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Abstract: The investigation of nanofluid’s cross flow, which is caused by a nonlinear stretching
sheet within the boundary layer, is presented. The proper mathematical detail is provided for three
distinct cross flow instances with the streamwise flow. A uniform transverse stream located far
above the stretched plate, in one instance, creates the cross flow. Two further situations deal with
cross flows caused by surface transverse shearing motions. Weidman’s work was used to find a
similarity solution by making the necessary changes. It has been found that two parameters, namely
nanoparticle volume frictions φ and a nonlinear stretching parameter β, have a significant impact on
the flow of fluids in cross flow scenarios. Graphical representations of transverse and streamwise
shear stresses and velocity profiles are provided. From this study, we found that nanoparticle volume
fraction φ reduces the momentum boundary layer in both streamwise and cross flow scenarios while
increasing the temperature of the fluid and, hence, increasing thermal boundary layer thickness. The
same is observed for the nonlinear stretching parameter β.

Keywords: nanofluid; nonlinear stretching sheet; streamwise flow; cross flow; wall shear stress

1. Introduction

Boundary layer laminar flows have always remained significant in all eras for the
development of fluid mechanics. Prandtl and Blasius were the first to study laminar flows
over a flat plate with negligible viscosities [1,2]. Earlier, Prandtl [3] discussed the three-
dimensional boundary layer flows with the assumptions of uniform pressure gradient.
Later on, many researchers have contributed many developments in this field of three-
dimensional boundary layer flows [4–7]. Takhar et al. [8] developed an unsteady three-
dimensional boundary layer flow under the action of magnetohydrodynamic impulsive
force over a stretching surface. Affes [9] considered a three-dimensional unsteady flow
prompted by a vortex monofilament stirring a spherical tube externally. Ahmad et al. [10]
studied the same kind of flows for micro polar fluids in stretching sheets.

The secondary flows, or cross flows, are significant phenomena in fluid mechanics due
to their high demand in numerous industrial and engineering problems, such as aeronautics
and spinning fluid problems. Weidman [11] found new cross-flow solutions inside a
confined boundary layer. He addressed the problems of uniform laminar flow transverse
to a wall, over a flat plate, transverse motion to a tangential plane, transverse uniform
flow above and below a planar jet and transverse even streams above and underneath a
planar laminar wake. Chu et al. [12] discussed the numerical results of cross flows in a
stream way through a moving surface with magnetic force and viscous dissipative force.
Dauenhauer [13] found a similarity solution of an incompressible laminar and steady fluid
past a porous conduit with movable walls. Roşca et al. [14] studied the cross flow of a
hybrid nano-fluid with heat transfer characteristics over a porous stretched surface and
they discovered dual solutions in stability analysis, one of which (upper branch solution)
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was physically reliable and the other (lower branch solution) was not. Weidman [15] found
solutions within the boundary layer for laminar cross flows, in which he discussed the
Blasius boundary layer streamwise flow for uniform plate motion and uniform tangential
flow over a flat stretched surface. Rashidi et al. [16] developed a mathematical model for
a streamwise fluid with transverse magnetic fields with heat transfer characteristics, and
their main focus was to find the strength and direction of the magnetic field.

The similarity flows are the basic primary streamwise cross-flows that are mainly
defined by nonlinear ODEs (ordinary differential equation) and secondary completely
established flows that are of the type of cross flows defined by linear ODEs having variable
coefficients and basic primary flow solution. Bhattacharyya and Pop [17] studied the
properties of heat transfer by finding out the dual solution of boundary layer cross flows.
Zhong et al. [18] discussed approaching boundary layers with the involvement of different
coolants and concluded that the circulation of photo-moving preservation consequences
fluctuated close to the principal edge. Yufeng et al. [19] numerically investigated the
solution of cross flow conversion in 3-D hypersonic boundary layer flows.

Many engineering applications have flows over stretching surfaces, such as chemical
industries and metallurgy departments in industries which require the cooling of filament
strips by a continuous process. Crane [20] was the first to study the influence of fluid
flow over a stretching surface. It opened the gates to a new way of research for scientists
to explore the flow over stretching surfaces and a good amount of this research work is
available in the literature [21–30]. Since then, a no slip boundary condition occurs for a
small flow system with low pressure of fluid so that it can be neglected but this case is
not appropriate for all situations. In this case, assumptions of Navier [31] are employed,
i.e., the tangential component of fluid’s velocity at the boundary is directly proportional
to tangential stresses. Martin et al. [32] discussed this slip boundary condition for Blasius’
problem. Rao and Rajagopal [33] investigated linear viscous fluid’s flow past an extending
surface with velocity slip-boundary conditions in a channel. Ellahi [34] explored the slip
boundary conditions for non-Newtonian fluids in a channel. Hayat et al. [35] explored
the dependence of slip velocity on shear stresses for nonlinear flows. There are numerous
studies of fluid flows over stretching surfaces [36–39], but all those mentioned in the
literature are about linear stretching surfaces.

It is important to note that nonlinear stretching is applicable in many manufacturing
industries in the current research era and should not be limited to just linear stretching.
Some examples include the extrusion of polymer sheets, hot rolling, bundle wrapping,
extrusion of sheet material, wire rolling and glass fiber. Nonlinear stretching has recently
captured the interest of numerous scholars. For the very first time, the importance of
nonlinear stretching was brought to notice by Gupta with Gupta [40], in which they
discussed heat and mass transfer analysis over a nonlinear stretched sheet with suction and
blowing. Vajravelu [41] carried out his research for viscous fluid over a nonlinear stretching
surface, and his work was extended by Cortell [42] for heat transfer analysis by considering
a nonlinear stretching surface with fixed surface temperature and with prescribed surface
temperature. Das [43] explored nanofluid flow over a nonlinear stretched permeable
surface in the presence of a boundary at partial slip. Seth and Mishra [44] considered the
Navier slip boundary condition at a nonlinear stretched sheet for magnetic nanofluid flow.
Mukhopadhyay [45] explored the fluid’s flow within the boundary layer past a nonlinear
absorbent extending surface with partial slip condition.

The most frequently discussed issue now is nanofluids with remarkable heat tran-
sit properties, which have amazing heat-transfer characteristics in comparison to typical
heat-transit fluids. In universal heat-transfer fluids, such as ethylene glycol, water, oil, etc.,
nanoparticles less than 100 nm in size can be found in nanofluids. Nanofluids provide a
unique advantage over conventional heat-transfer fluids. A very small amount of nanopar-
ticles that are fully suspended and regularly dispersed in the base fluids cause sensational
development in the thermal effects of the parent fluids. One-step and two-step procedures
are used to create stable and highly conducted nanofluids. However, while producing
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nanoparticles, both methods produce clusters of nanoparticles. This is the key problem
in industrial science, particularly with nano powder. Choi [46] came up with the term
“nanofluid”, which describes how the addition of nanoparticles significantly improves the
thermal properties of basic fluids. Many researchers have implications for adding nanopar-
ticles to the drain flow because of this considerable research. An experimental analysis
of Choi’s results was conducted by Kang et al. in [47]. The existence of all these exciting
applications has propelled scholars to explore new directions in the study of magnetic
characteristics and nanofluid flow [48–56].

All the cited studies employ numerical techniques or a perturbation approach to arrive
at the nanofluid solution over a nonlinear stretching sheet. There are only a relatively small
number of research situations in the literature where the exact solution for the nanofluid
over a nonlinear stretching sheet has been found. These exact analytical results for a
nonlinear stretching sheet are extremely uncommon.

The main motivation is to fill the gap and connect the above-cited literature with the
new developments. Therefore, we consider Cu-water nanofluid towards a nonlinear stretch-
ing sheet and find analytic solutions for some special cases of stretching parameters. Here,
streamwise flows are under consideration along with three different categories, namely:

• Cross flow in the presence of a uniform free stream;
• Cross flow in the presence of a transverse moving surface;
• Cross flow in the presence of a transverse surface shearing movement.

The streamwise flow and all the cases of cross flow depend upon the two parameters,
namely nanoparticle volume frictions φ and nonlinear stretching parameter β. Streamwise
and transverse shear stresses and the fluid’s behavior towards pertinent parameters are
presented graphically.

2. Theoretical Development

We took into account the incompressible Cu-water nanofluid flowing over a rigid
horizontal nonlinear stretching plate. As illustrated in Figure 1, the plate has been set at
y = 0 and the coordinate system (x, y, z) with corresponding velocity (u, v, w) has been
assumed. The streamwise flow is produced along the x-direction, the cross flow is directed
along the z-direction and y is the plate normal coordinate. We assume that all flows are
fully developed in the spanwise direction. Therefore, we look for solutions with velocity
fields independent of the spanwise coordinate z. Thus, the law of conservation of mass is
as follows [57]

∂u
∂x

+
∂v
∂y

= 0 (1)

and modified properties boundary layer equations are [57]

u
∂u
∂x

+ v
∂u
∂y

+
1
ρ

∂p
∂x

= υn f

(
∂2u
∂x2 +

∂2u
∂y2

)
(2)

u
∂v
∂x

+ v
∂v
∂y

+
1
ρ

∂p
∂y

= υn f

(
∂2v
∂x2 +

∂2v
∂y2

)
(3)

u
∂w
∂x

+ v
∂w
∂y

+
1
ρ

∂p
∂z

= υn f

(
∂2w
∂x2 +

∂2w
∂y2

)
(4)

u
∂T
∂x

+ v
∂T
∂y

= αn f

(
∂2T
∂2x

+
∂2T
∂2y

)
(5)
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where υn f =
µn f
ρn f

is its kinematic viscosity; ρn f is nanofluid density; µn f is the dynamic

viscosity of nanofluid; αn f =
kn f

(ρCp)n f
represents effective thermal diffusivity; kn f is effective

thermal conductivity and
(
ρCp

)
n f represent heat capacity of nanofluid and are defined as

ρn f = (1− φ)ρ f + φρs

µn f =
µ f

(1− φ)2.5

kn f = k f
( ks + 2 k f )− 2 ϕ(k f − ks)

(ks + 2 k f ) + ϕ(k f − ks)(
ρCp

)
n f = (1− ϕ)

(
ρCp

)
f + ϕ

(
ρCp

)
s
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Here φ is the nanofluid volume fraction ρ f is the density of base fluid, ρs is the density
of the nanoparticle, µ f is the dynamic viscosity of base fluid, k f is the thermal conductivity
of base fluid, ks is the thermal conductivity of nanoparticle,

(
ρCp

)
f is the heat capacity of

base fluid and
(
ρCp

)
s is the heat capacity of nanoparticle. The thermophysical properties

of the base fluid and nanoparticles are defined in Table 1. Since the flow is measured to
have no outside pressure gradient, Equation (4) is ignored. Thus, by applying boundary
layer approximation [57], Navier–Stokes’ equation of streamwise and cross flow and heat
equation is reduced to

u
∂u
∂x

+ v
∂u
∂y

= υn f
∂2u
∂y2 (6)

u
∂w
∂x

+ v
∂w
∂y

= υn f
∂2w
∂y2 (7)

u
∂T
∂x

+ v
∂T
∂y

= αn f
∂2T
∂2y

(8)

2.1. Nonlinear Stretching Surfaces

We employ the similarity solution suggested by [57] to examine the streamwise flow
caused by the movement of a nonlinear stretching sheet with velocity u = axm

u(x, y) = axm f ′(η), η(x, y) =

√
a(m + 1)

2υ f
x(m−1)/2y (9)

v(x, y) = −

√
aυ f (m + 1)

2
x(m−1)/2

[
f (η) +

(
m− 1
m + 1

)
η f ′(η)

]
(10)
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Inserting Equations (7) and (8) in Equation (5), we deduced that

υn f

ν f
f ′′′ + f f ′′ − β f ′2 = 0, f (0) = 0, f ′(0) = 1, f ′(∞) = 0 (11)

where β = 2m/(m + 1). For φ = 0, one shows that the solution for Equation (11) is possible
when −1.9999 ≤ β ≤ 202. However later on, Bank [58] proved that for −2 < β ≤ 2 the
plate causes stretching motion, whereas for 2 < β < ∞ the plate causes shrinking. In the
present study, we assume only stretching motion.

Table 1. Thermophysical properties of fluid and nanoparticles [59].

Thermophysical Properties Fluid Phase (Water) Copper (Cu)

Cp(J/kgK) 4179 385

ρ
(
kg/m3) 997.1 8933

k (W/mK) 0.613 400

Longitudinal shear stress in dimensional form becomes

τx =
(

µn f
µ f

)
µ f

∂u
∂y

∣∣∣
y=0

=
(

µn f
µ f

)
µ f a
√

a(m+1)
2ν f

x(3m−1)/2 f ′′ (0)
(12)

Equation (12) is a high Reynold’s number equation and the solution of this equation
represents the nature of streamwise flow.

2.2. Uniform Free Stream and Crosswise Plate Motion

In this section, we discuss cross flow induced by (i) uniform freestream and (ii)
transverse plate motion. In both cases, the similarity variable is defined as [57]

w(x, y) =
{

w0g1(η), for free stream
w0g2(η), for plate motion

(13)

Here w0 is constant, which represents the strength of crossflow in both cases g1 and g2.
Making use of Equations (9), (10) and (13), we deduce from Equation (7) as

Free stream case
υn f

ν f
g′′1 + f g′1 = 0, g1(0) = 0, g1(∞) = 1, (14)

Plate motion case
υn f

ν f
g′′2 + f g′2 = 0, g2(0) = 1, g2(∞) = 0. (15)

In both cases, transverse shear stress at the wall is given below

τz =
(

µn f
µ f

)
µ f

∂w
∂y

∣∣∣
y=0

=
(

µn f
µ f

)
µ f w0

√
a(m+1)

2ν f
x(m−1)/2g′1(0)

(16)
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2.3. Exceptional Cases for g1(η)

Exceptional cases of g1(η) flow are considered for various values of β = (1, 0,−1).
When α = 1, it is observed that streamwise flows instigated by [54] hold an exact solution

for f (η) =
√

υn f
ν f

1− e

− η√
υn f
ν f

. Using this solution in Equation (14), becomes

υn f

ν f
g′′1 +

√
υn f

ν f

1− e

− η√
υn f
ν f

g′1 = 0, g1(0) = 0, g1(∞) = 1 (17)

which has the solution

g1(η) =
e

e− 1

e−e

−η√
υn f
ν f
− 1

e

 (18)

From Equation (18), we obtain the transverse shear stress parameter g′1(0) as

g′1(0) =
1

(e− 1)
√

υn f
ν f

= 0.581977
1√
υn f
ν f

(19)

In addition, for β = 0, Equation (11) will be reduced as
υn f
ν f

f ′′′ + f f ′′ = 0 and, after
comparing it with Equation (14) and their boundary conditions, we obtain

g1(η) = 1− f ′(η) (20)

We can show the above relation by computing numerical results.
Furthermore, for β = −1 we obtained the exact solution of Equation (11) as

f (η) =
√

2

(√
υn f

ν f

)
tanh

 η
√

2
(√

υn f
ν f

)
 (21)

On substituting Equation (21) into Equation (14) and solving gives

g1(η) = tanh

 η
√

2
(√

υn f
ν f

)
 (22)

so cross flow shear stress becomes

g′1 (0) =
1

√
2
(√

υn f
ν f

) (23)

2.4. Association between Two Solutions

An examination of a governed system with BVP (Equations (14) and (15)) shows the
connection of the solution

g2(η) = 1− g1(η), g′2(0) = −g′1(0) (24)

Firstly, the boundary values for g1(η) are considered from which results are construed
for g2(η).

To ascertain the above symmetry in Equation (24), we obtained the numerical results
of the coupled system (Equations (11), (14), and (15) for the parametric ranges −2 < β ≤ 2
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and 0 < φ ≤ 0.2. The results of longitudinal shear stress constraint f ′′(0), transverse
shear stress constraints g′1(0) and g′2(0), streamwise velocity f (η) and cross flow velocity
profiles g′1(η) and g′2(η) are displayed in figures as a function of β and φ.

3. Transverse Wall Shearing Motion

Transverse shearing motion is responsible for producing cross flow with streamwise
flow past a stretched wall. This transverse motion is measured as [54]

w(x, 0) = w0xσ (25)

where w0 is pseudo velocity with different components for each power of σ. Similarity
solutions are taken as

w(x, y) = w0xσg(η) (26)

Making use of similarity variables (9,10,26), Equation (7) reduces to

υn f

ν f
g′′ + f g′ − 2σ

m + 1
f ′g = 0, g(0) = 1, g(∞) = 0 (27)

Equation (27) shows it is true for any value of σ. However, this set of equations
depends on three parameters, namely φ, β and σ(m). Yet, two-parameter families of
solutions depend on both φ β for two selections.

Details are deliberated below as σ =

{
(m+1)

2
nm, for n to be an integer

.

3.1. For Case σ = (m + 1)/2

Here for this case, the boundary value problem in Equation (27) reduces to

υn f

ν f
g′′ + f g′ − f ′g = 0, g(0) = 1, g(∞) = 0 (28)

We see that now Equation (28) depends on two parameters, namely, β and φ. To solve
this equation numerically, we see the special case for g solution when β = 1 whereby f

solution f =
√

υn f
ν f

1− e

− η√
υn f
ν f

 prevails. Inserting this into Equation (28), we obtained

the analytic solution as follows

g(η) = e

− η√
υn f
ν f , g′(0) = − 1√

υn f
ν f

(29)

The wall-shear stress parameter for transverse wall-shearing motion is

τz

∣∣∣y=0 =
(

µn f
µ f

)
µ f

∂w
∂y

∣∣∣
y=0

=
(

µn f
µ f

)
µ f w0

√
a(m+1)

2ν f
x(2σ+m−1)/2g′1(0)

(30)

Computational results for shear stress at wall g′(0) in the segment −2 < β ≤ 2 and
0 ≤ φ ≤ 0.2 are exposed in the figures.
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3.2. For Case σ = nm

Here it is assumed that n is an integer. Thus, Equation (27) reduces to(
υn f

ν f

)
g′′ + f g′ − nα f ′g = 0, g(0) = 1, g(∞) = 0 (31)

Now, the parameters α and φ explicitly appear in both primary and secondary equa-
tions, that is f and g. To solve Equation (31) numerically, first we must discuss some special
cases for n. In the first case, by substituting n = 1 and g(η) = f ′(η) in Equation (31), we
obtained the same boundary value problem as in Equation (11). Consequently, the wall
shear stress constraint is related by g′(0) = f ′′ (0) and crossflow velocity g(η) remains
similar to streamwise f ′(η) for all values of α and φ.

For n = 2, Equation (31) becomes

υn f

ν f
g′′ + f g′ − 2α f ′g = 0, g(0) = 1, g(∞) = 0 (32)

Some solutions and special relations are available for Equation (32). First, with β = −1
corresponding to f (η) solution in Equation (21), the exact solution for Equation (32) is
as follows

g(η) = sech2

 η
√

2
(√

υn f
ν f

)
, g′(0) = 0 (33)

For β = 0, this implies g(η) = 1− f ′(η).

For β = 1, f (η) =
√

υn f
ν f

1− e

− η√
υn f
ν f

 the exact solution for cross flows becomes

g(η) =
1
3

2e

− η√
υn f
ν f + e

− 2η√
υn f
ν f

, g′(0) = −4
3

1√
υn f
ν f

(34)

For σ = 2m, the cross flow wall shear stress at the wall becomes

τz

∣∣∣y=0 =
(

µn f
µ f

)
µ f

∂w
∂y

∣∣∣
y=0

=
(

µn f
µ f

)
µ f w0

√
a(m+1)

2ν f
x(5m−1)/2g′1(0)

(35)

Computational values for shear stress constraints for a given choice of −2 < β ≤ 2
and 0 ≤ φ ≤ 0.2 are exposed.

4. Heat Transfer

In the heat transfer phenomenon, we discuss two cases. Case-I is for a constant heated
surface, Tw = constant with ambient temperature T∞ < Tw, while case-II is for a variable
heated surface, Tw = Dx + T∞ with ambient temperature T∞. D is constant, having a
dimension of temperature over length. If the constant D is negative (positive), then the
surface is colder (hotter) than the surrounding at x > 0. The similarity solution for both
cases is assumed as

θ(η) =
T − T∞

Tw − T∞
(36)
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Using the above similarity variables, Equation (8) for both cases, with their boundary
constraints, becomes

Case− I
1
Pr

αn f

α f
θ′′ − f θ′ = 0, θ(0) = 1, θ(∞) = 0 (37)

Case− II
1
Pr

αn f

α f
θ′′ + f θ′ − f ′θ = 0, θ(0) = 1, θ(∞) = 0 (38)

The physical quantity of interest related to the temperature profile is the heat flux at
the surface, which is defined as

qw = −kn f
∂T
∂y

∣∣∣
y=0

qw = − kn f
k f

k f (Tw − T∞)

√
a(m+1)

2ν f
x(m−1)/2θ′(0)

(39)

We obtained the numerical results for the flow field over the large parameter range
−2 < β ≤ 2 and 0 < φ ≤ 0.2 while taking Pr = 6.2 as a constant throughout the com-
putation. The results of longitudinal shear stress constraint f ′′(0), transverse shear stress
constraint g′1(0), g′2(0) and g′(0), wall heat flux −θ′(0), streamwise velocity f (η) and
cross flow velocity profiles g1(η), g2(η), g(η) and temperature profile θ(η) are displayed
in figures as a function of β and φ.

5. Result and Discussions

Here, the cross-flow phenomenon occurs due to the uniform transverse free stream
and the second type of cross flow is produced when the stretching sheet has movement
with uniform velocity. On the other hand, the movement of the transverse shearing surface
is responsible for the third kind of cross flow.

We obtain the three-parameter scheme of equations that depends on φ, β and σ(m).
However, the two-parameter families of solutions are dependent on both φ and β for ex-

isting selections σ =

{
(m+1)

2
nm, f or n to be an integer

. We obtained some closed-form solution

against the selected values of β = (−1, 0, 1) for all types of cross flow and streamwise flow
while, for a large range of −2 < β ≤ 2, we obtained numerical results by using the BVP4c
routine in MATLAB.

While comparing the present results, it is found that Weidman’s solutions [34] are
retained in the absence of φ. Figure 2 is plotted to show the behavior of streamwise flow
f ′(η) against nonlinear stretching parameter β and nanoparticle volume fraction φ. It is
observed that both parameters control the streamwise boundary layer thickness and force to
reduce it. Figure 3 represents the cross flow velocity components g1(η) and g2(η) for values
of the nonlinear stretching parameter β and nanoparticle volume fraction φ. It is clearly
seen that by changing the value of β from zero to negative, the cross flow velocity g1(η)
increases and g2(η) decreases while the boundary layer thickness of both components
decreases. On the other hand, the phenomenon is just the opposite for positive values
of β. Furthermore, φ enhances the magnitude of the velocity g1 and shrinks the velocity
g2. Figure 4 represents cross-stream similarity sketches g(η) for transverse plate shearing
motion with σ = 2m. It is observed that both parameters play a vital role in shrinking the
cross flow boundary layer thickness. Moreover, it is depicted that streamwise wall-shear
stress constraints f ′′ (0) is a divergent function of β when β→ −2 as shown in Figure 5.
Furthermore, we deduced that f ′′ (0) = 0 at α = −1 for all values of β, which is the value
of the exact solution in Equation (2). In addition, from Figure 5, as f ′′ (0, β, φ) as a function
of φ changes its behavior at β = −1, f ′′ (0, β,−1 < α ≤ 2) is a decreasing function of φ,
whereas f ′′ (0, β,−2 < α < −1) is an increasing function of φ. Similarly, the behavior is the
same for the streamwise wall-shear stress parameter f ′′ (0). It is pertinent from Figure 6
that cross flow shear stress parameters g′1(0) and g′2(0) show blow-up behavior at β = −2.
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In addition, it is included that g′1(0) and g′2(0) are mirror images of one another and show
the symmetry relation in Equation (23) which guarantees the accuracy of the obtained
numerical results. Figure 7 presents the transverse shear stress parameter g′(0) for the
case σ = 2m. We see that g′(0) shows singularities for the case σ = 2m. The singularity
separates the lower and upper branches at βc, where βc is weakly dependent upon φ. It is
observed that thermal boundary layer thickness enhances for both the nonlinear stretching
parameter β and nanoparticle volume fraction φ, respectively (see Figure 8). It is noticed in
Figure 9 that the heat flux −θ(0) is a weak function of nonlinear stretching parameter β
while the aptitude is contrasted for nanoparticle volume fraction φ. It is obtained that heat
flux has a higher value in case-II compared to case-I.
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6. Concluding Remarks

The main aim was to find exact solutions of nanofluid flow through the nonlinear
stretched surface for streamwise, uniform and through transverse wall-shearing flows. In
this present work, it is explored whether the boundary layer thickness is controlled by
nanoparticle volume fraction. In addition, it is worth mentioning here that the nanoparticle
volume fraction reduction in the heat flux at the surface has a higher value in case-II and a
lower value in case-I. Furthermore, remarkably this one is determined for the longitudinal
parameter of wall shear stress is greater than or of the same degree, in association with
the transverse wall situation in the presence of nanoparticle volume fraction. However,
these consequences in two parametric schemes of the equation are reliant on φ and σ.
However, individual parameters of the solution are impartially reliant on nanoparticle

volume fraction φ through the selection of σ =

{
(m+1)

2
nm, f or n to be an integer

.

The present work will be similarly extended by assuming an exponential stretching
sheet rather than the assumed nonlinear stretching sheet. In addition, we can study the
streamwise flow with the cross flow of different types of non-Newtonian fluids on a
nonlinear/exponential stretching sheet.
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Nomenclature

Symbols Meaning and Dimension Dimensionless Symbols
x, y, z Cartesian coordinates [L] η

u, v, w Velocity components
[
L T−1

]
f , g

T Temperature profile [K] θ

Cp Specific heat capacity
[
ML2 K−1T−2

]
Greek symbols
µ Dynamic viscosity

[
M L−1T−1

]
−

ν Kinematic viscosity
[
L−2 T−1

]
−

ρ Density
[
M L−3

]
−

β Nonlinear stretching parameter −
k Thermal conductivity

[
Wm−1K−1] −

φ Nanoparticle volume fraction −
α Thermal diffusivity

[
L−2 T−1

]
Subscripts
f Fluid −
s Solid fraction −
n f Nanofluid −
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