Shaw et al. Boundary Value Problems (2016) 2016:2
DOI 10.1186/s13661-015-0506-2

RESEARCH

Open Access

Effects of slip on nonlinear convection in
nanoﬂuid ﬂow on stretching surfaces
Sachin Shaw1 , Peri K Kameswaran1,2 and Precious Sibanda1*
*

Correspondence:
sibandap@ukzn.ac.za
School of Mathematics, Statistics
and Computer Science, University
of KwaZulu-Natal, Private Bag X01
Scottsville, Pietermaritzburg, 3209,
South Africa
Full list of author information is
available at the end of the article
1

Abstract
We investigate the eﬀects of momentum, thermal, and solute slip boundary
conditions on nanoﬂuid boundary layer ﬂow along a permeable surface. The
conventional no-slip boundary conditions at the surface are replaced by slip
boundary conditions. At moderate to high temperatures, the
temperature-concentration dependence relation is nonlinear and the Soret eﬀect is
signiﬁcant. The governing partial diﬀerential equations are solved numerically. The
inﬂuence of signiﬁcant parameters on the ﬂuid properties as well as on the skin
friction, local Nusselt number, local Sherwood number, and the local nanoparticle
Sherwood number are determined. We show, among other results, that the existence
and uniqueness of the solutions depends on the slip parameters, and that the region
of existence of the dual solution increases with the slip parameters.
Keywords: stagnation-point ﬂow; nonlinear convection; partial slip; dual solutions;
Soret eﬀect

1 Introduction
Boundary layer ﬂow over a stretching surface is important as it occurs in several engineering process, for example, materials manufactured by extrusion. During the manufacturing
process, a stretching sheet interacts with the ambient ﬂuid both thermally and mechanically. Several studies on the dynamics of boundary layer ﬂow over a stretching surface
have appeared in the literature (Crane []; Dutta et al. []). Recently an innovative technique used for improving heat transfer is to add ultra ﬁne solid particles to a base ﬂuid,
Choi []. Recent literature shows a signiﬁcant rise in applications of nanoﬂuids such as in
microchannels (Ebrahimi et al. [], enzyme biosensors (Li et al. []), drug delivery (Shaw
and Murthy []) biomimetic microsystems (Huh et al. []) etc. An impressive review of
nanoﬂuid research is given by Das et al. []. Kameswaran et al. [] studied homogeneousheterogeneous reactions in a nanoﬂuid ﬂow over a porous stretching sheet. Mabood et al.
[] studied the MHD boundary layer ﬂow of nanoﬂuids over a nonlinear stretching sheet.
A signiﬁcant number of studies have applied the no-slip boundary conditions at the
wall. However, the no-slip assumption is not applicable when ﬂuid ﬂows in micro and
nano channels and must be replaced by slip boundary conditions (Aziz []). Nield and
Kuznetsov [] presented an analytic solution for convection ﬂow in channel or circular ducts saturated with a rareﬁed gas in a slip-ﬂow regime. The slip condition applies to
corner ﬂows and in the extrusion of polynomial melts from a capillary tube (Thompson
© 2016 Shaw et al. This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and
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and Troian []; Nguyen and Wereley []). Karniadakis et al. [] showed that hydrodynamic and thermal slip occur simultaneously. The diﬀerence between the ﬂuid velocity at
the wall and the velocity of the wall itself is directly proportional to the shear stress. The
proportionality constant is called the slip length (Maxwell []; Hak []).
Beavers and Joseph [] investigated ﬂuid ﬂow over a permeable wall with a slip boundary condition. The eﬀects of a second order velocity-slip and temperature-jump on basic
gaseous ﬂuctuating micro-ﬂows were analyzed by Hamdan et al. []. The eﬀects of partial
slip on steady boundary layer stagnation-point ﬂow of an incompressible ﬂuid and heat
transfer from a shrinking sheet was investigated by Bhattacharyya et al. []. This was extended in Bhattacharyya et al. [] to unsteady stagnation-point ﬂow of a Newtonian ﬂuid
and heat transfer from a stretching sheet with partial slip conditions. Niu et al. [] investigated slip ﬂow and heat transfer in a non-Newtonian nanoﬂuid in a microtube. Khan
et al. [] analyzed the eﬀects of hydrodynamic and thermal slip boundary conditions on
double-diﬀusive free convective ﬂow of a nanoﬂuid along a semi-inﬁnite ﬂat solid vertical
plate. Ibrahim and Shankar [] studied the eﬀects of velocity, thermal and solutal slip
condition on the MHD boundary layer ﬂow of a nanoﬂuid past a permeable stretching
sheet. Mabood et al. [] studied the MHD slip ﬂow over a radiation stretching sheet by
using the optimal homotopy asymptotic method.
Some thermal systems such as those encountered in reactor safety, combustion and solar
collectors operate at moderate to very high temperatures. In such cases, the temperatureconcentration dependence relation is nonlinear and the Soret eﬀect is of immense important. Partha [] studied natural convection in a non-Darcy porous medium with a
nonlinear temperature-concentration-dependent density relation.
In this paper, we analyze the eﬀects of momentum, temperature and solute slip on
stagnation-point ﬂow over a permeable stretching or shrinking sheet. We transform the
governing partial diﬀerential equations into similarity equations which are then solved
numerically. The eﬀects of physical parameters on the ﬂow, heat, mass and nanoparticle
concentration are determined and presented graphically. In the present paper, we mainly
focus on the eﬀect of slip parameters on the governing system along with the nonlinear
thermal convection. To the best of authors knowledge such study has not been reported
earlier in the literature.

2 Mathematical formulation
Consider steady, incompressible two dimensional boundary layer ﬂow near the stagnation
point in a permeable stretching or shrinking sheet. The x-axis is along the plate, the yaxis is measured normal to the plate. The temperature T, solute concentration S, and
nanoparticle concentration C at the wall are denoted by Tw , Sw , and Cw , respectively, and
their ambient values are T∞ , S∞ , and C∞ , respectively, where Tw > T∞ , Sw > S∞ , and Cw >
C∞ , and hence a momentum, thermal, solute, and nanoparticle concentration boundary
layer form near the wall (Figure ). We assume that hydrodynamic, thermal, and solute
slip occur at the ﬂuid-solid interface. Using the above assumption and the OberbeckBoussinesq approximation, the boundary layer equations are written as
∂u ∂v
+
= ,
∂x ∂y

()

Shaw et al. Boundary Value Problems (2016) 2016:2

Page 3 of 11

Figure 1 Schematic diagram of the problem.
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and the corresponding boundary conditions are
u = cx + L(∂u/∂y),
C = Cw ,

v = ,

T = Tw + k (∂T/∂y),

S = Sw + k (∂S/∂y),
()

at y = ,

u → ue (x) = ax,

T → T∞ ,

S → S∞ ,

C → C∞ ,

as y → ∞,

u and v are the velocity components along the x- and y- directions, respectively, ue (x) = ax
is the ambient velocity of the ﬂuid, a is a constant, ν, ρf , and μ are the kinematic viscosity,
density, and apparent viscosity of the base ﬂuid, ρP is the density of the nanoparticle, K is
the permeability of the porous medium, g is the acceleration due to gravity, β and β are
the volumetric thermal expansion coeﬃcient, respectively, β and β are the volumetric
solute expansion coeﬃcient, respectively, αm is the eﬀective thermal diﬀusivity, τ =

(ρc)p
,
(ρc )f

(ρc)p , and (ρc)f are the volumetric heat capacity for nanoparticle and ﬂuid, respectively,
DB and DT are the Brownian and thermophoresis diﬀusion coeﬃcients, respectively, Ds
and Dm are the solute and mass diﬀusivities, respectively, KT is the thermal diﬀusion ratio, c is a constant, L, k , and k are the hydrodynamic, thermal, and solute slip factors,
respectively.
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We introduce the following similarity variables (see Ibrahim and Shankar []):

ψ=

√


aνxf (η),

η=

a
y,
ν

θ=

T – T∞
,
Tw – T∞

χ=

S – S∞
,
Sw – S∞

φ=

C – C∞
,
Cw – C∞

()

where ψ is the stream function, which is deﬁned in the usual way as u = ∂ψ/∂y and v =
–∂ψ/∂x. Using the similarity variables, the governing equations are written as




f  + ﬀ  +  – f  + Kp  – f  + λ ( + λ θ )θ + Nc( + λ χ)χ – Nrφ = ,


θ  + Pr f θ  + Nbθ  φ  + Ntθ  = ,
χ  + Lnf χ  + Srθ  = ,
 
Nt 
θ = ,
φ  + Lef φ  +
Nb

()
()
()
()

and the boundary conditions are written as
f  () = α + α f  (),
f  (∞) = ,

θ (∞) = ,

θ () =  + α θ  (),
χ(∞) = ,

χ() =  + α χ  (),

φ() = ,
()

φ(∞) = .

In the above equations, Kp = ν/aK is a parameter which is inversely proportional to the

permeability K , λ = Grx /Reˆ x is the mixed convection parameter, Grx is the Grashof number, Rex is the Reynolds number, Nc is the regular buoyancy parameter, λ and λ are
the volumetric nonlinear thermal and solute constants, respectively, Nr is the buoyancy
ratio parameter, Pr is the Prandtl number, Nb is the Brownian parameter, Nt is the thermophoresis parameter, Le is the Lewis number, α is the velocity ratio or stretching ratio,
α , α , and α are momentum, thermal, and solute slip, respectively. These parameters are
deﬁned as
Grx =
λ =

( – S∞ )ρKg(Tw – T∞ )β x
,
ν

β (Tw – T∞ )
,
β

ν
,
αm
αm
,
Le =
εDB

Pr =

λ =

ue (x)x
Reˆ x =
,
ν

β (Sw – S∞ )
,
β

Nr =

Nc =

β (Sw – S∞ )
,
β (Tw – T∞ )

(ρp – ρf )(Cw – C∞ )
,
ρf ( – S∞ )β (Tw – T∞ )

τ DT (Tw – T∞ )
τ DB (Cw – C∞ )
,
Nt =
,
ν
νT∞
√
√
α = c/a,
α = a/νL,
α = k a/ν,

Nb =

√
α = k a/ν.

The parameters of practical interest are the skin friction, local Nusselt number Nux , the
local Sherwood number Shx , and the local nanoparticle Sherwood number Nnx . These
parameters are deﬁned as
Cf =

xτw
,
ρue

Nux =

xqw
,
k(T – T∞ )

Shx =

xqs
,
DS (S – S∞ )

Nnx =

xqn
,
DB (C – C∞ )

) , q = –k( ∂T
) , q = –DS ( ∂S
) , q = –DB ( ∂C
) .
where τw = μ( ∂u
∂y y= w
∂y y= s
∂y y= n
∂y y=

()
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Using the above non-dimensionless and similarity transformation we get

Re/
x Cf = f (),

Re–/
x Shx = –χ (),


Re–/
x Nux = –θ (),

()


Re–/
x Nnx = –φ (),

where Rex = ue (x)x/ν is the local Reynolds number.

3 Results and discussion
The system of ordinary diﬀerential equations ()-() along with boundary conditions ()
are integrated numerically by ﬁrst choosing suitable initial guess values for f (), f  (),
θ  (), χ  (), and φ  () to match the boundary conditions at ∞. Matlab bvp4c solver was
used to integrate the system of equations. To verify the accuracy of the numerical results,
we compared our results with those reported by Noghrehabadi et al. [] as shown in
Table . The results are in very good agreement, thus lending conﬁdence to the accuracy
of the present results.
A representative set of graphical results for the velocity, temperature, solute concentration and nanoparticle volume fraction as well as the skin friction, local Nusselt number,
local Sherwood number and local nanoparticle Sherwood number is presented and discussed for diﬀerent parametric values. We note that solutions of equations () and ()
exist for all values of α > , while in the case of a shrinking surface (α < ), the equations
have a solution only in the range α > αcrit , where αcrit is a critical value of α . This critical value depends on other parameter values. There are no solutions real when α < αcrit .
Dual solutions of the boundary layer equations appear in the range αcrit < α . As noted by
Table 1 Comparison of the reduced Nusselt number –θ  (0) and Sherwood number –φ  (0)
with Noghrehabadi et al. [27] for Nc = 1, Nr = 3, δ1 = 1, Le = Pr = 10. (a) δ3 = δ4 = λ = γ =
Ln = Sr = Kp = 0 and (b) δ3 = δ4 = λ = 0, Ln = 1, Sr = 0.5, Kp = 0.5
δ2

Nb

Nt

Noghrehabadi et al. [27]
Nur

Shr

Nur

Shr

Nur

Shr

0.0
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0.5
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0.5
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0.3
0.5
0.1
0.3
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0.242357
0.381652
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0.412468
0.225245
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Figure 2 Effect of the velocity as a function of (a) Nc, Nr (λ = 1, Kp = 0.1), (b) λ, Kp (Nc = Nr = 0.1) with
λ1 = λ2 = Nt = Nb = 0.1, Pr = 0.5, Ln = Le = 1, Sr = 0.5, α1 = –1.6, α2 = 0.5, α3 = α4 = 0.1.

Figure 3 Solute concentration as a function of Ln, Sr (Le = 1, Pr = 0.5) (a) and (b) nanoparticle
concentration as a function of Le, Pr (Ln = 1, Sr = 0.5) with Kp = λ = λ1 = λ2 = Nr = Nc = 0.1, α1 = –1.6,
α2 = 0.5, α3 = α4 = 0.1.

Merkin [], Postelnicu and Pop [], the ﬁrst solution is stable and physically realizable,
while the second solution is unstable. In this study our primary focus is on the dual solutions and the eﬀects of the slip coeﬃcients and nonlinear volumetric thermal and solute
constants.
The inﬂuence of the parameters Nr, Nc, λ, and Kp on the velocity proﬁles is shown in
Figure . Dual solutions are observed in both instances. We note that the buoyancy ratio
parameter has the eﬀect of decelerating the ﬂuid ﬂow along the surface. This is reﬂected
by the decrease in the ﬂuid velocity in the vicinity of the surface. Hence the momentum
boundary layer thickness decreases with an increase in Nr. The regular buoyancy ratio parameter Nc is similar to Nr and hence the momentum boundary layer thickness decreases
with an increase in Nc. The parameter Kp is inversely proportional to the permeability of
the medium K , hence the porous medium drag increases with K and so the velocity of the
ﬂuid increases with Kp . The momentum boundary layer thickness increased with an increase in the mixed convection parameter. Dual solutions were obtained for the opposing
ﬂow when λ < .
Figure  shows the eﬀect of the nanoﬂuid Lewis number Ln, the Soret number Sr, the
Lewis number Le and the Prandtl number Pr on the solute and the nanoparticle concentrations when the other parameters are ﬁxed. The concentration boundary layer thickness
decreases with an increase in the nanoﬂuid Lewis number. This is because an increase in
the nanoﬂuid Lewis number causes a reduction in the mass diﬀusivity of the nanoﬂuid
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Figure 4 Effect of λ1 and λ2 on (a) velocity, (b) temperature, (c) solute concentration, and (d)
nanoparticle concentration with Kp = λ = Nr = Nc = 0.1, Le = Ln = 1, Pr = Sr = 0.5, α1 = –1.6, α2 = 0.5,
α3 = α4 = 0.1.

which in turn reduces the velocity of the ﬂuid as well as the solute concentration. The
solute concentration boundary layer thickness decreases with an increase in Ln while the
nanoparticle volume fraction decreases with an increase in the Lewis number. The Prandtl
number enhances the viscous diﬀusion rate which in turn reduces the velocity of the ﬂuid
and increases the concentration of the nanoparticle.
The eﬀects of the nonlinear temperature and concentration coeﬃcient on the velocity,
temperature, solute concentration and nanoparticle concentration are shown in Figure .
Dual solutions were obtained when α = –. for all other parameter values. We observed
that the eﬀect of the convection nonlinearity (λ and λ ) is to reduce the thermal and
solute boundary layer thicknesses. A similar observation was made by Partha []. This
may partly be due to the nonlinear term enhancing the solute and nanoparticle density
gradients near the wall. A careful observation shows that the eﬀect of λ is more signiﬁcant
compared with λ , particularly with respect to the momentum boundary layer proﬁles.
The slip coeﬃcients have a signiﬁcant inﬂuence on the velocity, temperature, solute,
and nanoparticle concentration as clearly shown in Figure . The velocity of the nanoﬂuid
increases with momentum slip constant α . This is because momentum slip enhances the
velocity at the ﬂuid-solid interface. In the case of the no-slip condition, the ﬂuid velocity
adjacent to a solid surface is equal to the velocity of the stretching sheet i.e., f  () = α = 
while with an increase in other slip parameters, the momentum boundary layer thickness
decreases. The thermal slip coeﬃcient mainly aﬀects the temperature proﬁle and reduces
the temperature at the surface. With thermal slip, more heat is transferred leading to a
reduction in surface temperature and this reduces the velocity of the nanoﬂuid. As a result
both solute and nanoparticle concentration thickness decreases. The solute concentration
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Figure 5 Effect of α2 , α3 , and α4 on (a) velocity, (b) temperature, (c) solute concentration, and
(d) nanoparticle concentration with Kp = λ = λ1 = λ2 = Nr = Nc = 0.1, Le = Ln = 1, Pr = Sr = 0.5, α1 = 1.

Figure 6 Local Nusselt number as a function Kp
with λ = 1, Nt = Nb = Nr = Nc = 0.1, Pr = 0.5, Ln
= Le = 1, Sr = 0.5, α1 = α2 = α3 = α4 = 0.1.

is mainly aﬀected by the solute slip coeﬃcient and the thickness of the solute concentration
decreases with increase of the solute slip coeﬃcient.
Figures  and  show the Nusselt number, Sherwood number, and density of the
nanoparticle as a function of nonlinear thermal and solute constants for diﬀerent values
of Kp . With an increase in the permeability parameter, the velocity of the ﬂuid reduces,
hence as Kp increases, the surface temperature gradient, solute, and the nanoparticle concentration at the surface decrease which helps to reduce the local Nusselt number, local
Sherwood number, and local nanoparticle Sherwood number. It evident that nonlinearity of the temperature and solute concentration both enhance the local Nusselt number
and the local Sherwood number. This may be due to the fact that the nonlinearity term
increases the temperature and concentration of the solute at the surface. A similar behavior is observed in the case of the nanoparticle concentration. It is interesting to note
that the nonlinear curves are highly inﬂuenced by the nonlinear convection parameter as
compared to the nonlinear concentration parameter.
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Figure 7 Effects of nonlinear thermal and solute constants on (a) local Sherwood number and (b)
local density of nanoparticles as a function Kp with λ = 1, Nt = Nb = Nr = Nc = 0.1, Pr = 0.5, Ln = Le = 1,
Sr = 0.5, α1 = α2 = α3 = α4 = 0.1.

Figure 8 Effect of the slip constants on (a) skin friction, (b) local Nusselt number, (c) local Sherwood
number, and (d) local density of nanoparticle with Kp = 0.1, λ = λ1 = λ2 = 1, Nt = Nb = Nr = Nc = 0.1,
Pr = 0.5, Ln = Le = 1, Sr = 0.5, α2 = 0.5.

Figure  shows the skin friction, local Nusselt number, local Sherwood number, and
local nanoparticle Sherwood number for diﬀerent values of the thermal and solute slip
constants. Here α = . is kept constant. As seen in Wang [], in the case of the no-slip
boundary conditions (i.e., α = α = α = ), the solution is unique for α > –, there exist
dual solutions for –. ≤ α ≤ –, and no solution is found when α < –.. The
ﬁrst solution is shown by marker while the second solution by the dotted line. With slip
conditions, the range of α values for which a unique solution as well as dual solutions
exists signiﬁcantly increases. The increased range of values of α depends principally on
the momentum slip coeﬃcient. The critical values of α are shown in Table . The critical
value of α decreases from –. to –. when the thermal slip coeﬃcient increases
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Table 2 Value of critical velocity ratio α1 for different momentum, thermal, and solute slip
constants for Kp = λ1 = λ2 = Nt = Nb = Nc = Nr = 0.1, Pr = 0.5, Le = Ln = 1, Sr = 0.5
(α1 )crit

α2

α3

α4

dual solution range

–1.902
–1.899
–1.898
–2.622
–3.407

0.5
0.5
0.5
1
1.5

0.1
0.5
0.5
0.1
0.1

0.1
0.1
0.5
0.1
0.1

–1.902, –1.18
–1.899, –1.18
–1.898, –1.18
–2.622, –1.18
–3.407, –1.18

from . to .. Similarly the critical α decreases with an increase in the solute concentration. But the critical α is enhanced by the momentum slip coeﬃcient. It is observed that
the lower limit of the critical α is inﬂuenced more by the momentum slip parameter than
by the thermal and concentration slip since it is part of the nanoﬂuid velocity (see Figure (a)), which makes the system more unstable. A close observation shows that the dual
solution region increases nonlinearly with increase of the momentum slip coeﬃcient. The
skin friction initially increases with momentum slip parameter but after a certain point (in
this case α = –.) it decreases nonlinearly.
The local Nusselt number, local Sherwood number, and the local nanoparticle density
are nonlinear increasing functions of the momentum slip parameter for the ﬁrst solution
while they are a decreasing function for the case of the second solution. It is interesting to
note that the generation of vorticity for the shrinking velocity is reduced by an increase in
the momentum slip at the surface (when α > ). The momentum slip parameter enhances
the velocity at the surface which forces the solute and particle to move away from the surface. As a result, the local Nusselt number, local Sherwood number, and local nanoparticle
Sherwood number increase nonlinearly with the momentum slip parameter but decrease
with increases in the solute slip coeﬃcient. It evident that the local Nusselt number decreases with increase of the partial thermal slip coeﬃcient and this ﬁnding is similar to
earlier results by Zheng et al. []. The nature of the second solution for the local Nusselt
number, local Sherwood number, and local nanoparticle Sherwood number is quite similar and this mainly depends on the momentum slip coeﬃcient rather than the other slip
coeﬃcient.

4 Conclusions
The eﬀect of momentum, thermal, and solute slip on nonlinear convection boundary layer
ﬂow from a stretching and shrinking sheet has been investigated numerically. Analysis of
stagnation-point slip ﬂow from a shrinking sheet has shown that existence and uniqueness
of the solution depends on the slip parameters, mainly the momentum slip and the velocity ratio parameter α . Dual solutions were obtained when the velocity ratio was less than
a certain critical value. The region of existence of the dual solution increases with the slip
parameters. The nonlinear temperature and concentration coeﬃcients reduce the thermal
and solute boundary layer thicknesses. The thermal slip coeﬃcient reduces the momentum and thermal boundary layer thickness. The local Nusselt number, local Sherwood
number, and local density of the nanoparticles increase nonlinearly with the convection
coeﬃcient.
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