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Abstract: Pipe flow is one of the most commonly used models to describe fluid dynamics. The concept
of fractional derivative has been recently found very useful and much more accurate in predicting
dynamics of viscoelastic fluids compared with classic models. In this paper, we capitalize on our
previous study and consider space-time dynamics of flow velocity and stress for fractional Maxwell,
Zener, and Burgers models. We demonstrate that the behavior of these quantities becomes much
more complex (compared to integer-order classical models) when adjusting fractional order and
elastic parameters. We investigate mutual influence of fractional orders and consider their limiting
value combinations. Finally, we show that the models developed can be reduced to classical ones
when appropriate fractional orders are set.

Keywords: fractional calculus; Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative; viscoelasticity; pipe flow;
fractional Maxwell model; fractional Zener model; fractional Burgers model

1. Introduction

Fractional calculus in general and fractional derivative in particular has been gathering an
increasing researchers interest recently. This mathematical tool provides the means for significant
improvement of predictive power for numerous practical applications as summarized in a recent
literature [1-18]. Heat conduction [5,18], anomalous diffusion [4,7], and viscoelastic properties of
fluids and solids [3,9,10,13] are just a few examples of fundamental phenomena where fractional
calculus finds immediate practical applications and provides promising results. While fractional
models in general demonstrate better fit of experimental data compared to their classical counterparts,
those involving variable-order fractional operators (VO-FC) are the handy tools for the cutting-edge
research. VO-FC not only provides an effective tool to alter the system properties described by the
fractional orders but also allows accounting for fractional orders variations with time, coordinate,
and internal system-specific parameters.

One of the fields where fractional calculus has already proven its efficiency is the prediction of
dynamics of viscoelastic flows in various constrained geometries, with circular pipe being one of the
most popular ones. With theoretical foundations laid in [19], researchers considered numerous specific
problems. The models studied here were addressed by Yin in [20] (Maxwell), by Shah in [21] (Burgers)
to name a few. Fractional viscoelastic models, including Maxwell and Zener ones, were considered
in close detail in series of works by Schiessel, Friedrich, and others [22,23]. Those authors provided
in-depth physical analysis of mathematical concepts introduced via fractional calculus formalism,
suggested, developed, and explained various ladder models. This brief literature overview is
intended to mention the most recent achievements in a field of FC and to point out studies that
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specifically targeted fractional models studied here. A more detailed consideration that includes
historic retrospective can be found in our previous study [1] .

In this paper, we capitalize on the approaches developed in [1] to examine the behavior of
fractional viscoelastic Maxwell, Zener, and Burgers models in application to pipe flow. We present an
in-depth parametric analysis of these models and outline various operating regimes for each of them.
Different from [1], here we consider 3D profiles of flow velocity and stress. It allows for the exploration
of flow dynamics in spatial and frequency domains simultaneously and catches the specifics that cannot
be easily visible in 2D projections. We consider various combinations of fractional orders, investigate
their mutual influence, and establish an approach for viscoelastic flow optimization. The paper is
organized as follows. We first provide domain definition. The governing equations for fluid flow
and constitutive equations for the model considered are given in Sections 2.1 and 2.2, respectively.
The main results of this study appear in Section 3. In particular, Section 3.1 describes the general
approach for seeking the solution. Sections 3.2-3.7 present and discuss space-frequency dynamics of
velocity and stress profiles. In particular, Section 3.2 presents velocity for fractional Maxwell model.
Stress profiles for fractional Maxwell model are considered in Section 3.3. Zener model behavior is
studied in Sections 3.4 and 3.5 (velocity and stress, respectively). Sections 3.6 and 3.7 are devoted to
fractional Burgers model. The results of this study are summed up in Section 4. Hereafter we use the
following notions. Under “classic” we understand either model or profile corresponding to integer
values of fractional orders. “Fractional order” and “fractional parameter” is essentially the same.
We also use “frequency domain” to refer to nondimensional frequency.

2. Problem Formulation

Here we provide brief problem formulation and key governing equations. All the details as
well as derivations and overview of mathematical apparatus involved can be found in our previous
study [1].

Let us introduce cylindrical coordinate system (r, 0, z) and consider laminar flow of incompressible
viscoelastic fluid along z axis of infinitely long pipe of radius R with circular cross-section.
The corresponding schematic is shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1. Domain definition for circular pipe.
2.1. Flow Dynamics

The flow dynamics is governed by continuity and momentum equations with no-slip boundary
condition at the wall applied. Due to flow and geometry specifics, only z-component of momentum
equation remains and reads as:

du;  dp | 10(roy;)
TR i M)

Here p,u;,p,0v, stand for fluid mass density, z-component of flow velocity, pressure,
and rz-component of stress.
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2.2. Constitutive Equations

First, we consider fractional Maxwell model (Figure 2a). Its constitutive equation reads as:

o(t) + P, DY Po(t) = ET%,Dl(t), 0<a<1, 0<B<1, a>p @)

Here « and B are the fractional orders, T, E are given by:

o= (E5), e-n(2)) e-n(2),

where Eq, 71, Ep, T stand for the Young’s moduli, relaxation times of elements “1” and “2”, respectively.
The ranges imposed for « and  have both physical and mathematical meaning. Physically, changing «
and f from 0 to 1 allows balancing between viscous and elastic properties of fluid. Mathematically;,
all fractional orders should be non-negative, in order to ensure that we deal with fractional derivatives,
not fractional integrals. An additional relation bounds « and f, so that the entire range for 8 can
only be considered provided a = 1. The limiting integer values of fractional orders deserve special
attention, as they allow restoring various classical cases. In particular, « = 1 and f = 0 correspond to
the classical Maxwell fluid:

o+ 10 = ET¢, 4)

while « = 1 and B = 1 results in a constitutive equation for the Newtonian fluid:

o= %s 5)

Here we omitted time dependence of stresses and strains for brevity and introduced dot as a time
derivative operator. A closer look at the definition of T reveals that the case & = 8 is somewhat special.
Indeed, it corresponds to a critical gel. It means that T blows up when a« = 5. However, it happens
when the base (expression in brackets) is greater than unity. If the opposite is true, then 7 is bounded.
However, the detailed analysis of all the specifics it brings is beyond the scope of this study.

Next, we consider fractional Zener model shown in Figure 2b. In this case constitutive equation is:

o(t) + 1P, DY Po(t) = ET.DY(t) + Eot"aD]e(t) + Egr" T B, DI Pe(t),

Here 1 is the fractional order of element “3” and Ej is defined as:
_ e (B
B =E(2), )

where E3, 73 stand for Young’s modulus and relaxation time of element “3” and all other notations are
the same as above. At a glance, here we end up with two additional relations for the fractional orders
«,B,and y: « — B > 0and v +a — B > 0. A closer look to this inequalities reveals thatif &« — f > 0is
held, the second one is satisfied automatically. That is, of course, only true for non-negative values of
the fractional orders. To get classical Zener fluid, one should assume « = 1, B = 0, and y = 0. Then the
constitutive equation reduces to:

0+ 10 = Epe + (E+ Ep)té 8)
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Next, assuming « = 1, = 1, and ¢ = 1, one will end up with Newtonian fluid and constitutive

equation of the form:

,_E +22E0 » ©)

Finally, for fractional Burgers model, (Figure 2c) we have:

(T(t) + ETW*'YuDItxf’Yo-(t) + EleféuDltkf(so.(t) + ETﬁf/yaDEi’yo-(t) + ETﬁiéth‘Biéo’(t) =
Eo Ey Eg Eg

= ET*,D%(t) + EtP,DPe(t),
0<a<1l 1<p<2 0<9<1l, 0<6<1, a—7y>0, B—7y>0, a—6>0, B—6>0 (10)

Here ¢ is the fractional order of element “4”, (7) is still valid and additionally:

Ep = E4<%>5, (11)

where E4, 74 stand for Young’s modulus and relaxation time of element “4” and all other notations
being the same as above. Here we impose four additional conditions for fractional orders «, §, ¥ and
o. Different from previous models, the range of B has changed as the classical Burgers model should
include second derivatives of stresses and strains with respect to time. Moreover, there are no relations
for fractional orders « and f. At the same time, the whole range of values for fractional orders v and §
can only be considered if « = 1. To get classical Burgers model, one should seta =1, § =2,y = 0 and
0 = 0. Then the constitutive equation reads as:

o+ ZEET((T + 10) = Et(é + T8), (12)
0

where two dots stand for the second derivative with respect to time. Newtonian fluid can be obtained
by setting « = = v = § = 1. Corresponding constitutive equation reads as:

2EE,
T B t4E" (13)
a) b) 0 ey
(EIIrJI a-)
(Eyts v) (EyTy ) [ (E,T5, B)
(ExTs B)
{E4ar4, 6)

Figure 2. Fractional viscoelastic models: (a) Maxwell; (b) Zener; (c) Burgers.
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3. Results and Discussion

3.1. General Solution

Here we follow the approach proposed earlier by Yin [20] for Maxwell model and then generalize
it for all other models. Introduce pressure gradient of the form:

ap _ iwt
o = Poe (14)

For all models considered in this study, nondimensional velocity and stress profiles are given by:

= ) 1-— @ b= Irz| _ M (15)
Uo ]0(\/55) ’ 0o \/55]0(\/55),
where we used the following quantities:
o i R L _T _ 1o pw o2
r—\/ﬁ, a—\/ﬁ, W = wT, cp—ﬁ, u0_4pwaz' re¢c = wr-, (16)

and v, w stand for kinematic viscosity and angular frequency, oy = g—ZR, and Jj(+) is the Bessel function

of first kind of order /. For all the models considered, we set # = 0.1. Table 1 provides expressions for
parameter &2 and ranges of fractional orders for all three models. The details of velocity and stress
profiles derivation can be found in [1].

Table 1. Fractional models and their parameters.

Parameter
g « By 9
Model
Fractional Maxwell (pw?/E) {(i wlT)n + (iwl'r) ﬁ} 0,1 01 - -
Fractional Z 2/E ! 01 [01] [01] -
ractional Zener (ow?/E) [(EU/EWWT)”(,.W(i)wﬁijﬂgs} 01 [01] [01]

. 2 1 1

Fractional Burgers  (pw?/E) {(Eo/E) (Gt ) + (Gwrr o) ] 0,1 [1,2] [0,1] [0,1]

3.2. Velocity Profiles for Fractional Maxwell Model

For fractional Maxwell model parameters that can vary are fractional orders « and . We examine
dynamics of normalized velocity along pipe diameter with respect to nondimensional frequency, @.
Both fractional orders & and f are varied considering « > B. Let us first fix § = 0.2 and vary a: « = 0.2,
..., 1 (See Supplementary Materials animation muzlhttps://youtu.be/wNkKfdEOS4Q). Alternatively,
« = 1and B is varied as: B = 0.2, ..., 1 (animation muz2 https://youtu.be/2dWZ6KNwL5I). These two
velocity profiles have both similarities and distinct differences. Consider similarities first. Oscillatory
behavior of the velocity profile is observed with respect to both spatial and frequency coordinates while
for the latter these oscillations are also damped. Moreover, up to a certain nondimensional frequency,
velocity increases rapidly until forming a nearly parabolic profile. Additionally, with « and f increasing,
resonant peaks of velocity profile shift to higher values of non-dimensional frequency. Upon passing
this profile, oscillations emerge along the pipe diameter. The dynamics of initial parabolic profile,
however, differ when changing « and . In particular, when g is fixed and « increases, peak amplitudes
in initial parabolic profile oscillate. In contrast to it, when we fix « and vary S, initial parabolic profile
peak amplitude gradually decreases with increasing 8. What is even more noticeable, for « = 1 and
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B =0.2,..,1, the velocity profile reduces to parabolic for the entire range of nondimensional frequency
as f increases. This result is not surprising as for « = 1 and § = 1 we end up with a Newtonian fluid.

3.3. Stress Profiles for Fractional Maxwell Model

Now let us have a look at stress profiles (animations msfl https://youtu.be/3YnhhJUy1Wg and
msf2 https:/ /youtu.be/wTi8FdTpyok). Here again we either fix § = 0.2 and vary a: « = 0.2, ..., 1
(animation msfl) or fix « = 1 and vary B: § = 0.2, ..., 1 (animation msf2), while satisfying « > . Let us
start from the similarities. The profiles are symmetrical with respect to pipe centerline. For both cases,
stress exhibits aperiodic oscillations in a frequency domain and increases monotonically (nonlinear)
from the pipe center up to the wall. Here come the differences. When § is fixed, stress peak amplitudes
oscillate with increasing « in frequency domain with resonant peak shifting to higher values. More
specifically, peak amplitude initially decay up to « ~ 0.5. For & > 0.5 trend reverses. Interestingly, the
rate of amplitude change is higher for # < 0.5. The situation changes dramatically whena =1, § = 0.2,
..., 1 . While the initial behavior is very similar to the first case, the stress becomes independent of
frequency and increases linearly from the pipe center up to the wall as § approaches unity (Newtonian
fluid).

3.4. Velocity Profiles for Fractional Zener Model

Fractional Zener model is described by four parameters, namely three fractional orders «, 8, v
and elastic parameter ¢ (p = Eg/E). Let us first set y = 1 and examine contributions made by
fractional orders a, §, . In the first pair of animations (zuzl https://youtu.be/TS8LLEwgiC4k and
zuz2 https:/ /youtu.be/dXQCrXTNLbQ) we investigate the influence of fractional order & (x = 0.2,
..., 1) for two limiting cases of B and v (8 = v = 0.2 and B = v = 1, respectively). In both cases
we observe parabolic profiles along the pipe diameter with the amplitude increasing when so does
nondimensional frequency. However, in case of lower limits for fractional orders B and v, the parabolic
profile is followed by complex oscillatory pattern. Moreover, peak values of initial parabolic profile
also oscillate. The situation is strikingly different if we consider the upper limit for fractional orders
B and vy (B = v = 1). Here parabolic profile occupies the entire range of nondimensional frequency
considered. Moreover, it is independent from fractional order a.

Let us now have a look at the impact of the fractional order 8. More specifically, we fix fractional
orders &« =1, v = 0.2 (animation zuz3 https:/ /youtu.be/bjLW]xFWy8I) and &« = 1, v = 1 (animation
zuz4 https:/ /youtu.be/9ValO3HkW8Y), while varying B: B = 0.2, ..., 1. Initial velocity profiles look
somewhat similar to the previous case. That is, for lower limit value of < profile is initially parabolic
and switches to oscillatory in both space- and frequency domains. For the upper limit of , increasing
parabolic profile along pipe diameter occupies entire frequency domain. However, it all changes when
B start increasing. In particular, velocity profile gradually becomes parabolic along pipe diameter for
the entire frequency range thus delivering a case of Newtonian fluid (animation zuz3 https://youtu.
be/bjLW]xFWy8I). For the upper limit value of y (animation zuz4 https://youtu.be/9ValO3HkW8Y),
the amplitudes of parabolic profile gradually decrease (up to roughly 60% from the maximum value)
with increasing f.

Next, we investigate the effect of varying fractional order . More specifically, we fix « = 1 for
both lower limit of B (8 = 0.2, animation zuz5 https://youtu.be/j8AGHtMGXV8) and upper limit of
B (B =1, animation zuz6 https://youtu.be/-w]NeA8hTXY), while varying y: v = 0.2, ..., 1. While the
plots exhibit some similarities with the case of varying fractional order 8, their dynamics is different. In
particular, the rate of amplitudes decay for both parabolic and oscillating components is much higher.
The same can be said when the profile turns to a parabolic for the entire frequency domain. As for the
upper limit value of B, the amplitudes of parabolic profile also decay relatively faster (up to roughly
35% from the maximum value).

Finally, we consider the impact of elastic parameter ¢. More specifically, we fix « = 0.5 and
B = 0.2 for both lower (animation zuz7 https:/ /youtu.be/GExLFiUC8Hk) and upper (animation zuz8
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https:/ /youtu.be/YbKXMIgcwSY) limits of fractional order 7y (y = 0.2 and v = 1, respectively). At
the same time, we vary ¢: 1 = 0.01...100. For the lower limit of -y, the peak amplitudes of the velocity
profile increase until switching happens (i ~ 20) from parabolic+oscillatory behavior to purely
parabolic. Upon reaching parabolic profile, its amplitudes start decaying while further increasing .
The rate of decay, however, decreases with increasing 1 (especially for i > 30). Different from all
other cases with upper limit values of fractional order set, here for v = 1 we observe a combination of
parabolic and oscillatory profiles for lower values of ¢. It changes abruptly to a parabolic one (¢ ~ 0.1)
and almost vanish for 1 > 5. This more complex structure can, however, be attributed to the fact that
we set & not at the upper limit value (¢ = 1) but at « = 0.5.

Generally speaking, the influence of fractional orders and elastic parameter on a velocity profile
is quite different. The strongest effect is achieved when varying elastic parameter ¢. Among fractional
orders, the most powerful contribution in a profile dynamics is made by the fractional order -,
while influence of « is the weakest one. This trend is especially visible for the upper limit values of the
fractional orders.

3.5. Stress Profiles for Fractional Zener Model

We further consider the dynamics of stress profiles for fractional Zener model. We first fix
¢ = 1 and examine the influence of fractional parameters only. We consider the contribution made
by the different parameters in the same order as for velocity profiles, i.e., varying «, 8,y and 1.
Let us start from the fractional order a. Corresponding plots are shown in animations zsfl https:
//youtu.be/SOV4_XRiL1s and zsf2 https:/ /youtu.be/ajgZpMOJQS8. For the first one we set = 0.2,
v = 0.2and vary a: « = 0.2, ..., 1. As previously, profile is symmetric with respect to the pipe centerline.
Moreover, it exhibits abruptly decaying aperiodic oscillations in a frequency domain. As « increases,
peak amplitudes of the stress initially reduce, followed by increase for « > 0.5. Different from fractional
Maxwell model (see animation msfl https://youtu.be/3YnhhJUy1Wg), the rate of peak amplitude
change appears to be almost the same for « < 0.5 and & > 0.5. The stress profile for upper limit values
of § and 1y is shown in animation zsf2 https://youtu.be/ajgZpMOJQS8. It reveals that the stress is
independent from the fractional order « and remains almost the same for the entire frequency domain.

Next, we examine the influence of fractional order . More specifically, « is fixed (« = 1) with
varying (8 = 0.2, ..., 1) and limiting values of . Stress dynamics for v = 0.2 is given in animation zsf3
https:/ /youtu.be/jSkii6WKFlg. Different from the case with varying «, here we observe switching
from oscillatory to constant behavior in a frequency domain as p increases. Stress profile for upper
limit of ¢ (9 = 1) is shown in animation zsf4 https://youtu.be/zpyOc_J-Xnc. It turns out to be very
slightly increasing at the pipe walls with increasing f3 in a frequency domain, while linearly increasing
from the pipe center up to its walls.

Let us now vary fractional order . We set « = 1; § = 0.2 (animation zsf5) https://youtu.be/
M72Hy5s1D_U or f = 1 (animation zsf6 https:/ /youtu.be/A-yh4HRIXz4) and vary 7: v = 0.2, ..., 1.
Here again we observe a switch from oscillatory to V-shape profile with increasing <y (8 = 0.2). When
B =1, V-shape profile is present for the entire range of . It slightly decays at the pipe walls. However,
this decay vanishes with increasing < to to being completely independent from @.

Finally, we looked at the difference made by varying elastic parameter ¢. We fixed « = 0.5,
B = 0.2, vary ¢ (¢ = 0.01...100). The lower limit case (y = 0.2) is given in animation zsf7 https:
/ /youtu.be/qlLd7LQ6mtw. Switching between oscillatory and V-shape profiles is observed. However,
its dynamics is different from the cases of varying fractional orders. More specifically, the peak
stress values first increase with increasing . This trend is observed until switching to V-shape
profile, when stress amplitudes start gradually decrease. Next, we set v = 1 (animation zsf8 https:
/ /youtu.be/WqlpXukOtG8). Here too, a drastic difference from all the cases with varying fractional
orders is observed. That is, complex symmetric oscillatory profile is present for the lowest values of
Y. As 1 starts increasing, stress amplitudes drop abruptly and switching to a V-shape profile occurs.
Upon reaching this point, stress amplitude at the pipe walls starts growing.
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3.6. Velocity Profiles for Fractional Burgers Model

Finally, let us examine the most complex model presented in this study, fractional Burgers
model. Here five parameters should be considered, namely four fractional orders «, 3, ¥, § and elastic
parameter 1. Here we follow the pattern used above to maintain consistency. In particular, we first
fix elastic parameter value and study the influence of fractional parameters on model dynamics and
then include varying elastic parameter in consideration. To demonstrate the model to be universal,
we picked a different value of elastic parameter, {y = 10, when varying fractional orders «, B, v and ¢.
It is worth remembering that for fractional Burgers model the range of fractional order B is different
(1 < B £ 2) from those for fractional Maxwell and Zener model (0 < B < 1).

As previously, let us start from a varying fractional order & (x = 0.2, ..., 1). We fix § = 1.2
and consider lower (y = 0.2, § = 0.2) and upper (y = 1, 6 = 1) limits of the fractional orders 7y
and 4. Corresponding plots are shown in animations buz1 https:/ /youtu.be/tLqceVI3ywk and buz2
https:/ /youtu.be/JlIdYSZ-hbk. For lower limit values of fractional orders 7 and J, velocity profile
appears to be independent from the fractional order a. Moreover, profile itself looks different from
those fractional Maxwell and Zener models (for varying «). In particular, as nondimensional frequency
increases, the velocity profile changes from parabolic to a resonant with plateaus. This difference,
however, can be attributed to the fact that we picked a different value of elastic parameter . When
upper limit values of v and ¢ are considered, velocity profile changes to parabolic with gradually
increasing amplitude for the entire frequency domain. As « increases, no changes in profile shape
are observed until « ~ 0.6. Starting from it, peak profile value starts decreasing and reduces by
approximately 40%.

Next, we fix « = 1 and consider the impact of fractional order . Velocity profile for lower limit
of the remaining fractional orders (y = 0.2, § = 0.2) is given in animation buz3 https://youtu.be/
TUZE3HmaUg8. While the initial profile looks similar to the previous case, its dynamics with § differs.
More specifically, profile consists of parabolic and resonant profiles. As 5 increases, peak value of
parabolic profile slowly increases. Upon reaching 8 ~ 1.8 it remains almost unchanged. In contrast to
it, as shown in animation buz4 https://youtu.be/Cp6h-95-7hA, for v = é = 1, there is only parabolic
profile present for the entire frequency domain. Its peak amplitudes decrease gradually with increasing
B dropping by approximately 70% from their maximum values. Moreover, as B surpasses a certain
value (B ~ 1.7), profile remains almost unchanged up to upper limit (8 = 2).

Now let us have a look at the influence made by varying fractional order . More specifically,
we fix # = 1, consider lower (8 = 1, 6 = 0.2) and upper (3 = 2, § = 1) limits for fractional
orders § and ¢. Finally, we vary < in a range: v = 0.2, ..., 1. For the lower limit (animation buz5)
https:/ /youtu.be/X2DWL3t]DV8 we start with a combination of parabolic and resonant profiles. As y
increases, peak value amplitudes for both components gradually decrease. Simultaneously, the profile
degenerates to a parabolic for the entire frequency domain. These trends are observed up to y ~ 0.6.
Upon passing this value, profile remains parabolic. Its peak amplitude starts slowly increasing up to the
limit value (y = 1). When it comes to upper limit ((animation buz6) https://youtu.be/hs7pUv2nybo),
dynamic parabolic profile is observed for the entire frequency domain. It, however, has some specifics
that distinguishes it from previous cases. That is, for lower values of 7, peak values of parabolic
profiles approach resonance at a certain @, then starts decaying, and finally reaches nearly constant
value. The situation, however, changes when « starts increasing. Peak values of parabolic profile
start reducing until peak itself disappears. Then for the entire frequency domain parabolic profile is
observed with amplitudes gradually increasing with @.

The last, but the least fractional order to vary is J. Other fractional orders are as follows: &« = 1;
B =1, 9 = 02 (lower limit) and g = 2, v = 1 (upper limit). Finally, 6 = 0.2, ..., 1. Lower
limit case is given in animation buz7 https://youtu.be/wmkBTIXXIOI. Similar to animation buz5
https:/ /youtu.be/X2DWL3t]DV8, where we varied <y, a combination of parabolic and resonant profiles
is observed. With ¢ increasing it degenerates to a parabolic profile for the entire frequency range with
a resonance at a certain @. For the upper limit (animation buz8 https:/ /youtu.be/0UQ6tFeV3yc) the
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profile is overall similar to animation buz6 https://youtu.be/hs7pUv2nybo, where varying v was
considered.

Finally, we consider the impact made by a varying elastic parameter ¢. Here ¢ changes in
arange ¥ = 0.1, ..., 100. We start froma = 1, § = 1, ¥ = 0.2 and 6 = 0.2 (animation buz9
https:/ /youtu.be/t_BV2foEg5w). The profile dynamics appears to be the most complex considered so
far. For the lowest values of i we have a combination of parabolic profile, inclined decaying oscillations
that are symmetric with respect to pipe centerline. The latter enclose a plateau. As ¢ increases, this
complex combination transforms to parabolic+oscillatory profile observed for fractional Maxwell and
Zener models. Next, it turns to a combination of parabolic and resonant profiles. With further increase
in ¢, parabolic profile with resonance at certain @ emerges. Finally, it becomes a simple parabolic
profile with the amplitude increasing with @. The next set of fractional parameters considered is:
x=1,B8=2,7=0.2 and § = 0.2 (animation buzl0 https://youtu.be/FyelOIDrbtU). The variety of
the profiles remains the same. However, in this case switching between them occurs slower compared
to the previous one. Moreover, relative peak amplitudes turn out to be higher. Two final profiles
correspond to parametersets: a =1, =1,y =1, =1landa =1, =2,y =1, =1 (animations
buz11 https:/ /youtu.be/MboUMS5_YEMO and buz12 https://youtu.be/U7uPEOWOC5s, respectively).
This pair appears to be a way more simpler compared its immediate predecessors. More specifically,
for both cases plots represent a combination of parabolic and M-shape profiles. Both reduce to simple
parabolic profiles as 1 increases, with amplitudes increasing when so does @. In contrast to animation
buz10 https://youtu.be/Fyel0IDrbtU, in animation buz12 relative peak amplitudes decay faster for
the upper limit of § (8 = 2). Relative simplicity of these two profiles can be attributed to the fact that
all fractional orders as well as their differences are set to integers.

3.7. Stress Profiles for Fractional Burgers Model

Finally, we will have a look at the dynamics of stresses for fractional Burgers model. In picking the
values for parameters affecting system behavior, we pursue the logic developed for the velocity profiles.
In particular, we first fix the value of the elastic parameter at = 10, set limiting values for three out of
four fractional parameters and vary the fourth one. Then vary ¢ for various limiting values of fractional
orders. Once again, let us start from varying fractional order « (x = 0.2, ..., 1). Simultaneously, we set
B =12,v=02,0 =02 for lower limit (animation bsfl https://youtu.be/Pa3jHar4Ld8) and § = 1.2,
v =1, 6 =1 for the upper limit (animation bsf2 https://youtu.be/mTf29Vn1TSQ). When compared
to animations zsfl https://youtu.be/SOV4_XRiLls and zsf2 https://youtu.be/ajgZpMO0JQS8 for
fractional Zener model, both similarities and differences can be outlined. For upper limit values,
stresses are independent from « and do not change in frequency domain. For lower limit, plots have
similar structure and are independent from «. At the same time, for Zener model major peak is sharper
and higher, while for Burgers it has lower peak amplitude and is way more dispersive.

Next, we fix « = 1 and consider the impact of fractional order . Velocity profile for lower limit
of the remaining fractional orders (y = 0.2, § = 0.2) is given in animation bsf3 https://youtu.be/
UdAFrW3Ut-8. It differs dramatically from a similar plot for fractional Zener model (animation zsf3
https:/ /youtu.be/jSkii6 WKFlg). In particular, while aperiodic oscillations are also observed in both
frequency and space domains, no switching to V-shape profile occurs. Instead, amplitude of major
peak slowly increases with increasing . As for the upper limit (y = 1, § = 1), static V-shape profile is
observed.

Now let us have a look on the influence made by varying fractional order . More specifically,
we fix & = 1, consider lower (3 = 1, § = 0.2) and upper (8 = 2, § = 1) limits of fractional orders
B and ¢. Finally, we vary < in a range: v = 0.2, ..., 1. For lower limit, plot is shown in animation
bsf5 https:/ /youtu.be/eRX9wVxeW_Y. It exhibits aperiodic oscillations in both space- and frequency
domains. As v increases, the value of the major peak increases too. Moreover, the peak itself shifts to
higher values of @. When compared to appropriate Zener model (animation zsf5 https:/ /youtu.be/
M72Hy5s1D_U), a striking difference can been seen. More specifically, for Zener model, increasing -y
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results in switching profile from oscillating to V-shape. For the upper limit, plot is given in animation
bsf6 https:/ /youtu.be/owVOe5Nvc9Q. As v increases, it demonstrates switching between oscillatory
and V-shape profiles. When compared to appropriate Zener model (animation zsf6 https:/ /youtu.be/
A-yh4HRIXz4), the major difference is that for the latter only V-shape profile is present.

Next in line, we consider varying fractional order (6 = 0.2...1). Corresponding plots for lower
limit (« = 1, = 1,7 = 0.2) and upper limit (¢« = 1,8 = 2,y = 1) are shown in animations bsf7
https:/ /youtu.be/8H_w4KVIAp8 and bsf8 https://youtu.be/Djga0UAMybl, respectively. We start
with the lower limit case. Here we observe aperiodic oscillatory behavior of the stress profile. As §
increases up to 5 ~ 0.5, amplitudes of the major peaks decrease. Upon passing this point, trend
reverses and peak amplitudes start increasing up to the upper limit of § (6 = 1). For the upper limit
case switching between aperiodic oscillatory and V-shape profiles occurs as J increases. Interestingly,
relative stress amplitudes keep decreasing for the entire § range. At the same time, the rate of this
decrease gradually becomes smaller and is almost not visible for § > 0.8.

Finally, we consider the impact made by a varying elastic parameter 1. Here ¢ changes in a
range ¢ = 0.1, ..., 100. We start from the paira = 1, 8 = 1, v = 0.2, 6 = 0.2 (animation bsf9
https://youtu.be/a_TNASPHc8Y) and « = 1, § = 2, v = 0.2, § = 0.2 (animation bsf10 https:
/ /youtu.be/v35B5]zHzmE). Different from all the cases with varying fractional orders, here we
observe very sharp major peaks in a frequency domain followed by abrupt decay and almost zero,
flat plateaus. As 1 increases, aperiodic oscillatory profiles in space domain emerge. Moreover, major
peaks become more dispersive and move to higher values of nondimensional frequency. For both cases
profiles are on the track to V-shape but end up with nonlinear behavior in both space and frequency
domains. Thus, a typical picture observed earlier with V-shape profile and stress independent from
nondimensional frequency is not achieved. The difference between two is in the relative amplitudes
of the major peaks. These are larger when the upper limit for § is set (8 = 2, animation bsf10
https:/ /youtu.be/v35B5]zHzmE). Animations bsfl1 https://youtu.be/KKaSzIMAMDY and bsf12
https://youtu.be/d_qQOx1P7fXw show the cases with the upper limits of fractional orders v and
0. More specifically, animation bsfl1 correspondstoax =1, 8 =1, v = 1, § = 1, while animation
bsf12 shows the caseof « = 1, § = 2,y = 1, § = 1. For both cases curved V-shaped profiles are
observed starting from the lowest values of . As 1P increases, both profiles tend V-shape and become
independent from nondimensional frequency @. Both profiles remain unchanged for ¢ > 5. The only
difference is that for upper limit of B (8 = 2, animation bsf12) the rate of transformation to V-shape
profile is higher.

We would like to pay attention to a parameter §. It has been earlier introduced as a wave
number but is also related to other physical quantities. A closer look at Table 1 reveals similarities
in the form of these expressions. More specifically, & for fractional Maxwell, Zener, and Burgers
models differ by the terms in square brackets. What are these terms? In fact, divided by E, these are
complex compliances, J*(w) (&2 = pw?]*(w)), as they were defined in literature (see, for example,
[22] for fractional Maxwell and fractional Zener models). As ¢ enters both velocity and stress profiles,
it delivers deeper physical meaning and establishes its role in fluid flow characterization. Moreover,
with complex compliance introduced, other physical quantities can be readily obtained, including
creep compliance, complex, and relaxation moduli. All these quantities are routinely measured in
experiments for material properties characterization.

Fractional orders, their mutual influence, and underlying physical meaning should also be
considered. Each fractional order (except for j in fractional Burgers model) varies in a range from 0
to 1. As outlined earlier, it allows to balance material properties between purely elastic and purely
viscous. The same is true for all the differences of fractional orders. However, when both elastic and
viscous behavior are present, damped oscillations of flow velocity are observed (in nondimensional
frequency domain). Velocity profiles for models considered in this study are not symmetrical with
respect to fractional orders. To better understand this phenomenon, let us look again at velocity profiles
for fractional Maxwell model. Why does profile behavior in frequency domain differ in animations
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muzl https://youtu.be/wNkKfdEOS4Q and muz2 https://youtu.be/2dWZ6KNwL5I? In animation
muzl an initial situation (x = f = 0.2) results in « — § = 0 in the left-hand side of the constitutive
equation. At the same time, in the right-hand side « = 0.2. Consequently, damped (« # 0) oscillations
are observed. When « increases, « —  # 0. It starts contributing in oscillatory behavior of the flow.
That is why damped oscillations are present for « = 1. Now examine animation muz2. At the very
beginning we have « = 1 and « — § = 0.8. When f starts increasing, oscillations in frequency domain
gradually disappear. Why? Because we are on the track to pure dashpot that is reached fora = =1
(« = 1 in a right-hand side of (7) and @ — § = 0 in a left-hand side of (7)).

Finally, if we examine Figure 2, simple-to-complex approach in constructing fractional viscoelastic
models can be restored. All the models are constructed via connecting fractional elements in series/
parallel. For instance, fractional Zener model is readily obtained from Maxwell one via adding
fractional element in parallel. More complex models can be built in a similar fashion. Fractional
Burgers model, for example, can be obtained from fractional Kelvin-Voigt one, as outlined in
[1]. Fractional viscoelastic models are principally different from their integer-order counterparts.
An increase in the number of fractional elements is made to properly describe the specific class of
materials. For integer-order models, adding more elements often serves to increase model accuracy.
Thus, fractional viscoelastic models not only help to describe behaviors missed by integer-order ones
but also simplify problem solving and material characterization.

4. Conclusions

This study has provided detailed parametric analysis of velocity and stress profiles for three
fractional viscoelastic models, namely Maxwell model, Zener model, and Burgers model. These models
were chosen to represent two-, three- , and four-element viscoelastic systems. Two types of parameters
were considered: fractional and elastic. We have extended 2D projections of velocity and stress profiles
studied in [1] and considered 3D dynamic velocity and stress surfaces in space and frequency domains.
It allowed better visual representation of quantities studied. Surface plots simplified comparison of
contributions made by varying individual fractional orders for each model considered. Dependent
on researchers’ needs, proper altering of fractional and elastic parameters can be made. Whether
achieving of local/global minimum/maximum is required for practical applications, an optimal
operating regime can found and visualized. In case the predictions of fractional models should be
compared with classical or Newtonian ones, we have provided corresponding constitutive equations.

Fractional Maxwell model was found to be dependent on a pair (a, §) of fractional parameters
only. The model has demonstrated dynamic behavior with fixed one and varying another fractional
parameter, switching from a combination of parabolic and oscillatory behaviors (for lower values of
fractional parameters) to purely classic parabolic behavior for the velocity profile (for higher values
of fractional parameters). The latter took place only when both tended to unity that corresponded to
Newtonian fluid. Fractional Zener model was found to be dependent on three fractional parameters
and one elastic parameter. Among these four parameters, the strongest impact is made by the elastic
one. As for varying fractional orders, the strongest effect (profile switching rate) was caused by
v, while the weakest by a. Moreover, for all combinations of upper limits for fractional orders,
only parabolic profiles were observed. Fractional parameters were found to be proportional to the
“rate” of switching between parabolic+oscillating and parabolic profile as well as determining the
position of the dominant resonant peak in frequency domain. Fractional Burgers model was defined
by four fractional parameters and one elastic parameter. As changing various parameter combinations,
several distinct profile types have been obtained. When elastic parameter was fixed, combinations
of three fractional parameters set to lower limit with fourth varying resulted in a combination of
parabolic and complex resonant (with plateaus) components of varying amplitudes. No switching to
purely parabolic profiles was observed. In contrast to it, when three out of four fractional parameters
were set to their upper limits, velocity profiles appeared to be purely parabolic with amplitudes
decreasing with fractional orders « and f increasing. At the same time, peak amplitudes grew
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monotonically in a frequency domain. When fractional parameters v and J varied, the shape of the
parabolic profile changed. More specifically, in a frequency domain it demonstrated a presence of
resonant peak followed by decay and finally reaching a nearly constant value. For changing elastic
parameter, new types of velocity profiles emerged. In particular, setting fractional orders to lower
limits resulted in a series of changing profiles. It started with a combination of parabolic profile,
inclined decaying oscillations that were symmetric with respect to pipe centerline. The latter enclosed
a plateau. Next, it transformed to parabolic+oscillatory profile. Further increase in ¢ resulted in
parabolic profile with resonance at certain . We ended up with a simple parabolic profile with the
amplitude increasing with @. For upper limit values of fractional parameters, a dynamic combination
of parabolic and M-shape profile was obtained.

Stress profiles for all three models exhibited three types of behavior. These were aperiodic oscillations
in spatial and frequency domains and V-shape profiles (curved or straight). Individual features of the
stress profiles, however, varied from model to model. In particular, for fractional Maxwell model the
stress profiles changed dynamically with the fractional parameters. More specifically, an increase in
fractional parameters resulted in switching from aperiodic oscillations to V-shape profile. For fractional
Zener model, two types of behavior were obtained: switching and complete independence from
fractional parameters. Stress profiles independent from fractional parameters corresponded to “classic”
case. Finally, for fractional Burgers model all three types of profiles were obtained. Different from
fractional Zener model, however, here V-shape profiles were observed for both lower and upper limits
of fractional orders.

The variety of profile shapes and its dynamics clearly demonstrates how powerful the approach
developed is. It is applicable for completely different materials in a wide range of viscous and
elastic properties. Dependent on the material used, an appropriate model can be chosen for more
accurate predication of viscoelastic pipe flow dynamics. The beauty of the approach developed is that it
provides analytical generalization of several most commonly used viscoelastic models as well as clearly
demonstrates how rich and complex flow dynamics is when applying fractional calculus methods.

The methods developed in this study not only allow representation of different viscoelastic
models in a similar functional form but also relate purely mathematical quantities with that
measured experimentally. Thus, theoretical considerations appear to be on a venue of immediate
practical applications.
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