contraction events that impel
an ingredient forward. Examples of some cases of the peristaltic phenomenon are the transport
of bile in the bile duct, the transport of urine from the kidney to the gallbladder, the transport of
cilia, the vasomotion of small blood vessels, and the mixing of food in the digestive tract, to name a
few. The peristaltic phenomenon also has several industrial applications such as in the flow in tube
pumps, in the rollers and hoses in heart-lung machines, and in the dialysis process during open-heart
surgery. [12,13].

Furthermore, in buoyancy-driven flows, although the difference in inertia is almost negligible,
the gravity remains sufficiently strong to make the specific weight significantly different during the
flow in multiphase fluids. Tripathi et al. [14] investigated buoyancy effects in the peristaltic flow of
nanofluid under the influence of electro-osmosis. Animasaun and Pop [15] numerically explored the
effects of buoyancy on the flow driven by catalytic surface reactions. Angirasa et al. [16] reported the
buoyancy effects in a fluid saturated with a porous medium. Rashidi et al. [17] studied fluid flow in
the presence of buoyancy forces.

In addition to the above, the presence of bubbles has appeared in several applications in a gas-liquid
flow. Many theoretical and numerical investigations have been conducting for multiphase bubbly flows
in oil, gas, and liquid. It has numerous usages, such as in optical fiber sensing applications [18], sensitive
pressure measurement [19], the human bloodstream during decompression sickness, and subcooled
flow boiling in macro-channels [20]. Ellhi et al. [21] examined the simulation of bubble through the
nozzle of tube. Furthermore, lubricated coatings with bubbles in peristaltic motion have a lot of
applications in the biomedical field, and among several of these, in the control of blood pressure.
Particle coating with viscous liquids is an essential component in the industry for surface modification
purposes in order to induce and improve precise functionalities. Coating with viscous liquids is usually
present in very rich industrial trials, which allow the coating of particles under the shear forces exerted
in a mixing device. A list of key investigations on peristaltic flows [22–24], multiphase flows [25–29],
bubbly flows [30–34], coatings [35–40], elastic medium [41,42], and several other references are available,
which provide a more in-depth understanding to the reader.

Due to the immense contribution of two-phase flow structures in many significant fields,
this study attempts to trap the structures of gas-liquid bubbly flow inside the elastic walls under the
peristaltic mechanism applied over a two-fluid model. Due to the nonlinear model, a powerful
and efficient technique called the homotopy perturbation method is used for finding analytic
solutions. This method works even without the need of a linearization process of nonlinear differential
equations. The parameters affecting the flow prominently have been examined with the help of a
graphical illustration.

2. Mathematical Formulation

We assumed a symmetric channel with flexible walls starting at the origin of a rectangular
coordinate system, see Figure 1. Plates were placed parallel to the x-axis, on either side of the origin,
separated by a distance of 2h. Only the upper portion of the symmetric channel was taken into
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consideration. A continuous wave with long wavelength, λ, and speed, c, traveled on the plates [43]
and was defined by

z = h(X, t) = a(1 + η(X, t)) (1)

where η(x, t) = φSin( 2π
λ (X − ct)),φ = b

a having an interval of (0, 1).
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Two-Fluid Model

The two-fluid model for the flow of the gas bubbles in the Newtonian fluid with the Euler–Euler
model was employed. Both phases were considered as a continuum and could be defined with
the help of differential equations. A thin surface separated both the fluids and at the interphase,
and consequently a jump continuity condition could be employed [44]. The bubbles were distributed
homogenously in the flow and considered to be of the same spherical shape. It was assumed that no
mass was transferred between the two phases and isothermal conditions were maintained. The density
of the liquid was constant, whereas for the gas-phase it depended on pressure, p. Bubble redispersion
was neglected and there was low gas holdup. With these assumptions, continuity equations for both
the liquid and bubble phase were of the form [45]

∇.(Ul) = 0, (2)

∂
(
εgρg

)
∂t

+∇.
(
εgρgUg

)
= 0, (3)

where Ul and Ub were the liquid and bubble velocities, respectively, whereas εg and ρg represented the
void space and density of the gaseous phase with the closure relation constraint εl + εg = 1. For low
gas εl ≈ 1. Using ideal gas laws, ρg =

p
RT0

, ρl ≈ constant, and because isothermal conditions were
taken into account T0 remained constant.

The momentum transfer for both the liquid and gaseous phase [46] were defined as

ρl

(
∂Ul
∂t

+ Ul
∂Ul
∂X

+ Vl
∂Ul
∂Y

)
= −

∂P
∂X

+ µ

(
∂2Ul

∂X2 +
∂2Ul

∂Y2

)
+ ρlg− εgρlg, (4)
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ρl

(
∂Vl
∂t

+ Ul
∂Vl
∂X

+ Vl
∂Vl
∂Y

)
= −

∂P
∂Y

+ µ

(
∂2Vl

∂X2 +
∂2Vl

∂Y2

)
, (5)

εgρg

(
∂Ug

∂t
+ Ug

∂Ug

∂X
+ Vg

∂Ug

∂Y

)
= −εg

∂P
∂X

+ µεg

∂2Ug

∂X2 +
∂2Ug

∂Y2

+ ρggεg − Fint,x, (6)

εgρg

(
∂Vg

∂t
+ Ug

∂Vg

∂X
+ Vg

∂Vg

∂Y

)
= −εg

∂P
∂Y

+ µεg

∂2Vg

∂X2 +
∂2Vg

∂Y2

− Fint,y, (7)

where Fint is the interaction force between the liquid and gaseous phases. These forces were able to be
divided into three parts—i) force due to drag, which is incorporated in the uniform flow, ii) added mass
force due to the acceleration of the bubble, and iii) lift force for the spherical bubble [47]. Mathematically
this could be written as

Fint = Fd + Fam + Fl, (8)

Fd = −CwVb(Ub −Ul), (9)

Fam = −CamVbρl

(dUslip

dt

)
, (10)

Fl = −ClVbρl(Ub −Ul) × (∇×Ul), (11)

in which Cw was a constant involving bubble diameter and drag force, Vb was the volume of the
bubble, Cam was a constant related to the volume fraction of liquid accelerated with the bubble, Uslip

was slip velocity defined as Uslip = Ub −Ul, and Cl was the lift coefficient. Finally, Ub was the speed of
a single bubble and it was related to gas velocity by Ug = Ub + Udri f t, where Udri f t is the average drift
velocity, which was proportional to the ratio of the special change in gas void fraction to total void
fraction of gas.

To transform from a fixed frame to wave frame, Lorentz transformations were employed.

X = x ∗ −ct, Y = y∗, U = u ∗ −c, V = v∗, p ∗ (x∗, y∗) = P(X, Y, t). (12)

Equations (2)-(11) became
∇.(ul∗) = 0, (13)

c
∂
(
εgρg

)
∂x∗

+∇.
(
εgρgug∗

)
= 0, (14)

ρl

(
ul ∗

∂ul∗

∂x∗
+ vl ∗

∂ul∗

∂y∗

)
= −

∂p
∂x∗

+ µ

(
∂2ul∗

∂x∗2
+
∂2ul∗

∂y∗2

)
+ (1− εg)ρlg, (15)

ρl

(
ul ∗

∂vl∗

∂x∗
+ vl ∗

∂vl∗

∂y∗

)
= −

∂p
∂y∗

+ µ

(
∂2vl∗

∂x∗2
+
∂2vl∗

∂y∗2

)
, (16)

εgρg

(
ug ∗

∂ug∗

∂x∗
+ vg ∗

∂ug∗

∂y∗

)
= −εg

∂p
∂x∗

+ µεg

∂2ug∗

∂x∗2
+
∂2ug∗

∂y∗2

+ ρggεg − fint,x, (17)

εgρg

(
ug ∗

∂vg∗

∂x∗
+ vg ∗

∂vg∗

∂y∗

)
= −εg

∂p∗
∂y∗

+ µεg

∂2vg∗

∂x∗2
+
∂2vg∗

∂y∗2

− fint,y, (18)

fint = fd + fam + fl, (19)

fd = −CwVb(ub ∗ −ul∗), (20)

Fam = −CamVbρlc
(
∂ub∗

∂x
−
∂ul∗

∂x
+ (ub ∗ ·∇)ub ∗ −(ul ∗ ·∇)ul∗

)
, (21)

Fl = −ClVbρl(ub ∗ −ul∗) × (∇× ul∗), (22)
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and by employing the dimensionless quantities were

x = x∗
λ , y =

y∗
a , ul,g =

ul,g∗

c , vl,g =
vl,g∗

c , δ = a
λ , Re =

ρca
µ , p = a2

µλc P

Eo = a2

σ ρlg, Rbe =
ac
µ ρlVb, A =

µc
σ .

(23)

By imposing Equation (23) on Equations (12)-(22) and considering Re and δ approach zero, the
corresponding expressions resulted in

εg =
c1

ρgub
, (24)

∂p
∂x

=
∂2ul

∂y2 +
(
1− εg

)Eo
A

, (25)

Aρl
∂p
∂x

= Eo
(
ρg +

VbCw

g

)
−RbeAρl

(
ClWs

∂ul
∂z

+ CamWs
∂(ub − ul)

∂y

)
, (26)

along with the consequential nondimensional boundary limitations

ul(−h) = 0, ul(h) = 0, εg(0) = 1. (27)

3. Mathematical Solutions and Results

To compute the solutions of complicated nonlinear coupled equations, a powerful and efficient
technique called the homotopy perturbation method (HPM) was used for finding analytic solutions.
HPM is a powerful method which works even without the need of a linearization process [48–50].
It tends to reduce the nonlinear equations into a system of linear equations and generates an asymptotic
solution. To serve the purpose, the initial guess was formed as

ul,0 =
1
2

(
−2− h2P + Py2

)
and ub,0 = 1 + Py. (28)

The linear operators were

L1 =
d2ul

dy2 , and L2 =
dub
dy

. (29)

From Equations (22)-(23)

Eq1(x, y, q) = P(x, q) −
∂2ul

∂y2 (x, y, q) −
(
1−

c1

ρlub(x, y, q)

)
Eo
A

, (30)

Eq2(x, y, q) = −AρlP(x, q) + Eo
(
ρg(x, y, q) + VbCw

g

)
−

RbeAρl

(
ClWs

∂ul(x,y,q)
∂z + CamWs

∂(ub(x,y,q)−ul(x,y,q))
∂y

)
,

(31)

Constructing the homotopy that satisfy

H(U, q) = (1− q)
(
L1(U) − L2(ul,0)

)
+ q(Eq1(U)) = 0, (32)

H(V, q) = (1− q)
(
L2(V) − L2(ub,0)

)
+ q(Eq2(V)) = 0, (33)

with q ∈ (0, 1). When q = 0, the equation provided an initial guess, and for q = 1 the equation generated
a required solution. The solution should be of the form

U = U0 + pU1 + ..., V = V0 + pV1 + ... (34)
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Setting p = 1 the solution will be

U = U0 + U1 + ..., V = V0 + V1 + ... (35)

The expressions achieved up to second order were

u f = K5 + K6 y + K7y2 + K8y3 + K9y4
−K10y5,

K5 = −1− h2P
2 −

1
12 Eoh4P2

−
1

24 CamEoh4PRbeWs +
1

24 ClEoh4PRbeWs −
CwEo2h4PVb

24gρl
,

K6 = 1
3 Eoh2P− 1

6 CamEoh2PRbeWs −
CwEo2h2Vb

3gρl
−

3CwEo2h4PVb
40gρl

,

K7 = P
2 , K8 = −EoP

3 + 1
6 CamEoPWs +

CwEo2Vb
3gρl

+
CwEo2h2PVb

12gρl
,

K9 = EoP2

12 + 1
24 CamEoPRbeWs −

1
24 ClEoPRbeWs +

CwEo2PVb
24gρl

,

K10 =
CwEo2PVb

120gρl

(36)

ub = 1 + K11 y + K12 y2 + K13 y3 + K14 y4,

K11 = 1
6gρl

(
3CwEoVb

(
4 + h2P

)
(−2 + CamWs) + gP

(
18 + ClEoh2RbeWs −Cam

(
18 + Eoh2Rbe

)
Ws + 6Cam

2Ws
2
)
ρl

)
K12 = 1

12g2ρl
2

(
3Cw

2Eo2
(
4 + h2P

)
Vb

2 + CwEogPVb

(
−18 + Eoh2 + 12CamWs

)
ρl + 6(Cam −Cl)g2PRbeWs(−2 + CamWs)ρl

2
)

K13 = 1
6g2ρl

2

(
EoP

(
Cw

2EoVb
2 + Cw gVb(2 + Cam(−1 + Rbe)Ws −ClRbeWs)ρl + (Cam −Cl)g2RbeWsρl

2
))

K14 = −
CwEo2PVb(CwVb+gρl)

24g2ρl
2 .

(37)

Here, P =
∂p
∂x . The flow rate in the fixed frame [51] was defined by

Q f =

∫ h

−h
u f (x, y)dy, (38)

Qg =

∫ h

−h
ug(x, y)dy, (39)

Q = Q f + Qg =

∫ h

−h
u f (x, y) + ug(x, y)dy. (40)

Solving the equation to get P in terms of Q and x was

∂p
∂x = 1

4Eogh5ρl

(
K1 · h5 + K2 · h3

−

√
(K1 · h5 + K2 · h3)2

− (K3h5 + K4h6)

)
K1 = Eo(ClgRbeWsρl −CwAEoVb −CamgRbeWsρl), K2 = −10 gρl

A

K3 = 120 Eog2ρl
2

A (1−Q), K4 = 240
g2hρ2

l Eo
A

(41)

4. Discussion

To study the impact of numerous parameters, such as volume (Vb), Eotvos number (Eo), added
mass coefficient (Cam), slip velocity (Ws), lift coefficient (Cl), and model coefficient (Cw), Figures 2–19
were plotted.
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4.1. Pressure Rising

The flow of biological fluid in peristaltic motion circulating in the human body are investigated in

Figures 2–5. The pressure rise was defined as ∆P =
∫ 1

0 dx. In Figure 2, it can be seen that by increasing
the value of the Eotvos number, the pumping rate rose in the co-pumping region (∆p<0, Q>0), whereas
the opposite behavior was seen in the retrograde pumping region (∆p>0, Q<0), (∆p<0, Q<0) and the
free pumping region. From Figure 3 it is noticeable that the pumping rate dropped (∆p<0, Q>0) in the
co-pumping region when we increased the value of the added mass coefficient and the free pumping
region (∆p<0, Q<0). In the retrograde pumping region (∆p>0, Q<0) the opposite behavior was noted.
It can be seen in Figure 4, that when we increased the value of Reynolds’ number Rbe, the pumping rate
rose in the co-pumping region (∆p〈0, Q〉0). However, the behavior was the opposite in the retrograde
pumping region (∆p>0, Q<0) and in the free pumping region (∆p<0, Q<0). From Figure 5, it is
noticeable that there was an upsurge in the pumping rate (∆p<0, Q>0) in the co-pumping region by
increasing values of slip velocity and free pumping region (∆p<0, Q<0). In the retrograde pumping
region (∆p>0, Q<0) the behavior was quite the opposite.

4.2. Fluid Velocity Profile

The fluid and gas velocities are examined in Figures 6–19. The effect of the model coefficient
on the flow velocity was increased when we increased the value of the model coefficient, as seen in
Figure 6. It is clear from Figure 7 that with increasing values of the lift coefficient, there was an upturn
in the velocity of fluid. From Figure 8, it is found that the behavior of the velocity reduced with the
increasing values of the Eotvos number because the Eotvos number is the ratio of gravitation force to
surface tension. The larger values of Eo represented lesser surface tension and an increase in gravity
resulted in the reduction of velocity. In Figure 9, we observed that when we increased the values of
volume, the velocity reduced. Due to the rise in bubble volume, drag force increased and, hence, fluid
slowed down. The fluid velocity decreased by increasing the value of the added mass coefficient as
depicted in Figure 10. The added mass force increased with the rise in bubble volume because it was a
drag force due to accelerating bubbles, hence the velocity of the fluid reduced. It is clear from Figure 11
that with rising values of Rbe the velocity of the fluid was decreased. Rbe was a parameter related to
bubble volume directly, with a constant fluid density it behaved similar to Vb. From Figure 12, it was
detected that the behavior of velocity reduced with increasing values of the slip velocity.

4.3. Gas Velocity Profile

The effect of the model coefficient on the flow velocity declined for higher values of the model
coefficient, as displayed in Figure 13. It is clear in Figure 14 that with the increase of the lift coefficient,
the velocity of fluid went up. From Figure 15, it was perceived that the behavior of the velocity rose with
the increasing values of the Eotvos number. It can be perceived from Figure 16, that when we increased
the values of volume, a dipping behavior of the velocity was grasped. The fluid velocity increased
with increasing values of the added mass coefficient, as portrayed in Figure 17. From Figure 18, it can
be concluded that with an increase in the values of Rbe, the velocity of fluid increases. Figure 19 shows
that the velocity rose with the increasing values of the slip velocity.

5. Conclusions

In this investigation, the rheological properties of the liquid influenced the coating to make
dynamical behavior nonlinear. Due to nonlinearity, first the constraints of low Reynolds number
and long wavelength approximations, after transforming the actual frame into a wave frame, were
used, and then the nonlinear coupled equations were solved by a well-known perturbation technique.
The physical effects of prominent parameters, namely volume, Eotvos number, mass coefficient, slip
velocity, and model coefficients were examined and discussed.
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