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ABSTRACT: The double diffusive effect of magnetic field dependent (MFD)
viscosity on Soret driven thermoconvective instability in a ferrofluid, saturating
a densely packed rotating anisotropic porous medium has been investigated
theoretically. The horizontal fluid layer is assumed to be heated from below and
salted from above and the Darcy model is used. The effect of salinity has been
combined in the magnetization and density of the ferrofluid. An exact solution
is obtained for the case of two free boundaries. The critical thermomagnetic
Rayleigh number for onset of instability is also determined numerically for
sufficient large values of buoyancy magnetization parameterM1 and results are
depicted graphically. The onset of Soret driven ferrothermohaline convection is
analyzed both by stationary as well as oscillatory modes using a linear stability
analysis and a normal mode technique. In all the cases, it is found that the
rotation and MFD viscosity tend to stabilize the system whereas destabilization
of the system occurs due to the non-buoyancy magnetization parameter M3.
Further, the ratio of mass transport to heat transport decides the stabilizing
factor.

KEY WORDS: Coriolis force, Darcy model, Soret effect, MFD viscosity, fer-
romagnetic fluid, anisotropic porous medium.

1 INTRODUCTION

To apply Darcy law, the inertia term in Navier-Stoke’s equation is neglected resulting
in the fluid motion to be very slow. When the non-dimensional permeability coeffi-
cient is greater than 10−3, Brinkman model is used. When it is less than 10−3, Darcy
model is used. Walker and Homsy [1] gave a note on the convective instabilities in
Boussinesq fluids and porous media. They also discussed the domain of permeability
distinguishing the application of Brinkman and Darcy models. When a fluid perme-
ates through a porous material, the flow is analyzed by macroscopic law, called the
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Darcy law as referred by Lapwood [2]. Tyvand et al. [3] analyzed the onset of con-
vection in an anisotropic porous medium with oblique principle axes. Venkatasubra-
manian et al. [4] examined the effect of rotation on the thermo convective instability
of a horizontal layer of ferrofluids. Alex et al. [5] studied the thermal instability in
an anisotropic rotating porous medium. McKibbin et al. [6] studied the effects of
anisotropy and surface boundary conditions of thermal convection in a porous layer.
Parthiban et al. [7] analyzed the effect of inclined temperature gradient on thermal
instability in an anisotropic porous medium. Vaidyanathan et al. [8–10] discussed the
effect of magnetic field dependent viscosity on ferroconvection in sparsely distributed
porous medium with and without rotation.

Sekar et al. [11] investigated the stability analysis of Soret effect on thermohaline
convection in dusty ferrofluid saturating a Darcy porous medium. Nanjundappa et
al. [12] investigated the influence of coriolis force on onset of thermomagnetic con-
vection in ferrofluid saturating a porous layer in the presence of a uniform vertical
magnetic field using both linear and weakly nonlinear analysis. Andrey Ryskin [13]
investigated theoretically the influence of a magnetic field on the Soret effect domi-
nated thermal convection in ferrofluids. Ramanathan et al. [14] studied the effect of
magnetic field dependent viscosity and anisotropy porous medium on ferroconvec-
tion. Alam et al. [15] carried out Dufour and Soret effects on mixed convection flow
past a vertical porous flat plat with variable suction. Nazmul Islam et al. [16] investi-
gated the Dufour and Soret effects on steady MHD free convection and mass transfer
fluid flow through a porous medium in a rotating system. Suslov [17] discussed
the thermomagnetic convection in vertical layer of ferromagnetic fluid. Gaikwad et
al. [18] studied an analytical study of linear and non-linear double diffusive con-
vection in a fluid saturated anisotropic porous layer with Soret effect. Malashetty et
al. [19] studied the thermal convection in a rotating viscoelastic fluid saturated porous
layer. Sunil et al. [20] analyzed the nonlinear stability analysis of onnset of Darcy-
Brinkman ferroconvection in a rotating porous layer using a thermal non-equilibrium
model. Hemalatha et al. [21] carried out the effect of a magnetic field dependent
viscosity on ferroconvection in an anisotropic porous medium in the presence of a
horizontal thermal gradient.

Sekar et al. [22–24] investigated the ferrothermoconvective instability in Soret
driven convection saturating a densely packed anisotropic porous medium with and
without coriolis force. Sangita et al. [25] discussed the natural convection in a
spherical porous annulus using Darcy model. Nanjundappa et al. [26, 27] analyzed
the effect of temperature dependent viscosity on the onset of Benard-Marangoni
convection with and without porous layer. Nanjundappa et al. [28] investigated
the effects of cubic temperature profile and MFD viscosity on onset of Benard-
Marangoniferroconvection with a convective surface boundary condition. Gaikwad et



R. Sekar, D. Murugan 301

al. [29] studied linear stability analysis of double diffusive convection in a horizontal
sparsely packed rotating anisotropic porous layer in presence of Soret effect. Sekar
et al. [30] investigated the effect of Sparse Distribution Pores in Thermohaline Con-
vection in a Micropolar Ferromagnetic Fluid. Kumar et al. [31] carried out the linear
stability analysis for ferromagnetic fluids in the presence of magnetic field, compress-
ibility, internal heat source and rotation through a porous medium. Rahman et al. [32]
examined the thermomagnetic convection in a layer of ferrofluid placed in a uniform
oblique external magnetic field. Malashetty et al. [33] investigated the effect of ro-
tation on the onset of double diffusive convection in a sparsely packed anisotropic
porous layer. Saravanan et al. [34] discussed the floquet instability of a gravity mod-
ulated Rayleigh-Benard problem in an anisotropic porous medium. Shivakumara et
al. [35] examined the boundary and thermal non-equilibrium effects on convective
instability in an anisotropic porous layer. More recently, Sekar et al. [36] carried
out the linear stability effect of densely distributed porous medium and coriolis force
on soret driven ferrothermohaline convection. Most recently, Sekar et al. [37] in-
vestigated the stability analysis of ferrothermohaline convection in a Darcy porous
medium with Soret and MFD viscosity effects.

In this paper, the effect of magnetic field dependent viscosity on Soret-driven
ferrothermohaline convection in the presence of densely packed rotating anisotropic
porous medium is studied. The overriding Soret effect on the salinity equation is also
studied. Linear stability analysis is used. The conditions for the onset of stationary
and oscillatory instabilities are obtained.

2 MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

An infinitely spread layer of Boussinesq ferromagnetic fluid of thickness, d, rotating
with uniform constant angular velocity Ω = (0, 0, Ω) and anisotropy along the ver-
tical direction, is taken as z-axis. The entire system is heated from below and salted
from above. The temperature and salinity at the bottom and top surfaces z = ±d/2
are T0 ± ∆T/2 and S0 ± ∆S/2, respectively. Both the boundaries are taken to be
free and perfect conductors of heat and solute. Considering the Soret effect on the
temperature gradient, the mathematical equations governing the above investigation
are as follows: The fluid is assumed to be incompressible fluid having a variable vis-
cosity, given by µ = µ1(1 + δδδ ·BBB), where µ1 is taken as viscosity of the fluids when
the applied magnetic field is absent. The variation in the coefficient of the magnetic
field dependent viscosity δ has been taken to be isotropic, that is, δ = δ1 = δ2 = δ3.
Hence the component wise µ can be written as µx = µ1(1+δB1), µy = µ1(1+δB2)
and µz = µ1(1 + δB3).
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The continuity equation for an incompressible fluid is

(1) ∇ · qqq = 0.

The momentum equation is

(2) ρ0
Dqqq

Dt
= −∇p+ρggg+∇·(HHHBBB)+2ρ0(qqq×ΩΩΩ)+

ρ0
2
∇(|ΩΩΩ× rrr|2)−µ1(1 + δδδ ·BBB)

k
qqq.

The temperature equation for an incompressible ferrofluid is

(3)
[
ρ0CV,H − µ0HHH ·

(∂MMM
∂T

)
V,H

]
dT

dt
+ µ0T

(∂MMM
∂T

)
V,H
· dH
HH

dt
= K1∇2T + φ .

The mass flux equation is

(4)
DS

Dt
= Ks∇2S + ST∇2T ,

where ρ0, qqq = (u, v, w), ggg = (0, 0,−g), t, p, µ0, µ, k, HHH , BBB, CV,H , T , MMM , K1, S,
KS , ST and φ are the density, velocity, acceleration due to gravity, time, pressure,
magnetic permeability, viscosity (variable), permeability of the porous medium, mag-
netic field, magnetic induction, heat capacity at constant volume and magnetic field,
temperature, magnetization, thermal conductivity, salinity, mass diffusivity, Soret co-
efficient and viscous dissipation factor containing second-order terms in velocity,
respectively.
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Maxwell’s equations are

(5) ∇ ·BBB = 0 , ∇×HHH = 0 .

FurtherBBB,MMM andHHH are related by

(6) BBB = µ0(MMM +HHH).

Using Maxwell’s equation for non-conducting fluids one can assume that the mag-
netization is aligned with the magnetic field and depends on the magnitude of the
magnetic field, temperature and salinity, so that

(7) MMM =
HHH

H
M(H,T, S).

The magnetic equation of state is linearized about the magnetic field H0, the av-
erage temperature T0 and the average salinity S0 to become

(8) M = M0 + χ(H −H0)−K(T − T0) +K2(S − S0),

where χ = (∂M/∂H)H0,T0 is the susceptibility, K = −(∂M/∂T )H0,T0 is the pyro-
magnetic coefficient and K2 = (∂M/∂S)H0,S0 is the salinity magnetic coefficient.

The density equation of state for a Boussinesq two-component fluid is

(9) ρ = ρ0 [1− αt(T − T0) + αs(S − S0)] ,

where αt = −(1/ρ)(∂ρ/∂T ) is the thermal expansion coefficient and
αs = (1/ρ)(∂ρ/∂S) is the solute analog of αt.

The basic state is assumed to be the quiescent state and taking the components
of the magnetization and magnetic field in the basic state to be [0, 0,M0(z)] and
[0, 0, H0(z)] the basic state quantities obtained are

qqq = qqqb = 0, p = pb(z),

∂T

∂z
= −βt ⇒ Tb = T0 − βtz,

∂S

∂z
= βS ⇒ Sb = S0 + βsz,

HHHb(z) =
[
H0 +

K(Tb − T0)
1 + χ

− K2(Sb − S0)
1 + χ

]
k̂kk ,

MMM b(z) =
[
M0 −

K(Tb − T0)
1 + χ

+
K2(Sb − S0)

1 + χ

]
k̂kk .

(10)

where βt and βS are non-negative constants and k̂kk = (0, 0, 1) is the unit vector along
vertical direction.
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3 LINEARIZATION OF THE PROBLEM

The basic state is disturbed by a small thermal perturbation, consider a perturbed state
such that qqq = qqq′, p = pb(z)+p′, µ = µb(z)+µ′, T = Tb(z)+T ′,HHH = HHHb(z)+HHH ′,
MMM = MMM b(z) +MMM ′, where qqq′, p′, µ′, T ′,HHH ′, andMMM ′ are perturbed variables and are
assumed too small. The perturbed state temperature and solute are T = T0−βtz+T ′

and S = S0 + βsz + S′. Let the components of the perturbed magnetization and the
magnetic field be (M ′1,M

′
2,M0(z) +M ′3) and (H ′1, H

′
2, H0(z) +H ′3), respectively.

H ′i +M ′i =
(

1 +
M0

H0

)
H ′i (i = 1, 2),(11)

H ′3 +M ′3 = (1 + χ)H ′3 −KT ′ +K2S
′ + STKT

′ .(12)

Let (B1, B2, B3) denote the components of BBB, using Eq. (5), one gets the result
Bi = µ0(M

′
i +H ′i) and Eqs. (11) and (12) become

Bi = µ0

(
1 +

M0

H0

)
H ′i (i = 1, 2),(13)

B3 = µ0
[
(1 + χ)H ′3 −KT ′ +K2S

′ + STKT
′ +M0 +H0

]
.(14)

The procedure for finding the perturbation equation is given in Appendix A.

4 NORMAL MODE ANALYSIS

We now proceed to a normal mode analysis of the above stability problem. Let us
take

f(x, y, z, t) = f(z, t)ei(kxx+kyy) ,

φ = φ(z, t)ei(kxx+kyy) , w = w(z, t)ei(kxx+kyy)

T ′ = θ(z, t)ei(kxx+kyy) , S′ = S(z, t)ei(kxx+kyy)

(15)

with the wave number k20 = k2x + k2y .
The non-dimensional numbers can be written using

t∗ =
νt

d2
, w∗ =

wd

ν
, T ∗ =

( K1aR
1/2

ρ0CV,Hβtνd

)
θ , φ∗ =

((1 + χ)K1aR
1/2

Kρ0CV,Hβtνd2

)
φ ,

z∗ =
z

d
, a = k0d , D =

∂

∂z∗
, S∗ =

( KsaR
1/2
s

ρ0CV,Hβsνd

)
S ,

γ =
µ

ρ0
, k∗1 =

k1
d2
, k∗2 =

k2
d2
, δ∗ = µ0δH0(1 + χ) .
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The non-dimensional form of constitutive equations can be written as

∂

∂t∗
(D2 − a2)w∗ = aR1/2[M1Dφ

∗ − (1 +M1(1− ST ))T ∗](16)

+ aR1/2M1M5Dφ
∗ − aR1/2M1M5(1− ST )T ∗

+ aR
1/2
S

[
1+M4+

M4

M5

]
S∗ −

(D2

k∗1
− a2

k∗2

)
w∗

+
a2

k2∗
M3δ

∗w∗ − (Ta)
1/2Dξ∗ ,

( ∂

∂t∗
+

1

k∗

)
ξ∗ = (Ta)

1/2Dw∗ ,(17)

Pr

[∂T ∗
∂t∗
−M2

∂

∂t∗
(Dφ∗)

]
= (D2 − a2)T ∗ + aR1/2(1−M2 −M2M5)w

∗,(18)

Pr
∂S∗

∂t∗
=τ(D2−a2)S∗−aR1/2

S M6w
∗+ST

(M5

M6

)(RS
R

)1/2
(D2−a2)T ∗,(19)

D2φ∗ −M3a
2φ∗ − (1− ST )DT ∗ +

M5

M6

( R
RS

)1/2
DS∗ = 0,(20)

where the magnetic numbers are given in Appendix B.

5 ANALYSIS OF SOLUTION AT FREE BOUNDARIES

The free-free boundary conditions on velocity, temperature and salinity are

(21) w∗ = D2w∗ = T ∗ = Dφ∗ = S∗ = ξ∗ = Dξ∗ = 0 at z∗ = ±1/2.

The exact solutions satisfying above Eq.(21) are

w∗ = Aeσt
∗

cosπz∗, T ∗ = Beσt
∗

cosπz∗, S∗ = Ceσt
∗

cosπz∗,

Dφ∗ = Eeσt
∗

cosπz∗, φ∗ =
E

π
eσt

∗
sinπz∗,

(22)

where A, B, C and E are constants. These functions substituted in the set of Eqs.
(16) – (20) give the following four linear homogeneous algebraic equations in the
constant A, B, C and E are obtained upon k∗2 = εk∗1 and removing the asterisks for
our convenience, where ε is non-dimensional parameter governing anisotropy leads
to:

(23)
[
σ(π2 + a2) +

(π2ε+ a2

k1ε

)
+

Taπ
2

(σ + 1/k1)
+

1

k1ε
a2M3δ

]
A−
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− aR1/2 [1 +M1(1− ST ) +M1M5(1− ST )]B

+ aR
1/2
S (1 +M4 +M4M

−1
5 )C + aR1/2M1(1 +M5)E = 0,

aR1/2(1−M2 −M2M5)A− (π2 + a2 + Prσ)B + PrσM2E = 0,(24)

aR
1/2
S M6A+ ST

(M5

M6

)(RS
R

)1/2
(π2 + a2)B + [τ(π2 + a2) + σPr]C = 0,(25)

−R1/2
S π2(1− ST )B +R1/2π2M5M

−1
6 C +R

1/2
S (π2 + a2M3)E = 0 .(26)

For the existence of non-trivial Eigen functions, the determinant of the coefficients
of A, B, C and E in Eqs. (23) – (26) must vanish. Following the techniques and
analysis of Sekar et al. [22–24], Eqs. (23) – (26) lead to

(27) Uσ4 + V σ3 +Wσ2 +Xσ + Y = 0 .

The coefficients U , V , W , X , and Y are given in Appendix C.

6 STABILITY BEHAVIOUR OF STATIONARY CONVECTION AND OSCILLATORY

CONVECTION AND MATHEMATICAL APPROACH USED FOR INVESTIGATION

To obtain stationary instability, the time-independent term Y = 0. Equation (27)
helps one to obtain Eigenvalue RSC for which a solution exists:

RSC =
Nr

Dr
,

where

Nr =
(
π2 + a2

)(
Taπ

2k1 +
επ2 + a2

εk1
+

1

εk1
a2M3δ

)
− a2Rsτ−1

(
1 + M4 +

M4

M5

)[
ST

(
M5

M6

)
+ M6

]
and

Dr = a2 [1 + (1− ST) M1 (1 + M5)]

− π2
[
a2M1 (1 + M5)

π2 + a2M3

] [
ST

(
M5

M6

)2

τ−1 + (1− ST) + M5τ
−1

]
.

For M1 very large, one gets the results for the magnetic mechanism, and the
critical thermo magnetic Rayleigh number for stationary mode is obtained using

NSC = M1RSC =
Nr

Dr
,
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where

Nr =
(
π2 + a2

)(
Taπ

2k1 +
επ2 + a2

εk1
+

1

εk1
a2M3δ

)
− a2Rsτ−1

(
1 + M4 +

M4

M5

)[
ST

(
M5

M6

)
+ M6

]
and

Dr = a2 [(1− ST) (1 + M5)]

− π2
[
a2 (1 + M5)

π2 + a2M3

][
ST

(
M5

M6

)2

τ−1 + (1− ST) + M5τ
−1

]
.

The conditions for the onset of oscillatory stabilities are obtained as follows. Tak-
ing σ = iσ and σ2 > 0, in Eq. (27) and following the analysis and techniques
of Sekar et al. [22–24], the critical Rayleigh number for oscillatory mode has been
calculated using

ROC =
C2A2 +B2D2

A2
2 +B2

2

.

The Soret-driven thermoconvective instability of ferromagnetic fluid layer heated
from below and salted from above rotating a densely packed anisotropic porous
medium with magnetic field dependent (MFD) viscosity has been analyzed using
Darcy model. Perturbation method is applied and Normal mode analysis is adopted.
In the perturbation method, due to the application of magnetic field, the system is per-
turbed from the basic state (quiescent state). Accordingly, the governing and other
equations are modified. Linear stability analysis is considered. Normal mode analysis
is taken, Non-dimensional analysis is carried out and the exact solutions satisfying the
appropriate boundary conditions are taken yielding algebraic equations. For getting
non-trivial solution for the system of linear homogeneous equations, the coefficients
of the dynamic variables are equated to zero and on simplification, the expression for
RSC is obtained. Varying the values of the parameters in the allowable range and
getting the corresponding RSC values, we get the stability pattern.

7 RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Before discussing the significant results of the convective system, we turn our atten-
tion to the possible range of values of various parameters arising in the study. The
Prandtl number Pr is assumed to be 0.01. The Soret parameter ST is assumed to take
values from -0.002 to 0.002, the salinity Rayleigh number Rs is varied from -500 to
500. The values of ratio of the mass transport to heat transport τ is assumed to be
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0.03, 0.05, 0.07, 0.09 and 0.11. The Taylor number Ta is assumed from 10 to 105.
The coefficient of MFD viscosity δ is assumed from 0.01 to 0.09. The magnetization
parameter M1 is assumed to be 1000; for a very large value of M1, the effect of mag-
netic mechanism is very large, when compared to buoyancy effect. For such fluids,
M2 is assumed to have negligible value and hence taken to be zero. M3 is varied
from 1 to 25 because M3 cannot take a value less than one. M6 is taken to be 0.1.
M4 is the effect on magnetization due to salinity. This is allowed to vary from 0.1 to
0.5 taking values less than the magnetization parameter M3. M5 represents the ratio
of the salinity effect on magnetic field and pyromagnetic coefficient. This is varied
between 0.1 and 0.5. The permeability of porous medium k is assumed to take the
values 0.001, 0.003, 0.005, 0.007, 0.009 and 0.0001 (Darcy numbers).

The critical thermal Rayleigh number is calculated for both stationary and oscilla-
tory modes. When the salinity Rayleigh number RS = 0, the critical Rayleigh num-
ber obtained by Finlayson [38] for single component ferrofluid. When M1 = 1000,
the classical Rayleigh problem for buoyancy-induced convection is and obtained
Chandrasekhar [39]. When k → ∞, the critical Rayleigh number exactly same
as Sekaret al. [40]. When δ = 0, ε = 0, Ta = 0 and k1 → ∞ this tends to criti-
cal Rayleigh number obtained by Vaidyanathanet al. [41]. When δ = 0, ε = 1 and
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increases, the system gets stabilized, whereas when salinity Rayleigh number RS 
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on the onset of instability. 
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Fig. 1. Critical thermal Rayleigh numberRSC versus Soret coefficient ST for different values
of Salinity Rayleigh number RS with τ = 0.03, ε = 10, ST = −0.002 and M3 = 5.
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Ta = 0, the thermal Rayleigh number is identical to Sekaret al. [42]. When δ = 0,
one gets the critical Rayleigh number calculated for Sekar et al. [43]. When all the
magnetic parameters M1 to M6 vanish, this reduces to double diffusive convection
(Baines and Gill, [44]).

Figure 1 shows variation of RSC with ST for different values of RS , keeping
the values of M3 fixed as 5, k as 0.0001 and τ as 0.03. It has been observed that
as ST increases, the system gets stabilized, whereas when salinity Rayleigh number
RS increases, the system gets destabilized. When increasing effect of salt on the
convective system, the system gets high energy and it is dominated by Soret effect on
the onset of instability.

Figure 2 depicts variation of RSC with RS for differentM3, keeping the values
of ST to be fixed as -0.002, k as 0.0001 and τ as 0.03. It has been observed that
the system gets destabilized as M3 increases. Due to an increasing of non-buoyancy
magnetization parameter M3, convection is not much pronounced.

From Fig. 3 it is seen that the vertical anisotropy of the permeability of the porous
medium destabilizes the system. This is because of the decrease in RSC when ε is
increased. As far as the magnetization M3 is concerned, the increase in M3 (5, 10,
15, 20, 25), decreasesRSC for a fixed ε. This is because the high magnetization tends
to release large energy to the system causing instability to set earlier. The same effect
is found when ε is increased from 10 to 70. This indicates the destabilizing nature of
the system.
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Fig. 4. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus anisotropic parameter   for 

different Soret coefficient TS  with RS= -500, 0.01,   M3 = 5 and 0.03.   
 

Figure 4 shows the variation of SCR  with   for different Soret coefficient TS  (-

0.002, -0.001, 0, 0.001, 0.002), while keeping the values of M3 fixed as 5, RS fixed 

as -500, k fixed as 0.0001 and  as 0.03. It has been noticed that as   increases, the 

system gets destabilized. The increase in anisotropic favours the onset of instability. 

But negligible change is observed as ST increases from -0.002 to 0.002. Anyhow the 

trend is slightly upward thereby stabilizing the system with respect to ST. This is 

because, increase in ST provides additional temperature gradient due to cross 

diffusion of salinity on temperature. 

Fig. 4. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus anisotropic parameter ε for different
Soret coefficient ST with RS = −500, δ = 0.01, M3 = 5 and τ = 0.03.
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Figure 4 shows the variation of RSC with ε for different Soret coefficient ST (-
0.002, -0.001, 0, 0.001, 0.002), while keeping the values of M3 fixed as 5, RS fixed
as -500, k fixed as 0.0001 and τ as 0.03. It has been noticed that as ε increases, the
system gets destabilized. The increase in anisotropic favours the onset of instability.
But negligible change is observed as ST increases from -0.002 to 0.002. Anyhow the
trend is slightly upward thereby stabilizing the system with respect to ST . This is be-
cause, increase in ST provides additional temperature gradient due to cross diffusion
of salinity on temperature.

Figure 5 represent the variation of RSC versus anisotropic ratio ε for various
values (-500, -100, 0 100, 500), of salinity Rayleigh numberRS . It has been observed
that as ε increases from 10 to 70, there is decrease in RSC . It is clear that the system
gets destabilized. As RS increases from -500 to 500, the critical thermal Rayleigh
number RSC values tend to decrease leading to destabilization. This is because,
adding salt from above makes the system heavier at the bottom, thereby delays the
onset of convection.

Figure 6 give the variation ofcritical thermal Rayleigh numberRSC with anisotropic
ratio ε for different values (0.03, 0.05, 0.07, 0.09, 0.11), of the ratio of the mass
transport to heat transport τ , where the value of salinity Rayleigh number Rs is fixed
as -500, the magnetization parameter M3 as 5 and Soret parameter ST is fixed as
-0.002. It has been observed that increase in ε decreases RSC and thereby destabi-
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Fig. 5. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus anisotropic parameter ε for different
values of Salinity Rayleigh number Rs with ST = −0.002, δ = 0.01, M3 = 5 and τ = 0.03.
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Fig. 6. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus anisotropic parameter ε for various τ ,
RS = −500, δ = 0.01, M3 = 5 and ST = −0.002.
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Fig. 7. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus anisotropic parameter  for 

various Ta, 0.03, 0.002, 0.001, 500T SS k R        and 3 5M  .
 

 

Figure 7 shows variation of RSC versus   for different Ta (10, 102, 103, 104, 105). 

When Ta, increases there is no notable variation. But increase in Taylor number Ta 

increases the critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC. Therefore the system gets 

stabilized. For different Ta the curves do not show major difference. 

Fig. 7. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus anisotropic parameter ε for various Ta
τ = 0.03, ST = −0.002, k = 0.001, RS = −500 and M3 = 5.
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lizes the system. This is because the increase in anisotropic ratio results in instability
irrespective of the increasing values of mass transport to heat transport. Therefore
the system has a destabilizing behavior with respect to the mass transport to heat
transport τ .

Figure 7 shows variation ofRSC versus ε for different Ta (10, 102, 103, 104, 105).
When Ta, increases there is no notable variation. But increase in Taylor number
Ta increases the critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC . Therefore the system gets
stabilized. For different Ta the curves do not show major difference.

Figure 8 shows that the vertical anisotropy of the permeability of the porous
medium destabilizes the system. This is because of the decrease in RSC when ε
is increased. As far as the MFD viscosity δ is concerned, the increase in δ (0.001,
0.003, 0.005, 0.007, 0.009), increases RSC for a fixed ε. The same effect is found
when ε is increased from 10 to 70. This indicates the stabilizing nature of the system.

Figure 9 shows the variation of RSC versus δ for different values of ε. From
Fig. 9, one can find that as the coefficient of magnetic field dependent viscosity is
increased from 0.01 to 0.09, the critical thermal Rayleigh number increases. This
means that the system is stabilized through viscosity variation with respect to mag-
netic field. This leads to the conclusion that the magnetic field dependent viscosity
delays the onset of convection for ferrofluid in a densely distributed porous medium.
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Fig. 8. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus anisotropic parameter  for 
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Fig. 8. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus anisotropic parameter ε for various δ,
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Fig. 9. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus coefficient of MFD viscosity   

for various , 500 0 002 0 001 0 03, . , . , .S TR S k        and 3 5.M
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Fig. 10. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus permeability of porous 

medium k for various , 500 0 002 0 01 0 03, . , . , .S TR S         and 3 5.M  

 

Figure 10 indicates the variation of critical Rayleigh number RSC with respect to 

the permeability of the porous medium k for different . It is clear that the system 

destabilizes as the permeability of the porous medium k increases. This is indicated 

by a decrease in RSC values. The reason is that as the pore size increases, it becomes 

easier for the flow to destabilize the system. It is observed from the figure that the 

effect of anisotropic parameter   is to destabilize the system. 

Fig. 10. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus permeability of porous medium k for
various ε, RS = −500, ST = −0.002, δ = 0.01, τ = 0.03 and M3 = 5.
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Figure 10 indicates the variation of critical Rayleigh number RSC with respect to
the permeability of the porous medium k for different ε. It is clear that the system
destabilizes as the permeability of the porous medium k increases. This is indicated
by a decrease in RSC values. The reason is that as the pore size increases, it becomes
easier for the flow to destabilize the system. It is observed from the figure that the
effect of anisotropic parameter ε is to destabilize the system.

Figure 11 represents the variation of RSC versus RS for different values of ε.
When the salinity Rayleigh number RS increases from -500 to 500, the critical ther-
mal Rayleigh number RSC decreases. Therefore the system gets a destabilizing be-
haviour. It is observed from figure that anisotropic parameter ε is found to destabilize
the system.

Figure 12 indicates the variation of the critical Rayleigh numberRSC with respect
to the Soret parameter ST for various ε. It is found that the increase in Soret effect
stabilizes the system, thereby delaying the onset of convection. The figure exhibits a
stabilizing trend. This is due to the fact that the modulation of the salinity gradient
by temperature gradient promotes stabilization. Positive values ofST stabilize the
system more. The destabilizing trend of ε is seen from figure, as would mean adding
salt from top.
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Fig. 11. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus salinity Rayleigh number sR  

for various , 0 01 0 002 0 001 0 03. , . , . , .TS k       and 3 5.M  

 

Figure 11 represents the variation of RSC versus RSfor different values of .  

When the salinity Rayleigh numberRS  increases from -500 to 500,  the critical 

thermal Rayleigh number RSC decreases. Therefore the system gets a destabilizing 

behaviour. It is observed from figure that anisotropic parameter  is found to 

destabilize the system. 

Fig. 11. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus salinity Rayleigh number Rs for
various ε, δ = 0.01, ST = −0.002, k = 0.001, τ = 0.03 and M3 = 5.
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Fig. 12. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus Soret parameter TS  for 

various , 0 01 500 0 001 0 03. , , . , .SR k       and 3 5 .M  

 

Figure 12 indicates the variation of the critical Rayleigh number RSC with respect 

to the Soret parameter ST for various . It is found that the increase in Soret effect 

stabilizes the system, thereby delaying the onset of convection. The figure exhibits 

a stabilizing trend. This is due to the fact that the modulation of the salinity gradient 

by temperature gradient promotes stabilization. Positive values of ST stabilize the 

system more.  The destabilizing trend of   is seen from figure, as would mean 

adding salt from top. 

Fig. 12. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus Soret parameter ST for various ε,
δ = 0.01, RS = −500, k = 0.001, τ = 0.03 and M3 = 5.
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Fig. 13. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus ratio of the mass transport to 

heat transport   for various , 0 01 500 0 001 0 002. , , . , . ,S TR k S       and 3 5.M   

Fig. 13. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus ratio of the mass transport to heat
transport τ for various ε, δ = 0.01, RS = −500, k = 0.001, ST = −0.002, and M3 = 5.
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Fig. 14. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus magnetization M3 for various 

, 0 01 500 0 001 0 002. , , . , . ,S TR k S       and 0.03.   

Fig. 14. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus magnetization M3 for various ε,
δ = 0.01, RS = −500, k = 0.001, ST = −0.002, and τ = 0.03.

It is very clear from Fig. 12 that the system gets destabilizing effect with respect
to Soret coefficient ST for different anisotropy parameter ε. Thus, the system is
dominated by Soret coefficient.

Figure 13 shows the variation of critical Rayleigh number RSC versus the mass
transport to heat transport τ for different ε. It is seen from the figure that the system
destabilizes as the mass transport to heat transport τ increases. This is shown by a
fall in RSC values. It is observed from the figure that the anisotropic parameter ε is
found to destabilize the system.

Figure 14 gives the variation of the critical Rayleigh number RSC versus the non-
buoyancy magnetization parameterM3 for different anisotropic parameter ε. The fig-
ure indicates destabilizing trend of anisotropic parameter ε. Magnetization releases
extra energy which adds up to thermal energy to promote convection.

Figure 15 shows the plot of critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus Tay-
lor number Ta for various values of anisotropic ratio ε. As Taylor number Ta in-
creases, the critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC is almost constant. But increase
in anisotropic ratio ε increases the critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC . Therefore
anisotropy leads to stability of the system.
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Fig. 15. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus Taylor number Ta for various 

anisotropic parameter , 0.01, 500, 0.001, 0.002S TR k S        and 0.03.   
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Fig. 15. Critical thermal Rayleigh number RSC versus Taylor number Ta for various
anisotropic parameter ε, δ = 0.01, RS = −500, k = 0.001, ST = −0.002, and τ = 0.03.

8 CONCLUSIONS

The linear stability of Soret-driven thermohaline convection in ferromagnetic fluid
layer heated from below and salted from above rotating a densely packed anisotropic
porous medium subject to a transverse uniform magnetic field has been considered
with magnetic field dependent (MFD) viscosity using Darcy model. In this analysis,
we have investigated the effect of various parameters like permeability of the porous
medium, anisotropic parameter, MFD viscosity parameter, non – buoyancy magne-
tization, Prandtl number, thermal Rayleigh number and salinity Rayleigh number on
the onset of convection. The thermal critical magnetic Rayleigh numbers for the onset
of instability are also determined numerically for sufficient large values of buoyancy
magnetization parameter M1 and results are depicted graphically. Also the principle
of exchange of instability is applied to find out the mode of attaining instability. In
order to investigate our results, we must review the results and physical explanations.
It is well known that in case of Newtonian fluid the rotation introduces vorticity into
the fluid. Then, the fluid moves in the horizontal planes with higher velocities. On
account of this motion, the velocity of the fluid perpendicular to the planes reduces,
and hence delays the onset of convection. When the fluid layer is assumed to be



R. Sekar, D. Murugan 319

flowing through an isotropic and homogeneous porous medium, free from rotation
or small rate of rotation, then the permeability of porous medium has a destabiliz-
ing effect. As permeability of porous medium increases, the void space increases
and as a result of this, the flow quantities perpendicular to the planes will clearly
be increased. Thus, increasing Darcy’s number leads to decrease in critical thermal
Rayleigh number. In case of high rotation, the motion of the fluid prevails essentially
in the horizontal planes. This motion is increased as permeability of porous medium
increases. Thus the component of the velocity perpendicular to the horizontal planes
reduces, leading to delay in the onset of convection. Hence permeability of porous
medium has a stabilizing effect in the case of high rotation.

In this investigation, it is clear that the system gets destabilized with respect to
(1) variation in magnetization parameter M3.
(2) variation in salinity Rayleigh number Rs.
(3) variation in an anisotropic parameter ε.
(4) variation in the ratio of the mass transport to heat transport τ .
For the case of stationary convection, the porosity and anisotropy effects have

destabilizing behaviour in the absence of MFD viscosity and rotation. The destabi-
lizing behaviour of medium permeability is virtually unaffected by magnetization pa-
rameter. The presence of MFD viscosity and rotation have stabilizing behaviour.From
the above investigation, one can conclude that the variable viscosity and rotation tend
to stabilize the system, when compared with the constant viscosity of the system.
The increase in magnetization tends to destabilize the system. The MFD viscosity,
rotation and anisotropicity have a profound influence on the onset of convection in a
porous medium.

APPENDIX A

When of Eq. (5) is used in Eq. (1) and resulting equation is linearized with Bi
(i = 1, 2, 3) given by Eqs. (13) and (14), we obtain the following components:

ρ0
∂u

∂t
= −∂p

∂x
+ µ0(M0 +H0)

∂H ′1
∂z

+ 2ρ0vΩ− µ1
k1
u ,(A.1)

ρ0
∂v

∂t
= −∂p

∂y
+ µ0(M0 +H0)

∂H ′2
∂z
− 2ρ0uΩ− µ1

k1
v ,(A.2)

ρ0
∂w

∂t
= −∂p

∂z
+ µ0(M0 +H0)

∂H ′3
∂z
− µ0H ′3Kβt +

µ0K
2βtT

′

1 + χ
(1− ST )(A.3)

+ µ0H
′
3K2βs + ρ0gαtT

′ − µ0KK2βtS
′

1 + χ
+
µ0K

2
2βsS

′

1 + χ
−

− µ0KK2βsT
′

1 + χ
(1− ST)− ρ0gαsS′ −

µ1
k2
w − µ1

k2
δµ0(M0 +H0)w .
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Differentiating Eqs. (A.1) – (A.3) with respect to x, y and z, respectively, and
adding, the following equation is obtained upon using Eq. (2):

(A.4) ∇2p = µ0(M0 +H0)
∂

∂z
(∇ ·HHH ′) + µ0K2βs

∂H ′3
∂z
− µ0Kβt

∂H ′3
∂z

+
µ0K

2βt
1 + χ

(1− ST )
∂T ′

∂z
− µ0KK2βs

1 + χ
(1− ST )

∂T ′

∂z
+
µ0K

2
2βs

1 + χ

∂S′

∂z

− µ0KK2βt
1 + χ

∂S′

∂z
+ ρ0gαt

∂T ′

∂z
− ρ0gαs

∂S′

∂z
+
µ1
k1

(∂w
∂z

)
− µ1
k2

(∂w
∂z

)
− µ1
k2
δµ0(M0 +H0)

∂w

∂z
+ 2ρ0Ωξ ,

whereHHH ′ has the components (H ′1, H
′
2, H

′
3).

From Eq. (5),HHH ′ = ∇φ where φ is a scalar potential. Elimination of p from Eq.
(A.1) – (A.3) and using Eq. (A.4), we get

(A.5) ρ0
∂

∂t
(∇2w) = µ0K2βs

∂

∂z
(∇2

1φ)− µ0Kβt
∂

∂z

(
∇2

1φ
)

+
µ0K

2βt
1 + χ

(1− ST )∇2
1T
′ + ρ0gαt∇2

1T
′ − µ0KK2βs

1 + χ
(1− ST )∇2

1T
′

+
µ0K

2
2βs

1 + χ
∇2

1S
′ − µ0KK2βt

1 + χ
∇2

1S
′ − ρ0gαs∇2

1S
′

− µ1
k1

(∂2w
∂z2

)
− µ1
k2
∇2

1w −
µ1
k2
δµ0(M0 +H0)∇2

1w − 2ρ0Ω
∂ξ

∂z
,

where∇2
1 =

∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2
and ∇2 = ∇2

1 +
∂2

∂z2
.

APPENDIX B

Using Eq. (20) in Eq. (A.5), one gets the vertical component of the momentum
equation, which can be written as

(B.1) ρ0
∂

∂t

( ∂2
∂z2
− k20

)
w =

µ0Kβt
1 + χ

[
(1 + χ)

∂φ

∂z
−Kθ(1− ST )

]
k20 − ρ0gαtk20θ

+ ρ0gαsk
2
0S +

µ0K2βs
1+χ

[
(1+χ)

∂φ

∂z
+K2S

]
k20 −

µ0KK2

1+χ
[βs(1−ST )θ − βtS]k20

− µ1
k1

(∂2w
∂z2

)
w +

µ1
k2
k20w +

µ1
k2
k20δµ0(M0 +H0)w − 2ρ0Ω

∂ξ

∂z
,
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(B.2)
(
ρ0
∂

∂t
+
µ

k

)
ξ = 2ρ0Ω

∂w

∂z
.

The modified Fourier heat conduction equation is

(B.3) ρ0CV,H
∂θ

∂t
− µ0KT0

∂

∂t

(∂φ
∂z

)
= K1

(
∂2

∂z2
− k20

)
θ

+
[
ρ0CV,Hβt −

µ0K
2T 2

0 βt
1 + χ

+
µ0KK2T0βs

1 + χ

]
w ,

where ρ0C = ρ0CV,H + µ0KH0.
The salinity equation is

(B.4)
∂S

∂t
+ βsw = Ks

( ∂2
∂z2
− k20

)
S + ST

( ∂2
∂z2
− k20

)
θ .

The magnetic potential equation is

(B.5) (1 + χ)
∂2φ

∂z2
−
(

1 +
M0

H0

)
k20φ−K

∂θ

∂z
+K2

∂S

∂z
+ STK

∂θ

∂z
= 0 ,

where the non-dimensional parameters used are

M1 =
µ0K

2βt
(1+χ)ρ0gαt

, M2 =
µ0K

2T0
(1+χ)ρ0Cv,H

, M3 =
1+M0/H0

(1+χ)
,

M4 =
µ0K

2βs
(1+χ)ρ0gαs

M5 =
K2βs
Kβt

, M6 =
KS

K1
, τ = ρ0Cv,H

(KS

K1

)
,

Pr =
µCv,H
K1

, RS =
ρ0Cv,Hβsαsgd

4

νKS
, R =

ρ0Cv,Hβtαtgd
4

νK1
,

(B.6)

where RS is the salinity Rayleigh number, R is the thermal Rayleigh number, Pr is
the Prandtl number and other parameters describe non-dimensional parameters.

APPENDIX C

U = (π2 + a2)(π2 + a2M3)P
2
r ,

V = (π2 + a2M3)
[
(π2 + a2)2(1 + τ)

+ Pr

( 1

k1
(π2 + a2) +

επ2 + a2

εk1
+

1

εk1
a2M3δ

)]
Pr ,
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W = (π2 + a2M3)(π
2 + a2)

[
τ(π2 + a2)2 + Pr(1 + τ)

( 1

k1
(π2 + a2)

+
επ2+a2

εk1
+

1

εk1
a2M3δ

)]
+a2RPr(π

2+a2M3)[1+M1(1+M5)(1− ST )]

− a2RPrπ2M1(1 +M5)[(1− ST ) +M5] + a2RsPr(π
2 + a2M3)

×
(

1+M4+
M4

M5

)
M6+(π2+a2M3)

[
Taπ

2 +
1

k1

(επ2+a2

εk1
+
a2M3δ

εk1

)]
P 2
r ,

X = (π2 + a2M3)(π
2 + a2)(1 + τ)

[ 1

k1

(επ2 + a2

εk1
+
a2M3δ

εk1

)
+ π2Ta

]
Pr

+ τ(π2 + a2M3)(π
2 + a2)2

( 1

k1

(
π2 + a2

)
+
επ2 + a2

εk1
+

1

εk1
a2M3δ

)
− a2Rτ(π2 + a2M3)(π

2 + a2)[1 + (1− ST )M1(1 +M5)]

− 1

k1
a2RPr

[
(π2 + a2M3){1 +M1(1 +M5)(1− ST )}

− π2M1(1 +M5){(1− ST ) +M5}
]

+ a2R(π2 + a2)M1(1 +M5)π
2

×
[
ST

(M5

M6

)2
+ τ(1− ST ) +M5

]
− a2Rs(π2 + a2M3)(π

2 + a2)

×
(

1 +M4 +
M4

M5

)[ 1

k1
M6Pr + (π2 + a2)

{
ST

(M5

M6

)
+M6

}]
,

Y = (π2 + a2M3)(π
2 + a2)2τ

[ 1

k1

(επ2 + a2

εk1
+
a2M3δ

εk1

)
+ π2Ta

]
Pr

− 1

k1
a2Rτ(π2 + a2M3)(π

2 + a2)[1 + (1− ST )M1(1 +M5)]

+
1

k1
a2R(π2 + a2)M1(1 +M5)π

2
[
ST

(M5

M6

)2
+ τ(1− ST ) +M5

]
− 1

k1
a2Rs(π

2 + a2M3)(π
2 + a2)

(
1 +M4 +

M4

M5

)[
ST

(M5

M6

)
+M6

]
.

APPENDIX D

A1 = U2W1 − U1V2, B1 = V1V2 + U1X1 −W1W2, C1 = W1Y1 − V1X1

A2 = −U1σ
2
1 + V1, B2 = W1σ1, C2 = −U2σ

4
1 +W2σ

2
1 − Y1

D2 = V2σ
3
1 −X1σ1, σ21 =

−B1 ±
√
B2

1 − 4A1C1

2A1
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U1 = a2PrM1(1 +M5)[(1− ST )(π2 + a2M3)− π2(1− ST +M5)]

+ a2RPr(π
2 + a2M3),

V1 =
1

k1
a2τ(π2 + a2M3)(π

2 + a2)[1 + (1− ST )M1(1 +M5)]

− 1

k1
a2(π2 + a2)M1(1 +M5)π

2
[
ST

(M5

M6

)2
+ τ(1− ST ) +M5

]
U2 = (π2 + a2)(π2 + a2M3)P

2
r

V2 = (π2 + a2M3)
[
(π2 + a2)2(1 + τ) + Pr

{ 1

k1
(π2 + a2)

+
(επ2 + a2

εk1

)
+
a2M3δ

εk1

}]
Pr

W1 = a2τ(π2 + a2M3)(π
2 + a2)[1 + (1− ST )M1(1 +M5)]

+
1

k1
a2Pr

[
(π2 + a2M3){1 +M1(1 +M5)(1− ST )} − π2M1(1 +M5)

× {(1−ST )+M5}
]
−a2(π2+a2)M1(1+M5)π

2
[
ST

(M5

M6

)2
+τ(1−ST )+M5

]
,

W2 = (π2 + a2M3)(π
2 + a2)

[
τ(π2 + a2)2 + Pr(1 + τ)

{(επ2 + a2

εk1
+
a2M3δ

εk1

)
+

1

k1
(π2 + a2)

}]
+ a2RsPr(π

2 + a2M3)
(

1 +M4 +
M4

M5

)
M6

+ (π2 + a2M3)
[
Taπ

2 +
1

k1

(επ2 + a2

εk1
+
a2M3δ

εk1

)]
P 2
r ,

X1 = (π2 + a2M3)(π
2 + a2)(1 + τ)

[ 1

k1

(επ2 + a2

εk1
+
a2M3δ

εk1

)
+ π2Ta

]
Pr

+ (π2 + a2M3)(π
2 + a2)2τ

[(επ2 + a2

εk1
+
a2M3δ

εk1

)
+

1

k1
(π2 + a2)

]
+ a2Rs(π

2+a2M3)
(

1+M4+
M4

M5

)[ 1

k1
M6Pr+(π2 + a2)

{
ST

(M5

M6

)
+M6

}]
,

Y1 = τ(π2 + a2M3)(π
2 + a2)2

[
Taπ

2 +
1

k1

(επ2 + a2

εk1
+
a2M3δ

εk1

)]
+

1

k1
a2Rs(π

2 + a2M3)(π
2 + a2)

(
1 +M4 +

M4

M5

)[
ST

(M5

M6

)
+M6

]
.

REFERENCES

[1] K. WALKER, G.M. HOMSY (1977) A note on convective instabilities in boussinesq
fluids and porous media. Journal of Heat Transfer 99 338-339.



324 A Linear Analytical Study of Coriolis Force on Soret-Driven ...

[2] E.R. LAPWOOD (1948) Convection of a fluid in a porous medium. Proceedings of
Cambridge Philosophical Society 44 508-521.

[3] P.A. TYVAND, L. STORESLETTEN (1991) Onset of convection in an anisotropic porous
medium with oblique principle axes. Journal of Fluid Mechanics 226 371-382.

[4] S. VENKATASUBRAMANIAN, P.N. KALONI (1994) Effect of rotation on the thermo
convective instability of a horizontal layer of ferrofluids. Journal of Engineering Sci-
ences 32 237-256.

[5] S.M. ALEX, P.R. PATIL (2000) Thermal instability in an anisotropic rotating porous
medium. Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer 36 159-163.

[6] R. MCKIBBIN (1984) Thermal convection in a porous layer: effects of anisotropy and
surface boundary conditions. Transport in Porous media 1 271-292.

[7] C. PARTHIBAN, P.R. PATIL (1993) Effect of inclined temperature gradient on thermal
instability in an anisotropic porous medium. Warme-und-Stoffuber 29 63-69.

[8] G. VAIDYANATHAN, A. RAMANATHAN, S. MARUTHAMANIKANDAN (2002) Effect
of magnetic field dependent viscosity on ferroconvection in sparsely distributed porous
medium. Indian Journal of Pure and Applied Physics 40 166-171.

[9] G. VAIDYANATHAN, R. SEKAR, A. RAMANATHAN (2002) Effect of magnetic field
dependent viscosity on ferroconvection in rotating medium. Indian Journal of Pure and
Applied Physics 40 159-165.

[10] G. VAIDYANATHAN, R. SEKAR, R. VASANTHAKUARI, A. RAMANATHAN (2002) The
effect of magnetic field dependent viscosity on ferroconvection in a rotating sparsely
distributed porous medium. Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 250 65-76.

[11] R. SEKAR, K. RAJU (2014) Stability analysis of Soret effect on thermohaline convec-
tion in dusty ferrofluid saturating a Darcy porous medium. Global Journal of Mathe-
matical Analysis 3 37-48.

[12] C.E. NANJUNDAPPA, I.S. SHIVAKUMARA, H.N. PRAKASH (2014) Effect of Corio-
lis force on thermomagnetic convection in a ferrofluid saturating porous medium: A
weakly nonlinear stability analysis. Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 370
140-149.

[13] A. RYSKIN, H. PLEINER (2004) Influence of a magnetic field on the Soret effect dom-
inated thermal convection in ferrofluids. Physical Review E 69 046301-046310.

[14] A. RAMANATHAN, G. SURESH (2004) Effect of magnetic field dependent viscosity
and anisotropy porous medium on ferroconvection. Journal of Engineering Science 42
411-425.

[15] M.S. ALAM, M.M. RAHMAN (2006) Dufour and Soret effects on mixed convection
flow past a vertical porous flat plate with variable suction. Nonlinear Analy: Modeling
and Control 11 3-12.

[16] N. ISLAM, MD. MAHMUD ALAM (2007) Dufour and Soret effects on steady MHD free
convection and mass transfer fluid flow through a porous medium in a rotating system.
Journal of Naval Architecture Marine Engineering 4 43-55.



R. Sekar, D. Murugan 325

[17] S.A. SUSLOV (2008) Thermomagnetic convection in vertical layer of ferromagnetic
fluid. Physics of Fluids 20 084101.

[18] S.N. GAIKWAD, M.S. MALASHETTY, K. RAMAPRASAD (2009) An analytical study
of linear and non-linear double diffusive convection in a fluid saturated anisotropic
porous layer with Soret effect. Applied Mathematical Modelling 33 3617-3635.

[19] M.S. MALASHETTY, M.S. SWAMY, W. SIDRAM (2010) Thermal convection in a ro-
tating viscoelastic fluid saturated porous layer. International Journal of Heat and Mass
Transfer 53 5747-5756.

[20] SUNIL, P. SHARMA, A. MAHAJAN (2011) Onset of Darcy-Brinkman ferroconvection
in a rotating porous layer using a thermal non-equilibrium model: A nonlinear stability
analysis. Transport in Porous media 88 421-439.

[21] R. HEMALATHA, N. SIVAPRABA (2012) Effect of magnetic field dependent viscosity
on ferroconvection in a sparsely distributed anisotropic porous medium in the presence
of horizontal thermal gradient. Indian Journal of Pure and AppliedPhysics 50 907-914.

[22] R. SEKAR, D. MURUGAN, K. RAJU (2013) Stability analysis of thermohaline convec-
tion in ferromagnetic fluid in densely packed porous medium with Soret effect. World
Journal of Engineering 10 439-447.

[23] R. SEKAR, D. MURUGAN, K. RAJU (2016) Densely Distribution Pores and Coriolis
Force on Thermohaline Convection in a Ferrofluid with Soret and Anisotropy Effects.
International Journal of Advanced Science and Technology 87 15-30.

[24] R. SEKAR, D. MURUGAN, K. RAJU (2016) Ferrothermoconvective instability in Soret
driven convection saturating a densely packed anisotropic porous medium. Interna-
tional Journal of Applied Mathematics, Electronics and Computers 4(2) 58-64.

[25] M. SANGITA, K. SINHA, R.V. SHARMA (2013) Natural convection in a spherical
porous annulus: The Brinkman extended Darcy model. Transport in Porous media 100
321-335.

[26] C.E. NANJUNDAPPA, B. SAVITHA, B. ARPITHARAJU, I.S. SHIVAKUMARA (2014)
Effect of temperature dependent viscosity on the onset of Benard–Marangoni ferocon-
vection in a ferrofluid saturated porous layer. Acta Mechanica 225 835-850.

[27] C.E. NANJUNDAPPA, H.N. PRAKASH, I.S. SHIVAKUMARA, JINHO LEE (2014) Ef-
fect of temperature dependent viscosity on the onset of Benard–Marangoni feroconvec-
tion. International Communications in Heat and Mass Transfer 51 25-30.

[28] C.E. NANJUNDAPPA, I.S. SHIVAKUMARA, B. SAVITHA (2014) Onset of Benard–
Marangoni ferroconvection with a convective surface boundary condition: The effects
of cubic temperature profile and MFD viscosity. International Communications in Heat
and Mass Transfer 51 39-44.

[29] S.N. GAIKWAD, S.S. KAMBLE (2014) Linear stability analysis of double diffusive
convection in a horizontal sparsely packed rotating anisotropic porous layer in presence
of Soret effect. Journal of Applied Fluid Mechanics 7 459-471.

[30] R. SEKAR, K. RAJU (2015) Effect of Sparse Distribution Pores in Thermohaline Con-
vection in a Micropolar Ferromagnetic Fluid. Journal of Applied Fluid Mechanics 8(4)
899-910.



326 A Linear Analytical Study of Coriolis Force on Soret-Driven ...

[31] K. KUMAR, V. SINGH, SEEMA SHARMA (2015) Linear stability analysis for ferro-
magnetic fluids in the presence of magnetic field, compressibility, internal heat source
and rotation through a porous medium. Journal of Theoretical and Applied Mechanics
53 1067-1081.

[32] H. RAHMAN, S.A. SUSLOV (2015) Thermomagnetic convection in a layer of ferrofluid
placed in a uniform oblique external magnetic field. Journal of Fluid Mechanics 764
316-348.

[33] M.S. MALASHETTY, IRFANA BEGUM (2011) The effect of rotation on the onset of
double diffusive convection in a sparsely packed anisotropic porous layer. Transport in
Porous media 88 315-345.

[34] S. SARAVANAN, A. PURUSOTHAMAN (2009) Floquet instability of a gravity modu-
lated Rayleigh–Benard problem in an anisotropic porous medium. International Jour-
nal of Thermal Science 48 2085-2091.

[35] I.S. SHIVAKUMARA, JINHO LEE, A.L. MAMATHA, M. RAVISHA (2011) Boundary
and thermal non-equilibrium effects on convective instability in an anisotropic porous
layer. Journal of Mechanical Science and Technology 25 911-921.

[36] R. SEKAR, D. MURUGAN (2018) Linear stability effect of densely distributed porous
medium and coriolis force on Soret driven ferrothermohaline convection. International
Journal of Applied Mechanics and Engineering 23(4) 911-928.

[37] R. SEKAR, D. MURUGAN (2018) Stability analysis of ferrothermohaline convection
in a Darcy porous medium with Soret and MFD viscosity effects. Italian Journal of
Engineering Science: TecnicaItaliana 62(2) 151-161.

[38] B.A. FINLAYSON (1970) Convective instability of ferromagnetic fluids. Journal of
Fluid Mechanics 40 753-767.

[39] S. CHANDRASEKHAR (1961) “Hydrodynamics and Hydromagnetic stability”. Oxford
University Press, London.

[40] R. SEKAR, G. VAIDYANATHAN, R. HEMALATHA, S. SENTHILNATHAN (2007) Effect
of Coriolis force on a Soret driven ferrothermohaline convective system. International
Journal of Mathematical Sciences 6 429-441.

[41] G. VAIDYANATHAN, R. SEKAR, R. HEMALATHA, R. VASANTHAKUMARI, S.
SENTHILNATHAN (2005) Soret-driven ferrothermohaline convection. Journal of Mag-
netism and Magnetic Materials 288 460-469.

[42] R. SEKAR, G. VAIDYANATHAN, R. HEMALATHA, S. SENTHILNATHAN (2006) Effect
of sparse distribution pores in Soret-driven ferrothermohaline convection. Journal of
Magnetism and Magnetic Material s302 20-28.

[43] R. SEKAR, K. RAJU (2013) Effect of magnetic field dependent viscosity on Soret-
driven thermoconvective instability of ferromagnetic fluid in the presence of rotat-
ing anisotropic porous medium of sparse particle suspension. International Journal of
Mathematical Sciences 12 13-31.

[44] P.G BAINES, A.E. GILL (1969) On thermohaline convection with linear gradients.
Journal of Fluid Mechanics 37 289-306.


