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Slow flow past a weakly permeable spheroidal particle
in a hypothetical cell

The perspective of the current analysis is to represent the incompressible viscous
flow past a low permeable spheroid contained in a fictitious spheroidal cell. Stokes
approximation and Darcy’s equation are adopted to govern the flow in the fluid and
permeable zone, respectively. Happel’s and Kuwabara’s cell models are employed
as the boundary conditions at the cell surface. At the fluid porous interface, we
suppose the conditions of conservation of mass, balancing of pressure component at
the permeable area with the normal stresses in the liquid area, and the slip condition,
known as Beavers-Joseph-Saffman-Jones condition to be well suitable. A closed-form
analytical expression for hydrodynamic drag on the bounded spheroidal particle is
determined and therefore, mobility of the particle is also calculated, for both the case
of a prolate as well as an oblate spheroid. Several graphs and tables are plotted to
observe the dependence of normalized mobility on pertinent parameters including
permeability, deformation, the volume fraction of the particle, slip parameter, and the
aspect ratio. Significant results that influence the impact of the above parameters in
the problem have been pointed out. Our work is validated by referring to previous
results available in literature as reduction cases.

1. Introduction

In the increasing span of time, the evolution of fluid mechanics has raised
challenges for the researchers and the scientific community. The development in
the area of fluid mechanics is widely spreading due to the dependency of life on
fluids.

The low permeable problem generally deals with the flow bearing very low
permeability like motion in porous fluidization, the flow of a liquid mixture, motion
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in packed beds, sedimentation, fall of snow-flakes, etc. A sort of porous membrane
having low permeability that allows some particular kind of particles to permeate
through it is well known as a semipermeable membrane. They only let small
particles like ions and molecules of water pass through them. A kind of such
membrane is observed in plants and animals, through which the process of osmosis
happens. As a matter of fact, evaluating their analytical solutions is very significant
to know the nature of such flows.

To study the flow field, we generally adopt Stokes equations for the fluid
region and Darcy’s law [2] or Brinkman’s equation [3] for the porous region.
While handling low porosity problems Darcy’s law is chosen to be appropriate,
whereas Brinkman’s equation helps in studying problems with higher porosity.
The investigations on the flow problems in the area of porous media are being
paid attention for a long time [4–9] by considering different boundary conditions
at the porous interface, including no-slip and slip conditions [10, 11]. Moreover,
including the Saffman’s condition, the lubricating flow of a sphere nearing a porous
thin slab was analyzed by Khabthani et al. [12]. Furthermore, Lai et al. [13] carried
out the work discussing the simple projection technique to know the coupling of
Navier-Stokes along with Darcy’s flow by employing the Beavers-Joseph-Saffman
condition.

In the past few years, intensive research activities have been performed to
formulate the motion through a swarm of porous particles because of its appli-
cation in diverging areas like filtration of the membrane, sedimentation problem,
rheology of suspension, etc. On the contrary, the formulation of such problems
is very difficult, as it requires the complete analysis of the tangled interaction
between multiple particles to obtain the flow fields. To get rid of this difficulty,
Happel [14] introduced a unit cell model technique which is one of the most ef-
fective methods for analyzing the nature of intense scattered systems and porous
media. It involves the method of replacing the system of chaotic distributed par-
ticles with an array of particles confined in a fluid cell, i.e., the entire swarm is
divided into various identical cells with every particle to be surrounded by a cell.
Moreover, the cell volume is picked in a such a manner that the solid volume
fraction in the cell is similar to the solid volume fraction of the entire assemblage.
As in several practical applications, particles are never found to be in isolation,
and thus, it is significant to observe the effect of neighboring particles on the
motion of particles. At present, this technique is well-liked among the scientific
community and researchers as it reduces the study of assemblage to analyzing a
single particle and its bounded cell. Anyway, to study the effect of neighboring
particles, we have to focus on the boundary conditions at the cell surface in de-
tail. In this approach, the cell can be chosen to be of different geometry. Among
them, spherical, cylindrical, and spheroidal shaped cells are conventionally used.
Initially, Happel [15] and Kuwabara [16] forwarded the concept of cell method to
analyze the flow through an array of particles. However, both models adopt dif-
ferent conditions on the cell surface. In the Happel’s model, the no-slip condition
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is assumed on the inner particle and the vanishing of shear stress is considered
on the external cell envelope. He explained that seeing the inter-particle interac-
tions to be bounded to the fluid surface, the cells are non-interacting and hence
no work is done by the cell surface, keeping the cell boundary to be friction-
less. Further, in the Kuwabara’s model, the vanishing of vorticity is supposed to
hold good at the cell surface. Kuwabara’s model considers that no mechanical
energy is to be shared between the cell and the surrounding. Although both the
models are different in terms of boundary conditions, they yield almost similar
results.

A considerable amount of research [17–20] on the flow past beds of porous
spherical particles, using both Darcy and Brinkman model, have been conducted
in the last few decades. Salient observations from the aforesaid studies suggest that
the cell concept is a widespread technique and is currently on demand. Moreover,
the use of different available boundary conditions at the cell is observed to have a
prominent effect on the flow. Prakash et al. [21] formulated the flow over a clus-
ter of porous particles where they represented the bed of particles as a cluster of
uniform porous sphere wrapped by a spherical cell. In the process of solving the
problem, they took into consideration both Brinkman and Darcy’s law, and derived
the drag expression to predict the overall permeability of the cluster of porous
particles. Saad [22] implemented the cell method to analyze the steady motion of
the viscous fluid through an array of the porous spherical shell along with the stress
jump boundary condition. They provided the drag force expression and further, pre-
dicted that the normalized mobility of the particles relies on the permeability, the
volume fraction, and the coefficient of stress jump. Prakash and Raja Shekar [23]
executed the dynamic permeability of the cluster of spherical permeable particles
by accounting cell model. They imposed Darcy’s law for the permeable flow along
with the Saffman boundary condition. Motivated by the developments in this area
of research, recently numerous works addressing the problem concerning transport
in porous media have been explored. Applying Happel’s along with Kuwabara’s
boundary conditions, the MHD flow over a sphere containing fluid immersed in
a spherical cell was handled by Prasad and Bucha [24]. In the latest articles by
Prasad and Bucha [25, 26], an analytical study was made to examine the effect
of imposed magnetic forces on the motion through a weakly permeable spherical
and cylindrical particle in a cell, respectively. In their work, they adopted Darcy’s
law for handling the flow past a low permeable particle. Moreover, the Saffman’s
slip boundary condition was considered at the inner surface. They obtained the
analytical expressions for the drag, the hydrodynamic permeability, and also the
Kozeny constant influenced on the sphere. Using the cell technique, Khanukaeva
[27] examined the micropolar flow through a spherical cell comprising an imper-
meable core covered with a porous shield along with a fluid envelope. She allowed
different boundary conditions to be applicable at the cell surface and studied its
effect on the flow. Recently, Prasad [28] worked on finding the boundary effects on
an eccentric semipermeable sphere by using cell models.
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In the aforementioned literature, we speculate that the shapes of the particles
are considered to be of the simple spherical form. However, in numerous engi-
neering applications, particles often possess geometry of deformed shapes which
varies significantly from the sphere. The pioneering work of Stokes [29] provides a
sound knowledge about the drag force experienced by a range of shapes of particles
settling in stagnant media or held stationary in moving fluids. A spherical particle
represents the same projected area for the flowing fluid irrespective of its orien-
tation. But for non-spherical particles, the orientation is required for calculating
their terminal settling velocity or the drag force acting on them. On the other hand,
under appropriate condition, non-spherical particles have a propensity to attain a
preferred or most stable orientation irrespective of their initial orientation. All these
phenomena are strongly influenced not only by the shape of the particle, its size
and density, fluid properties, but also by the shape and size of confining boundaries
and the imposed fluid motion, etc. To acknowledge the possible effect of varying
shapes, the simplest geometry is that of a spheroid. It is slightly deformed from
the shape of a sphere. These spheroid particles can be described by the aspect ratio
(ε = 1 − ε ), which can cover both plate-like (ε < 1) and cylinder-like (ε > 1)
shapes including spheres with ε = 1 [30].

As a fundamental problem, obtaining the analytical solution of flow through
a spheroid is of much significance and has been carried out efficaciously by sev-
eral authors [31–33]. Earlier, Dassios et al. [34] implemented the cell technique
to explore the Stokes flow over a spheroidal particle immersed in a vessel. There
they derived the drag force executed on the particle. Ramkisson [35] included
the slip condition while examining the flow over an approximate spheroidal parti-
cle. Zlatanovski [36] applied Brinkman’s model to pursue the axisymmetric flow
through a porous prolate spheroid and also took into consideration the eigenvalues
together with the eigenfunctions for the stream function in the porous area. Deo
and Datta [37] presented the slip flow on a particle of prolate spheroidal geometry.
Vainshtein et al. [38] studied the creeping motion over and inside a permeable
spheroid. Ramkissoon and Rahaman [39] tackled the flow of fluid over an imper-
meable sphere immersed in a spheroidal vessel by assuming the no-slip condition.
Besides, the drag executed on the sphere covered by a spheroidal cell was evaluated.
Incorporating the slip condition, Senchenko and Keh [40] scrutinized the motion
of a distorted shaped sphere in an unbounded Stokes flow. Aiming to study the
motion through distorted particles, Srinivasacharya [41] executed the flow through
a Darcy porous shell of approximately spherical geometry by applying continuity
of normal velocity, Beavers-Joseph condition, and the continuity of pressure as
the boundary conditions. Chang and Keh [42] explored the translational and the
rotational motion of the deformed colloidal spheres having a slip effect. More-
over, Saad [43] inscribed the translational as well as the rotational movement of
the porous spheroid enclosed in a cell and also deduced the drag and the couple
influenced on the particle, for the prolate as well as oblate spheroidal cases. In view
of the significance of such flow, Saad [44] treated the motion of viscous fluid past
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a cluster of porous spheroids confined inside a spheroidal envelope by considering
different cell models. He derived the expressions for the drag and the normalized
mobility on the particle and further, observed its dependence of important flow
parameters by graphical simulation. Regarding the examination of the resistance
force, Srinivasacharya and Prasad [45, 46] presented a study of the motion of a
porous approximate sphere containing a solid core in both unbounded and bounded
medium, respectively. Further, motion of a porous approximate sphere contained
inside an approximate spherical container was studied by Srinivasacharya and
Prasad [47]. Chen [48] made an attempt to draw out liquid from a Darcy porous
medium of a slender permeable prolate spheroid. Employing the condition of
Beavers-Joseph-Saffman, Rasoulzadeh and Kuchuk [49] focused on extracting the
effective permeability for spherical and spheroidal vug of the porous medium com-
prising fracture inclusion. In an article by Yadav et al. [50], the steady flow over a
porous membrane consisting of impervious spheroid wrapped with a porous layer
is discussed, and thereafter, they evaluated the hydrodynamic permeability act-
ing on the membrane. Employing the condition of Beavers-Joseph-Saffman-Jones,
the viscous flow past a Darcy’s governed permeable spheroid was demonstrated by
Prasad and Bucha [51]. They employed the condition of balancing the normal stress
in the fluid area with the pressure in the permeable area of flow. Recently, Prasad
and Bucha [52] analyzed the effect of magnetic field on the flow past a porous
spheroid governed by Brinkman’s model and evaluated the drag force acting on the
particle.

As far as we know, the work regarding the analysis of the impact of a slip on the
flow past a spheroidal particle within a cell by using BJSJ condition and pressure
balance with tangential stress has not been investigated earlier. The flow through
particle inside a cell is the basis for the study of heat and mass transfer phenomena
in swarms of spheroidal particles [34]. Moreover, such flows are considered as an
idealized model for capturing the particles in the filtration comprising of connected
pores. In various practical problems, the shape of the particle is not perfectly
spherical. Keeping in view the importance of study in porous flows, the purpose
pursued in the present work is to model the problem of flow past a deformed
permeable spherical particle contained inside a cell. In the present paper, the
low Reynolds flow through a permeable spheroid enveloped inside a spheroidal
cell is studied, adopting Darcy’s law for the motion is the permeable zone. As
the fluid porous interface condition, the conditions of conservation of mass, the
balancing of pressure in the permeable region to the normal stresses in the liquid
region together with the Beavers-Joseph-Saffman-Jones slip condition are treated
to be applicable. Moreover, Happel’s and Kuwabara’s cell models are employed
at the cell surface. A closed solution for the drag is derived and further, the
normalized mobility of the particle is also presented. Graphical and tabular results
for normalized mobility on significant parameters like permeability, deformation,
volume fraction, slip parameter, and aspect ratio, are obtained and discussed for
both the cell models.
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2. Mathematical formulation of the problem

As depicted in Fig. 1, the steady incompressible viscous flow past a permeable
spheroid confined inside a fictitious spheroidal cell assuming low permeability
is pursued. Stokes equation and Darcy’s law are applied to analyze the motion
in fluid and permeable region, respectively. Both the cases of an oblate and a
prolate spheroid are illustrated. The radius of the inner spheroid is denoted as
r = a[1 + αm ϑm(ζ )] and outer cell spheroid is r = b[1 + αm ϑm(ζ )].

Fig. 1. Physical situation of a permeable oblate or prolate spheroid in a concentric spheroidal cell

2.1. Flow field equations

Motion of the fluid flowing in the clear fluid region as governed by Stokes
approximation is

∇ · ~v (1) = 0, (1a)
∇p (1) + µ∇ × ∇ × ~v (1) = 0. (1b)

Motion of the fluid flowing through the permeable medium is assumed to be
governed by Darcy’s law represented as

∇ · ~v (2) = 0, (2a)

∇p (2) +
µ

k
~v (2) = 0, (2b)

with ~v, p, µ, k as the velocity vector, the pressure, the viscosity coefficient and the
permeability of permeable region, respectively.

For the ease of pursuing the current work, the following dimensionless vari-
ables are introduced

r = a r̃, ∇ =
∇̃

a
, ~v = U ~̃v (i), p =

µU
a

p̃ (3)
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in the governing equation (1) and (2), and later ignoring the tildes, we have
∇ · ~v (1) = 0, (4a)

∇p (1) + ∇ × ∇ × ~v (1) = 0, (4b)

∇ · ~v (2) = 0, (5a)
∇p (2) + α2 ~v (2) = 0, (5b)

where, we denote α2 =
a2

k
as permeability parameter.

The spheroidal surface is supposed to be r = a[1+ f (θ)] that differs a bit from
the sphere r = a. The orthogonality of the Gegenbauer functions ϑm(ζ ), ζ = cos θ,

in general circumstances, allows the expansion f (θ) =
∞∑

m=2
αm ϑm(ζ ), where the

Gegenbauer function and Legendre function Pn(ζ ) are related as

ϑn(ζ ) =
Pn−2(ζ ) − Pn(ζ )

2 n − 1
, n ≥ 2. (6)

The spheroid surface ra is now supposed to be r = a[1 +
∞∑

m=2
αm ϑm(ζ )].

Also, we suppose the coefficients αm are small enough to have negligible
effects of its squares and higher powers and hence can be ignored [14]. Therefore,
(r/a)y ≈ 1 + y αm ϑm(ζ ), with y to be positive or negative.

2.2. Stream functions

Consider (r, θ, φ) to represent a co-ordinate system in spherical polar form
along with unit vectors (~er, ~eθ, ~eφ). According to the formulation, the flow is along
themeridian plane and axisymmetric in nature, leading to all the involved quantities
to be independent of φ. Therefore, we can now consider the velocity vector as

~v (i) = v (i)
r (r, θ) ~er + v

(i)
θ (r, θ) ~eθ, i = 1, 2. (7)

Accounting the condition of incompressibility ∇ · ~v (i) = 0 , the stream functions
ψ (i) (r, θ) are represented as follows

v (i)
r = −

1
r2 sin θ

∂ ψ (i)

∂ θ
, v (i)

θ =
1

r sin θ
∂ ψ (i)

∂ r
. (8)

Eliminating the terms containing pressure in Eqs. (4) and (5), and thereafter im-
plementing Eq. (8) in the simplified equations, we acquire

E4ψ (1) = 0, (9)

E2ψ (2) = 0, (10)

with E2 =
∂2

∂r2 +
sin θ
r2

∂

∂θ

(
1

sin θ
∂

∂θ

)
known as Stokes operator.
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3. Boundary conditions

Different boundary conditions are offered for studying flow past permeable
particles at liquid-porous interface. However, we have to specify the conditions
which are found appropriate from the physical as well as mathematical view.
For the low permeability problem, the interface condition at the spheroidal inter-
face r = a[1 + αm ϑm(ζ )] are the continuity of normal components of velocity,
proportionality of the shear stress with the tangential velocity components, i.e.,
Beavers-Joseph-Saffman-Jones slip condition [7, 10, 11, 49, 51] and the normal
stress acting on fluid to be identical to the pressure in the permeable area, i.e., a
jump condition for pressures [49, 54].

At the spheroidal interface r = a[1 + αm ϑm(ζ )], we propose the following
conditions

1. Continuity of normal velocity components(
~v (1) − ~v (2)

)
· ~n = 0, (11)

2. Beavers-Joseph-Saffman-Jones condition

~n · τ (1) · ~s =
µ

λ
√

k
~v (1) · ~s, (12)

with τ (1) to be the stress tensor of viscous fluid (Region I) and λ to be the
dimensionless slip parameter which relies on the nature of porous media.
The value of λ lies between 0.25 and 10 [1, 11, 54]. Moreover, in the case
with λ = 0 together with extremely low permeability the proposed problem
reduces to the motion of fluid through a semipermeable spheroid.

3. Jump condition for pressures [49, 51, 54]

~n · τ (1) · ~n = −p (2) . (13)

Also, ~n = ~er−αm

√
1 − ζ2Pm−1(ζ )~eθ, is the unit normal vector and~s is the arbitrary

tangential vector at the interface of spheroid r = a[1 + αmϑm(ζ )].
Boundary conditions at infinity (r → ∞) for the motion in fluid area are

v (1)
r = −U cos θ and v (1)

θ = U sin θ.
Implementing the values of ~n and ~s in Eqs. (11) to (13), we get

v (1)
r − v (2)

r =
(
v (1)
θ − v (2)

θ

)
αm

√
1 − ζ2Pm−1(ζ ), (14)

τ(1)
rθ +αm

√
1−ζ2Pm−1(ζ )

(
τ(1)
rr − τ

(1)
θθ

)
=
α

λ

(
v (1)
θ + v

(1)
r αm

√
1−ζ2Pm−1(ζ )

)
, (15)

τ (1)
rr − 2αmτ

(1)
rθ

√
1 − ζ2Pm−1(ζ ) = −p(2) . (16)
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At the cell surface r = b[1 + αm ϑm(ζ )], we consider the two frequently used
models, referred as Happel’s and Kuwabara’s models. In both the models, the radial
velocity on the cell surface is supposed to be continuous, i.e.,

v (1)
r +U cos θ = αm

(
v (1)
θ −U sin θ

)
sin θPm−1(ζ ), (17)

• Happel’s model [15] i.e., vanishing of tangential stress

τ (1)
rθ + αm

(
τ (1)
rr − τ

(1)
θθ

)
sin θPm−1(ζ ) = 0, (18)

• Kuwabara’s model [16] i.e., vanishing of vorticity

curl~v (1) = 0. (19)

All the aforementioned conditions expressed in the stream functions ψ (i); i = 1, 2.
are presented below
At the surface r = 1 + αm ϑm(ζ )(

∂ψ (1)

∂ζ
−
∂ψ (2)

∂ζ

)
= rαmPm−1(ζ )

(
∂ψ (1)

∂r
−
∂ψ (2)

∂r

)
, (20)

2r
∂

∂r

(
1
r
∂ψ (1)

∂r

)
− E2ψ (1) + 2αmϑ2(ζ )Pm−1(ζ )

(
4
r
∂2ψ (1)

∂r∂ζ
−

6
r2
∂ψ (1)

∂ζ

+
P1(ζ )

rϑ2(ζ )
∂ψ (1)

∂r

)
=
α

λ

(
∂ψ (1)

∂r
+

1
r

(1 − ζ2)αmPm−1(ζ )
∂ψ (1)

∂ζ

)
, (21)

− p(1)−
2
r2

[
2
r
∂ψ (1)

∂ζ
−
∂2ψ (1)

∂r∂ζ

]

−
2αmPm−1(ζ )

r

[
2r

∂

∂r

(
1
r
∂ψ (1)

∂r

)
−E2ψ (1)

]
= −p(2), (22)

and at the surface r = η−1[1 + αm ϑm(ζ )], with η =
a
b

∂ψ (1)

∂ζ
+ r2 cos θ = rαmPm−1(ζ )

(
∂ψ (1)

∂r
− 2rϑ2(ζ )

)
, (23)

• Happel’s model:

2r
∂

∂r

(
1
r
∂ψ (1)

∂r

)
− E2ψ (1)

+ 2αmϑ2(ζ )
[
4
r
∂2ψ (1)

∂r∂ζ
−

6
r2
∂ψ (1)

∂ζ
+

P1(ζ )
rϑ2(ζ )

∂ψ (1)

∂r

]
Pm−1(ζ ) = 0, (24)

• Kuwabara’s model:
E2ψ (1) = 0. (25)
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4. Solution part

Using the separation of variables method [14, 43, 44, 52], the solution for the
Eqs. (9) and (10) in the viscous fluid (Region I) and permeable zone (Region II)
are as follows

ψ (1) =

[
a2r2 +

b2
r
+ c2r4 + d2r

]
ϑ2(ζ )

+

∞∑
n=3

[
Anrn + Bnr−n+1 + Cnrn+2 + Dnr−n+3

]
ϑn(ζ ), (26)

ψ (2) =
(
e2r2 + f2r−1

)
ϑ2(ζ ) +

∞∑
n=3

(
Enrn + Fnr−n+1

)
ϑn(ζ ). (27)

The stream function ψ (2) is finite in the region I and imposes the condition f2 = 0
and Fn = 0 for n > 2. Pressure acting in regions I and II are expressed as

p(1) = −

(
10c2+

d2

r2

)
P1(ζ ) −

∞∑
n=3

[(
4n+2
n−1

)
Cnrn−1 +

(
4n−6

n

)
Dnr−nPn−1(ζ )

]
, (28)

p(2) = α2

e2rP1(ζ ) +

∞∑
n=3

En
rn−1

n − 1
Pn−1(ζ )


. (29)

Where a2, b2, c2, d2, and e2 are unknown constants to be determined and they
contribute the solution of slow flow past a weakly permeable sphere in bounded
medium. An, Bn, Cn, Dn, and En for n > 2 are unknown constants to be de-
termined and they represent deformation part of the solution of slow flow past a
weakly permeable spheroid in bounded medium. Initially, we evaluate the solu-
tion corresponding to the boundary r = 1 + αmϑm(ζ ). The solution for the case

r = 1 +
∞∑

m=2
αmϑm(ζ ). Same method is adopted for each m to obtain the stream

functions for the flow regions.

5. Implementing to permeable spheroid

As a special case, flow through a prolate or an oblate permeable spheroid is
studied. The equation describing the surface of the spheroid in the Cartesian frame
(x, y, z) is

x2 + y2

c2 +
z2

c2(1 − ε )2 = 1, (30)

where c to be the equatorial radius. Besides, ε is supposed to be so small that its
squares and higher powers are ignored. In polar form, the equation describing the
spheroidal surface (30) is r = a[1 + 2εϑ2(ζ )], with a = c(1 − ε ).
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The spheroid behaves as an oblate spheroid for 0 < ε ≤ 1, and as a prolate
spheroid for ε < 0. The condition of ε = 0 describes the case of a sphere of
radius c. To utilize the above results, we choose m = 2; αm = 2ε . Thus, the stream
functions are

ψ (1) =
[
(a2 + A2)r2 + (b2 + B2)r−1 + (c2 + C2)r4 + (d2 + D2)r

]
ϑ2(ζ )

+
[
A4r4 + B4r−3 + C4r6 + D4r−1

]
ϑ4(ζ ), (31)

ψ (2) = (e2 + E2) r2ϑ2(ζ ) + E4r4ϑ4(ζ ). (32)

6. Hydrodynamic drag acting on the particle

On account of the viscous flow, a resisting force is exerted on the spheroidal par-
ticle inside a cell. To evaluate the drag, we adopt the following formula [14, 44, 51]

FD =

∫
S

(
~n · τ(1)

)
· ~k dS, (33)

with ~n = ~er − ε sin 2θ~eθ ; dS = 2πa2(1 + 2ε sin2 θ) sin θ dθ and ~k to be the unit
vector along the z direction.

On solving the above equation providing the stress components and stream
function given in Eq. (26) along with the surface r = 1 + ε sin2 θ, we obtain

FD = 4πµUa(d2 + D2). (34)

Utilizing the values of d2, D2 obtained by solving the equations obtained from
boundary conditions, together with a = c(1 − ε ) and thereafter α = α1(1 − ε ),
η = η1(1 − ε ) [44], the ultimate equations for both the cell models are reduced as

• Happel’s model

FHp=4πµUc


α1
(
6α1λξ1 − 2η5

1ξ2 − 3ξ3
)

6∆1λ + ∆2
+
ε
(
∆3λ

2 + ∆4λ + ∆5
)

5
(
∆6λ2 + ∆7λ + ∆8

) 
, (35)

• Kuwabara’s model

FKu = −4πµUc


15α1
(
2α1λ + α

2
1 + 4

)
6δ1λ + δ2

+
ε
(
δ3λ

2 + δ4λ + δ5
)

δ6λ2 + δ7λ + δ8


. (36)

Where, α1 =
c
√

k
and η1 =

c
b
. Also, the particle volume ratio of the unit cell is

assumed to be identical to the particle volume fraction γ over the whole suspension.

Therefore, γ =
( c

b

)3
, i.e., γ = η3

1. Also, all the newly introduced variables are
mentioned in Appendix B.
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6.1. Some special results

Few significant results, evaluated in the limiting form as mentioned below,
validate the consistency of the current analytical study.
Bounded by hypothetical cell
Case 1: In absence of slip, i.e., λ = 0 in Eqs. (35) and (36), it acts as flow over a
semipermeable spheroid in cell model and the drag expression turns to

• Happel’s model

FHp = 4πµUc


−α1
(
3ξ3 + 2η5

1ξ2
)

∆2
+
ε∆5
5∆8


, (37)

• Kuwabara’s model

FKu = −4πµUc


15α1
(
α2

1 + 4
)

δ2
+
εδ5
δ8


. (38)

For ε = 0 in the above equations, the drag on the perfect semipermeable sphere is
obtained.
Case 2: If the deformation parameter ε = 0 in Eqs. (35) and (36), it reduces to flow
past a permeable sphere in cell model and the drag is

• Happel’s model

FHp = 4πµUc


α1
(
6α1λξ1 − 2η5

1ξ2 − 3ξ3
)

6∆1λ + ∆2


, (39)

• Kuwabara’s model

FKu = −4πµUc


15α1
(
2α1λ + α

2
1 + 4

)
6δ1λ + δ2


. (40)

Case 3: If α1 → ∞ in Eqs. (35) and (36), it acts as a flow past a impermeable
spheroid in cell model and the drag is

• Happel’s model

FHp =
4πµUc

(η1 − 1)2 (η1 + 1)
(
2η2

1 + η1 + 2
) 

2η5
1 + 3

η1 − 1
+

2ε
5

*.
,

3η7
1

(
4η2

1+9η1+14
)
+37η6

1+32η5
1+63(η2

1+η1+1)η2
1+3(1+11η1)

(η1 − 1)2 (η1 + 1)
(
2η2

1 + η1 + 2
) +/

-


, (41)
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• Kuwabara’s model

FKu=
6πµUc

(η1−1)3
(
η3

1+3η2
1+6η1+5

) 
5+

ε
(
29η4

1+58η3
1+87η2

1+46η1+5
)

(η1 − 1)
(
η3

1 + 3η2
1 + 6η1 + 5

) 
. (42)

The above drag expression for both the models are in good agreement with the
work of Saad [44].
Case 4: If both ε = 0 and α1 → ∞, it acts as flow past a impervious sphere. The
drag is

• Happel’s model

FHp = 4πµcU
[

2η1
5 + 3

2η16 − 3η15 + 3η1 − 2

]
, (43)

• Kuwabara’s model

FKu = 6πµcU
[

5
η16 − 5η13 + 9η1 − 5

]
. (44)

which is in supports with Happel and Brenner [14].
In absence of cell surface
Case 1: As b −→ ∞ or η1 = 0 in Eqs. (35) and (36), the problem turns to flow
through a permeable spheroid in an infinite expanse of flow, i.e., in unbounded
medium. The drag is now of the form

F∞ = −4πµUc


3α1
(
2α1λ + α

2
1 + 4

)
(
6α12 + 18

)
λ + 2α13 + 9α1

+
ε∆5
∆6


, (45)

Case 2: If λ = 0 in Eq. (45), the problem of flow over a semipermeable spheroid
is deduced and the drag is converted as follow

F∞ = 6πµUc


2
((
α1

2 + 12
) (

2α1
2 + 5

)
ε − 5

(
α1

2 + 4
) (

2α1
2 + 9

))
5
(
2α12 + 9

)2


, (46)

Case 3: For the deformation ε = 0 in Eq. (45), it transform into flow past a
permeable sphere and the drag is

F∞ = −6πµUc


4α2
1λ + α1(2α1

2 + 8)(
6α12 + 18

)
λ + α1(2α12 + 9)


, (47)

Case 4: With λ = 0 in Eq. (47), flow through a semipermeable sphere is derived
and the drag is

F∞ = −6πµUc
[
2α1

2 + 8
2α12 + 9

]
, (48)

The above results are in support with the work of Prasad and Bucha [51].
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Case 5: With flow through a impervious spheroid, derived by letting α1 → ∞
(permeability k = 0), the drag expression is

F∞ = −6πµUc
[
1 −

ε

5

]
, (49)

It is alike as the Stokes drag over a impervious spheroid [14].
Case 6: If ε = 0 in Eq. (49) the flow past a solid sphere is deduced with the drag as

F∞ = −6πµUc. (50)

It is the famous expression for Stokes drag over a solid sphere [14].

6.2. Normalized mobility

The normalized mobility denoted by M , is the ratio of the drag experienced
by the spheroid in the unbounded medium to the drag exerted on the spheroid in
presence of cell surface [44].

Mathematically, represented as M =
F∞
FD

.
• Happel’s model
Using Eqs. (35) and (45), we have

MHp =
F∞
FHp

(51)

• Kuwabara’s model
Using Eqs. (36) and (45), we have

MKu =
F∞
FKu

(52)

It is important to note, in the limiting case, when η1 = 0 (i.e., b→ ∞) the flow
past an bounded spheroid is deduced and in this case themobility tends to M = 1 for
any value of ε and α1 with FD = F∞. Moreover, 0 ≤ M < 1 for 0 < η1 ≤ 1 [43, 44]
where η1 =

c
b
with c ≤ b. For α1 → ∞, we obtain the results for impermeable

solid spheroid bounded by a cell. Therefore, the expression for drag in unbounded
medium reduces as given in Eq. (49) and for cell case as represented in Eqs. (41)
and (42).
In this case, the particle mobility for both the models are obtained as

• Happel’s model

MHp =
1

(1 + (2/3)γ 5/3)

[(
1 + (3/2)γ 5/3 − (3/2)γ 1/3 − γ 2

)
+εγ1/3 *..

,

(
γ1/3−1

)2 (
γ+2γ2/3+3γ1/3+(3/2)

) (
14γ5/3+15γ2/3+21

)
15(1 + (2/3)γ 5/3)

+//
-


, (53)
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• Kuwabara’s model

MKu =
(
1−(9/5)γ1/3+γ−(1/5)γ2

)
+ε

(
(9/5)γ1/3−3γ+(6/5)γ2

)
. (54)

The above expressions are in support with the results by Saad [44]. Moreover, for
the case of perfect sphere i.e., ε = 0 the results for both the models coincides with
the results given by Vasin et al. [19].

7. Numerical representation and discussion

In this part, the dependence of normalized mobility M (MHp is normalized
mobility for Happel’s cell model, MKu is normalized mobility for Kuwabara’s cell
model) of the spheroidal particle on various influential parameters are illustrated
through the graphs in Figs. 2 to 7. The dimensionless parameters involved in the
analysis are permeability parameter k1, slip parameter λ, particle volume fraction
γ, deformation parameter ε .

(a) ε = −0.1 (b) ε = 0.1

Fig. 2. Plot of normalized mobility versus particle volume fraction with λ = 3 for varying
permeability

In Fig. 2, the behavior of normalized mobility according to the change in
permeability and particle volume fraction for both Happel’s and Kuwabara’s model
are shown. It delineates MHp and MKu to be a decreasing function of γ. The curves
in the graph Fig. 2a is the case for flow past a prolate spheroid (ε = −0.1) whereas
Fig. 2b is for the flow past an oblate spheroid (ε = 0.1). All the plots reveal
normalized mobility to be monotonically increasing with advancing permeability.
It is found that the effect of the particle interaction on mobility is more for the
smaller permeability. For, k1 = 0.001, the normalized mobility is nearly close to
the case of a solid spheroid with a smaller value of γ, i.e., the particles are far
from each other. But as the particle nears one another, their difference increases
significantly and further when they are very close, there develops a huge pressure
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gradient which in turn allows more fluid to flow through the permeable medium
[17, 44]. The curves suggest normalized mobility to be more for the Happel’s
model in comparison with the Kuwabara’s model. Fig. 3 depicts the impact of slip
(λ) on the mobility of the particle against particle volume fraction. The graphs
indicate that both the models result in almost similar qualitative behavior but a
slight differing in magnitude. It may be noted that in the complete range of γ, the
value of MHp and MKu enhances with the increasing value of slip. The curve for
λ = 0 is the case having no slip and it represents the flow past a semipermeable
spheroid. Fig. 4 demonstrates the influence of deformation on the mobility with
varying particle volume fractionwith the remaining parameters to have fixed values.
Mobility is observed to be advancing with an increasing ε . Using the cell model
method, it is perceived that the mobility of the permeable sphere (ε = 0) inside
a container of the identical equatorial radius is less than the mobility of an oblate
spheroid and higher than the prolate spheroid. It is so because, for ε < 0, i.e.,
aspect ratio exceeds 1, the major portion of the fluid slip at the particle surface
occurs in the direction of the particle’s movement. For ε > 0, i.e., aspect ratio is
smaller than one, the main component of the fluid slip at the surface of a spheroidal

(a) ε = −0.1 (b) ε = 0.1

Fig. 3. Plot of normalized mobility versus particle volume fraction with k1 = 0.001 for varying slip

Fig. 4. Plot of normalized mobility versus particle volume fraction
with λ = 3 and k1 = 0.05 for varying deformation
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particle is in the direction normal to the motion of the spheroid [55]. Thus, the
flow past a particle highly depends on the nature of fluid and shape of the particle,
deformation of the particle, i.e., aspect ratio, and the drag is different for different
shapes and fluids. A similar behavior of flow past a porous spheroid governed
by Brinkman media is observed by Saad [43]. Additionally, for a fixed ε , the
mobility of the particle even doesn’t vanish for the case in which the neighboring
particles touch each other (as γ → 1). All the graphs in Fig. 5 and 6 emphasize
the plots of mobility against permeability for varying γ and λ, respectively for
both Happel’s and Kuwabara’s models. As predicted, the graphs show the mobility
to be a decreasing function of γ and an increasing function of λ. In general, the
mobility is found to be comparatively larger for oblate spheroids (ε = 0.1) than
the prolate ones (ε = −0.1). From Fig. 7, one can speculate the characteristic
of the mobility of the particle depending on the aspect ratio (1 − ε) for varying
permeability. It is evident from the plot that for the spheroid with a fixed aspect
ratio, mobility increases monotonically with increasing permeability for both the
models [44].

(a) ε = −0.1 (b) ε = 0.1

Fig. 5. Plot of normalized mobility versus permeability with λ = 3 for varying particle volume
fraction

(a) ε = −0.1 (b) ε = 0.1

Fig. 6. Plot of normalized mobility versus permeability with γ = 0.6 for varying slip



136 Tina Bucha, Madasu Krishna Prasad

Fig. 7. Plot of normalized mobility versus aspect ratio with γ = 0.6 and λ = 2 for varying
permeability

Numerical results are displayed in Tables 1 to 3, showing the dependency of
normalized mobility on the dimensionless parameters for both the cell models. In
Table 1, the quantitative values of mobility for altering deformation along with
permeability is shown. The table shows the inferred mobility to be an increasing
function of the permeability. Further, it is figured out that the mobility increases
with increasing deformity, and also, the values corresponding to ε = 0 are the
results for the case of spherical particles. Moreover, mobility is observed to be
higher for an oblate spheroidal particle. Table 2 illustrates the influence of altering
particle volume fraction on the mobility versus permeability. We noted that the
mobility decreases by increasing γ. Table 3 depicts the variation in mobility for
enhancing slip in relation to permeability. It is perceived that the mobility of the
particle with no-slip (λ = 0) condition is lower as compared to the mobility of the

Table 1.
Normalized mobility against permeability for flow past permeable spheroid for varying deformation

with γ = 0.15 and λ = 5

k1 ε = −0.3 ε = −0.1 ε = 0 ε = 0.1 ε = 0.3
MHp

0.001 0.08736 0.23395 0.30724 0.38053 0.52712
0.005 0.14089 0.28335 0.35457 0.42580 0.56826
0.01 0.17084 0.31015 0.37981 0.44947 0.58878
0.05 0.26936 0.39955 0.46464 0.52974 0.65993
0.1 0.33863 0.46307 0.52526 0.58748 0.71190

MKu

0.001 0.08187 0.19220 0.24736 0.30253 0.41285
0.005 0.12273 0.23216 0.28688 0.34159 0.45103
0.01 0.14610 0.25474 0.30906 0.36338 0.47202
0.05 0.23254 0.34025 0.39410 0.44796 0.55567
0.1 0.30123 0.40787 0.46119 0.51451 0.62115
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Table 2.
Normalized mobility against permeability for flow past permeable spheroid for varying particle

volume fraction with ε = 0.1 and λ = 5

k1 γ = 0.01 γ = 0.1 γ = 0.3 γ = 0.6 γ = 0.8
MHp

0.001 0.75055 0.45826 0.22963 0.07716 0.02801
0.005 0.76908 0.49859 0.28052 0.11821 0.05460
0.01 0.77858 0.51944 0.30849 0.14513 0.07587
0.05 0.81065 0.58963 0.40761 0.25834 0.18400
0.1 0.83384 0.64001 0.48019 0.34760 0.27633

MKu

0.001 0.69308 0.37610 0.17266 0.05678 0.02158
0.005 0.71480 0.41371 0.21015 0.08381 0.04096
0.01 0.72607 0.43419 0.23270 0.10373 0.05848
0.05 0.76502 0.51085 0.32976 0.20899 0.16503
0.1 0.79362 0.56997 0.41012 0.30339 0.26472

Table 3.
Normalized mobility against permeability for flow past permeable spheroid for varying slip with

ε = 0.1 and γ = 0.15

k1 λ = 0 λ = 1 λ = 2 λ = 7 λ = 10
MHp

0.001 0.31020 0.32932 0.34529 0.39718 0.41597
0.005 0.31209 0.35118 0.37835 0.44378 0.46149
0.01 0.31436 0.36680 0.39925 0.46664 0.48269
0.05 0.32931 0.43278 0.47757 0.54417 0.55644
0.1 0.34245 0.48340 0.53425 0.60120 0.61256

MKu

0.001 0.24318 0.25952 0.27305 0.31625 0.33157
0.005 0.24605 0.27952 0.30242 0.35615 0.37033
0.01 0.24948 0.29461 0.32198 0.37725 0.39008
0.05 0.27190 0.36455 0.40356 0.46002 0.47020
0.1 0.29134 0.42181 0.46760 0.52641 0.53620

particle with some slip effect. In all the tables, it is clearly described that the value of
normalized mobility is higher for the Happel’s cell model. It is due to the vanishing
of vorticity in the Kuwabara’s model, which produces a larger energy dissipation in
the cell as compared to the Happel’s model, which is due to the vanishing of shear
stress. Further, in Kuwabara’s model, an exchange of mechanical energy between
the cell and the environment takes place but in Happel’s model no such exchange
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of mechanical energy is seen. However, the difference between both the models is
very narrow.

From the above discussions, one can speculate that the dimensionless units
possess a substantial impact on the flow of the permeable spheroidal particle.
Further, the effect of slip is found to be dominant while pursuing problems using
low permeability.

8. Conclusions

In this article, a detailed inspection of flowpast a deformed permeable spherical
particle surrounded by a cell is performed analytically using Stokes and Darcy’s
law. We have derived an analytical drag expression on the considered deformed
particle possessing low permeability for both Happel’s and Kuwabara’s models.
Several results corresponding to reduction cases matching with earlier work are
included for validating the present work. The behavior of normalized mobility
according to varying deformation, permeability, particle volume fraction, slip, and
the aspect ratio, are illustrated through graphs and tables.

The following conclusions are made from the ongoing analysis:
• The normalizedmobility of the permeable spheroidal particle in a spheroidal
vessel is found to be larger for an oblate spheroid than the prolate spheroid
and a sphere inside a spherical vessel of the equal equatorial radius. But, the
mobility for the prolate spheroidal particle is lower than the sphere inside a
vessel.

• The numerical value of mobility for the Happel’s model is observed to be
higher than that for the Kuwabara’s model. However, they possess almost
similar qualitative behavior.

• Mobility is perceived to be an increasing function of permeability, deforma-
tion, slip and it decreases with increasing values of particle volume fraction.

• The current work is capable of capturing the slip effect on the flow charac-
teristics of a low permeable spheroidal particle.

A. Appendix

On applying the Eqs. (20) to (25) up to the first order of αm and neglecting the
other terms, we derived the equations below [52, 55]

(a2 + b2 + c2 + d2 − e2) P1(ζ ) + αm(2a2 − b2 + 4c2 + d2 − 2e2)[ϑm(ζ )P1(ζ )

+ ϑ2(ζ )Pm−1(ζ )] +
∞∑
n=3

(An + Bn + Cn + Dn − En)Pn−1(ζ ) = 0, (55)
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[−2α a2 + (6λ + α)b2 + 2(3λ − 2α)c2 − α d2] ϑ2(ζ )

− αm
[
(2α a2 + 2(9λ + α)b2 − 12(λ − α)c2) ϑm(ζ )ϑ2(ζ )

− (2α a2 + 2 (9λ + α) b2 − 2(6λ − α)c2 + 2(3λ + α)d2) ϑ2(ζ )P1(ζ )Pm−1(ζ )
]

+

∞∑
n=3

[
(2n(n − 2)λ − α n) An −

(
2(1 − n2)λ + α(1 − n)

)
Bn

−
(
2(1 − n2)λ + α(n + 2)

)
Cn − (2n(2 − n)λ + α(3 − n)) Dn

]
ϑn(ζ ) = 0, (56)

(6b2 + 6c2 + 3d2 + α
2e2)P1(ζ ) + αm[−12b2 + 18c2 − 6d2 + α

2e2]ϑm(ζ )P1(ζ )

− 12αm(b2 + c2)[ϑ2(ζ )Pm−1(ζ ) + ϑm(ζ )P1(ζ )] +
∞∑
n=3

[2(2 − n)An + 2(n + 1)Bn

+

(
2(3n − n2 + 1)

n

)
Cn +

(
2(n2 + n − 3)

n

)
Dn +

(
α2

n − 1

)
En

]
Pn−1(ζ ) = 0, (57)

(
η−2a2 + ηb2 + η

−4c2 + η
−1d2 − η

−2
)

P1(ζ ) + αm(2η−2a2 − ηb2 + 4η−4c2

+ η−1d2 − 2η−2)[ϑm(ζ )P1(ζ ) + ϑ2(ζ )Pm−1(ζ )]

+

∞∑
n=3

[η−nAn + η
n−1Bn + η

−n−2Cn + η
n−3Dn]Pn−1(ζ ) = 0, (58)

(
6η3b2 + 6η−2c2

)
ϑ2(ζ ) + αm

[
(−18η3b2 + 12η−2c2)ϑm(ζ )ϑ2(ζ ) + 2(9η3b2

− 6η−2c2 + 3ηd2)ϑ2(ζ )P1(ζ )Pm−1(ζ )
]
+

∞∑
n=3

[2n(n − 2)η−n+2 An

+ 2(n2 − 1)ηn+1Bn + 2(n2 − 1)η−nCn + 2n(n − 2)ηn−1Dn]ϑn(ζ ) = 0, (59)

(
10η−2c2 − 2ηd2

)
ϑ2(ζ ) + αm

[
20η−2c2 + 2ηd2

]
ϑm(ζ )ϑ2(ζ )

+

∞∑
n=3

[(4n + 2)η−nCn − (4n − 6)ηn−1Dn]ϑn(ζ ) = 0. (60)

The leading terms of the above equations are equated to zero and we have

a2 + b2 + c2 + d2 − e2 = 0, (61)
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− 2α a2 + (6λ + α)b2 + 2(3λ − 2α)c2 − α d2 = 0, (62)

6b2 + 6c2 + 3d2 + α
2e2 = 0, (63)

η−2a2 + ηb2 + η
−4c2 + η

−1d2 − η
−2 = 0, (64)

6η3b2 + 6η−2c2 = 0, (65)

10η−2c2 − 2ηd2 = 0. (66)

Solving these system of equations, the values of a2, b2, c2, d2, and e2 are obtained.
Now, Eqs. (55) to (60) are

∞∑
n=3

(An + Bn + Cn + Dn − En)Pn−1(ζ )

+ αmΩ1
[
ϑm(ζ )P1(ζ ) + ϑ2(ζ )Pm−1(ζ )

]
= 0, (67)

∞∑
n=3

[
(2n(n − 2)λ − α n) An −

(
2(1 − n2)λ + α(1 − n)

)
Bn

−
(
2(1 − n2)λ + α(n + 2)

)
Cn − (2n(2 − n)λ + α(3 − n)) Dn

]
ϑn(ζ )

+ αm
[
Ω2ϑm(ζ )ϑ2(ζ ) +Ω3ϑ2(ζ )P1(ζ )Pm−1(ζ )

]
= 0, (68)

∞∑
n=3

[
2(2 − n)An + 2(n + 1)Bn +

(
2(3n − n2 + 1)

n

)
Cn

+

(
2(n2 + n − 3)

n

)
Dn +

(
α2

n − 1

)
En

]
Pn−1(ζ )

+ αmΩ5ϑm(ζ )P1(ζ ) − αmΩ4[ϑ2(ζ )Pm−1(ζ ) + ϑm(ζ )P1(ζ )] = 0, (69)

∞∑
n=3

[η−nAn + η
n−1Bn + η

−n−2Cn + η
n−3Dn]Pn−1(ζ )

+ αmΩ6[ϑm(ζ )P1(ζ ) + ϑ2(ζ )Pm−1(ζ )] = 0, (70)

∞∑
n=3

[
2n(n−2)η−n+2 An+2(n2−1)ηn+1Bn+2(n2−1)η−nCn+2n(n−2)ηn−1Dn

]
ϑn(ζ )

+ αm
[
Ω7ϑm(ζ )ϑ2(ζ ) + 2Ω8ϑ2(ζ )P1(ζ )Pm−1(ζ )

]
= 0, (71)

∞∑
n=3

[
(4n + 2)η−nCn − (4n − 6)ηn−1Dn

]
ϑn(ζ ) + αmΩ9ϑm(ζ )ϑ2(ζ ) = 0. (72)
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where

Ω1 = 2a2 − b2 + 4c2 + d2 − 2e2, Ω2 = −(2α a2 + 2(9λ + α)b2 − 12(λ − α)c2),

Ω3 = 2α a2 + 2(9λ + α)b2 − 2(6λ − α)c2 + 2(3λ + α)d2, Ω4 = 12a2 + 12c2,

Ω5 = −12b2 + 18c2 − 6d2 + α
2e2, Ω6 = 2η−2a2 − ηb2 + 4η−4c2 + η

−1d2 − 2η−2,

Ω7 = −18η3b2 + 12η−2c2, Ω8 = 9η3b2 − 6η−2c2 + 3ηd2, Ω9 = 20η−2c2 + 2ηd2.

In order to calculate the arbitrary constants An, Bn,Cn, Dn and En, we require the
following identities

ϑm(ζ )ϑ2(ζ ) = −
(m − 2)(m − 3)

2(2m − 1)(2m − 3)
ϑm−2(ζ ) +

m(m − 1)
(2m + 1)(2m − 3)

ϑm(ζ )

−
(m + 1)(m + 2)

2(2m − 1)(2m + 1)
ϑm+2(ζ ), (73)

ϑm(ζ )P1(ζ ) + Pm−1(ζ )ϑ2(ζ ) = −
(m − 2)(m − 3)

2(2m − 1)(2m − 3)
Pm−3(ζ )

+
m(m − 1)

(2m + 1)(2m − 3)
Pm−1(ζ ) −

(m + 1)(m + 2)
2(2m − 1)(2m + 1)

Pm+1(ζ ), (74)

P1(ζ )ϑ2(ζ )Pm−1(ζ ) = −
(m − 1)(m − 2)(m − 3)

2(2m − 1)(2m − 3)
ϑm−2(ζ )

+
m(m − 1)

2(2m + 1)(2m − 3)
ϑm(ζ ) +

m(m + 1)(m + 2)
2(2m − 1)(2m + 1)

ϑm+2(ζ ), (75)

ϑm(ζ )P1(ζ ) =
(m − 2)

(2m − 1)(2m − 3)
Pm−3(ζ ) +

1
(2m + 1)(2m − 3)

Pm−1(ζ )

−
(m + 1)

(2m − 1)(2m + 1)
Pm+1(ζ ). (76)

Solving Eqs. (67) to (72) using the above identities, we see that the values of An,
Bn, Cn, Dn and En = 0 for n , m − 2,m,m + 2 .

For n = m − 2,m,m + 2, the following expressions are derived

An + Bn + Cn + Dn − En +Ω1 an = 0, (77)

(2n(n − 2)λ − α n) An −
(
2(1 − n2)λ + α(1 − n)

)
Bn

−
(
2(1 − n2)λ + α(n + 2)

)
Cn − (2n(2 − n)λ + α(3 − n)) Dn

+Ω2 an +Ω3 bn = 0, (78)



142 Tina Bucha, Madasu Krishna Prasad

2(2 − n)An + 2(n + 1)Bn +

(
2(3n − n2 + 1)

n

)
Cn +

(
2(n2 + n − 3)

n

)
Dn

+

(
α2

n − 1

)
En −Ω4 an +Ω5 cn = 0, (79)

η−nAn + η
n−1Bn + η

−n−2Cn + η
n−3Dn +Ω6 an = 0, (80)

2n(n − 2)η−n+2 An + 2(n2 − 1)ηn+1Bn + 2(n2 − 1)η−nCn

+ 2n(n − 2)ηn−1Dn +Ω7 an + 2Ω8 bn = 0, (81)

(4n + 2)η−nCn − (4n − 6)ηn−1Dn +Ω9 an = 0. (82)

where

an =
n(n − 1)αn

(2n + 1)(2n − 3)
, bn =

n(n − 1)αn

2(2n + 1)(2n − 3)
, cn =

αn

(2n + 1)(2n − 3)
.

Solving Eqs. (77) to (82), the individual values of An, Bn, Cn, Dn, and En are
determined for n = m − 2,m,m + 2.

B. Appendix

The expression for the variables mentioned are below:

ξ1 = η1
5 − 1, ξ2 = α1

2 − 6, ξ3 = α1
2 + 4, ξ4 = α1

2 + 2, ξ5 = α1
2 + 3,

ξ6 = 2α1
2 + 9, ξ7 = α1

2 − 15, ξ8 = η1
5 − 2, ξ9 = 6η1 − 1, ξ10 = α1

2 + 6,
ξ11 = α1

2 + 24, ξ12 = α1
2 + 12, ξ13 = 2α1

2 + 5, ξ14 = α1
4 + 39α1

2 − 54,
ξ15 = α1

4 − 21α1
2 + 216, ξ16 = α1

4 + 19α1
2 + 36, ξ17 = 3ξ3 − 2η1

10 ξ2,

ξ18 = η1
4 ξ14 + 3α1

2 ξ11, ξ19 = 3
(
3ξ3 − 2η1

10 ξ2
)
+ 5η1

2 ξ1 ξ10,

ξ20 = 39η1
5 − 20η1

2 − 24, ξ21 = 24ξ3 − 4
(
α1

2 + 39
)
η1

5 − 5
(
5α1

2 + 22
)
η1

2,

ξ22 = 7α1
4 + 64α1

2 + 168, ξ23 = α1
4 + 12α1

2 − 300,

ξ24 = 31α1
4 + 342α1

2 + 1440, ξ25 = 29α1
2

(
α1

2 − 2
)
− 936,

ξ26 = 9ξ3 + 12η1
5 ξ2 − 10η1

2 ξ10, ξ27 = ξ24 − 3η1
5 ξ23,

ξ28 = 3η1
3 ξ2 − 5ξ10, ∆1 = ξ1

(
α1

2 η1 − ξ5
)
,

∆2 = α1
(
ξ6 + η1

(
3η1

4 ξ4 − 3ξ3 − 2η1
5 ξ2

))
,



Slow flow past a weakly permeable spheroidal particle in a hypothetical cell 143

∆3 = −36α1
2

(
−α1

2 ξ9 + η1
5

(
ξ7 − 6α1

2 η1
)
ξ8 − 15

)
,

∆4 = 12α1
(
2α1

2 η1 ξ19 − 2η1
6 ξ18 + 3ξ16 − η1

5 ξ15
)
,

∆5 = α1
2

(
6η1 ξ26 ξ3 + 8η1

8 ξ2 ξ28 − 2η1
5 ξ27 + 3ξ12 ξ13

)
, ∆6 = 36∆1

2,

∆7 = −12α1 ∆1
(
−ξ6 − 3η1

5 ξ4 + 3η1 ξ3 + 2η1
6 ξ2

)
,

∆8 = α1
2
(
−ξ6 − 3η1

5 ξ4 + 3η1 ξ3 + 2η1
6 ξ2

)2
, δ1 = α1

2
(
η1

6 − 6η1 + 5
)
+ 15,

δ2 = α1
(
5ξ6 − 2η1

(
9ξ3 + η1

5 ξ2 − 5η1
2 ξ10

))
, δ3 = 36α1

2
(
5ξ7 + α1

2 η1 ξ20
)
,

δ4 = −36α1
(
α1

2 η1 ξ21 + 5ξ16
)
,

δ5 = −3α1
2

(
72η1 ξ3

2 + 2η1
6 ξ25 − 20η1

3 ξ22 + 5ξ12 ξ13
)
,

δ6 = 36δ1
2, δ7 = −12α1 δ1

(
−5ξ6 + 18η1 ξ3 + 2η1

6 ξ2 − 10η1
3 ξ10

)
,

δ8 = α1
2
(
−5ξ6 + 18η1 ξ3 + 2η1

6 ξ2 − 10η1
3 ξ10

)2
.
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