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Abstract

This work expands on our recently introduced low Mach enthalpy method [I] for simulating the melting
and solidification of a phase change material (PCM) alongside (or without) an ambient gas phase. The
method captures PCM’s volume change (shrinkage or expansion) by accounting for density change-induced
flows. We present several improvements to the original work. First, we introduce consistent time integration
schemes for the mass, momentum, and enthalpy equations, which enhance the method stability. Demon-
strating the effectiveness of this scheme, we show that a system free of external forces and heat sources can
conserve its initial mass, momentum, enthalpy, and phase composition. This allows the system to transition
from a non-isothermal, non-equilibrium, phase-changing state to an isothermal, equilibrium state without
exhibiting unrealistic behavior. Furthermore, we show that the low Mach enthalpy method accurately simu-
lates thermocapillary flows without introducing spurious phase changes. To reduce computational costs, we
solve the governing equations on adaptively refined grids. We investigate two cell tagging/untagging criteria
and find that a gradient-based approach is more effective. This approach ensures that the moving thin mushy
region is always captured at fine grid levels, even when it temporarily falls within a subgrid level. We propose
an analytical model to validate advanced computational fluid dynamics (CFD) codes used to simulate metal
manufacturing processes (welding, 3D printing). These processes involve a heat source (like a laser) melt-
ing metal or its alloy in the presence of an ambient (inert) gas. Traditionally, studies relied on artificially
manipulating material properties to match complex experiments for validation purposes. Leveraging the
analytical solution to the Stefan problem with a density jump, this model offers a straightforward approach
to validating multiphysics simulations involving heat sources and phase change phenomena in three-phase
flows. Lastly, we demonstrate the practical utility of the method in modeling porosity defects (gas bubble
trapping) during metal solidification. A field extension technique is used to accurately apply surface tension
forces in a three-phase flow situation. This is where part of the bubble surface is trapped within the (moving)
solidification front.

Keywords: Stefan problem, volume shrinkage/expansion, low Mach formulation, metal manufacturing,
high density ratio flows

1. Introduction

Metal manufacturing relies heavily on phase change phenomena, particularly melting and solidification, to
create parts through processes such as welding, casting, and additive manufacturing (AM)/3D printing [2, B].
Many factors, such as laser power, scan speed, and inert gas flow rate in processes such as selective laser
melting (of metals), can affect the quality of the final product [4]. Understanding how these parameters
influence defects like porosity, keyhole formation, and spattering is crucial for manufacturing good quality
parts [5]. Numerical modeling offers valuable insights into these difficult-to-observe defects in-situ and
optimizes manufacturing.
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While significant progress has been made in modeling phase change, it remains an active research area.
Among various methods, fixed-grid CFD techniques are popular due to their ability to capture movement
and topological changes to the phase change front [6]. These techniques are further categorized as sharp-
interface [7, [, 9] and diffuse-interface methods [10, 111, 12} [I3] [14]. Sharp-interface methods enforce strict
jump conditions across the phase boundary, offering high accuracy but becoming computationally expensive
or perhaps even infeasible for practical scenarios involving more than two phases; for example, solid, liquid
and vapor phases of metal and an additional ambient inert gas phase. Resolving four distinct phases and
their interactions becomes extremely challenging with sharp-interface techniques. Additionally, simulating
manufacturing processes over a long duration (e.g., till equilibrium) can involve phases appearing or dis-
appearing entirely, which can cause issues with imposing jump conditions (which are expressed as spatial
gradients) in sharp-interface formulations. Diffuse-interface methods, on the other hand, can handle these
complexities relatively easily. The enthalpy method (EM) is a popular diffuse-interface approach to modeling
phase change, and this work proposes advancements to improve its stability, efficiency, and ability to handle
additional physics like thermocapillary flows and three-phase surface tension models.

The fixed-grid EM was introduced by Voller and colleagues [I0, [I1] for modeling the melting and so-
lidification of phase change materials (PCMs). In contrast to sharp interface techniques, EM models the
phase transition process across a finite “mushy” region, which regularizes jumps in various quantities (heat
flux, velocity, kinetic energy, etc.) across the phase change boundary. Many research studies have used
the EM to model various phase change applications [I5] 16}, 17, I8]. FLOW-3D [19], the most widely used
commercial software for modeling industrial welding and additive manufacturing processes, also implements
Voller’s standard enthalpy method. In spite of its widespread adoption for modeling melting and solidifica-
tion problems, EM has not evolved much since its introduction. The standard EM also does not account for
the fluid motion caused by density differences between liquid and solid phases, and consequently, it does not
capture volume changes caused by melting and solidification. Recently, we proposed a low Mach enthalpy
method [I] to address this limitation. Our method allows for changes in material volume within the narrow
mushy region by incorporating velocity constraints derived from the equation of state and conservation of
mass equation. Additionally, our approach enables the coupling of a solid-liquid PCM with a gas phase to
simulate PCM’s free surface dynamics.

This work introduces several improvements that enhance the low Mach enthalpy method for modeling
melting and solidification problems. First, we improve the stability of the model by using consistent time
integrators for mass-momentum-enthalpy equations. In addition, we incorporate adaptive mesh refinement
(AMR) to simulate metal manufacturing processes, which are computationally very expensive to simulate
with uniform grids, especially in three dimensions. We propose a gradient-based tagging method that ensures
fine grids capture narrow mushy regions, even as the mushy regions disappear (i.e., temporarily fall within
subgrid levels) during simulation. The low Mach method is also used to simulate thermocapillary flows with
variable surface tension, since temperature-dependent surface tension plays a key role in AM processes [20].
We provide an analytical model to validate CFD codes with a heat source (like a laser) in the presence of a
gas phase. This approach offers an alternative to studies that artificially manipulate material properties in
the numerical simulation to match complex experiments [21], 22, 23] [24] for validation purposes. The method
is also applied to model porosity defects (gas bubble trapping during metal solidification) using adaptively
refined grids. We adopt a partial differential equation (PDE)-based field extension technique that enables
accurate application of surface tension force in a three-phase flow situation, in which some part of the gas
bubble is trapped within the (moving) solidification front while the remainder resists deformation (due to
surface tension) as a result of fluid flow. In the literature, phase change simulations rarely verify whether a
numerical scheme can transition from a non-equilibrium to an equilibrium state reliably. Most simulations
are run until equilibrium in the current work. This is to ensure that the improved low Mach EM can handle
complete phase appearance and disappearance in a stable manner.

2. Mathematical formulation

In this section, we succinctly write the low Mach enthalpy equations derived in our previous work [ for
reader’s convenience. We also present a thermodynamic justification for the low Mach enthalpy model, a
three-phase surface tension model, and a heat source term in the enthalpy equation, which were not discussed
in our previous work [I].
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Figure 1: A schematic depicting three phases: liquid (represented in blue), solid (in yellow), and gas (in white). The gray
region represents the mushy region QM(¢). This is a very thin region, but it has been exaggerated for illustration purposes. A
Heaviside function H(®) is used to distinguish between the PCM (QF (t) = QY (¢) u QM(t) U Q5(t)) and gas QO (¢) regions. The
liquid fraction variable ¢ tracks the liquid-solid interface. The conventions adopted in this study are as follows: H = 1 within
the PCM, H = 0 within the gas, and 0 < H < 1 within the interface cells. ¢ = 1 within the liquid phase, ¢ = 0 within the
solid phase, and 0 < ¢ < 1 within the mushy region.

2.1. PCM-gas interface tracking

The static computational domain Q consists of a time varying PCM region QF(¢) and a time varying
gas region Q9(t), such that Q = QF (t) U QG(¢) V¢; see Fig. [l The PCM-gas interface I'(t) is tracked using
the level set method. In this approach, the interface is defined as the zero contour of the level set function
D(x,t)

[(t) = {xeQ|P(x,t) =0}. (1)

The level set function ®(x,t) is taken to be a signed distance function, and defined as

>0, PCM,
O(x,t) =< <0, gas, (2)
=0, PCM-gas interface.

® is advected with a non-divergence free velocity u(x, t) according to

De 0P

Under the action of advection, ® looses its the signed distance property. The signed distance property is lost
at the continuous level (due to advection), and it should not be viewed as a purely numerical problem [25]. A
reinitialization procedure proposed by Sussman et al. [20] is employed to retain the signed distance property
of ®(x,t). This is achieved by computing the steady-state solution to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

Zif + sgn (ci) (Ve —1) =0, (4)
B(x,7 = 0) = B(x). (4b)

At the end of a physical time step, Eq. is evolved in pseudo-time 7, which, at steady state, produces
a signed distance function satisfying the Eikonal equation |[V®| = 1. Here, sgn denotes the sign of <T>, which
is either 1, —1, or 0. To mitigate mass loss, we employ the subcell-fix method proposed by Min [27] and
enforce an immobility condition near the zero level set as described by Son [28]. For more details about the
reinitialization procedure used in this work, please refer to our previous papers [29 [30]. The level set field is
reinitialized at each time step. A Heaviside function H(x,t) is defined using the level set function ®(x,t) to
distinguish the PCM and gas regions. We use a smooth Heaviside function to smoothly transition material



properties from the gas to the PCM domain. Its functional form reads as

07 (D(X) < —Ncells Au
=11 [1 + b @(x) + Lsin (RCLA @(x))] L P(x)] < Meets A, (5)
1 otherwise.

Here, ncensA is the interfacial region’s width on either side of the gas-PCM interface over which the Heaviside
function is smoothed, and nces € R and A represent the number of grid cells and cell size, respectively. Unless
otherwise specified, ncens = 2 is used in all simulations in this work.

2.2. Enthalpy equation

Within the PCM region QF(¢), three distinct phases can coexist: solid Q5(t), liquid QF(¢), and mush
OM(t). A liquid fraction variable (p(x,t) is used to track the composition throughout the PCM: ¢ =1 V x €
QL(t), p=0 ¥Yx €Q5%(t),and 0 < o <1 V x € QM(t). The evolution of ¢ is determined by the enthalpy
equation, which is expressed as

d (ph)

7 —+ \VR (pllh) =V- (FLVT) + erc~ (6)

Here, h(x,t) is the specific enthalpy, T'(x, t) represents temperature, k(x,t) is the thermal conductivity, and
Qsre denotes a thermal source term (e.g., laser heating). The enthalpy Eq. @ is solved in the entire domain,
i.e., in both gas and PCM regions. The specific enthalpy h of solid, liquid, and mush are defined in terms of
their temperature T' as

CS(T - T,), T < T,
_ L .
h = C(T _ Tsol) + hsol + (P%L, sol <T< Tllq’ (7)
CY(T — Th9) + plia, T > Tha,
and of the gas as
h=C%T~-T,). (8)

Here, C", CS and C€ are the specific heats of liquid, solid and gas, respectively. The gas and PCM domains
are distinguished by the ®(x,¢) = 0 or H(x,t) = 0.5 contours. Eq. introduces two key temperatures:
liquidus temperature 799 where solidification begins and solidus temperature 7°° where it completes. For
pure materials, there is a single, well-defined temperature T},, at which phase change occurs. However, alloys
and glassy materials exhibit a more gradual phase change process that happens over a range of temperature
AT = TH49 —T°!. The enthalpy method [I] employed in this work takes the latter approach and models the
melting /solidification process over an extended temperature range. The solidus and liquidus enthalpies are
defined as h*°! = C3(T*°! — T;)) and hlid = C(TH9 — T°1) + h%°! + L, respectively. Here, C = % is the
specific heat of the mushy region. It is taken as the average of liquid C™ and solid C® specific heats. The
latent heat of melting/fusion is denoted L, and the specific heat of gas is denoted C'.

Eqgs. @ and imply that solid and gas enthalpies are zero at T' = T,. The numerical solution is
not affected by this arbitrary choice of reference temperature T,., and in the numerical simulations we set
T, = T,,. We use a mixture model to express density and specific enthalpy in terms of liquid fraction in the
mushy region

p ="+ (1—-p)° (9a)
ph = pp"h + (1 — )p°h>". (9b)

Here, p° and p" are the densities of solid and liquid phases of the PCM. Substituting h from Eq. and p
from Eq. into Eq. , we obtain a (-7 relation for the mushy region

P T — Tsol
Y= pT Tliq o Tsol . (10)



Knowing ¢ in terms of T' (Eq. ) allows us to invert h-T relations. The temperature in the solid-liquid-
mushy region

% + TT7 h < hSOl,
sol . i
T — Tsol + ﬁ(]ﬂhq — TSOI)’ hSOI < h < hhq’ (11)
) li ;
Thq =+ h 6{1 q7 h > hhq,
and in the gas region
T = % + T (12)

can be written in terms of h. These T-h relations are used in Newton’s iterations to solve the nonlinear
enthalpy Eq. @ We will discuss this in more detail later. Similarly, substituting p from Eq. into

Eq. , we get a ¢-h relation

0, h < b,
S (7,50l
— 14 (h _ h) hsol <h< hliq 13
¥ h(pt 7ps) —pLpta Syl S s ) (13)
1, h > Rlia,

Although arbitrary, ¢ in the gas region is defined to be zero.

2.2.1. Mixture model

Eq. @ requires specifying thermophysical properties like p and k (and later viscosity p) across the entire
computational domain. Denoting a generic thermophysical property with 3, it can be expressed using a
mixture model of the form

B =B+ (8%~ B)H + (8" — ) He. (14a)
p=p%+(p° = p)H + (p" = p*)He. (14b)
When 8 = p, we get the equation of state (EOS) written in Eq. (14b). The EOS imposes a kinematic

constraint on the velocity field as shown in the next section. Note that Eq. corresponds to the EOS,
which is obtained by substituting H(QF) =1 in Eq. (14b).

2.8. Low Mach Navier-Stokes equations

We use the one-fluid formulation to represent the motion of solid, liquid, mush, and gas within the
computational domain €2. The momentum of the multiphase system is governed by Navier-Stokes equations,
which read as

d (pu)

Fran (pu@u) = —-Vp+ V- [p(Vu+Vu")] + pg — Aqu + £, (15a)
1Dp

Here, u(x,t) denotes the Eulerian velocity, p(x,t) represents the Eulerian pressure, and p(z,t) and p(x,t)
are spatially and temporally varying density and viscosity fields, respectively. p(x,t)g in the momentum
Eq. represents the gravitational body force, with g denoting the acceleration due to gravity. The drag
force term —Agu, commonly referred to as the Carman-Kozeny force [II] is used to retard any flow in the
solid region. fg(x,t) represents the surface tension force at the gas-liquid interface, which will be discussed
later. The continuity Eq. provides a constraint on the velocity field and is directly derived from the



conservation of mass equation:

%+V'(pu) =0, (16a)
ap
%E+pv'u+u~Vp:O, (16b)
1 [ dp 1Dp
—V - = —— | = . = —— 1
V-u p<6t+u Vp> D (16¢)

The EOS written in Eq. (14b|) allows us to express the material derivative of density in the PCM domain
in terms of material derivatives of liquid fraction and enthalpy

1Dp _ (p°—=p") Dy
__-ZF _ H= 1
p Dt P Dt’ (172)
0, h < b,
D(,O *pSpL(hSOI o hliq) Dh . i
- _ : _— > < h < h', 17b
Dt (h(pL . pS) . pthq + pShsol)Z Dt’ ( )
0, h > Rlia,
Dh 1
- _ - . T are) - 17
B = (V" (59T) + Qu) (17¢)

Egs. (17b) and (17d)) are derived from Eqgs. and @, respectively. The continuity Eq. (L5b]) in the entire
computational domain reads as

0, H < 0.5 (i.e., in the gas phase),
0, h < b,
V-u= p°p" (P~ — pS (h" — heoh) sol li
—LL(ph — p°)H - SOQ(V-;NTJrerC), hot < h < R4,
P (h(pL _ pS) _ pthq + pSh l) .
0, h > Rla,

(18)

Eq. suggests that velocity u is divergence-free in the gas, solid and liquid regions and non-divergence-
free in the mushy region. In other words, density-induced volume changes occur only in the mush. Eq.
corresponds to the low Mach formulation of the compressible Navier-Stokes equations. The scaling analysis
of the next section justifies the low Mach formulation of the compressible Navier-Stokes equations.

2.4. Thermodynamics of the phase change problem

In the general case of a compressible fluid/material, density is expressed in terms of pressure and tem-
perature as p = p(p,T). The material derivative of density reads as

D0~ %Dt P Dr (19)

10 10

Here, a(p,T) = 2% and B(p,T) = =22\ are the isothermal compressibility and bulk expansion co-
poplp poT|,

efficients, respectively. While « and [ represent the material’s inherent thermodynamic response, DD—ZZ and

%—f represent the flow field effects. To identify dominant terms during phase change, we re-write Eq. (19)

in dimensionless form. This involves scaling all variables based on characteristic values. Temperature, for
T-1T;

instance, is scaled as T* = T " in which T} denotes the initial temperature of the PCM and T}, is the

wall temperature which is su%icieﬁtly different from 7T; to induce phase change. Similar scaling applies to



density, time, pressure, and other relevant quantities:

* P * tvg * p * a * p Vo
pzivtziapziaa :7aﬁ:77Ma:7'
Po l Povg %) Bo Cs

Here, Ma denotes the Mach number, Cy = %L is the speed of sound, and I, py, vy, a9 and By are

the reference values of length, density, velocity and thermodynamic functions, respectively. Eq. when
non-dimensionalized reads as
1 Dp*
p* Dt*

WDp* o Tw = T, DT

— ~vMa?
TR D T,  Dt*’

(20)

in which v = C,/C, = poayC? and B = T;[3 are non-dimensional (thermodynamic) parameters.

Our model treats the bulk solid and liquid regions of the phase change material as incompressible. This
means the speed of sound within these regions is essentially infinite. Since the mushy region between them
is extremely thin, on the order of a few atomic/molecular diameters, its sound speed is also expected to be
close to infinity. With these assumptions, the Mach number (ratio of flow velocity to sound speed) becomes
negligible. As a consequence, Eq. (or its dimensional form, Eq. ) suggests that density changes are
primarily driven by temperature variations, not pressure fluctuations

1Dp DT
—— =~ —f=. (21)
p Dt Dt
Thus, under the low Mach assumption, pressure p is treated as a mechanical variable rather than a ther-
modynamic one. In other words, pressure acts as a Lagrange multiplier to satisfy kinematic constraints on
velocity and does not affect density. Note that Eq. is a different way of expressing Eq. as 2L can

Dt
DT _ 0T Dh : . .
b = o pr- Moreover the bulk expansion coefficient of the mushy region

S
corresponding to the mixture model Eq. (14b)) is 8 = %g—%. 3 is zero for solid, liquid and gas phases.

be expressed in terms of enthalpy:

2.5. Surface tension force

A continuum surface tension model proposed by Brackbill et al. [31] is used to account for surface tension
fs; along the liquid-gas interface. The surface tension forces in flows with large temperature and concentration
gradients are not uniform. Temperature-dependent surface tension causes additional thermocapillary flows.
We assume that the surface tension coefficients o are temperature-dependent in this work. This assumption
leads to a continuum surface tension force of the form

fse = o(T)C(®)on + V) ,0(T) 9, (22a)
— fy =o(T)C(P)on + [Vo(T) — (Vo(T) -n)n] 4. (22b)
Here, C(®) = -V -n= -V (%) is the curvature of the interface computed from the level set function

®, and ¢ is the smoothed/mollified delta function. Implementing Eq. (22b)) as is leads to spurious/parasitic
velocity currents near the interface. Francois et al. [32] proposed a well-balanced scheme in which § and d n

are obtained from the discrete gradient of a mollified Heaviside function B as § = |[VB| and §n = VB. We
use Peskin’s four-point regularized delta function [33] to mollify the Heaviside function as

Bxt) = L H(y, 1)5(y — x)dy, (23)

in which é(y — x) represents the four-point regularized delta function.
Furthermore, the spatial gradient of the surface tension coefficient can be expressed as Vo = g—% VT.
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Figure 2: Illustration of (A) liquid fraction variable ¢ used in setting thermophysical properties; and (B) extended liquid fraction
. ~ . . . 3—phase
variable ¢ used in computing three-phase surface tension force f7, .

(4) (B)

Figure 3: Illustration of (A) liquid fraction (¢) and (B) extended liquid fraction (¢) variables at a representative time for the
case of gas bubble trapping during metal solidification considered in Sec. @

With these substitutions, Eq. (22b)) becomes

N N ) N
fu — o(T)C(®)VE + Vo (T)|VH| - (VU(T) - |§¢> Vi, (24a)
~ do ~ Vo do _ ~

g—" is commonly referred to as the Marangoni surface tension coefficient.

The form of the surface tension force written in Eqgs. is appropriate for a two-phase flow (liquid and
gas) model. In three-phase flows involving liquid-solid-gas interfaces, the surface tension force form needs
to be adjusted. For simulating metal manufacturing applications, gas-solid and liquid-solid surface tensions
can be ignored. With this assumption, the overall three-phase dynamic can be fairly well captured, except
for achieving the correct contact angle at the material triple points. In highly non-equilibrium situations
like welding and metal AM, dynamic contact angle conditions are rarely known, and not imposing one is a
reasonable compromise. In light of these assumptions, our three-phase surface tension force model ignores
contributions from solid-gas and solid-liquid interfaces. One approach to achieving this (ignoring surface
tension of the solid phase) is to multiply the two-phase surface tension force fg by the liquid fraction
variable ¢, since ¢ = 0 within the solid domain. Therefore, a possible form of the three-phase flow surface
tension force reads as
f;’);phase

= fsth.



Although the above form of f z’{phase appears straightforward at first glance, the continuum surface tension
model of Brackbill et al. introduces an additional complexity—the surface tension force acts on both sides of
the liquid-gas interface. Within the gas region Q, ¢ is not defined as it is not needed. In our simulations,
we set @ = 0 inside QF, which is an arbitrary choice. If ¢ = 0 V x € QF is used to define 2, "' then
the diffuse form of surface tension force acts only within one-half of the interfacial region on the PCM side.
This is clearly incorrect. To resolve this situation ¢ needs to be extended into the gas region. The need for
¢ extension can be appreciated by considering a three-phase flow situation depicted in Fig. [2| (A). Here, a
gas bubble is partially trapped in solid metal. The liquid fraction is 1 in the liquid phase and 0 in the solid
phase. The liquid fraction value in the gas region is set to zero. For the three-phase surface tension model,
the liquid fraction in the diffuse region on the gas side should have the same value as in the surrounding
PCM region, as depicted in Fig. [2 (B). For example, on the bubble-PCM interface, ¢ should equal 1 in the
upper half but 0 in the lower half. It is difficult to manually set the liquid fraction within the gas region when
interfaces evolve dynamically during simulation. An approach to address this issue is to solve a hyperbolic
equation of the form [34]

op

~Z+(1—-H)n-Vy =0, 25

(- Ve (25)
to achieve this extension. Here, @ is the extended/extrapolated liquid fraction variable and n = ——‘gg

denotes the interfacial normal that points outward from the PCM domain and into the gas phase. This
equation extrapolates/extends the liquid fraction ¢ from the PCM to the gas domain along the normal
direction n. The factor (1 — H) appearing in Eq. ensures that the extrapolation occurs only one-way,
i.e, from PCM to gas. To ensure @ is defined adequately within the smeared region, we extend it up to 5
grid cells within the gas domain. This requires integrating Eq. for approximately 15 pseudo times steps
of size AT = 0.3A. Here, A denotes the cell size and a CFL number of 0.3 is employed to ensure convective
stability. An example of original and extrapolated liquid fraction variables, ¢ and @, respectively, during
a three-phase flow simulation considered in Sec. is shown in Fig. We remark that ¢ is used only to
apply surface tension forces along the gas-liquid interface. Wherever else it is applicable, for instance, when
defining thermophysical properties (using Eq. ), the original liquid fraction variable ¢ is used. In light
of this discussion, the form of the three-phase surface tension force used in this work reads as

£3 PR — £, 3. (26)

2.6. Heat source

In most of the problems considered in this work, PCM’s phase change is induced by an imposed tem-
perature condition at the domain boundary. There are also cases where phase change is induced by a heat
source, which is denoted Qg in Eq. @ Physically, Qs models melting of metals by lasers, electron beams,
or electric arcs, which is common in metal additive manufacturing processes [20]. The dimension of Qg
is power (Watts) per unit volume. In general, laser power is expressed in Watts (or in terms of heat flux).
Through the use of the delta function, an imposed heat flux (¢”) can be incorporated into the enthalpy
equation as N

Qsee = ¢"0 =¢"|VB]. (27)

As in Egs. , we use a smooth delta function ¢ = |V§| that is obtained from a mollified Heaviside function
B in Eq. (27).

3. Discretization

3.1. Spatial discretization

The continuous equations of motion are discretized on a locally refined staggered Cartesian grid. In this
section, we explain the discretization in two spatial dimensions at the coarsest/single level without sacrificing
generality. Locally refined grids are addressed in Sec. [4

The coarsest level of the grid covers the entire domain Q with N, x N, rectangular cells. The cell size
in the x and y directions is Az and Ay, respectively, as illustrated in Fig. Unless stated otherwise, a
uniform grid spacing Az = Ay = A is used for all simulations in this work. We assume that the bottom-left
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(a) A 2D staggered Cartesian grid (b) A single Cartesian grid cell

Figure 4: An illustration of a 2D staggered Cartesian grid. @ shows the coordinate system for the staggered grid. @ shows
a single grid cell with velocity components u and v approximated at the cell faces (—) and scalar variables such as pressure p,
specific enthalpy h and temperature T approximated at the cell center (e).

corner of the computational domain €2 aligns with the origin (0,0). The position of each center of the grid
cell is given by x;; = ((i + 3)Ax, (j + 3)Ay), where i = 0,...,N, — 1 and j = 0,..., N, — 1. The face
center in the x—direction, which is located half a grid space away from the cell center x; ; in the negative
z—direction, is represented by x; 1 ; = (iAz,(j + 3)Ay), wherei = 0,..., Ny and j = 0,..., N, —1. Similar
conventions apply to other face center locations. Scalar variables such as pressure (p), specific enthalpy (h),
and temperature (T') are stored at the cell centers. The x—component of velocity (u) is stored at the centers
of z—direction cell faces, while the y—component of velocity v is stored at the centers of the faces of the y—
direction cell, as shown in Fig. Material properties, including density (p), are stored at the cell centers
along with interface tracking variables ® and ¢. Second-order interpolation is used to interpolate the cell-
centered quantities to face. Momentum forcing terms, such as surface tension, gravity, and Carman-Kozeny
drag force, are stored at the cell faces. Standard second-order finite differences are employed to approximate
spatial differential operators. The spatial discretizations of the key continuous operators are as follows:

e The divergence of the velocity field u = (u,v) is approximated at cell centers by

D-u= D%+ DY, (28a)
© Uip lg — Uil j
Vij+3 — Vij—1

(D¥v)ij = —2Ay = (28¢)

e The diffusion term in the energy equation is approximated as

D (kVT) =— (,{i_’_%,j‘*lﬂﬂ_ﬁ , ,JLJ)

Az Az e Az
1 Tijr1 —Tiy Tij —Tij
+ Ay (“i,jJr;Ay TR T Ay (29)
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e The gradient of cell-centered quantities (i.e., p) is approximated at cell faces by

Gp = (G"p,GYD), (30a)
€T pi, ) plf s ]

(G™P)inyy =k, (30b)
y _ Pij — Dij—1

(G¥0); ;-1 R v (30c)

e The continuous strain rate tensor form of the viscous term, which couples the velocity components
through spatially variable viscosity, is given by

0 ol 0 v
14]: 22 (n3) + & (12 +02) (31)
0 v 0 :
2 (n35) + & (nB 4 0y)

e The viscous operator is discretized using standard second-order, centered finite differences

(L,u)" 2 Yirdj ~%i-35 0 Wif T W3
#i-30 T Ax Hij Az i1, Az
L Winggt1r — %35 Wimgg — Yi-gj-1
Ay ;U’sz,j+2 Ay /J‘zf—,]f— Ay
n 1 i Vig+i " Vi-15+4 I Yij-3 " Vi-15-3 (32a)
Ay | im3.0t3 Ax =303 Ax
(L)Y 2 I Vij+d T V-3 s 1“@;‘7% ~ Vi3
B G 5—-1 A 1,0 A ,]— A
2 yl y y
Lt P Yitr1,j-4 — Yij—3 N (V-3 T Vic1-3
Az |27z Ax T2 T2 Ax
N 1 Uil — Uipl j1 7 Ui T — U141 (32b)
. Nz’+l.j—l i1 51 )
Ax 2:J7 32 Ay 2:J73 Ay

in which viscosity is required at both cell centers and nodes of the staggered grid (i.e., Mitd 41 ). Node-
centered quantities are obtained via interpolation by either arithmetically or harmonically averaging
the neighboring cell-centered quantities. In this work, we utilize harmonic averaging.

In terms of convective discretization, we employ the third-order accurate cubic upwind interpolation
(CUI) scheme. The CUI method satisfies both the convection-boundedness criterion (CBC) and the total
variation diminishing (TVD) property. Specifically, the CUI scheme demonstrates third-order spatial accu-
racy in monotonic regions, where the gradient of the advected quantity remains monotone, and transitions
to first-order spatial accuracy in non-monotonic regions due to upwinding. We do not present the spatial
discretization of the advection equation using CUI here for brevity, but detailed information can be found in
our prior publication [29]. Extending these discretizations to three-dimensional Cartesian grids is straight-
forward. For further details on the spatial discretization and boundary conditions on adaptively refined
meshes, refer our prior works [29, [35] [36].

3.2. Temporal discretization

In this section, we detail the temporal discretization method utilized in our study for the continuous
equations of motion. Within each time step [t",t"T!], we employ ncycles Cycles of fixed-point iteration to
approximate the solution to the coupled fluid-thermal system. At the start of the simulation (¢ = 0), all
variables are initialized with the initial conditions of the problem. At the beginning of the each time step,
with cycle number k = 0, Varlables are initialized to their values from the previous time step, denoted as
w0 — yn, pnts0 — pn—g prtl0 —pn gl — g and "0 = o) and iterated till k = Neycles — 1.
Convective and surface tensions terms are treated explicitly, while other terms are treated implicitly. Unless
otherwise specified, ncycles = 2 is used in this work.
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3.2.1. Consistent mass-momentum integrators

For incompressible multiphase flows, mass is advected indirectly via an interface tracking variable. In
the present work this corresponds to the advection of the level set variable ®. The momentum equation also
contains a mass flux term m, = pu in the the convective operator V- (pu®u) = V - (m, ® u). For high
density ratio flows p%/p® > 100 this weak coupling of mass and momentum leads to numerical instabilities.
One way to ensure strong coupling between mass and momentum advection is to solve the redundant mass
balance Eq. and use the same mass flux m, in the two advective operators: V- (pu) and V- (pu®@u).
This idea was proposed by Desjardins and Moureau [37] in 2010 and later extended to achieve second-order
accuracy in our prior works [29,30].

Although the use of the same discrete mass flux is essential for ensuring stability of high density ratio
flows, there is still some freedom in the choice of time integrators for mass and momentum equations. In
our prior works we employed the strong stability preserving Runga-Kutta (SSP-RK3) scheme for solving
the mass balance equation and a midpoint RK-2 scheme for the momentum equation. Specifically the mass
balance equation is integrated in three stages:

Pt = p" = AIM (uy, piin) (332)
L@ B3un 1 1 )

p? = 1o+ 7ot — A (u(l, Bl ) (33b)
- 1., 2.0 2 )

PRl P §p(2) _ gAtM (uz(jl)v, P1(12n)1) 7 (33c)

in which p denotes the face-centered density and u,q, represents the advection velocity that is centered at
the faces of the staggered (velocity) control volumes. The right-hand side term in Egs. M (Wagv, Piin,) =~
[(V - (UadvPim));— 15 (V- (WadvPrim)); j— 1 | s an explicit CUI limited approximation to the linear advection
term V - (pu). Subscripts “lim” and “adv” indicate a limited and an advected quantity, respectively. To

maintain the accuracy of the SSP-RK3 integrator, it is essential to use velocities that are appropriately
extrapolated or interpolated in time. To wit, for the first cycle (k = 0), the velocities are given by

u® = 2u" —u" L, (34a)
1
u® = %u” — §u"71, (34b)

and for the remaining cycles (k > 0), the velocities are
u® = gtk (35a)

1
wngwﬂx+%ﬂ_§wﬂ_ (35b)

The consistency between mass and momentum advection is achieved by using the same discrete mass flux
m, = bl(lzriugi)v from the last stage of the SSP-RK3 integrator (Eq. j in the discrete momentum equation

vn+1,k+1_ _n+1.k+1 2N on
p u" vt — ptu 2 <2 .2\ _ +1k+1 +3.k+1
At +C (uadv’ plimulim) - _Gp" : + (Lu’u)n ’

_ 1
+ p R I (Al gdophasenty kbl g

in which the convective term is approximated as

o (o Ainid) ~ | (7 (wrrief2)), (% (o)), | e
i—5 Lj—3

PR

and i)"“’kﬂ is the updated value of the density obtained from the last stage of the SSP-RK3 integrator.
2

The term Ay = Cy in the momentum equation represents the Carman-Kozeny drag coefficient

¥s
(1—s)’ +¢
that is used to retard any flow in the solid domain. Here, o5 = H(1 — ) is the solid fraction of the grid cell,
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and € = 1072 is a small number to avoid a division by zero and to control the strength of penalty parameter
(Cg4/e) in the solid region. In the solid domain, Cy is also taken to be large in magnitude to retard fluid
motion. When equating drag force with the first term on the left hand side of the momentum equation, a
sufficiently large value is obtained for Cy = p/At. The three-phase surface tension force is evaluated using
the midpoint values of the level set function ®"+25+1 = L(@ntlh+l 4 gn),

In our prior works, for the test problems considered, it was demonstrated that although the mass and
momentum equations employed different time integrators, the use of the same discrete mass flux was sufficient
to ensure numerical stability. In this work, we propose an additional stabilizing term in the momentum
equation to account for different integration schemes used for mass and momentum equations. Specifically,
after integrating the mass balance equation (using SSP-RK3), the (face-centered) residual of the equation is
computed

on+1,k+1 i)n ) 9
R P o (uaf2). )
The residual R is expected to be very small (close to zero). The residual of the mass equation is used to
define a body force in the momentum equation. The modified momentum equation reads as

on+1,k+1 - n41,k+1 on.on
L !
p A7 p +C (u(i)v,bl(glul(frb = Ru""F ¢ viscous + pressure + other forces.  (39)

a

The rationale for adding Ru™** to the right hand side of the momentum equation is as follows. Consider
a uniform and constant velocity (u = u.) flow which is not subject to any viscous, pressure or body force.
In such a case the momentum equation reverts to the mass balance equation:

d (pu)
Fra V-(pu®u) =0 (40a)
—u, (Z/; +V- (puc)) =0, (40Db)
—u, <g§ +V- (pu)> =Ru, = 0. (40c)

Thus the addition of the close-to-zero term Ru”** ensures that the left and right hand sides of the modified
momentum Eq. discretely balance each other.

Another way to ensure consistency between mass and momentum transport is to employ the same in-
tegration scheme for the two equations. Since our existing fluid solvers employ a midpoint/RK-2 scheme
for integrating the momentum equation, we choose to employ the same integration scheme for the mass
equation. In this case, the density update reads as:

Pt — o ae (u(h, p) (41)
in which u'}) =1 (ugdV + u:;:’l,k) and p{) =1 (pfi‘m + bﬁ;l’k) It can be noted that the above scheme

reduces to forward Euler (RK1) scheme with ncycles = 1. With the same integration scheme for mass and
momentum equations (RK-2) it is not necessary to add Ru”*!* to the right hand side of the momentum
equation. In our original low Mach enthalpy work [I] we employed the RK-2 integrator for both mass and
momentum equations without considering the residual term. In this work and in our revised code, we now
retain the extra stabilizing term in the momentum equation.

A test problem to check consistency of mass-momentum transport: To illustrate the importance
of consistent mass and momentum transport for high density ratio flows, consider an advection of a dense,
isothermal dropleﬂ moving in a uniform velocity u. = (u,v) = (1,1) in a square periodic domain €2 € [0, 1]%.

IThis benchmark test is provided in IBAMR, GitHub within the directory examples/phase_change/ex2.
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The radius of the droplet is R = 0.2 and it is initially centered at the middle of the domain: (z; = 0.5,y; =
0.5). The density ratio between the droplet and the outer liquid is p;/p, = 10,000. The domain is discretized
with 2 levels of mesh, with the coarsest mesh size of N, x IV, = 1282. A refinement ratio of n.ef = 2 is used
between the two levels. The droplet’s interface is always placed on the finest level. Further details on the
adaptive mesh refinement (AMR) are provided in the next section. Viscosity p is set to zero in the entire
domain, and no other body force (e.g., gravity or surface tension) is present. Under these conditions, the
governing equations for this problem reduce to

o0d

E+UV<I>—O, (428,)
% +V-(pu) =0, (42Db)
(9(;:) +V-(pu®u) =0. (42¢)

For this problem it is expected that the droplet advects with a constant velocity u. and returns to its original
position (with minimal distortions) after 7 = d/|u.|, in which d represents the distance travelled to reach its
original position. We simulate the advection of the droplet considering four scenarios:

e Case A: RK-2 integrator for momentum equation and SSP-RK3 integrator for mass balance equation.

e Case B: RK-2 integrator for momentum equation, SSP-RK3 integrator for mass balance equation, and
residual force Ru in the momentum equation.

e Case C: RK-2 integrator for both mass and momentum equations.

e Case D: RK-2 integrator for both mass and momentum equations, and residual force Ru in the mo-
mentum equation.

In all four cases we consider two cycles of fixed-point iteration, i.e., ncycles = 2 is used. To assess the
performance of the integrator choice, we compute the percentage change in mass and momentum of the
system. The relative change is defined as

£ — W % 100, (43)

0

in which 8 = {, pdV and B = M denote the relative change in the mass of the system, and 3 = {, pudV
and B = L4 denote the relative change in the linear momentum of the system. Sy represents quantities
computed using the system’s initial conditions. For this problem we expect that the mass and momentum of
the system should remain invariant over time. In order to check whether any catastrophic instability occurs
in the four cases, we run the simulations till ¢ = 10, which corresponds to 10 complete passes of the droplet
across the domain.

Fig. [f] shows the results for the four cases. It can be observed that Case A produces spurious changes
in mass and momentum of the system that increase slowly over time. However, adding the residual force in
the momentum equation (Case B) reduces the spurious changes in mass and momentum, and keeps them
relatively low and constant over time. Similarly, using the same time integrator (Case C and Case D)
also yields very small percentage changes in both mass and momentum of the system that remain steady
over time. The spurious changes in mass and momentum for Cases B, C, and D have similar magnitudes,
as shown in Fig. [6] In all four cases, the simulation remained stable till ¢ = 10. The dynamics of the
problem are illustrated in Fig. [9] of the results Sec. Based on the results of this test, we choose the
integrator combination of Case D (i.e., RK-2 integrator for integrating both mass and momentum equations
and considering an additional residual force in the momentum equation) in this work.

3.2.2. Consistent mass-momentum-enthalpy integrators

The concept of consistent mass-momentum transport is extended to consistent mass-momentum-enthalpy
transport in this section. This involves solving the mass balance equation on both cell faces and cell centers.
The former is done to obtain the discrete mass flux m,™ for the convective operator V - (m,™ ® u) of the
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Figure 5: Percentage change in (A) mass (B) x-momentum and (C) the y-momentum of the system for various choices of time
integrators: Case A - RK-2 integrator for momentum equation and SSP-RK3 integrator for mass balance equation; Case B - RK-
2 integrator for momentum equation, SSP-RK3 integrator for mass balance equation, and residual force Ru in the momentum
equation; Case C - RK-2 integrator for both mass and momentum equations; Case D - RK-2 integrator for both mass and
momentum equations, and residual force Ru in the momentum equation. ncycles = 2 is used for all four cases.
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Figure 6: Percentage change in (A) mass (B) x-momentum and (C) the y-momentum of the system for various choices of time
integrators: Case B - RK-2 integrator for momentum equation, SSP-RK3 integrator for mass balance equation, and residual
force Ru in the momentum equation; Case C - RK-2 integrator for both mass and momentum equations; Case D - RK-2
integrator for both mass and momentum equations, and residual force Ru in the momentum equation. ncycles = 2 is used for

all four cases.
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momentum equation, while the latter is done to obtain the discrete mass flux m,“® for the advective operator
V - (m,°°h) of the enthalpy equation. We use an RK-2 scheme for time integrating both cell-centered mass
and enthalpy equations, as explained in the previous section. An additional residual term RA™+1F is added
to the right hand side of the enthalpy equation for reasons explained previously. Overall the discretized
cell-centered enthalpy equation reads as

pn+1’k+1hn+1,k+1 o lv)nhn
At

+ A (hl(lﬁﬂi)l(lﬁugl)v) _ Rhn+1,k + (V . IiVT)n+1’k+1 + Qngcrl’kv (44)
in which the advective term is defined as

A (2 phnl) = | (7 (1haal))

PR

Do) (1
i’ (V : ( l(irglpl(in)lve(md)v)). )

1
L]~ 3

| (45)

In Eq. R is the (cell-centered) residual of the discrete mass balance equation (see also Eq. (38)). We
explore the combined consistency of mass, momentum, and enthalpy integrators in Sec.

3.2.3. Solving the non-linear enthalpy equation

The enthalpy equation is a non-linear equation since thermophysical properties like x depend on liquid
fraction ¢, which in turn is a function of enthalpy h. The non-linear equation is solved using Newton’s
method. A Newton iteration is denoted by a superscript m, where m = 0, ..., ¢max — 1. Within the k-
cycle, Newton iterations begin by initializing hn*+1F0 = prtblk pntlk0 — pntlk and ontlk0 — gntlk,
The iterations proceed until a suitable convergence criterion (defined below) is met or the maximum number
of iterations gmax is reached. Newton iterations involve the following steps:

hn+1,k+1

1. Linearize using Taylor series expansion

oh n+1,k+1,m

hn+1,k+1,m+1 _ hn+1,k+1,m + aiT (Tn+1,k+1,m+1 _ Tn+1,k+1,m)’ (46)
in which the derivative % is given by
oh CS’ T < Tsol,
67 _ C_f + L/(Tliq _ /1'1501)7 Tsol <T< Tliq, (47)
PCM Cc", T > Tha,

= C% in the gas domain.
gas

in the PCM domain and %

2. Substitute A FLEFLTHL from Eq. into Eq. and solve for temperature Tn+1F+Lm+1
3. Update h"t1ATLm+L ysing the Taylor series (Eq. (46)) and T +hA+Lm+L

4. Synchronize Tn+LF+Lm+L and pntbk+lm+l with the updated enthalpy h"*+1E+Lm+1  Analytical
relations T-h and ¢-h written in Eqgs. — are used to synchronize temperature and liquid fraction
with enthalpy.

5. Update thermophysical properties (k, ,p) using pn+tLF+1Lm+1 apg gr+lk+l

Eq. .

6. Compute the relative change in liquid fraction ¢

using the mixture model

n+1,k+1,m+1 n+1,k+1,7n||

—p
1+ [[rtLh+lm]|,

2

A, = |l (48)

The Newton solver is deemed to be converged if A, < 1078 or if m 4+ 1 = gmax = b iterations have
completed.
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4. Adaptive mesh refinement (AMR)

We use a structured adaptive mesh refinement framework to discretize the governing equations. The
two-dimensional computational domain Q € [0, L] x [0, H] is discretized into multiple levels of structured
grids. The ratio between each successive grid level is denoted n..¢. The cell dimensions on the coarsest level

are Axg = NLmO and Ayy = Niyg, in which V9 and Ny are the number of cells in the x and y direction,
respectively. The cell dimensions on finer levels are then Axpi, = Axg /nigfl, in which [ is the grid level

number.

We support both static and adaptive meshes in our framework. During static refinement, coarse mesh
levels are refined over a fixed area of space, and mesh configuration remains constant over time. It is
applicable when the region of interest exhibits minimal movement. With dynamic meshes (or adaptive
meshes), coarse level cells are tagged/untagged throughout the simulation based on user-specified criteria.
In our framework, we employ two tagging criteria:

1. Tagging cells based on the signed distance function: To resolve the gas-PCM interface with sufficient
mesh resolution, a value-based tagging criterion is used. A cell is tagged for grid refinement when its
signed distance function value is within zero threshold, e.g., |®| < 2Axo. Using numerical simulations,
we find that this amount of tagging is sufficient to resolve the sharp variation in material properties
(p, Kk, ) across the gas-PCM interface.

2. Tagging cells based on the liquid fraction variable: In order to capture the mushy region and the
associated volume change of PCM, it is necessary to use sufficiently refined grids to resolve the QM ()
region. We can identify the mushy region by either: (i) probing the value of ¢, e.g., 0.3 < ¢ < 0.8;
or by (ii) probing the gradient of ¢, e.g., |[Vp| > 0. We term the former tagging criterion as p-based
tagging or value-based tagging and the latter as Vp-based tagging or gradient-based tagging.

Testing the robustness of AMR in capturing mushy regions: Prior works [29] 38 [39] have confirmed
our AMR framework’s ability to adaptively refine/coarsen the grid near gas-liquid/gas-solid interfaces in
isothermal flows without any phase change. Here we test its capability for the more complex scenario:
capturing the evolving mushy region during phase change. We revisit the Stefan problem with expansion
from our previous work that introduced the low Mach enthalpy method, but this time using adaptively
refined AMR grids.

The Stefan problem is simulated by considering a quasi one-dimensional computational domain 2 €
[0,1] x [0,0.05] with I = 2 mesh levels and a refinement ratio of n.s = ﬂ The coarsest level (I = 1) is
covered by Ny X Nyo = 640 x 32 number of cells. The simulation runs until ¢ = 10 s with a constant time
step size of At = 1074 s. The domain is periodic in the y-direction. Initially, the liquid PCM occupies the
entire domain and has a temperature of T; = 973.6 K. The temperature at the left boundary (z = 0) is
set at T, = 298.6 K to induce solidification. The melting/fusion temperature of the PCM is T, = 933.6
K. The right end of the boundary (z = 1) is kept adiabatic (homogeneous Neumann boundary condition
for temperature). The flow solver uses zero-velocity and zero-pressure/outflow boundary conditions at the
left and right ends, respectively. The phase change material’s thermophysical properties, largely aluminum-
based, are listed in Table [1} Here, the liquid and solid densities are assumed to be p* = 2700 and p° = 500
kg/m3, respectively, and both fluid and solid viscosities are set to zero. Upon solidification, the material
expands due to its lower density than the liquid phase. This problem has been solved both analytically and
numerically (on uniform grids) in our previous work [I]. We use this problem to analyze the performance
of the two tagging methods (p- vs. V-based) to identify the mushy region effectively within the AMR
framework.

The position of the moving (from left to right) solidification front is denoted z* = s(¢). The numerical
solid-liquid interface fraction is defined by the iso-contour value 0.5 of the liquid fraction ¢. Fig. [7] shows
the evolution of ¢ over time ¢ using ¢-based (left) and Vy-based (right) tagging. It can be seen that the
former tagging approach produces intermittent fine mesh patterns. This can be explained as follows. There

2This benchmark test is provided in IBAMR. GitHub within the directory examples/phase_change/ex1.
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Figure 7: Stefan problem with solidification: time evolution of the liquid fraction ¢ and adaptively refined grids. A low
temperature at the left boundary Top < Ti induces solidification of the PCM. AMR grid pattern for ¢-based (left) and V-
based (right) tagging approaches. The solid and liquid regions are depicted by blue and red colors, respectively. The narrow
region between the all solid and liquid is the mushy zone.
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Table 1: Thermophysical properties used to simulate the Stefan problem

Property Value

Thermal conductivity of solid x® 211 W/m.K
Thermal conductivity of liquid k¥ 91 W/m.K

Specific heat of solid C® 910 J/kg.K
Specific heat of liquid C™ 1042.4 J/kg.K
Solidification temperature Ty, 933.6 K
Bulk phase change temperature 7, 933.6 K
Liquidus temperature 79 938.6 K
Solidus temperature 7%°! 928.6 K
Latent heat L 383840 J/kg
0.10
= —— -based tagging
= 0.0l V p-based tagging
‘|’|° ‘ =+ New analytical
% = - Standard Stefan
0.00¢}

t[s]

Figure 8: Comparison of analytical and numerical interface positions obtained using ¢-based and V¢-based tagging criteria.
Here, R, = pS/p" = 0.185.

are instances during the simulation in which the mushy region narrows and falls into the subgrid level. As
a result, no cells are tagged using the value-based tagging method. This results in the simulation removing
the entire fine grid level | = 2. Fig. [7] (E) illustrates this effect, with ¢ either 0 or 1 and not meeting the
value-based refinement criterion. Gradient-based tagging, on the other hand, produces finer meshes near
the liquid-solid interface. Despite the narrowness of the mushy region, the gradient of liquid fraction always
exists.

Fig. |8 shows a comparison between the time evolution of the solidification front and the analytical
solution. In the figure the “new analytical” solution refers to the Stefan problem that considers the volume
expansion of PCM, whereas the “standard Stefan” one does not. The next paragraph explains the difference
between the two Stefan problems in more detail. As a result of uneven appearance and disappearance of the
fine mesh level, ¢p-based tagging overpredicts the front position. Alternatively, V-based tagging produces
more accurate results since the solidifying front is always resolved by finer meshes. Accordingly, we select
the gradient-based tagging criteria to capture the moving phase change front in our simulations.

A word of caution for the reader: In the literature, the solution to the standard Stefan problem is often
confused with the solution that accounts for density-induced volume changes (which is derived in|Appendix Al
and [I]). This confusion primarily stems from the way the temperature equation is written for the standard
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Stefan problem:

oT" 0TS
S S _ .S S
p°C = e € Q°(1), (49a)
oT" o*T"
chLW = K}L (}xQ € QL (t) (49b)

In the solid and liquid temperature equations, p° and p" can be different, so the solution to the standard
Stefan problem can be misinterpreted as accounting for density-induced volume changes. Only one material
property is needed in the heat equation: thermal diffusivity o = k/(pC). Volume shrinkage/expansion effects
are modeled by considering the convective term on the left side of Eqs. . Eqgs. in
consider the convective term, whereas Egs. do not.

Bhattacharya [40] presents a numerical method for simulating volume shrinkage during solidification.
The author compared their numerical solution to the standard Stefan problem, assuming Egs. account
for volume shrinkage effects. Their numerical solution matches the analytical solution to the standard
Stefan problem. It is a fortunate match. We demonstrated in our prior work that the solution to the 1D
Stefan problem exhibiting shrinkage effects is quite similar to the standard Stefan problem. In contrast, the
expansion problem shows a marked difference between the two solutions, which is apparent in Fig.

5. Complete solution algorithm

Here we summarize the main steps involved in advancing the simulation for one time step At = ¢"+! —¢",
A single cycle of fixed point iteration is considered.

1. First, we advect the level set function ®™ using the (non-divergence-free) velocity field u to obtain
n+1,k+1.
¢ ) (Pn+1’k+1 —_pn

At

The advected level set function is reinitialized to a signed distance function by solving the Hamiliton-
Jacobi equation as proposed by Sussman et al. [26].

+ (V- (@u)" ™ = (@7 - u)" 1k, (50)

2. Similarly, we advect the smooth Heaviside function H™ using the non-divergence-free velocity u:

Hn+1,k+1 — H"

A + (V- (Hu)"™F = (HV - u)" 1k, (51)

Here, H™ is computed from the level set function ®” using Eq. . We remark that explicitly advecting
H is not essential; instead directly computing H"+1*+1 from ®"+1:*+1 (through Eq. (f)) is sufficient.
However, as demonstrated above for mass flux, the advective flux of Heaviside variable Hu could be
used to advect additional scalar variables of a more involved problem.

3. Next, we solve an additional mass balance equation at both cell- and face-centers of the mesh and
compute the discrete mass flux m, = pu in the process. The computed mass flux is used in the
convective operator of the momentum equation (V- (pu® u) = V - (m, ® u)), as well as in the
advective operator of the enthalpy equation (V - (puh) = V- (m,h)).

The discrete mass balance equation reads as

an+1,k+1 _
At

23

P 4 (V-m,)" ik =, (52)

which is solved to obtain the new density field p"***+1 and the discrete mass flux m,. This ensures
the solver stability for high-density ratio flows. Additionally, the cell- and face-centered residuals of
the mass balance Eq. (R and R, respectively) are computed.

4. Using the newest density p and mass flux m,, the nonlinear enthalpy equation is solved to update
enthalpy h, temperature T, and liquid fraction .
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The discrete enthalpy equation reads as

Vn+1,k+1hn+1,k+1 _ pnhn

£ N + (V- mph) R = (T gUT) UL L prtbk g gritk - (53)

src

The non-linear enthalpy equation is solved using Newton’s method. See Sec. [3.2.3]
5. Once the liquid fraction ¢"+1#+1 is obtained by solving the enthalpy equation, it is extended from the
PCM to the gas region by integrating Eq. using forward Euler scheme as

(70454»1 _ L,BS _ At(]. _ Hn+1,lc+1)nn+1,k+l . V@S, (54)

with s = 0,...,14, and $*=0 = pn+LE+1 Fq. is integrated for 15 time steps (with a CFL number
of 0.3) so that ¢ is sufficiently extended into the gas domain to calculate the surface tension force.

6. Finally, the low Mach Navier-Stokes equations are solved to obtain the new velocity u”*1*+! and
pressure p"t 251 fields
un+1,k+1u'rLJrl,kJrl — p"u"
14 N 14 + (V . [mp®u])n+17k _ _Gpn+%,k+1 + (Luu)n+%,k+1 + ’v)n+l,k+1g
+ ’Ru"“’k B Az+1,k+1un+1,k+1 + fst3—phase,n+%,k+1,
(55a)
0, H < 0.5 (i.e., in the gas phase),
0, h < h%!,
Veiu=< %" L s (A1 — h™) sol liq
- 2 - B 3 < <
(ot — p°)H 5 (V- kVT + Quc), B <h<h',
p (h(pL _ /)S) _ pthq + pShsol) sre |
0, h > hla,
(55b)

In our solution methodology, velocity and pressure are solved simultaneously through the use of a
matrix-free flexible GMRES (FGMRES) solver. A projection method-based preconditioner is used
that treats the stiff Carman-Kozeny drag term —Agu implicitly. More details on the low Mach Navier-
Stokes solver and projection method-based preconditioner can be found in our previous work [30].

6. Software implementation

The low Mach enthalpy method and its proposed improvements described in this work have been im-
plemented within the IBAMR library [41], an open-source C++ software enabling the simulation of CFD
and fluid-structure interaction problems. IBAMR utilizes adaptive mesh refinement (AMR) and Cartesian
grid management through the SAMRAI framework [42] [43], with linear solver support provided by the
PETSc library ([44] 45]). All simulations presented in this work are implemented in the following GitHub
repository:https://github. com/IBAMR/IBAMR/tree/phase_change_patch_6.

7. Results and discussion

7.1. Isothermal advection of a droplet

To demonstrate the combined consistency of mass, momentum, and enthalpy integrators, we modify the
droplet advection problem discussed in Sec. in addition to mass and momentum transport, we also
consider enthalpy transported by the droplet®’, Thermal conductivity x and Qg are set to zero. All other

3This benchmark test is provided in IBAMR. GitHub within the directory examples/phase_change/ex2.
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problem parameters (e.g., droplet size, boundary conditions, etc.) remain the same as in Sec. In the
absence of thermal diffusion and body forces, the system of equations reduces to

oD

E+U-V<I>—O, (56a)
% +V-(pu) =0, (56b)
ag;th + V- (puh) =0, (56¢)
d (g;u) + V- (pu®u) = 0. (56d)

The initial temperature of the liquid droplet and the surrounding gas is set to T; = 3 K E| and the
fusion/phase change temperature of the liquid droplet is set to T}, = 2 K. The liquidus and solidus temper-
atures are 719 = 2.1 K and 7°°! = 1.9 K, and a latent heat value of L = 100 J/kg is used. The specific heats
of liquid and gas phases are 1042.4 J/kg - K and 1000 J/kg - K, respectively. For this problem, we expect
that:

e In the absence of body forces (pressure and viscous) the velocity should remain constant throughout
the simulation.

e The droplet gets advected with constant velocity, retains its shape, and returns to its original position
after each time period.

e With no energy sources and non-conducting fluids, enthalpy and temperature should remain constant.

e There should be no phase change or spurious phase generation. This also means that specifying latent
heat value is arbitrary for this problem.

e The total mass, momentum, and enthalpy in the domain should remain constant.

Fig. [0 illustrates the advection of the droplet at various time instances. The simulation employs [ = 2
levels of mesh with the coarse grid size set to Nyo X Nyo = 1282, and a refinement ratio of npes = 2. The
simulation runs until ¢ = 10 s. As shown in Fig. [0 the droplet moves with a constant velocity and returns
to its original position after one time period 7 = ﬁ =1, in which d = v/2 and |u.| = v/2. Additionally,
the droplet undergoes minimal distortion while returning to its original position. Throughout the simulation
(data not shown here for brevity), velocity remains constant at its initial value u. = (u,v) = (1,1). In
addition, the enthalpy equation solution does not result in spurious phases (for example, liquid becoming
solid).

To quantify the accuracy of consistent mass-momentum-enthalpy integrators, a grid convergence study is
conducted. We consider uniform grids of size N, x Ny, = {1282,2562, 5122} for the convergence study. This
is to avoid discretization errors near the coarse-fine boundary of adaptively refined grids. Errors in total
mass M = {, pdV, z-momentum £, = {, pudV, y-momentum L, = {, pvdV and enthalpy H# = {, ph dV
are computed using Eq. , and the results are shown in Fig. The system’s mass, momentum, and
enthalpy remain constant over time, with the exception of the initial transient phase where the initially sharp
interface diffuses. Additionally, the temperature remains mostly constant throughout the simulation (7" ~ 2
K) except near the interface (data not shown for brevity). This is because the primary variable h diffuses
over time and T is reconstructed based on T-h relations in our solution algorithm. The temperature change
near the interface does not induce phase change, however. As shown in the Fig. the mass and momentum
transport is third-order accurate (O(Az?)) using this method. As velocity remains constant (numerically),
mass and momentum errors are the same. However, enthalpy solution is only first-order (O(Ax)) accurate.
The behavior of error as a function of grid resolution can be explained as follows. At the end of each time
step, the density field is synchronized with the level set function. This limits density (and momentum, in

4For this test problem, units of physical quantities are not relevant (as there are no right-hand side terms in Eqs. (56)), but
are included to maintain notational consistency.
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Figure 9: Advection of a droplet with density ratio p;/po = 10,000 in an initially uniform velocity field u = (u,v) = (1,1). The
simulation is performed using two levels of mesh refinement. The coarse grid size is Nz x Ny = 1282. A unit periodic domain
is considered. k, p and Qsrc are set to zero.

this case) diffusion due to advection. The level set function is reinitialized to a signed distance function
using a third-order accurate ENO scheme; see our prior works on level set reinitialization [29]. Enthalpy
transport, however, is subject to the upwinding errors of the CUI limiter, which displays first-order accuracy
near non-monotone regions. These are regions close to the liquid-gas interface. The CUI scheme’s first-order
accuracy corresponds to Gudonov’s order barrier theorem.

These results indicate that our mass, momentum, and enthalpy integrators are capable of stably simu-
lating high density ratio flows without generating spurious momentum or phases.

7.2. Thermocapillary flows

Here we solve enthapy Eq. @ in conjunction with surface tension Eq. to simulate surface tension-
driven flows. Specifically, the thermocapillary migration of gas bubbles embedded in liquid (PCM) is consid-
ered. In most thermocapillary flow models in the literature, the temperature equation (without consideration
to any phase change) is used instead of the enthalpy equation [46] 47, [48], 49, [50]. Using an enthalpy equa-
tion instead of temperature does not matter on a continuous level, but discretely, it may. This test aims
to determine whether the low Mach enthalpy integrator is capable of accurately simulating thermocapillary
flows without inducing spurious phase changes.

Consider a computational domain Q € [0, L]¢, d = 2 and 3, within which a bubble of radius R is immersed
in the ambient fluid, as illustrated in Fig. The bubble’s initial centroid is in the middle of the domain.
The ratio of gas bubble thermophysical properties (i, p, C, k) to the surrounding fluid is denoted «. The top
and bottom boundaries are considered walls with no-slip (zero-velocity) boundary conditions. Temperature
varies linearly in the domain Tiow < T < Thigh. Here, Tiow and Thign represent temperatures at the bottom
and top walls, respectively. All other boundaries are periodic.

The surface tension coefficient varies with temperature as

do

|, (=T, (57)

o =09+

in which og and %’To are the surface tension and Marangoni coefficients (respectively) computed at the
reference temperature Ty. The gas bubble moves upward due to the variation in surface tension caused
by the imposed temperature gradient. Key non-dimensional parameters of the problem are the Reynolds

P"VR R ub
number Re = —~—, Marangoni number Ma = ——, Capillary number Ca = ——, and Prandtl number
K @ g0
pcr |, VTR
Pr = ——. Here, V is the velocity scale defined as V' = "L‘ Two different cases are considered:
K I

zero Marangoni and finite Marangoni. The zero Marangoni case checks the accuracy of the surface tension
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Figure 10: Grid convergence study of system’s mass M = {;, pdV, z-momentum Lx = §, pudV, y-momentum Lx = §, pv dV

and enthalpy H = SQ phdV.
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Figure 11: Convergence rates of the low Mach enthalpy method considering the isothermal advection of a droplet. The £2
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Figure 12: Schematic of the thermocapillary migration of a gas bubble in 2D. A gas bubble of radius R rises in an ambient
fluid due to a gradient in the surface tension coefficient. The temperature varies linearly Tiow < T' < Thign With bottom and
top wall temperatures of Tioy and Thigh, respectively. No-slip boundary conditions are used for velocity at the top and bottom
walls. Periodic boundary conditions are considered for vertical walls.

force modeﬂ The finite Marangoni case examines the low Mach enthalpy integrator’s ability to simulate
thermocapillary ﬂowsﬁ

7.2.1. Zero Marangoni number

A time-invariant linear temperature field (k — o) is considered, which is referred to as the “zero
Marangoni number” problem in the literature. Young et al. [5I] investigated the zero Marangoni num-
ber thermocapillary migration of a bubble in ambient fluid. The authors provide an analytical expression
for the terminal velocity of the bubble which reads as

do
23 ‘To VTR

V= T
K 6ul + 9uG

(58)
We compare the numerically computed bubble rise velocity with the analytical solution to assess the surface
tension force model accuracy. The normalized bubble rise velocity is numerically calculated as

fqv(1—H)dV

‘/}ise = 5 /41 117"
Vi SQ(l — H)dV

(59)

Due to the time-invariant nature of the linear temperature field, we do not solve the enthalpy equation,
since it would change the temperature field numerically, even slightly. The radius of the bubble is taken
to be R = 0.5 m. The ratio of thermophysical properties of the gas and ambient fluid is set to v = 1. In
this case, the density and viscosity of the bubble (and also the liquid) are 0.2 kg/m® and 0.1 kg/m-s. The
square and cubic computational domains are of length L = 15R in 2D and 3D, respectively. The surface

tension parameters are g = 0.1 N/m and g—SHTO = —0.1 N/m-K. Temperatures at the bottom and top

oT
walls are Tiow = 0 K and Thigh = 1 K. This corresponds to a temperature gradient of e =0.133 K/m.
Y

These dimensional values give us V = 6.67 x 1072 m/s, Re = Ca = 6.67 x 1072 and Ma = Pr = 0. Grid
convergence studies are performed using three grid resolutions: coarse, medium and fine. These grids have

5This benchmark test is provided in IBAMR. GitHub within the directory examples/multiphase_flow/ex14.
6This benchmark test is provided in IBAMR GitHub within the directory examples/phase_change/ex7.
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Figure 13: Normalized bubble rise velocity Viise as a function of normalized time T* = tV /R for the case of Ma = 0: Grid
convergence study for (A) 2D and (B) 3D simulations. Comparison with other studies in (C) 2D and (D) 3D.

a coarse level (I = 1) resolution of Ny = 64, 128 and 256, respectively. Two levels of grid refinement with
a refinement ratio of n,.s = 2 are employed for all three grids. A uniform time step size of At = 0.1 s is
used for the coarse grid. At is halved for each successively refined mesh. The top row of Fig. shows
the time evolution of the normalized rise velocity plotted against normalized time T% = tV /R for the three
grids in both two and three spatial dimensions. Convergent behavior for rise velocity can be observed in
both 2D and 3D simulations. Consequently, we choose the medium grid (with Ny = 128) for comparing our
results with prior studies [47, 51, 50]. From Figs. [13| (C) and (D), it can be observed that our results are in
agreement with those of Tripathi and Sahu [50] for both 2D and 3D simulations. Our 2D simulation deviates
from the theoretical study of Young et al. [5I] by 8%, whereas the 3D simulation shows a deviation of 1.5%.
In comparison, Herrmann et al.’s [47] work exhibits deviations of approximately 18% and 6.3% from the
theoretical rise velocity for 2D and 3D simulations, respectively.

Results from the zero Marangoni case validate the accuracy of the surface tension force model as presented
in Eq. . However, it does not confirm the accuracy of the low Mach enthalpy integrator for simulating
thermocapillary flows. Next, a finite Marangoni case is considered to verify this.

7.2.2. Finite Marangoni number

This section investigates the thermocapillary migration of gas bubbles at a finite Marangoni number,
Ma = 0.72. Other works [46], 48, 49| 50] have also considered the Ma = 0.72 case for validating multiphase
flow solvers. As temperature varies with time (and space), the Navier-Stokes and enthalpy equations are
coupled through the advection term in the enthalpy equation and the surface tension force in the momentum
equation.

The gas bubble in the simulations has a radius of R = 1.44 x 1072 m and is initially positioned at
the center of the computational domain. A square and a cubic computational domain of length I = 4R
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Figure 14: Normalized bubble rise velocity V;ise as a function of normalized time T* = tV /R for the case of Ma = 0.72: Grid
convergence study for (A) 2D and (B) 3D simulations. (C) Comparison of 2D and 3D results with prior works.
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are used in 2D and 3D simulations, respectively. The thermophysical properties of the ambient liquid are
pY = 500 kg/m3, ut = 0.024 kg/m-s, k¥ = 2.4 x 1075 W/mK, and C* = 10~* J/kg-K. The ratio of the
thermophysical properties of the gas bubble with the surrounding fluid is set to v = 0.5. The surface tension
parameters are o9 = 1072 N/m, g—%}TO = —2 x 107® N/m-K. Temperatures at the bottom and top walls

T
are Tiow = 289.424 K and Thign = 290.576 K. This corresponds to a temperature gradient of aa— = 200
Y

K/m. The phase change/fusion temperature of the ambient liquid is set to T}, = 265 K, with 7! = 270
K, T%°' = 260 K, Tt = 290 K. A consistent enthalpy solver should not induce solidification of the liquid
since the imposed wall temperatures are higher than the fusion temperature. According to the problem
parameters, Re = Ma = 0.72, Ca = 0.0576, V = 0.024 m/s and Pr =1 for this problem.

The simulations are run until ¢ = 0.12 s. Grid convergence studies are performed in both 2D and 3D.
The 2D grids considered have coarse level resolutions of Ny = 64,128, and 256 with two levels of mesh
refinement and n.s = 2. A uniform time step size of At = 2.5 x 107° s is used for the coarse mesh
(N = 64). This choice of At respects the explicit capillary time step size restriction [31} [52], which is given

by At, =4/ pz;gc Az3 ~ 2.33 x 107° 5. With each successive grid refinement (by a factor of 2), the time

step size is reduced by a factor of 4 ﬂ For 3D simulations, coarse level grids of size Ny = 32,64, and 128 are
considered, with a uniform time step size of At = 2 x 107° s for the coarse mesh. At is halved for each fine
grid, which maintains the explicit capillary time step size restriction.

The results are presented in Fig. [14] (A) for 2D simulations and Fig. [14] (B) for 3D simulations. Both
2D and 3D simulations show consistent bubble rise velocity across all grid resolutions. Using the medium
grid, we compare our results with previous studies. A comparison of the results is shown in Fig. [14] (C). Our
results match closely with those obtained by Tripathi and Sahu [50], who used the volume of fluid method
within the open-source Basilisk code. Furthermore, the authors in [50] solved the temperature equation
instead of the enthalpy equation.

The results of this section suggest that the low Mach enthalpy method (which also handles phase change)
is able to simulate thermocapillary flows accurately. This capability is attributed to the consistency of mass,
momentum and enthalpy integrators that do not result in spurious mass, momentum, enthalpy or phase
generation.

7"Compared to the theoretical formula, which would reduce At by a factor of about v/23 ~ 3, a reduction of 4 seems more
conservative. In practice, a large variation in the curvature of the interface further reduces At.
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7.8. Stefan problem with melting-induced volume changes

In this section, we present a simple problem that can be used to validate advanced CFD codes that
model metal manufacturing processes like welding and metal 3D printing. Numerical studies have relied on
experimental data to validate heat sources (e.g., laser beams) induced melting of metals and alloys. Due to
the high number of design parameters involved in experiments (shielding/inert gas flow to prevent oxidation,
laser beam reflection, etc.) and uncertainties (for example, the conductivity of metals and their alloys may
not be known fully) that cannot be fully accounted for in simulations, previous studies have altered the
thermophysical properties of the PCM artificially to match the results.

In our previous work [I], we provided an analytical solution to the two-phase Stefan problem involving
solidification of a PCM exhibiting a volume change during the process. Building upon that, we derive an
analytical solution (see to the two-phase melting problem with volume changes. We deduce
two additional cases, useful for code validation, from the Stefan model problem:

e Two-phase melting problem with a flux boundary condition.
e Three-phase melting problem with a passive gas phase and a volumetric heat source in the domain.

The modeled PCM’s thermophysical properties are largely iron-based, as shown in Table [2| Solid phase
density is p° = 8100 kg/m?, and liquid phase density is p& = 7165.384 kg/m>. As the liquid phase has a
lower density than the solid phase, PCM expands upon melting.

7.8.1. Two-phase melting problem with flux boundary condition
Consider a quasi one-dimensional computational domain Q € [0,0.1]x[0, 0.005] as illustrated in Fig. A)El
The simulation employs a two-level mesh with coarse cell size of Az = Ay = 0.005/32. The simulation runs
until t = 10 s with a constant time step size of At = 1073 s. Initially, the domain is fully occupied by the
solid PCM with a temperature of T; = 1500 K. At the right boundary (x = 0.1), a zero pressure (outflow)
condition is used for the flow solver and an adiabatic (homogeneous Neumann) condition is used for the tem-
L dTL

perature T. At the left end of the domain (z = 0), no-slip and inhomogeneous Neumann —s"—X2ct

dx x=0
boundary conditions are employed for velocity and temperature, respectively. Here, T'% . denotes the ana-
lytical temperature of the liquid phase as derived in The top and bottom boundaries (in the
y-direction) are periodic.

The schematic of the problem is depicted in Fig. [I5(A). Since R, = p°/p" > 1, there is a volume
expansion upon melting, which induces additional flow. As shown in the solid phase moves
with a rigid body velocity u®(t), while the liquid velocity u" remains zero. To simulate this behavior, the
solid fraction g in the Carman-Kozeny drag coefficient is replaced with the liquid fraction ¢. Consequently,
the Carman-Kozeny drag force retards liquid phase motion. Gradient-based tagging is used to generate
adaptively refined grids. Melting initiates due to the flux boundary condition and the liquid-solid interface
moves rightwards over time until the PCM completely melts. The evolution of the liquid fraction and the
adaptive mesh is shown in the left column of Fig. We compare the numerical solutions (interface position
x% = s(t), velocity of the solid u°(t), temperature distribution 7'(x)) with the analytical ones in Fig. An
excellent match is observed between the two. As shown in Fig. B), a large spike is observed in the solid
velocity at the initial time. This occurs because the interface velocity u* = % — @ (see Appendix A) at
time ¢t = 07. Since the solid velocity is proportional to the interface speed, the CFD simulation produces
a large solid velocity at the beginning. The new analytical and standard Stefan problem solutions are very
similar for this problem. This is attributed to the 1D nature of the problem as well as the low density
difference between the solid and liquid phases (~ 11%). Nevertheless, this amount of density variation may

cause PCM free surfaces to rise or protrude in 2D or 3D problems [].

7.8.2. Three-phase melting problem with a volumetric heat source
We now consider the three-phase version of the melting problem in which the heat flux boundary condition
is imposed through a volumetric source term ercﬂ The position of the heat source remains fixed at = = 0,

8This benchmark test is provided in IBAMR. GitHub within the directory examples/phase_change/ex9.
9This benchmark test is provided in IBAMR, GitHub within the directory examples/phase_change/ex9.
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Table 2: Thermophysical properties of the PCM (largely iron-based) used to simulate the melting problem.

Property Value
Thermal conductivity of solid x5 229 W/m.K
Thermal conductivity of liquid k¥  22.9 W/m.K
Specific heat of solid C® 627 J/kg K
Specific heat of liquid C* 723.14 J/kg. K
Solidification temperature Ty, 1620 K

Bulk phase change temperature 7,, 1620 K
Liquidus temperature 79 1622.5 K
Solidus temperature 7%°! 1617.5 K

Latent heat L

250800 J /kg

T; = 1500K
I
L AT et Solid T, = 1500 K Gas | 6 = —k" dT 5 act 5
dx dx
Solid

(G)t=10s

(H)t=10s

Figure 15: Stefan problem with melting: time evolution of the liquid fraction ¢ and adaptive grids. For the left column plots,
melting occurs due to the flux boundary condition at the left end of the domain. For the right column plots, flux boundary
conditions are imposed through a volumetric term in the enthalpy equation. There is also a passive gas phase. Gradient-based
tagging is used to generate AMR grids. Solid, liquid and gas regions are depicted in yellow, blue and white colors. The AMR
grids are shown only at ¢t = 5 s.
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Figure 16: Comparison of CFD and analytical solutions for the two phase melting problem with flux boundary conditions: (A)
interface position; (B) solid velocity; and (C) temperature.
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Figure 17: Comparison of CFD and analytical solutions for the three phase melting problem with a volumetric heat source
term added to the enthalpy equation: (A) interface position; (B) solid velocity; and (C) temperature distribution in the liquid
and solid regions.

the initial location of the gas-PCM interface. Over time, the heat source strength varies (reduces). The
PCM thermophysical properties remain the same as in the two-phase case.

Initially the domain is occupied by gas and solid PCM as illustrated in Fig. B). At t = 0, QF €
[0,0.1] x [0,0.005] and Q€ € [-0.02, 0] x [0,0.005]. Boundary conditions are set as follows: periodic bound-
aries in the y-direction, zero pressure (outflow) for the flow solver and adiabatic (homogeneous Neumann)

for temperature at the left (z = —0.02) and right (z = 0.1) boundaries. The flux boundary condition
dTk
¢ = —ngixaCt is applied at z = 0 via Eq. (27).
x =0

Gas properties are specified as p¢ = 0.4 kg/m?, k% = 6.1 x 1072 W/m-K, and C¢ = 1100 J/kg K.
Viscosity is assumed to be zero in all three phases. A two-level AMR mesh with a uniform coarse cell size
of Az = Ay = 0.005/32 is used for the simulation. Tagging is based on ® for the PCM-gas interface and on
V¢ for refining the grid near the mushy zone. A smooth Heaviside function H with ncens = 2 is employed.

Due to the heat source, melting begins and progresses towards the right, as shown in Fig. [[5] Comparison
between numerical and analytical solutions is presented in Fig. The numerical and analytical solutions
are in excellent agreement. This simple test problem serves as a preliminary check to validate three phase
codes aimed at modeling laser-induced PCM melting.
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Table 3: Initial location and radii of bubbles.

Bubble Origin Radius
Left [0.175L, 0.225L]  0.075L

Center [0.5L, 0.55L] 0.125L
Right  [0.8L, 0.26L)] 0.1L

7.4. Porosity defect modeling

The final test case involves liquid, solid, and gas interactions. The goal is to simulate porosity defects
during metal solidification, such as during metal 3D printing and casting. We consider a square computational
domain € € [0, L]? of length L = 1072 m. |E| Fig. depicts the initial phase distribution. The solid phase
of the PCM occupies the region up to y = 0.1L, the liquid phase of the PCM extends above it to y = 0.75L,
and a gas phase occupies the remainder. Three gas bubbles are placed within the liquid phase. The locations
and radii of these bubbles can be found in Table [Bl

Solid and liquid phases of the (aluminum-based) PCM have densities of p* = 2475 kg/m? and p° = 2700
kg/m?, respectively. Viscosity is set to be in the same in the liquid and solid phases " = ;% = 1.4 x 1073
kg/m-s. Additional PCM properties are provided in Table As for the gas phase, p% = 0.4 kg/m3,
k% = 6.1 x 1072 W/m-K, C% = 1100 J/kg'K, and u® = 4 x 107® kg/m-s. The constant surface tension
coefficient at the liquid-gas interface is o = 0.87 N/m. The gravity force acts in the negative y-direction, i.e,
g = [0,-9.81] m/s%

Boundary conditions are specified as follows: no-slip velocity boundary conditions on the sides and
bottom walls, and zero-pressure (outflow) boundary conditions on the top wall. An adiabatic condition is
applied to all sides except the bottom wall, where the temperature is set to T = 0.5T,,. T;, denotes the
PCM fusion temperature. Initially, all phases have zero velocities. In the solid phase, the initial temperature
is 0.57},, while in the liquid and gas phases, it is 1.17,.

The simulation employs a two-level mesh with N9 x Ny = 1282 coarse level cells, and a refinement
ratio of 2 (ngef = 2). It runs until ¢t = 1 s with a uniform time step size of 3 x 1079 s, which is determined
by the explicit capillary time step size constraint. The PCM-gas interfacial region is refined using value-
based (|®|; ; < 2Axzg) tagging criterion. Gradient-based tagging refines the solid-liquid interfacial regions.
As bubbles rise due to buoyancy, solidification occurs concurrently at the bottom wall due to the imposed
temperature boundary condition. The movement of bubbles induces convective flow in the liquid below,
which helps solidify it more quickly. After a while, the liquid-solid interface entraps the left and right
bubbles, while the center bubble breaks off from the liquid-gas interface and enters the gas phase. Due to
surface tension, the breaking of the liquid-gas interface initiates capillary waves, which eventually dissipate
due to the combined effects of fluid viscosity and freezing. In the meantime, the two remaining bubbles are
trapped within the solid. As a result of the slow solidification rate above the bubbles and the motion of the
remaining untrapped portion, the left and right bubbles take on the shape of a pancake (flat on the top).
Solidification continues until the liquid PCM fully solidifies. This is a shrinkage problem (R, = pS/p% > 1),
so the top PCM-gas interface moves downwards due to volume changes, as shown in final Fig. (E) Upon
completion of solidification, the interfaces remain stationary. At this point, the liquid phase has completely
disappeared from the domain. The results of the previous Stefan problem section, as well as this section
highlight the strength of our method to (i) handle the appearance and disappearance of phases in the
simulation; (ii) properly account for volume changes in the material; and (iii) maintain equilibrium with no
spurious phase generation in the absence of a phase change triggering mechanism.

Furthermore, we quantify the mass/volume conservation of our scheme in this case. The PCM mass is
computed numerically as

Mec®) = | [9"(0T) + p*( ~ 1) aV, (60)

The relative change in the PCM mass is obtained using Eq. and plotted against time for four uniform

10This benchmark test is provided in IBAMR GitHub within the directory examples/phase_change/ex10.
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Figure 18: Time evolution of metal solidification with three trapped gas bubbles. Solid, liquid and gas regions are depicted in
yellow, blue and white colors.
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Figure 19: Percentage change in PCM mass £, as a function of time for the metal solidification case with three gas bubbles.
The coarsest grid (N x Ny = 642) uses a uniform time step size of At = 3 x 107% s. For each successively refined grid, the
time step size is reduced by a factor of 3. The temperature interval considered in this case is T4 — 70l = 5 K.
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Figure 20: Percentage change in volume &y, as a function of time for the (A) left and (B) right bubbles for the metal solidification
case with three gas bubbles. The coarsest grid (N; x Ny = 642) uses a uniform time step size of At = 3 x 1075 s. For each
successively refined grid, the time step size is reduced by a factor of 3. The temperature interval considered in this case is

Tha — Tl = 5 K.
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Figure 21: Time evolution of metal solidification with two trapped gas bubbles. Solid, liquid and gas regions are depicted in
yellow, blue and white colors.
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grids of size N, x N, = {642, 128% 2562, 512%} in Fig. The coarsest grid (N, x N, = 64?) uses a uniform
time step size of At = 3 x 107° s. For each successively refined grid, the time step size is reduced by a factor
of 3, respecting the explicit capillary time step size restriction.

It can be observed that there are two stages where PCM mass error increases over time. Initially, the PCM
mass error increases rapidly until the center bubble is completely released into the air. Afterward, the PCM
mass error remains constant for some time before growing again when the PCM-gas interface and liquid-
solid interfaces approach each other. Around ¢t = 0.3 s, the gas-PCM and liquid-solid interfaces come close,
resulting in an error in mass calculation because two different diffuse interfaces meet and equilibrate rapidly,
causing the PCM to solidify completely. The non-linear convergence rate is attributed to errors associated
with interface breaking and the interaction of two diffuse interfaces. The relative change in bubble volume
is illustrated in Fig. For all grids considered, the maximum volume change for the two bubbles is 4%.
Given that the level set method leads to mass/volume loss, especially at coarse grid resolutions, this is an
acceptable level of volume change.

We rerun the simulation after removing the center bubble from the domain to obtain meaningful conver-
gence rates E This prevents interface breaking and ensures smooth dynamics. Fig. [21 shows the evolution
of the interfaces. Solidification and bubble trapping dynamics are very similar to the three-bubble case
discussed above. The same uniform grids are used to study mass errors as in the three bubble setup. The
relative change in PCM mass is plotted against time in Fig. It can be observed that as the grid cell size
A decreases, the error in PCM mass, Epq, also decreases until ¢ = 0.3 s. In the three bubble case, interface
breaking causes PCM mass change errors to exhibit non-uniform convergence rates. In the two-bubble case
without interface breaking, PCM mass change errors converge under grid refinement. Around ¢ = 0.3 s,
the interface between gas-PCM and liquid-solid comes close to one another, leading to an increase in mass
errors, which is similar to the three bubble setup. However, the % mass change of the PCM for all grids is
quite low (~ 0.2%) compared to the bubble breaking case (roughly 1.4%). The relative change in bubble
volume is illustrated in Fig. 23] For all grids considered, the maximum volume change for the two bubbles
is 2% compared to 4% when bubble breaking is considered.

8. Conclusions and discussion

This work extends our previously introduced low Mach enthalpy method for simulating phase change
materials (PCMs) interacting with an ambient gas phase. We implemented consistent time integration
schemes for the mass, momentum, and enthalpy equations to improve method’s stability. Incorporating
an additional stabilizing term into the momentum and enthalpy equations further enhances stability. This
is even when using different time integrators for mass and momentum (or mass and enthalpy) equations.
The scheme’s stability was validated by simulating the advection of an isothermal droplet in inviscid flow
and the thermocapillary migration of gas bubbles within a liquid PCM. To reduce the computational cost
of simulations, we propose a gradient-based tagging method for adaptively refined grids. Its effectiveness
was demonstrated using a two-phase Stefan problem with density change. Additionally, we introduced a
simple analytical model for validating CFD simulations involving heat sources (like lasers) that drive phase
change phenomena. We also demonstrated our method’s ability to simulate porosity defects in metal AM
and casting by modeling a three-phase liquid-solid-gas interaction problem. Furthermore, a three-phase
surface tension model based on a PDE-based field extension technique was developed. Future work will
focus on incorporating an evaporation and condensation model into the low Mach enthalpy approach. This
will enable simulations of four-phase flows, including melting, solidification, evaporation, and condensation
occuring simultaneously.
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bubbles. The coarsest grid (N, x N, = 642) uses a uniform time step size of At = 3 x 107 s. For each successively refined
grid, the time step size is reduced by a factor of 3. The temperature interval considered in this case is TH4 — T5°! = 5 K.
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Figure 23: Percentage change in volume &y, as a function of time for the (A) left and (B) right bubbles for the metal solidification
case with two trapped gas bubbles. The coarsest grid (N x Ny = 642) uses a uniform time step size of At = 3 x 1075 s. For
each successively refined grid, the time step size is reduced by a factor of 3. The temperature interval considered in this case is

Tha — 780l = 5 K.

38



Supplementary material

Supplementary video S1: Isothermal advection of a droplet using AMR, grids (see Sec. .
Supplementary video S2: Time evolution of the liquid-solid interface and AMR mesh (generated using
Vp-based tagging) for the three-phase melting problem with a volumetric heat source (see Sec. .
Supplementary Video S3: Time evolution of the solid, liquid, and gas domains during metal solidification
with trapped gas bubbles demonstrating porosity defects (see Sec. [7.4)).

Appendix A. Analytical solution of the two-phase Stefan problem with volume changes

We derive the analytical solution to the two-phase Stefan problem discussed in Sec. The PCM is
considered as a one-dimensional slab € := 0 < x < [, with the solid phase occupying the entire domain at
t = 0. In the beginning, the temperature is uniform throughout the domain and is less than the melting
temperature (T; < T),). On the right end, the boundary is open, while on the left, it is closed. Imposing a
temperature of T, > T}, at the left boundary melts the PCM. Solid phase thermophysical properties are pS,
CS, and x5, while liquid phase thermophysical properties are p=, C*, and x". In each phase, these properties
are assumed to be constant. When the PCM melts, the melt front z* = s(t) moves rightward. The solid-
to-liquid density ratio is denoted as R, = pS/p%. When R, > 1, the liquid expands upon melting; when
R, < 1, the liquid shrinks upon melting. In [I], we presented an analytical solution to the two-phase Stefan
solidification problem. A very similar approach is followed here, with some minor changes to account for
PCM melting instead of solidification. Our previous work [I] provides additional details about the derivation,
including jump conditions across the phase-change interface.

The governing equations in the solid and liquid phases are

S S 2SS
pSC8 <aT + uSaT> _ ST s, (A.1a)

ot ox ox?

oTV L oTv 2TV
190 N CE T VL W
”C(at“‘ é’x) oz

in which «® and u" are the velocities of the solid and liquid phases, respectively. The melt front moves with
a velocity u* = ds/dt. The velocity in the liquid domain QY(¢) := 0 < x < s(¢) is zero, i.e., u¥ = 0. This
follows from the 1D continuity equation du"/dz = 0 and the no-slip condition at the left boundary = = 0.
The jump in velocity across the interface [I] gives

e Ql(t), (A.1b)

[u] = uS(s*,8) — ul(s™ ) = uS(s* 1) = (1 - };p) %, (A2)

in which s* and s~ represent spatial locations just ahead and behind the interface. The continuity equation

in the solid domain du®/dz = 0, yields a constant velocity in the solid domain Q5(¢) := s(t) < = < [ as

uS(Q5,t) = uS(st,t) = (1 - Ri) ¢ Two boundary conditions T'(z = 0,t) = Ty and T'(z = [,t) = T}, and
P

three interfacial conditions

TS(x*,t) = TV(x*,t) = Ty, (A.3)
v (o= ey - L LY (ds)'|ds
p | (CF—=C°) (T, Tr)+L+2 1 72 P P
oT® oT™
B L Ve
—(,‘i 0 T o )m* (A.4)

allow us to find the temperature distribution in the liquid (7%(x,t)) and solid (7°(z,t)) domains, as well as
the interface position s(t) = 2v/aStA(t). The interface condition Eq. is known as the Stefan condition.
The Stefan condition for the present melting problem differs slightly from that provided for the solidification
problem in our previous work (Eq. 12 of [I]). The Stefan condition for melting and solidification problems
becomes the same when R, = 1, which is typically the case considered in textbooks and research papers.
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Egs. (A.1a) and (A.1b)) admit similarity solutions of the form [I]

t) 1
TS(x,t) = T; + A\(t erfc( T al (1—)), A5
) Dot s avesi T R, (45)
TY(x,t) = T, + B(A(t erf(x). A6
(z,1) (A@®)erf{ S R (A.6)
Here, o8 = k5/(p5C%), ol = k/(p*CT) are the solid and liquid thermal diffusivities, respectively, and
At) = 2L s a yet to be determined function of time. The coefficients A(A(t)) and B(A(t)) are found

. 2 oaSt .
using the interface temperature condition as

T, + A1) erfe @g)) — T, + BO\(t)) exf (25(” > T,

7] OtLt

This yields

Tm - Tz Tm - To
A\)) = — 0\ and B(A(})) = (A7)
erfc (Tp) erf (A(t) gi)
Thus, the temperature distribution in the solid phase is given by
erfc (2 = A t) (1 - %))
T5(x,t) = T; + (T — T)) oY ’ (A.8)
erfc (R(—i))
and in the liquid phase by
erf (2\/%)
T (z,t) = Ty + (T, — Tp) = (A.9)

erf <A(t)\/373) '

Substituting the liquid and solid temperature profiles, along with the interface position s(t) = 2X(t)v a5t
into the Stefan condition Eq. (A.4), an equation for A(t) is obtained

ol | Lt (1 ;%‘i) ()\ztas> AWas =

—(2)? 2205/
_ KS T, —T; e <Rp) o HL T, -1, e Aet/ (A.lO)
erfc R%J) ma® erf ()\ f;) mat

Here, L = L+ (C% — C®)(T,,, — T}) represents effective latent heat. In this equation, only the leading-order
1/4/t term is retained, while other terms related to the derivative of A(t) are dropped (see [I] for details).
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