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Abstract

Our goal is to present a simple interface-capturing approach for barotropic two-fluid flow problems in more than one
space dimension. We use the compressible Euler equations in isentropic form as a model system with the thermodynamic
property of each fluid component characterized by the Tait equation of state. The algorithm uses a non-isentropic form
of the Tait equation of state as a basis to the modeling of the numerically induced mixing between two different
barotropic fluid components within a grid cell. Similar to our previous work for multicomponent problems, see [J.
Comput. Phys. 171 (2001) 678] and references cited therein, we introduce a mixture type of the model system that
consists of the full Euler equations for the basic conserved variables and an additional set of evolution equations for the
problem-dependent material quantities and also the approximate location of the interfaces. A standard high-resolution
method based on a wave-propagation formulation is employed to solve the proposed model system with the dimen-
sional-splitting technique incorporated in the method for multidimensional problems. Several numerical results are
presented in one, two, and three space dimensions that show the feasibility of the method as applied to a reasonable class
of practical problems without introducing any spurious oscillations in the pressure near the smeared material interfaces.
© 2004 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with a model barotropic two-fluid flow problem where the flow regime of
interest is assumed to be homogeneous with no jumps in the pressure and velocity (the normal component
of it) across a material interface in an N; > 1 spatial domain. In the problem formulation, we use the is-
entropic version of the compressible Euler equations of the form
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o/ p M9 pu; B .
a_t(pu,-)+zaj(pu,-u,+p(p)5,, =0 fori=12,...N, (1)

J=1

for the basic equations of motion of each fluid component, where p, u;, p, and J,;; denote the density, the
particle velocity in the x;-direction, the pressure, and the Kronecker delta function, respectively (cf. [9]). To
complete the model, the constitutive law for the thermodynamic property of the fluid is taken to satisfy the
Tait equation of state for compressible liquids (or called the Murnaghan equation of state in the context of
an elastic solid [34]),

o) =+ ( L) - o)

Po

Here py and p,, are the reference pressure and density, respectively, % is a pressure-like constant, and 7y is a
dimensionless parameter, see [31] for a typical set of material-dependent quantities of practical importance.
Representative applications of this two-fluid model are, for instance, to the simulation of the propagation
of shock waves in a water—human tissue media in Extracorporeal Shock Wave Lithotripsy [35], or in a
water—silicone oil media in the semiconductor industry [57].

To solve this barotropic flow problem numerically, we want to use a generalization of the classical
shock-capturing method designed originally for single component flows. For non-barotropic multicom-
ponent problems, it is known in the literature that the principal difficulty in the usual extension is the
occurrence of spurious pressure oscillations when two or more fluid components are present in a uniform
Cartesian grid cell, see the sample numerical methods proposed in [1-3,12,15,18,21,30,43] for more ex-
position. For the current application of barotropic flows, there is, however, a relatively few methods de-
veloped for the matter, see the recent work of Koren et al. [23], and van Brummelen and Koren [54] for a
concise survey.

The approach we take here is to first introduce a non-isentropic form of the Tait equation of state as a
basis to the modeling of the mixing between two different barotropic fluid components. Then with the help
of a volume-fraction function, we define a hybrid equation of state so that the pressure of the fluid can be
determined explicitly no matter what fluid component (pure or not) is within a grid cell (see Section 2).
Having that, as in the previous work [45-48], we are able to derive a mixture type of the model system that
consists of the full Euler equations for the basic conserved variables and an additional set of evolution
equations for the problem-dependent material quantities and also the approximate location of the inter-
faces. In our approach, the latter equations are included in the algorithm primarily for an easy computation
of the pressure from the equation of state, and are put in a form so as to ensure a consistent modeling of the
energy equation near the smeared interfaces, and also the fulfillment of the mass equation in the other single
component regions. A standard high-resolution method based on a wave-propagation formulation is
employed to solve the proposed model system with the dimensional-splitting technique incorporated in the
method for multidimensional problems. Numerical results to be presented in Section 6 show that this is a
viable approach to a reasonable class of practical problems without producing any wrong oscillations in the
pressure near the interfaces.

It should be emphasized that the approach we have proposed here is by no means limited to the two-fluid
flows with a Tait equation of state. Extension of the algorithm to other barotropic flow problems with the
more general pressure law as occurred in cases with some solid materials (cf. [32,33]), for example, and also
to problems involving more than two-flow components, can be made in a similar manner by following the
idea described in this paper. Without going into the details for that here, we want to focus our attention to
the establishment of the basic solution strategy and validate its use via numerical experimentation of some
sample problems.
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This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we propose a new equation of state for the modeling of
the mixing between two different barotropic flows within a grid cell. In Section 3, we describe the model
equations that is easy to use for numerical approximation of barotropic two-fluid problems. The con-
struction of the approximate solution for the one-dimensional Riemann problem of the model is discussed
in Section 4, and a brief review of numerical methods based on wave propagation is given in Section 5. In
Section 6, we present a sample test of results for problems in one, two, and three space dimensions.

2. Equations of state

One of the key elements in our fluid-mixture approach for multicomponent problems is the introduction
of a hybrid version of the equation of state that is necessary in the algorithm for modeling the numerical
mixing between two different fluid components within a grid cell. In the current instance of barotropic
flows, the basic idea of the proposed method is simple. We view the mixture of two different barotropic
fluids, where each of them is described by the same Tait equation of state (2) but possibly with a different set
of material-dependent quantities: y, %4, and p,, as a non-barotropic fluid, and use an entropy-dependent
equation of state for describing the thermodynamic behavior of the fluid mixture instead. By using the first
and second laws of thermodynamics (cf. [13,59]) together with (2), it is easy to derive such an equation of
state for the pressure p in terms of the mixture density p and the specific entropy S as:

po.5) =SS+ 9) (L) - G
0
where .o/ (S) = exp|[(S — Sy)/Cv] and Cy denotes the specific heat at constant volume. Clearly, (3) reduces to
the barotropic flow case (2), when the change of the entropy AS =S — Sy — 0. In the non-limiting case,
however, when AS is not close to zero, (3) does give a way to the representation of the cases in between, that
is to the mixing of two different barotropic fluids. Numerical experiences indicate that when AS is not large,
i.e., entropy variation of the fluids is somewhat small, (3) is a good model to use for a reasonable class of
practical problems, see Section 6.
It is worthwhile to mention that when we rewrite (3) in terms of the often-used variables in gas dynamics,
p and the internal energy e, it takes the form

p(p,e):(v—l)p<e+%) -4 (4)

Po
and when we rewrite (3) in terms of p and the temperature 7, it becomes
p(p,T) = pRT — A,

where R is the universal gas constant. Note that in the fluid dynamical literature an equation of state of the
form (4) is typically called the stiffened gas or Tammann equation of state (cf. [14,17]). It is also easy to
show that the internal energy of the purely barotropic fluid can be computed by (4) but with the use of (2)
directly for the pressure term.

For convenience in the later development, we use a volume-fraction function Y to indicate the type of
fluid component within a grid cell (this is a standard way to do in many two-phase flow solver [42,56,58]).
For instance, when grid cells contain only fluid-component 1 we may set ¥ = 1, and so when grid cells
contain only fluid-component 2 we set ¥ = 0. In case there are some cells cut by the interfaces where
Y € (0, 1), we then have both the fluid-components 1 and 2 occupied by the volume fractions ¥ and 1 — 7,
respectively. With this definition of Y, the pressure of a barotropic two-fluid flow problem in all the fluid-
component scenarios within a grid cell can be determined straightforwardly by:



K.-M. Shyue | Journal of Computational Physics 200 (2004) 718-748 721

(por +931)(7g1)"" — %, if Y =1 (barotropic fluid 1),
p=13 (o + %) ()"~ @ if ¥ =0 (barotropic fluid 2), (5)
(y— 1)p(e n ﬂé) — & if Y € (0,1) (mixture of two barotropic fluids)

provided that all the variables appeared there are defined and known a priori.

Finally, it should be remarked that, in this work, the thermodynamical description of the materials of
interest is limited by the stability requirement that the speed of sound of the fluid belongs to a set of real
numbers. Certainly, it is both interesting and important to include the cavitation and phase-transition
effects to the present constitutive model in a region where the pressure drops to a critical value, but this
subject matter is a very difficult one, and is beyond the scope of this paper, see [4,5,11,44,55] and references
cited therein for some possible models and approaches proposed in the literature.

3. Equations of motion

We now discuss the model equations that will be used in our numerical methods for constructing ap-
proximate solutions of barotropic two-fluid problems. To begin, clearly, in regions where Y =0 or ¥ = 1, it
is enough to use (1) and (2) for the complete description of the behavior of the underlying single-component
barotropic flow. In regions where ¥ € (0, 1), however, since the mixture of two barotropic fluid components
is modeled in a non-isentropic manner, see Section 2, the original isentropic Eq. (1) are not sufficient to this
instance, and so some supplementary equations need to be considered to provide further information of the
fluid mixture.

It is apparent that, because the thermodynamic behavior of the fluid mixture depends on the entropy as
we have postulated, the conservation law for the total energy of the form

Na

0 0
5; PE) + > > (PEu; + pu;) =0 (6)
=

should be incorporated in the model system, where £ = ¢ + Zyjl uj2 /2 is the specific total energy. In ad-
dition to that, as in our previous work on numerical methods for compressible multicomponent problems
(cf. [45,46,48]), we also introduce a set of effective equations for the problem-dependent material quantities
so that the pressure can be computed easily from the equation of state.

3.1. y-based effective equations

To derive the aforementioned effective equations for the mixture of material quantities in the present
stiffened gas case, it is usual to start with an interface-only problem where both the pressure and each
component of the particle velocities are constant in the domain, while the other variables such as the density
and the material quantities are having jumps across some interfaces. In this instance, from (1) and (6), it is
easy to obtain equations for the time-dependent behavior of the density and total internal energy as
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in a respective manner. By inserting the equation of state (4) into the latter one, we find an alternative
description of the energy equation

o (p+v%4 X M d (p+yvB B B
&< ——ﬂ>+;“jaj ——p)=0 (7)

y—=1  pg =1 pg

that is in relation to not only the pressure, but also the material quantities: y, 4, and p,.
In our algorithm, to maintain the pressure in equilibrium as it should be for our model interface-only
problem, we split (7) into the following two equations for the fluid mixtures of 1/(y—1) and

V8/(y — 1) — Bp/p, as

o/ 1 WG 1
5<v—1>+,§;u’@_)@(v—l>_0’ (8

o( v# & Yoo D ( B B >

@t<v—1 pop)+;u’@xf =1 n") 7" (80)
respectively. We emphasize that in order to have the correct pressure equilibrium in (7), these are the two key
equations that should be satisfied and approximated consistently (when the problem is solved numerically, see
Section 5). On the other hand, as a practical matter, it is obvious that, in addition to (8a) and (8b), we need to
impose one more additional condition so as to have enough equations for the three material quantities: y, 4,
and p,. In our approach (cf. [46,48]), this is done by simply splitting (8b) into the following two parts:

o[ v4 al 0 ZAN
7 (751) o (757) - 5

o0 (% Ni D (93 )
—(Zp)+SN u—(Zp) =0. 8d
@t<pop> ;’axf 0o’ (8d)

Having done so, we arrive at a system of three equations. (8a), (8c), and (8d) for the variables 1/(y — 1),
v4/(y— 1), and Bp/p,, respectively. Combining them to (1) and (6) yields a model system that is fun-
damental in our algorithm for describing the behavior of the numerical mixing between two barotropic
fluids near the interface. With that, there is no difficulty to compute the pressure from (4) as

p:lpE_z%(pwf B % /(ﬁ)

2p po- -1

Up to this point, our discussion stresses only on an approach that is capable of keeping the pressure in
equilibrium for a model interface-only problem. Since in practice we are interested in shock wave problems as
well, we should take the equations, i.e., (8a), (8¢c), and (8d), in a form such that y, 4, and p, remain unchanged
across both shocks and rarefaction waves. In this regard, it is easy to see that with y and % governed by (8a)
and (8c), respectively, there is no problem to do so (cf. [1,45]). For p, or %4/p,, however, due to the ap-
pearance of the density term in (8d), it turns out that, in a time when such a situation occurs, for consistent
with the mass conservation law of the fluid mixture the primitive form of (8d) should be modified by

o (B N5 /B
i (o) +2 (o) =0 (8)

Jj=1

so that the mass-conserving property of the solution in the single component region can be acquired also
(cf. [46]). We note that, for convenience, we call the set of equations (8a), (8c), and (8e), a y-based effective
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equations for the mixture of the material quantities of the stiffened gas equation of state to be distinct from
the other one presented below.

3.2. Y-based effective equations
Before proceeding further, we note that to find the initial fluid mixtures, 1/(y — 1), y%/(y — 1), and %p/ p,,

that is necessary when we initialize the data for multicomponent flow computations, we use the equation of
state (4), where written as a function of the volume fraction Y, for 1 = 1,2, and ¥; + ¥, = 1, it reads

2 2
P38 A (p,w,% B, >
——p=pe= Yipe = Y W———————»n ) (9a)
Y= 1 Po Z ; e~ 1 Po;
Here the subscript “1”’ denotes the state variable of fluid component 1. By taking a similar approach as

employed in Section 3.1 for the derivation of the y-based effective equation (cf. [45,46] also), it comes out
easily a splitting of (9a) into the following set of relations:

1 2y, 9B =, 18 i 2B,
= ) YI — ) and —p = Yl_pz7 9b
y—1 Z;y,—l 7—1 ; 7 —1 Po ; Po. )

1=

where in the process of splitting the terms the pressure p is chosen to satisfy the relation as
2

4 )4
I Y, . 9¢c
e I DL ey (%)
With the first part of (9b), it is easy to see that when each of the partial pressures is in equilibrium within a
grid cell, the pressure obtained from (9c) would remain in equilibrium also, i.e., p = p,, for 1 = 1,2, see [37]

for a different way to derive the same result.
Now with the volume-fraction notion of the states 1/(y — 1), y8/(y — 1), and %Bp/p, being defined by
(9b), the y-based effective equations may be rewritten into the form:

0 (< Y,
a_t<zy,—l>+z jax <Z%_1>:0’ (10a)

0 [ < 7.9, Mod 2 1.4,
&<ZYZ%_1>+ZW$ ZKF =0, (10b)

%(fo’ )*Za (ZY!@Ip,uj>:O. (10c)

1=1

After some simple algebraic manipulations (cf. [45]), from both (10a) and (10b), we find the transport
equation for each volume fraction Y, as

oY, Ju 9y,
G Ny, (10d)

while from (10c) we find the mass conservation equation for each fluid component 1 as

Na

0 0
J

=1
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for 1 = 1, 2. Clearly, when the set of ¥, and Y,p, are known from (10d) and (10e), we may therefore compute
1/(y=1),78/(y — 1), and ZBp/p, directly from (9b). Thus, instead of using the y-based effective equations,
it is a viable approach to use the Y-based equations (10d) and (10e), for the motion of the mixture of the
material quantities of the problem.

3.3. Complete model system

Note that to constitute a complete model system that is capable of dealing with all the fluid phase cases,
Y=0,Y=1,orY €(0,1), we have to know the approximate location of the interfaces so that the correct
equations of motion as well as the equation of state can be employed to each part of the domain, from the
current time to the next. Here, since Y; + Y, = 1, it is clear that if we choose ¥} =Y andso ¥, = 1 — 7, the
two transport equations in (10d) for each of ¥; and ¥, can be combined, without affecting anything, to a
single one for Y as

Y oY
il E s )\ 10f
ot " x; ’ (101)

J=1

leading to the evolution equation we use in practice for that matter. It is important to mention that, in
devising a fluid-mixture type algorithm for multicomponent problems, one common practice (cf. [45,46,48])
is to consider the mixture of the total density, p = Y;p, + Y2p,, as one of the basic variables, but is not to
use the mixtures of the separate fluid densities, Y| p, and Y,p,, as the basic variables, in the proposed model
system. When this is the case, it should be more sensible to use (8¢) as the governing equation for the time-
evolution of the variable #p/p, than the use of the last relation in (9b) together with one of the equations in
(10e) for the determination of #p/p,.

Putting all the things together, with the hybrid equation of state (5), the model equations with which we
propose to solve the barotropic two-fluid flow problems in more than one space dimension take the form:

Na

oD g ou) =0

0 YD

§(pul)+;a—)cj(puluj+p5ij):0 for i=1,2,..., Ny,

0 YD

&(pE)—i-;aj(pEu/—kpuj):O if ¥ € (0,1), (11)
Na

%(%p)—&-;%(%pu}):O if ¥ €(0,1),

Y oy
or 2 0.
TR

j=1

Notice that when Y € (0, 1) we have a system of N, + 4 equations for the motion of the mixing between two
barotropic phases. Clearly, the first N; + 2 of them are simply the basic conservation of the mass, momenta
(N, of them), and total energy, while the last two equations are (8¢) and (10f) that are introduced to model
the fluid-mixing of %p/p, and the volume-fraction function Y (a quantity that is used in the model to
identify the approximate location of the interface and also to find y and # according to the first two re-
lations in (9b)). On the other instance, when Y =0 or ¥ =1, we just have the first N, + 1 equations
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governing the single-component barotropic flow as usual. With a system expressing in this way, there is no
problem to compute all the state variables of interest, including the pressure from the equation of state. The
initialization of the state variables in (11) for fluid-mixture cells can be made in a standard way as described
in [45,46] for numerical simulations.

Note that, as before, the proposed model system (11) is not written in the full conservation form, but is
rather a quasi-conservative system of equations. However, for any given N,, if the state variables of the flow
are all in the region of the thermodynamic stability (this is the case we are interested in here), it is not
difficult to show that (11) is a hyperbolic system in the sense that any linear combination of the matrices A4;,

j=12,... Ny, appearing in the quasi-linear form of the equations
9 | - Oq
4 E A(g) —L =0 12
@t + = /(q) axj ( a‘)

has real eigenvalues and a complete set of eigenvectors.
As an example, we consider the three-dimensional case N; = 3 and then have the state vector ¢ in (12a)
defined by

P T
q= (p,pul,puz,pus,pE,pop, Y> : (12b)
and the matrices 4;, for j = 1,2, 3, defined by
i 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
K—ul w(-T) —wul —us I’ r - g
—ujuy up u 0 0 0 0
Ay = —u U3 U3 0 U 0 0 0 [,
w(K—H) H—-uwI' —wul —wusI w(T+1) —ul uy
—u1 B/ py B/ p, 0 0 0 u 0
0 0 0 0 0 0w |
i 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 ]
—ujuy up U 0 0 0 0
K—u} -u ' w2-T) —ul r -
Ay = —Usli3 0 Uz U 0 0 0 [,
w(K—H) —wuwl H—wI —wwusI u(T+1) —uwl uy
—u B/ py 0 B/ p, 0 0 U 0
0 0 0 0 0 0w |
i 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 ]
—u U3 Us 0 u 0 0 0
—Usli3 0 U U 0 0 0
Ay=| K-} —u ' —ul' u;(2-1T) r -
us(K—H) —wusI’ —wusI' H— 3T us(F+1) —usI usy
—u3 8/ py 0 0 B/, 0 u3 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 u |
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With that, the eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors of the matrices are:for matrix 4,

A4

- diag(zﬁ‘ug”,...

1
u —c

up
= (ril), rgn, ceey rgl)) = us3

B/ po
0

for matrix A4,,

A4

1
uj

U — C
= (r?), r§2>, cee r<72)) = U3

A/ po
0

and for matrix 43,

Ay,

— diag (zf), IS
T
uj
up
(A ) = | e

A/ po
0

1
uj
up

us

0
0

1

uj
up

us

0
0

1

uj
up

us

0
0

1
u +c
up

us

H—uwc K/T H+4uc

A/ py
0

1

uj

u, +c¢

us

H—wc K/T H+uc

A/ po
0

1
uj

up

Uy +c¢
H—uye K/ H+usc

A/ po
0

,/lgw) = diag(u; — ¢, uy,uy + c,uy,. ..

0
0
1

0
2%)
0
0

,= diag(igz), /1§2>, R ig”) = diag(uy — ¢, up, ur + c,us, . ..

0
1
0
0
231
0
0

.,153)> = diag(u; — ¢,us,us + c,u3, ...

0
1
0
0
231
0
0

253
0
0

oS O O

—1/T

S O O

—1/T

S O O

(U
—1/T
0
1

,@r,ﬁ”,j =1,2,3,and k =1,2,...,7. Here ¢ = \/y(p + %)/ p is the speed of sound of the fluid, and
the other notations appeared in the above formulae are set by ' =y — 1, K =T 23 /2, H=E+p/p,
and y = =I'[(p+7%)/(n = 1) = (p+ %)/ (7, — 1)].

For the case of the latter reference, it is customary to write (11) into a more compact expression by

g 0
az+;‘f1<6x_,-’q> :

where f; is taken as the vector-value function of the form

=17

(13)
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d d d d o (3 or 1"
fi= o, (p”f)’aTCj (puru; + poy), ... Bx; (pun,u; + P5Ndj)’a*xj (PEu; + puf)’ach (;)opu’>’ujax_,-] ;
forj=1,2,...,N,. Itis easy to see that the functions f; defined above reduce to the standard flux functions
for a single component flow.

To end this section, it is worth mentioning that if for some reasons the variables Y;p, and Y,p, are the
preferable ones to be used in the algorithm, we may reformulate (11) into an analogous form of the five-
equation model advocated by Allaire et al. [3] for compressible multicomponent flow problems. Since this
2-density formulation of the model system will not be considered in the present work, to avoid any possible
confusions that may cause, we omit the full description of that model here.

4. Approximate Riemann solvers

Before describing numerical methods to solve (11), we pause to discuss the construction of the Riemann
problem solutions in one space dimension which is one of the major steps in our barotropic two-fluid
algorithm. If we consider the case N; = 3 as an example, the problem to be solved now is to find the so-
lution of (11) in the direction normal to one of the x;x,, x,x3, and x;x3 planes, with piecewise constant data
gL and gr to the left and right of the cell interface. It should be noted that in the applications concerned
here, we have chosen the data ¢ and gr well enough so that the solution of the Riemann problem would
consist of genuinely nonlinear waves such as shock and rarefaction, and linearly degenerate wave such as
contact discontinuity; there is no vacuum region occurring in the solution. To simplify the notation in the
following discussion, rather than using (u,uy,u3) for the velocity field as before, we use a simpler version
(u, v, w) instead. Without loss of generality, we only look at the Riemann problem in the direction normal
to the x,x3-plane.

4.1. Shock-only solver

To begin, we are interested in a popular shock-only (or called two-shock) approximation of the Riemann
solver that ignores the possibility of rarefaction waves and simply construct a solution in which each pair of
the states is connected along the Hugoniot locus for a shock (cf. [7,8]). In this approach, the key step is to
find the midstate (up,pn) in the u—p phase plane so that it can connect to (up,pr) by a 1-shock, and to
(ur, pr) by a 3-shock. It is well known that this is equivalent to solving the following nonlinear equation in
an iterative manner for the pressure py,:

h(pm) = “mR(pm) - ”mL(Pm> =0. (14)

Here u,,; and u,,g are the velocities defined by connecting the states along the 1-shock and 3-shock curves,
respectively,

_uL_P—PL g (p) = Up P —Pr
umL(p) - ML(p)7 m (p) +MR(p)’ (15)

with M, denoting the Lagrangian shock speed, for 1 = L or R. In the current application of the pressure law
(5), we may compute M, quite easily by evaluating the formula

_ : _ _
o T fY=1lorY=0

Hp) = C?[1+(%)(p+%_1)] if ¥ e(0,1),

Dit+%,

(16)
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where C, = p,c, is the Lagrangian sound speed, and p,, is the midstate density on the 1 side,

poit+#,

a2\
p0,<”+’”’) if Y=1orY =0,
pml(p) = ] - -1 . (17)
[p; —%] if ¥ € (0,1).
Note that (16) and (17) are as a result derived from the Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions across the
shock waves (cf. [9]).
When applying a standard root-finding approach such as the secant method to (14), we have a 2-step

iteration scheme as follows:

(n) _ pn—=1)

(n+1) _ (n) |pm P | [ (n) (")}

P = Pl T ] | ] (R T el (18)
Unp = Upp, |+ |Upr — Unpr

where u\") = u,,[p™], for 1 =L or R, and n = 1,2,... (until convergence). With a suitable choice of the
starting values p¥ and p\l), method (18) typically converges to the exact solution py, at a superlinear rate
[22]. For gas dynamics, it is a common practice to set p{¥ and p\l) by

© _PRCLAPpLCr — (ur —uL)CLCr

Fm CL+ Cr ’ 1
) :PRMﬁo) + oMy — (ur — u) MM
" MO + my ’

where M© = M,[p\?)]. Having that, we may assign u) and u") by

0) Y — pr

0) _
(0) PL (
= = ur + R
mR IR Cr

Uy = UL — u

G
and uf]i)L and ul(;;{ according to (15). After a satisfactory convergence of the scheme, u,, can then be cal-
culated based on the formula:

_ pL—pr+ L ML(pm) + ur M (Pr)
ML (pm) + MR (_pm) '

We note that alternatively we may use a 1-step Newton method for the solution of (14). In this case, the
iteration scheme reads as follows:

Um

. ; Z(”)z(”) . .
pr(n+1) :p1<n) _ (n)L R ol |:ur(nl)l — ul(nd, (20)
Z, +Zy

where Z") = Z,[p™], for 1 = L or R, and n = 1,2,... (until convergence). Again with (5) it is an easy matter
to evaluate Z, by

263, (0) ity — _
2(p) = dpm | M,2+C,2”,(p)M' if Y=1orY =0, 21
1 - - 2 .
duy M, if Y €(0,1),

where C,,, = p,,,c... Here the initial guess of the iteration p{”) can be taken in the same way as in (19) for the
secant method. It is known that the rate of convergence of method (20) is quadratic, when p? is sufficiently
close to pn (cf. [22]).
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Fig. 1 shows a typical solution structure of the two-fluid Riemann problem considered here. Clearly, in a
shock-only approximate solver, we replace the leftward-going rarefaction wave by a 1-shock and so the
solution consists of three discontinuities moving at constant speeds. Here the propagation speed of each
discontinuity is determined by

_ ML(pm)

I = gy — ) Jo = tmy A3 = tim +

Pint. (Pm)

with the jumps across each of them computed by the difference between the states to the left and right of the
discontinuity,

(22)

W1 = qumL — 41, W2 = qumr — qmL, W3 = gr — qur, (23)

where ¢, is calculated from (12b) using the data: p,,,, m, Pm, Ui Wi, %1, Poi» Pors and Y, for 1 = L or R. As
usual, wave propagation methods (to be described in Section 5) are based on using these propagating
discontinuities to update the cell averages in the cells neighboring each interface.

4.2. HLL-type solver

We are next concerned with a simple variant of the Riemann solver based on the work of Harten et al.
[16] for general hyperbolic systems of conservation laws,

0g 0O _
o + af@) =0, (24)

where g € R" is the vector of conserved variables for a system of n equations, and f is the flux function.
Recall that in the original version of the HLL solver, the solution of the Riemann problem is assumed to be
composed of two discontinuities propagating at constant speeds A; and Ag to the left and right, separating
three constant states in the x— space. If we assume further that /1, and Az are known a priori by some simple
estimates based on the local information of the wave speeds (cf. [10,52]), then by using the integral form of
the conservation laws over a sufficiently large control volume [—M, M| x [0, T], for some M and T € R, it is

(a) t (b) t
N AN
) contact T/t =X
rarefaction :
shock iz ft= X3
I /t = )\1 ’:"
mr, imp

L R L R

0 D Z1 0 Dz

Fig. 1. (a) A typical solution structure of the Riemann problem. (b) Solution structure of the shock-only and HLLC approximate
Riemann solvers. Note that in the original HLL solver the wave family associated with 4, is not present in the solution.
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an easy matter to find the constant state in the middle region, denoted by ¢,,, as the average of the exact
solution over the interval [TA., TAx] at time T,

Tir _ _
v — 1 /T JRqR — /LqL — f(qr) + f(qL) (25)

2N x7 T d‘x = )
T(/L,R — )LL) L q( ) /IR — ;LL

where f'(q,) is the flux evaluated at the state ¢,, for 1 = L or R.

While the above 2-wave HLL solver has been used quite successfully in many numerical methods for
computing approximate solutions of (24), it is known that the numerical result obtained by using this solver
is too diffusive for problems with contact discontinuities (cf. [52]). In addition to that, because of the lack of
information on the structure of the interfaces, it is not an adequate approach at all for general multi-
component problems.

To improve upon this 2-wave Riemann solver, we take a method suggested by Toro et al. [6,53] in that
an additional middle wave of speed u,, is included in the solution structure for modeling the speed of
contact discontinuity, yielding a 3-wave HLL (or called HLLC) solver. Note that if we have had the first
two components of g, computed from (25), we may simply set u, = ¢? /ql), where ¢ is the ith com-
ponent of the vector ¢, see [52] for the various other ways to compute uy,.

With that, our goal next is to find the constant states ¢, and gyr in the regions mp and my to the left
and right of the middle wave, respectively. We do this by using the integral form of the conservation laws
again, but now applied over a control volume [—M,u,,T — €] x [0, T] for the state g,,1., and over a control
volume [u, T + €, M] x [0, T] for the state gmr, 0 < € < 1. When the aforementioned procedure is applied to
the current two-fluid model (11), it is not difficult to show that the result is

LS

Gl =7 ap =undyl g =gyl g =),
) 1) _ £ ©) (26)
s _ San + tm (] ) — 137 © _ @ _
m ’ m ’ qmt - ql ’
)”z — Unm j-z — Up

where ) = J,¢q% — f@(q,) represents the ith component of the vector f,,, for 1 = L or R. It is easy to check
that %(fl)L and qf;)R satisfy the basic consistency condition of the integral form of the conservation laws,

Un — )VL (i) }~R — Uy 0 _ 3
()vR _AL)qu—’_ <AR _;LL 9mR = 9m >

fori=1,2,...,6. As in the shock-only solver, we then set the speed of the three moving discontinuities by
A = AL, Ao = Un, A3 = Ar, with the choice of iy = min(u; — ¢, ur — cr) and Ag = max(up + ¢, ur + cr) as
an example, and the jumps across each of them by (23) using the result (26).

To end this section, it should be mentioned that, when computing the Riemann problem solution of (11), the
iterative shock-only solver described in the beginning of this section is a much more expensive method to use as
compared to the non-iterative 3-wave HLLC solver. But due to the careful construction of the middle state
solution for the contact discontinuity, which is extremely important for many difficult multicomponent
problems with strong shock waves and stiff equations of state, we observe typically a better behavior of the
results when the shock-only solver is in use than the HLLC solver is in use in a numerical method for ap-
proximating solutions of practical problems. Surely, to improve efficiency, one may take a hybrid approach
that utilizes the HLLC solver only in case for a single-fluid Riemann problem, but employs the shock-only
solver in case for two-fluid Riemann problems otherwise. Finally, we note that it is still unclear on how to
define the associated average states in a suitable way that linearizes the matrices in (12a), leading to an efficient
and accurate Roe solver for the class of two-fluid Riemann problem considered here.
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5. Numerical methods

To find approximate solutions of our model system (11) for barotropic two-fluid problems, we use a
high-resolution wave propagation method developed by LeVeque [25,27] for general hyperbolic systems of
partial differential equations. This method is a variant of the fluctuation-and-signal scheme of Roe [39,40]
in that we solve one-dimensional Riemann problems at each cell interface, and use the resulting waves (i.e.,
discontinuities moving at constant speeds) to update the solutions in neighboring grid cells. To achieve high
resolution (i.e., second-order accurate on smooth solutions, and sharp and monotone profiles on discon-
tinuous solutions), we introduce slopes and limiters to the method as in many other high-resolution schemes
for conservation laws [14,26,51]. Here, for simplicity, rather than using x|, x,, and x; for the spatial vari-
ables, we take the often-employed x, y, and z in a respective manner, instead.

5.1. One-dimensional case

We begin our discussion by reviewing the basic idea of the method for solving the simplest N; = 1 case of
our model system,

Ogq 0
with ¢ and f] defined as in (13). To discretize the solution state, we take a uniform grid with fixed mesh

spacing Ax in the x-direction and use a standard finite-volume formulation in which the value Q] ap-
proximates the cell average of the solution over the grid cell [x;,x;.] at time ¢,,

, 1 Xjt+1
O~ = [/ q(x,t,)dx.
The time step from the current time ¢, to the next ¢, is denoted by Az.
5.1.1. First-order method

In this numerical discretization setup, a first-order accurate version of the method in wave-propagation
form is a Godunov-type scheme that can be written as

At &
1 A— i~ \N n
0" =0 - Ax Z‘T (A m) iy + (A ¥ ) (27)
where J,, and ¥, are solutions of the mth wave family, for m = 1,2,...,m,, obtained from solving the

Riemann problems at cell interfaces x; and x,,; with the properly chosen approximate solver as described in
Section 4, and A~ = min(4,0), A7 = max(4,0). It is known that method (27) belongs to a class of upwind
schemes and is stable when the typical CFL (Courant-Friedrichs—Lewy) condition is satisfied (cf.
[14,26,28]). Moreover, it is not difficult to show that the method is quasi-conservative in the sense that when
applying the method to (11) not only the conservation laws but also the transport equations are approx-
imated in a consistent manner by the method, see [46] for the details.

In devising an efficient solver for multicomponent problems, it is of fundamental importance to look into
an interface-only problem (cf. [45,46]) and check to see whether or not an oscillation-free results can be
obtained by using the proposed numerical algorithm. Without loss of generality, here we consider a single
two-fluid Riemann problem where at cell interface x; the initial data consists of uniform pressure p, and
constant velocity u, to the left and right of the interface, but having jumps on the other state variables such
as p, 7, 4, py, and Y. If we now assume a positive velocity u, > 0, and take a shock-only solver (see Section
4.1) for the Riemann problem solution, from (27) the cell average O} would be updated by
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At "
Q;+1 = Qj — E (/LZWZ)I-, (28&)
or equivalently by
0 n+l1 0 n Ap n
pu pio At upAp
pE =| PE | —uw| A(pE) |, (28b)
Bp/po Ap/po A(%p/po)
Y ; Y ; AY

when expressing (28a) in terms of the solution states of the problem. Noting that in this case the difference
operator A is simply applied to the Riemann data 0} , and Q] on the left and right of the interface.

If we substitute the first equation of (28b) into the second one, it follows quite easily that we have the expected
quantity of the particle velocity u;’“ = uy. With this result, the third equation of (28b) can be simplified to

n+1

n At n
(pe)j = (pe)j _EMOA(:D@)]
or alternatively to

p+v8 2\ (p+yB B \" At p+1%8 % \"
-= = (B2 -] — Swh -=p
7—1 Po y—1 Po Ax 7—1 Po

J J J

when employing the equation of state of the form (4). It is important to note that, when the fluid is

barotropic, the total internal energy of the flow can be calculated directly by using (4) together with (2) for

the pressure term. Thus we may use it to define the total energy for purely barotropic flows as in the case for

the non-barotropic flows (i.e., the mixture of two different barotropic fluid components), yielding the vi-

ability of the above formula, no matter what type of the fluid component is present in the Riemann data.
If we proceed our computation by applying the fourth equation of (28b) to the above equation, we

obtain further simplification

(p+v%)”“ _ (pﬂ«%)”AquA(pﬂﬂ)”
=1/, y—1 /), Ax =1/,

Now the replacement of y and 4 by the volume-fraction relations in (9b) would lead to an alternative form
of the above equation as

5 n+1 5 5
p+7.% Do+ VB n At Dpo+ 7,4, 0
y e = 2 7y - = 2 TN AY)" .
<Z: %—1> ( L R ; p—1 N

j 1=1

Then, after a simple manipulation, we get the desired pressure equilibrium p}* ' = py, under the condition of
the fulfillment of the difference equations for the volume fraction Y,

()7 = (1), - Equ(Y,);'
for 1 = 1,2. Note that this is exactly the last equation of (28b), because we have employed the notations in
which Y, =Y and , =1-7.
Having shown this, it is also easy to demonstrate that, if the HLLC solver (see Section 4.2) is used
instead for solving the aforementioned interface-only problem, we get the same Riemann problem solution
as presented in (28b), and hence obtain the same numerical result of the problem.
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5.1.2. High-resolution method

To improve the accuracy of method (27) to second-order, it is a customary approach by first introducing
correction waves in a piecewise-linear form with zero mean value and then propagating each wave over the
time step Az to update the cell averages it overlaps. Without providing the details here (cf. [28,29] for
example), with the corrections, (27) is modified by

At ™ At ! At~ 1"
0= 0 = 5 3 [lnl(1- Vil 52 ) 7] = V(1= inl 55 ) 7] )
m=1 j+1 j

J J

where ¥, is a limited value of %", obtained by comparing %", with the corresponding #", from the
neighboring Riemann problem to the left (if 4,, > 0) or to the right (if 4, < 0).

Note that with the use of the wave-form representation of the Riemann solver as described in Section 4, it is
quite common to perform the limiting procedure over each component of the wave via a limiter function @
(e.g., by using the minmod function ¢(0) = max(0, min(1, 0)) or some others as discussed in [51]), and set

W) = (9@) w0 with 09 =

mj mj mj

" _{jl if A =0, (30)

"/Vf,?/’ j+1 if 2, <0,
where W is the ith component of #7,,;. While this approach works in a satisfactory manner without
causing any wrong oscillations for the 1- and 3- waves it was mentioned in [46,48] that, for the 2-wave, the
third limited component on the total energy W) »; should be modified to ensure a consistent approximation
of that term, yielding the desired pressure equlhbrlum near the interfaces.

To demonstrate how the modification needs to be done in the current barotropic flow model (11), we use
the interface-only problem described in Section 5.1.1 as an example. Then from (29) the cell average Q" !
obtained using (28a) would be updated by

At —~ \"
Q;H — Q;_:Jrl __|)2|( |A2—) (Wz/ﬂ sz) , (31a)

or equivalently by

[ o[(an),/(80),, | (An),,,
. . w0 [(80),/(80),.,] (4p),.,
oE =| £ | -t0-uw ®[(ApE),/(ApE),..] (APE),.,

g}py/ Po | '%Y/ Po @ [(A-@p/ po);/ (ABp/ py) j+l} (AZp/po);.
j ’ | eangan,an,,
@[(8p),1/(Ap), | (8p), 1"
w®|(Ap),.1/(Ap),| (Ap),
+51-pw ®|(ApE),_,/(ApE), | (ApE), 7 (31b)

o[(ABp/p0),1/ (B%0/p0),| (A%p o),

o[(ar),.,/(an) ] (AY),
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when applying the limiter function (30) to the above equation, and letting p = uyAt/Ax. Note that, from the
first two equations of (31b), we find easily u;f“ = u, that is independent of the limiter being employed to the
method. Clearly, as in the first-order case, to maintain the pressure in equilibrium, the results that are used
for the solutions of #p/p, and Y in the fourth and fifth components of (31b), respectively, should be in-
corpvorated into the computation of the total energy, i.e., in the third component of (31b). But the definition
of W) >, employed in (31b) does not respect this fact, in general, for any chosen limiter function, and so it
should not be the correct form to be used in practice for this matter.

Motivated by the previous work (cf. [46,48]), one possible approach is to make a new definition of W) 5/ as

03) (AK)jfl 2 V.8, (AYl)j—] (Agp/pO)jfl P
g =0 (Ar), (AK),-‘F;%_I‘P (AY,), (AY), — @ A %/n), (AZp/py);;

where k = pE — y%/(y — 1) + Bp/p,, or alternatively in addition to that one may set the first term on the
right-hand side of the expression as

(Ax);_, 1, | (Ap) 2 (AY), |
@y, | '_Eu"’(pl (Ap), ](Ap)ﬁp*'ﬂZ 7 1(13{ (A1), 1(AK)1-

Here u,; and p,; are the midstate solutions of the Riemann problem at cell interface x;. With any of these
revisions of the limited 2-wave on the total energy, it is not difficult to show that for the interface-only
problem we again have the required pressure equilibrium in the solution of the method. Moreover, we
obtain a better resolution of the result as compared to the first-order result, see Fig. 2 for an example.

P

5.2. Multidimensional case

To extend the one-dimensional wave propagation method to more space dimensions, here we take a
simple dimensional-splitting approach in which a multidimensional problem is split into a sequence of one-
dimensional problems. Consider the three-dimensional case N, = 3, for example. The barotropic two-fluid
flow problem modeled by (13),

dq 0 o o\

can be split into

1.0

0.8

water air =

N.DBDRM
1.2

0.6

02 04
0.9

A#&BDBDWV
0.8

0.0

-2 -1 0 1 2 -2 -1 0 1 2

X X

Fig. 2. Numerical results for an interface-only problem at time ¢ = 0.01. The triangles shows result obtained using the first-order
method, while the filled octagons shows the result using the high-resolution method. The solid line is the exact solution.
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Jq 0

x-sweeps : - + /i (a,q) =0, (32a)
Oq 0

y-sweeps : o + /2 (ayaQ> =0, (32b)
og [0

z-sweeps : = + /i (a—z,q> = 0. (32¢)

Assuming a uniform Cartesian grid with fixed mesh spacing Ax, Ay, and Az in the x-, y-, and z-direction,
respectively. In a finite-volume formulation of the solution, the value O, would approximate the cell
average of the solution over the (i, j, k)th grid cell at time ¢,,

AxAyAz///UA q(x,y,z,t,)dxdydz,

where € = [x;,xi11] X [Vj,541] X 2k, ze+1] denotes the cubical region occupied by the grid cell (7, j, k). Then
a dimensional-splitting (or called Godunov-splitting) version of the first-order wave propagation method in
three dimensions can be written as:

Ar . "
- —on 2 )f")*n//()‘)) (%"“W”) 33
Qz]k ijk Ax P ( m m Lk + ‘m m [jk7 ( a)
At & : :
g L 2(”’"/%(”) ("WW@) 33b
Qljk Qljk Ay mzz:l ( m m Iy + o m ijk’ ( )

* At S z)— z o z z o

’77:1 = O — Az o (/1’(") W5'7>)ij<,k+1 * (/1’(”)+W£'7>>zzik' (33¢)
Note that in the x-sweeps we start with cell average Of; at time 7, and solve (32a) along each row of cells
with j and k fixed, updating 07, to Oy by the use of (33a), where Af,f)l g and A fj}ijk are solutions of the mth
wave family obtained from solving the one-dimensional Riemann problems in the direction normal to the
cell interface between € and ;.1 % with Of; and 0}, , as initial data. Then in the y-sweeps we can use the
Oy values as data for solving (32b) along each column of cells %, with i and k fixed, which gives us Q7 "
from (33b). Finally, in the z-sweeps we use the Q7 values as data for solving (32¢) along the other column
of cells %, with i and j fixed, yielding the solution of the next time step Qj“,gl from (33c).

To improve numerical accuracy of this splitting method, in each one- dlmensmnal sweep, we may simply
apply the same high-resolution approach as discussed in Section 5.1.2 to the current multidimensional
problem. Note that, for an interface-only problem in multiple space dimensions, by performing a similar
analysis as done in Section 5.1, it is not difficult to show that the method described above gives the correct
pressure equilibrium without introducing any spurious oscillations near the smeared interface, see Fig. 5 for
a numerical example in two space dimensions.

It should be mentioned that, except for some simple problems, there will be generally splitting error of
the method just described (cf. [28]). But from numerical experiences it turns out that the splitting error is
often no worse than the errors introduced by the numerical methods in each sweep, and hence it is typically
not necessary to use a more accurate splitting approach such as the Strang splitting [50] to reduce the
splitting error, see [28] for some discussion of why one might not want to use a higher order splitting
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method. In addition, a sample of three-dimensional computations done by J.O. Langseth for vorticity
generated by a shock wave hitting a cylinder of low-density gas even shows good result using the present
method as compared to the fully discrete wave propagation method (cf. [24,25,27]), see the CLAWPACK
webpage: “http://www.amath.washington.edu/~claw”, for the details. For these reasons, we will use the
one-dimensional high-resolution wave propagation method together with the Godunov splitting for all the
multidimensional tests done in the next section.

6. Numerical results

We now present results to validate our numerical algorithm described in Section 5 for barotropic two-
fluid problems. We start our computations by performing a couple of tests in one space dimension and then
do some more tests in multiple space dimensions. Without stating otherwise, we run all the problems using
the HLLC Riemann solver, the “minmod” limiter in a high-resolution method, and the Courant number
v=20.9.

6.1. One-dimensional case

Example 6.1.1. To begin with, we consider an interface-only problem of van Brummelen and Koren [54] in
which the exact solution of the problem is a single air—water material interface evolving in air with uniform
equilibrium pressure py = 1 and constant particle velocity 1y = 100. Initially, the interface is located at the
center of the computational domain x € [—2,2]. On the left of the interface, the fluid is a water-like material
with

(po, 7, %, Y), = (1,7,3000, 1),
while on the right of the interface, the fluid is an air-like material with
(p()v 7 %7 Y)R = (1073, 14, 0, 0) .

Note that with the data given above we may determine the density p by simply using the Tait equation of
state (2).

For this problem, calculations were carried out by using both the first-order and high-resolution version
of the method with a 200-cell grid. Snapshots of the density and pressure at time ¢t = 0.01 are shown in
Fig. 2. It is clear that the pressure obtained using each of these methods remains at the correct constant
state p, without any spurious oscillations near the numerically diffused air-water interface. Moreover, we
get a better result in the density when the high-resolution method is in use in the computation.

Example 6.1.2. Our next example is concerned with a more general data for two-fluid Riemann problem. In
this case, in region where x € [—2,0), we have an air-like material with the state variables

(pouts pos 7, %, Y) = (10°,0,107%,1.4,0,1),
while in region where x € [0, 2], we have a water-like material with the state variables
(pvuvp()v’yv*%a Y)R = (1707 1777300070)

Here the reference pressure p, = 1 is taken throughout the domain. With this initial condition, breaking of
the air-water membrane would result in a self-similar solution in the x—¢ space that consists of a leftward-
going rarefaction wave, a rightward-going contact discontinuity, and a shock wave.
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Fig. 3 shows high-resolution result for the density, momentum, and pressure, at time ¢ = 0.01 using 200
mesh points. From the displayed profiles, we clearly observe the correct behavior and good resolution of
the computed contact discontinuity, and also the shock and rarefaction waves as in comparison with the
exact solution.

Example 6.1.3. As an example to verify convergence of the computed solutions to the correct weak ones,
we consider a shock-contact interaction problem studied by van Brummelen and Koren [54]. In this
problem, the initial condition we take is composed of three constant states with data

D 103 p 1 p 1

u 6.3386 u 0 u 0

Po | _ 1 Po _ 1 Po _ 107

y 7 ’ y 7 ’ Y 14 |
B 3000 B 3000 B 0
Y), 1 Y )y 1 Y/, 0

which is the same data as used in [54] with the exception that on the state L a larger magnitude of the
pressure and velocity are employed here as opposed to pp = 10 and u; = 0.062. Here L is the state used for
x € [-2,—0.1), M is the state used for x € [-0.1,0), and R is the state used for x € [0,2]. We note that this
gives us one example in which a stationary air—water interface is accelerated by a shock wave coming from
the heavy-fluid (water) to the light-fluid (air) region. In one dimension, it is known that the resulting so-
lution after the interaction would consist of a transmitted shock wave, an interface, and a reflected rare-
faction wave.

Numerical result for a run until time # = 0.01 is shown in Fig. 4, where we again solve the problem using
the high-resolution method with 200 mesh points, and plot the snapshot of p, pu, and p at the stopping
time. We can casily see that the shock wave and contact discontinuity are very well located, and the rar-
efaction wave moves at the correct speed with the correct shape. A multidimensional version of the problem
will be considered in the following section.

6.2. Multidimensional case

Example 6.2.1. We now test our algorithm for a two-dimensional form of the interface-only problem that
the solution consists of a circular water column evolving in air with uniform equilibrium pressure and
constant particle velocity throughout the domain. As an example, we take the similar set of data as in
Example 6.1.1 that initially inside the column of radius ry = 0.16, we have a water-like material as

1.0

0.8

0.6
pu

a ] air ! water

0.4
2
200 400 600 800 1000

i

Fig. 3. High-resolution results for a two-fluid Riemann problem at time ¢ = 0.01. The solid line is the exact solution and the points
shows the computed solution with 200 mesh points. The dashed line in each subplot is the initial condition at time ¢ = 0.
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Fig. 4. High-resolution results for a shock-contact interaction problem at time # = 0.01. The graphs of the solution are displayed in the
same manner as in Fig. 3.

(pa U, 0, Pg5 75 ,@7 Y)rgrn = (17 1027 1027 1777 30007 1)1
while outside the column we have an air-like material as

(pou,0, 9,7, 8, 7)., = (1,10°,10%,107,1.4,0,0).

Here r = \/ (x— )co)2 + (- yo)2 is the distance from a point (x,y) in a unit square domain to the center of
the water column (xo,) = (0.25,0.25).

In Fig. 5, we show results obtained using the high-resolution method with a 100 x 100 grid, where the 3D
surface plots of the density and pressure, and the cross-section plots of the density and pressure along x = y
are presented at time # = 0.005. From the figure, it is easy to observe good agreement of the numerical
solutions as compared with the exact results. Notice in particular that the computed pressure remains in
equilibrium as desired, without any spurious oscillations near the smeared air-water column interface.

Example 6.2.2. We next consider a radially symmetric problem so that the computed solutions in two space
dimensions can be compared to the one-dimensional results for numerical validation. In this test, we use the
following two-phase (air—water) flow data for experiments in which, in the air phase, the state variables are

_[(10°,0,0,10%,14,0,1) if r<r
(P’”””po’y’%y){(103,0,0, 10°,1.4,0,1) if 7>,

while in the water phase they are
(pauavapm%'%v Y) = (170707 1777300070) lf r < r<r27

where » = \/x2 +)?%, r; = 0.2, and r, = 1. Here due to the pressure difference between the fluids at r = 7,
breaking of the inner circular membrane occurs instantaneously, yielding an outward-going shock wave in
water, an inward-going rarefaction wave in air, and a contact discontinuity lying in between that separates
the air and water. As times go along, the inward-going wave would be reflected from the geometric center
that generates a new outward-going wave and induces the subsequent interaction of waves. At a somewhat
later time, the outward-going shock wave would be collided with the outer air—water interface at » = r, that
results in a wave pattern consisting of a transmitted shock wave, an interface, and a reflected rarefaction
wave. Because of the symmetry of the solution, for simplicity, we only take a quarter of the
[-1.2,1.2] x [-1.2,1.2] domain, and apply the line of symmetry boundary conditions to the bottom and the
left sides during the computations.

Figs. 6 and 7 show numerical results for the density, radial velocity (defined as # = v/u? + v?), pressure,
and volume fraction at three stopping times, # = 0.0015, 0.003, and 0.007, where the test has been carried
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Fig. 5. High-resolution results for a two-dimensional interface-evolving problem at time ¢ = 0.005. On the first row: Surface plots of
the density and pressure. On the second row: Cross-sectional plots of the density and pressure along line x = y. The solid line in the

cross-sectional plot is the exact solution, the dotted points are the numerical results, and the dashed line is the initial condition at time
t=0.

out by using a 240 x 240 grid with the high-resolution method. Clearly, from the contour plots shown in
Fig. 6, we observe good resolution of the solution structure (i.e., both the shock and interface remain
circular and appear to be very well located) after the breaking of the membrane and also the interaction of
the shock and the outer interface. Note that, in the contours of pressure at time ¢ = 0.007, there are little
wiggles near 16° to the x- and y-axis which may be viewed as grid-alignment effects with the use of the high-
resolution method. It should be mentioned that this type of error is not present when the problem is solved
by using the first-order method (not shown), and is less visible when the problem is solved by using a
smaller time step in the high resolution method than the time step taken here with the Courant number
v=10.9.

The scatter plots shown in Fig. 7 provide the validation of our two-dimensional results as in comparison
with the “true” solution obtained from solving the one-dimensional model with appropriate source terms
for the radial symmetry, using the high-resolution method with a 1200 mesh points. That is, for the
equation, we have a modified-version of the model (13) in one dimension as

Ogq 0
6_t+f<§’q) =v(q) (34)
with f a vector-value function defined by
d o, 0 o (B or]"
f= {ar(pu),ar(pu +p),ar(pEu+pu),ar<p0pu>,uar} )

and y the source term derived directly from the geometric simplification of a multidimensional flow to a
one-dimensional one,
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Fig. 6. High-resolution results for a radially symmetric problem. Contour plots for the density, radial velocity, pressure, and volume
fraction are shown at three different times # = 0.0015, 0.003, and 0.007. The dashed line shown in the graph is the approximate location
of the air—water interface.
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Note that in the case of a 2D radially or 3D spherically symmetric flow, we use the quantity o« = 1 or 2,
respectively; u now denotes the particle velocity in the r-(radial) direction. We use a Strang-type time
splitting procedure [50] to deal with the geometric sources of (34) in a high-resolution manner during the
run. From the figure, it is clear that our results agree quite well with the “true” solutions at all the selected
times, and also free of wrong fluctuations in the pressure near the inner and outer interfaces before and
after the interactions of rarefaction and shock waves.

Example 6.2.3. To show how our algorithm works on shock waves in a more general two-dimensional
geometry, we are concerned with the simulation of a shock wave in liquid over a gas bubble. For this
problem, we take a shock tube of size [0,2] x [0, 0.6], and consider the initial condition that is composed of
a planarly rightward-going shock wave in water traveling at x = 0.4 from left to right, and a stationary air
bubble of radius », = 0.2 located at (xo,1p) = (0.8,0) on the right of the shock wave. Similar to the data
employed in Example 6.1.3, inside the air bubble, we have the data

(p7”7UaP07%v@7 Y) = (17070, 10737 1'4707 1)7
while outside the air bubble (the fluid is water), we use the pre-shock state

(pauavup07%'@7 Y) = (170707 1777300070)1
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Fig. 7. Scatter plots of the results for the run shown in Fig. 6. The solid line is the “true” solution obtained from solving the one-
dimensional model with appropriate source terms for the radial symmetry using the high-resolution method and 1200 mesh points. The
dotted points are the two-dimensional result. The dashed line is the approximate location of the air-water interface.

and the post-shock state
(p.u,v,py,7,%,Y) = (10°,6.3386,0,1,7,3000,0).

Note that in carrying out the computations below, we have used the non-reflecting boundary condition on
the left and right sides, the solid wall boundary condition on the top and bottom sides.
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Figs. 8 and 9 show numerical results of a sample run using a 400 x 120 grid. From Fig. 8, we
observe the distortion of the air bubble and the somewhat complicated wave pattern after the passage
of the shock wave to the bubble, where a Schlieren-type images of the density, pressure, and volume
fraction are presented at four different times ¢ =i x 0.0025, for i = 1,2,3,4. The cross section of the
results for the same run along the bottom boundary is drawn in Fig. 9, giving some quantitative in-
formation about the density, pressure, and volume fraction at the selected times. It is easy to notice that
on the fourth snapshot of the pressure, i.c., the plot at the time ¢ = 0.01, there is a small portion of the
domain in the water phase which contains negative value of the pressure. In the current model with
the pressure law (5), this is, however, permitted as long as the pressure stays within the region of the
thermodynamic stability of the flow, see Section 2. Note that in that figure we have also included results
obtained using the same method but with a finer 800 x 240 grid, observing good agreement of these two
solutions.

To check the correctness of the computed solutions further, we perform a mesh refinement test of the
algorithm using a grid sequence: 2/(200 x 60), for i = 0,1,2. Numerical results of the y-averaged data,
defined as {(x) = Z,M:1 {(x,y;)/M, for { = p, p, or Y, are drawn in Fig. 10 at the snapshot time ¢ = 0.01,
where M is the total number of grid cells in the y-direction. From the plot, we clearly find a good con-
vergence behavior of the solutions under mesh refinement. To show a temporal resolution of the result, in
Fig. 11 we present the circulation of the velocity vector V = (u,v) around the closed boundary curve of the
domain, noticing basically the same qualitative behavior of the solution as the mesh is refined, see [38] for a
similar results of a shock wave in air over an R22 bubble, and [36] for more discussion about the vorticity
generation by shock wave propagation through bubbles in gas.

Density Pressure Volume fraction

1=0.0025
water
air m
1=0.005 m
1=0.0075 ‘ 7
m i m

1=0.01 y
L %1 L 4 [ =

Fig. 8. Two-dimensional results for a planar shock wave in water over an air bubble. Schlieren-type images for the density, pressure,
and volume fraction are shown at four different times # = i x 0.0025, for i = 1,2,3,4, where a 400 x 120 grid was used in the com-
putation.
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Fig. 9. Cross-sectional plots of the results for the run shown in Fig. 8 along the bottom boundary, where the solid lines are results
obtained using the same method but with a finer 800 x 240 grid.
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Fig. 10. A convergence study of the y-averaged density, pressure, volume fraction as a function of x for a planar shock wave in water
over an air bubble. The test is performed using three different grid systems: 2/(200 x 60) for i = 0, 1,2, and only the solutions at time
t =0.01 is shown.

Example 6.2.4. Finally, we are interested in a shock-contact interaction problem in three space dimensions
which may be thought of a continuation of the test performed in Example 6.2.3. Here the problem is set up
in the same manner as in the two-dimensional counterpart, with the exception that a shock tube of size
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Fig. 11. A convergence study of the total circulation as a function of time for a planar shock wave in water over an air bubble.

[0,2] x [0,0.5] x [0,0.6] is used in the computation and the air bubble is now located at
(x0,10,20) = (0.8,0.5,0). Note that the boundary conditions we used in the current case are the non-re-
flecting boundary condition on the left and right faces, and the solid wall boundary condition on the re-
maining top, bottom, front, and back faces.

Density Pressure Volume fraction

Fig. 12. Three-dimensional results for a planar shock wave in water over an air bubble. Schlieren-type images for the density, pressure,
and volume fraction are shown on the planes y = 0.5 and z =0 at four different times ¢ =i x 0.0025, for i =1,2,3,4. Here a
400 x 100 x 120 grid was used in the computation.
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Fig. 13. One-dimensional plots of the results for the run shown in Fig. 12, where the averaged data in the z-direction along the y = 0.5
plane are drawn. Here the solid lines are results obtained using the same method but with a finer 500 x 125 x 150 grid.
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Fig. 14. A convergence study of the averaged density, pressure, and volume fraction in the yz-plane for a three-dimensional case of a
planar shock wave in water over an air bubble. The test is performed using three different grid systems: 2/(100 x 25 x 30) fori =0, 1,2,
and only the solutions at time ¢ = 0.01 is shown.

Numerical results of a sample run using a 400 x 100 x 120 grid are shown in Figs. 12 and 13, where in the
former a Schlieren-type images of the density, pressure, and volume fraction are plotted on the planes
y = 0.5 and z = 0 at four different times r = i x 0.0025, for i = 1,2,3,4, and in the latter a one-dimensional
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Fig. 15. A convergence study of the circulation around the boundary curve of the y = 0.5 plane as a function of time for a three-
dimensional case of a planar shock wave in water over an air bubble.

plot of the z-averaged data, defined as {(x) = Zﬁ:’:l {(x,ym,z1)/N, for { = p, p, or Y, are drawn at the se-
lected times. Here N is the total number of grid cells in the z-direction, and y,, = 0.5. Note that, to validate
the computed solutions, in Fig. 13 we also include results obtained using the same method but with a finer
500 x 125 x 150 grid, and find good agreement of these two solutions. It is interesting to see that, as far as
the global structure of the solution is concerned, from Fig. 12, we observe quite similar results as in
comparison with the two-dimensional result presented in Fig. 8.

Here, to investigate the convergence behavior of the algorithm, we perform a mesh refinement study of
the solution using the following grid sequence: 2/(100 x 25 x 30), for i = 0, 1, 2. Fig. 14 shows results of the
yz-averaged data, defined as {(x) = Z?’il Z,’Ll {(x,y;,zk)/MN, for { = p, p, or Y, at the time ¢ = 0.01, where
M and N are the total number of grid cells in the y- and z-direction, respectively. From the plot, we notice
sensible convergence behavior of the solutions in most part of the domain, without any spurious oscilla-
tions in the pressure near the air-water interface. The temporal resolution of the circulation around the
boundary curve of the y = 0.5 plane is presented in Fig. 15, giving further evidence of the viability of the
algorithm to practical barotropic two-fluid problems.

7. Conclusion

We have described a simple interface-capturing approach for barotropic two-fluid flow problems in more
than one space dimension. The algorithm uses a non-isentropic form of the equation of state for the
modeling of the numerically induced mixing between two different barotropic fluid components within a
grid cell. Following the previous work, we devise a mixture-type of the governing equations to ensure a
consistent approximation of the energy equation near the smeared time-dependent material interfaces. Note
that here the pressure is computed directly from the equation of state as in the single component flow. A
standard high-resolution method based on the wave-propagation formulation is employed to solve the
proposed model equations with the dimensional-splitting technique included in the method for multidi-
mensional problems. Numerical results presented in this paper demonstrate clearly the feasibility of the
approach for a reasonable class of two-fluid problems with the thermodynamic property of each fluid
component characterized by the Tait equation of state. In the future, we plan to further extend the algo-
rithm that has the capability of dealing with the effect of the slip condition on the velocity across the in-
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terface which will be important for applications such as the propagation of pressure wave in bubbly flow
(cf. [19,20,41,49]), and also to cavitating flow problems (cf. [4]).
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