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Highlights

A Generalized Density Dissipation for Weakly-compressible SPH

B.X. Zheng, Z.W. Cai, P.D. Zhao, X.Y. Xu, T.S. Chan, P. Yu

• A generalized dissipation is proposed to suppress pressure oscillations

in SPH

• The present dissipation scheme can cross different phases in multiphase

flow

• Relationship between dissipation and approximate Riemann solver is

revealed

• Four 3D benchmarks illustrate the capability of the present SPHmethod
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Abstract

The weakly compressible Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamics (SPH) is known

to suffer from the pressure oscillation, which would undermine the simulation

stability and accuracy. To address this issue, we propose a generalized density

dissipation scheme suitable for both single-phase and multiphase flow simula-

tions. Our approach consists of two components. Firstly, we replace the basic

density dissipation with the density increment dissipation to enable numer-

ical dissipation crossing the interfaces of different fluids in multiphase flow.

Secondly, based on the dissipation volume conservation, we utilize dissipation

volume correction factor (VCF) to stabilize the simulations for multiphase
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flows with large density ratio. We demonstrate the accuracy, stability, and

robustness of our method through four three-dimensional benchmarks, i.e.,

the sloshing under external excitations, the single and double bubbles rising,

Rayleigh-Taylor instability, and Kelvin-Helmholtz instability. Additionally,

our study reveals the relationship between SPH with the density dissipation

and the approximate Riemann solver.

Keywords:

smoothed particle hydrodynamics, numerical dissipation, multiphase flow,

free-surface flow

1. Introduction

Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamics (SPH) is a widely recognized and

purely mesh-less numerical method used for flow simulation. The method

discretizes the fluid domain into finite fluid particles and then solves the un-

known physical variables of each particle, including velocity, position, density,

pressure, etc., to approximate the entire flow field. Over the past decades,

SPH has proven to be highly effective in handling complex variables in flow

problems, including fluid-structure interactions [1, 2, 3, 4], free-surface and

multiphase flow [5, 6, 7, 8, 9], turbulence [10, 11, 12], etc.

The weakly compressible SPH is a common variation of the SPH method

for simulating incompressible flow. It introduces a numerical sound velocity

to establish the relationship between pressure and particle density, allowing

for the explicit time-stepping method to update the velocity, position, and

density at each time step, and thus eliminating the need to solve the large-

scale matrix equation every time, as required in the semi-implicit method
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of incompressible SPH [13]. Additionally, weakly compressible schemes are

generally better suited for modeling free-surface flows as the boundary con-

dition along the free surface is implicitly satisfied [14]. However, weakly

compressible SPH is known to suffer from pressure oscillation, which can sig-

nificantly affect the stability of the numerical simulation and the accuracy of

the simulated results.

To address pressure oscillation in weakly compressible SPH, various pres-

sure correction algorithms have been proposed. In weakly compressible SPH,

the fluid particle pressure is calculated based on the updated density of

fluid particles. Therefore, pressure correction algorithms are implemented

by modifying the density of particles. Colagrossi and Landrini [6] developed

a method that uses the Moving-Least-Squares (MLS) interpolation proposed

by Dilts [15] to re-initialize the density field, obtaining a more regular pres-

sure distribution. Molteni et al. [16] proposed a convenient and effective

pressure correction method by inserting a pure numerical density dissipation

term in the continuous equation. The SPH model with the similar numerical

density dissipation term, called δ-SPH, has been developed in recent years.

Antuono et al. [17] extended the pressure dissipation term to a higher order

and successfully applied it to the simulation of free surface flow. Sun et al.

[18, 19] incorporated particle shifting technique (PST) into the δ-SPH and

proposed δ-plus-SPH, which demonstrated very good stability in long-term

simulations of both two-dimensional (2D) and three-dimensional (3D) flow

problems.

It is worth noting that both the MLS method and the density dissipation

of the δ-SPH cannot be directly applied at the interface of the multi-phase
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flow due to the discontinuity of the fluid density at the interface. As a result,

when utilizing these density dissipations in multiphase flow simulations, they

can only be applied independently for each phase. Mokos [20] applied the

MLS method to the pressure correction of air and water respectively when

simulating the two-phase violent flow problem. Hammani [21] also used this

phase-separated pressure correction to implement δ dissipation to multiphase

flow simulations. Although it is not difficult for particle methods to distin-

guish particles of different phases, we naturally expect a more generalized

and intrinsic dissipation scheme that is equally valid at interfaces.

Besides the density correction algorithm, numerical schemes such as SPH

with an approximate Riemann solver can also stabilize the pressure field

and be directly applied to multiphase flow simulation. Monaghan [22] firstly

pointed out that the SPH momentum and thermal energy equations with ar-

tificial dissipation are very similar to the equations constructed for Riemann

solutions of compressible gas dynamics. Puri and Ramachandran [23] showed

the equivalence between the dissipative terms of Godunov SPH (GSPH) and

the signal based SPH artificial viscosity, under the restriction of a class of ap-

proximate Riemann solvers. However, since neither of the above two studies

focused on the pressure field stability in the flow problem, only the dissipation

term in the momentum equation was discussed, but not the dissipation in the

continuity equation. Recently, researchers applied SPH with the approximate

Riemann solvers to simulate flow problem and obtained accuracy and stable

results for pressure field. Zhang et al. [24] presented a weakly-compressible

SPH with a modified Riemann solver to predict the single-phase free-surface

flow. In their work, a stable pressure field was obtained when simulating the
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impacting flow problems. Meng et al. [25] proposed a SPH model based on

Roe’s approximate Riemann solve. Utilizing their model, stable and smooth

interfacial pressure can be obtained even for flows with high density ratios.

Other successful applications of SPH in combination with approximate Rie-

mann solutions in multiphase flow simulations demonstrated the effectiveness

of such methods in stabilizing the pressure field [26, 27, 21]. However, the

above studies did not explore the underlying mechanism on why SPH com-

bined with the approximate Riemann solution can stabilize the pressure field

for both single-phase and multi-phase flow simulations.

To shed some light on the above mentioned matters, we propose a gener-

alized density dissipation term for SPH that effectively suppresses pressure

oscillations in both multiphase and free-surface flow simulations in this work.

The implementation of this dissipation consists of two parts: firstly, the dis-

sipation of density increments is utilized instead of density dissipation, which

allows numerical dissipation to cross interfaces of different fluids. Secondly,

we incorporate dissipation volume correction factor, based on the dissipation

volume conservation, to ensure stable simulated results in large-density-ratio

problems. Furthermore, by revealing the relationship between between SPH

combined the approximate Riemann solution and the present generalized

density dissipation, we explain why SPH combined with the approximate

Riemann solution can stabilize the pressure field for both single-phase and

multi-phase flow simulations.

The remaining parts of the paper are organized as follows. Section 2

presents the governing equations for the flow simulation and the SPH dis-

cretization. Section 3 details the algorithms of the present generalized density
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dissipation and discusses the relationship between the SPH with the present

dissipation and the approximate Riemann solver. In Section 4, four 3D repre-

sentative numerical examples, including sloshing under external excitations,

bubble rising, Rayleigh-Taylor instability and Kelvin-Helmholtz instability

are simulated by the present method for evaluation of its accuracy and sta-

bility. Conclusions are finally drawn in Section 5.

2. Governing equations and SPH discretization

2.1. Governing equations

The continuity and momentum equations to describe weakly compressible

viscous flows under the Lagrangian coordinate are as follows [28]:

dρ

dt
= −ρ∇ · v (1)

ρ
dv

dt
= −∇P + F V + FB + F S (2)

where ρ, v and P represent the density, the velocity and the pressure, re-

spectively, and F V , FB, and F S represent the viscous force per unit volume,

the external body forces per unit volume, and the surface tension force per

unit volume, respectively.

For an incompressible Newtonian fluid, the viscous force F V can be sim-

plified to [7]

F V = µ∇2v (3)

where µ denotes the dynamic viscosity.
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According to the continuum surface force (CSF) model [29], the surface

tension force is considered as the body force, which gives

F S = −σκn̂γe (4)

where σ is the surface tension coefficient, κ is the interface curvature, n̂ is

the unit normal vector, and γe denotes the surface delta function which is

applied to transform the surface tension force per unit interfacial area to per

unit volume.

By utilizing the assumption of weak compressibility, the tedious process

of resolving the pressure Poisson equation (PPE) is avoided. Instead, the

pressure of the particle is correlated to its density increment through the

equation of state (EoS). As suggested by Rezavand [30] a simple linear EoS

equation is adopted for all phases.

p = cs
2 (ρ− ρ0) (5)

where ρ0 denotes the reference density of the fluid and cS is the numerical

sound speed which is used to control the compressibility of fluids. The in-

compressible limit requires the variation of density to be within 1% [6]. To

fulfill this condition, cS =
√
dp/dρ has to be at least one order of magnitude

greater than the maximum flow velocity:

cs ≥ 10max(|v|)Ω (6)

where Ω represents the computational domain.

2.2. SPH discretization

There exist several discrete forms [31, 32, 33, 7, 6] for Eqs. (1) and

(2) within the framework of SPH, each with its own advantages and dis-
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advantages that depend on the specific hydrodynamic characteristics being

modeled. In the case of Eq. (1), the most straightforward discretization is

employed in the present work as:

dρi
dt

= −ρi
∑
j

Vj (vj − vi)∇iWij (7)

where the subscripts i and j denote the indices of the center and the neigh-

boring particles, respectively, V is the particle volume, ∇i represents the

gradient operator acting on the kernel function of the particle i, and Wij =

W (ri−rj, h) denotes the kernel function. In this paper, we choose Gaussian

kernel for all the numerical examples, which reads:

W (ri − rj, h) =


e−R2

hdπd/2 , R ≤ 3

0, R > 3

(8)

where r is the position vector of a particle, h denotes the smooth length,

R = |ri − rj| /h is the relative distance, and d is the space dimension.

For the discretization of the pressure gradient in the momentum equation,

we adopt the method proposed by Grenier [32], which successfully simulates

the problem of multiphase flow with the free surface. The pressure gradient

is discretized as:

∇p =
∑
j

(
pi
Γi

+
pj
Γj

)
∇iWijVj (9)

where Γi =
∑

j WijVj +WiVi when i is a fluid particle and Γi = 1 when i is

a boundary particle.

Based on the inter-particle averaged shear tensor [34], Hu and Adams [7]

suggested the following discretization for the viscous force in the multiphase
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modeling

F V
i =

4µiµj

µi + µj

∑
j

rij · ∇iWij

r2ij + η2
(vi − vj)Vj (10)

where rij = ri − rj, rij = |rij| and η is a parameter that prevents zero

denominator and η is set to 0.1h in the present study.

According to Adami [35] and Zhang [28], the discretization for the surface

tension can be divided in the following steps.

An index number cji for particle i is firstly defined as,

cji =


2ρi

ρi+ρj
if particle i and j belong to different phases

0 if particle i and j belong to the same phase.

(11)

Then the unit normal n̂ can be obtained as follows

n̂i =
ni

|ni|
=

∇ci
|∇ci|

(12)

where ∇ci is approximated as

∇ci =
∑
j

cji∇iWijVj (13)

Finally, the curvature of particle i, κi, is calculated as follows,

κi = − (∇n̂i) = −d

∑
j

(
n̂i − φj

i n̂j

)
∇iWijVj∑

j |rij| · |∇iWij|Vj

(14)

where φj
i is a coefficient to invert the direction of the unit normal n̂j in the

case that particle i and particle j belong to different phases [28], which reads,

φj
i =

−1 if particles i and j belong to different phases

1 if particles i and j belong to the same phase

(15)
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Now the surface tension force in Eq. (4) can be expressed as

F S
i = −σκin̂i |∇ci| (16)

where |∇ci| serves as the weight function which is consistent with the term

of γe in Eq. (4).

2.3. Boundary conditions

In SPH, a commonly used method for implementing boundaries of solid

objects is to distribute dummy fluid particles. The number of the layers

of boundary particles should ensure that the support domain of every fluid

particle in the flow field is not truncated. The positions and velocities of the

boundary particles are determined by the physical conditions of the bound-

aries. The pressure of a boundary particle are determined by,

pboundaryi =

∑
j Wijpj +Wipi∑
j WijVj +WiVi

(17)

considering the EoS equation, the density is calculated as,

ρboundaryi =
pi
cs2

+ ρ0max (18)

where ρ0max is the initial density of the boundary particles, which is equal

to the initial density of the densest fluid particles in a multiphase flow. The

volume of the boundary particles are also updated by considering

V boundary
i =

mboundary
i

ρboundaryi

(19)

where mboundary
i is specified based on the density, initial pressure, and initial

volume during initialization and never changes during the calculation.
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2.4. Time marching scheme

The evolutions of the fluid properties are achieved by choosing a proper

time marching scheme to discretize the time derivative terms in the governing

equations. The predictor-corrector scheme [36] with second-order accuracy

is adopted in the present work, which gives:

(1) The predictor step:
v
n+1/2
i = vn

i +
∆t
2

(
dv
dt

)n
i

ρ
n+1/2
i = ρni +

∆t
2

(
dρ
dt

)n
i

r
n+1/2
i = rn

i +
∆t
2
vn
i

(20)

where the superscript n denotes the number of the time steps and ∆t denotes

the time step.

(2) The corrector step:
v
n+1/2
i = vni + ∆t

2

(
dv
dt

)n+1/2

i

ρ
n+1/2
i = ρni +

∆t
2

(
dρ
dt

)n+1/2

i

r
n+1/2
i = rn

i +
∆t
2
v
n+1/2
i

(21)

Finally, the fluid properties of the particles at the new time step are

obtained as follows, 
vn+1
i = 2v

n+1/2
i − vn

i

ρn+1
i = 2ρ

n+1/2
i − ρni

rn+1
i = 2r

n+1/2
i − rn

i

(22)

Considering the different CFL conditions based on the maximum artificial

sound speed and the maximum flow speed, the surface tension, the body

force, and the viscous force[35, 28],the final time step ∆t is constrained by

∆t ≤ min

(
0.25h

cs +max(|v|)Ω
, 0.5

(
ρh3

2πσ

) 1
2

, 0.25

(
h

|g|

) 1
2

,
0.125ρh2

µ

)
(23)

11



3. The generalized density dissipation

3.1. Analysis of the basic density dissipation in δ-SPH

As mentioned in the introduction, the weakly-compressible SPH suffers

from the pressure oscillation. An efficient way to solve this problem is to

include the dissipation term on the right-hand side of the continuity equation

as follows
dρ

dt
= −ρ∇ · v +D (24)

where D is the dissipation term. Compared with the other two terms in Eq.

(24), D must be small so that it does not affect the solution of the equation.

In the well-known δ-SPH model [16, 17, 37, 21, 18, 14], the dissipation

term is,

D = δhcs∇2ρ (25)

where δ is a control parameter that adjusts the strength of dissipation.

Notice that ∇2ρ in Eq. (25) is a second derivative term. Several schemes

[38, 39, 40] has been proposed to discrete the second derivative. The scheme

with the finite-difference-like form proposed by Brookshaw [40] is most rec-

ommended for the complicated flow simulation [41, 42]. By this means, for

an arbitrary function f defined at the position of the particle i, ∇2f can be

discretized as

⟨∇2f⟩i =
∑
j

2
fi − fj
rij

eij · ∇WijVj (26)

where eij =
rij

rij
is a unit vector in the inter-particle direction. Substituting

Eq. (26) into Eq. (25), the dissipation term in the SPH discrete scheme is
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obtained as follows,

Di = 2δhcs
∑
j

ρi − ρj
rij

eij · ∇WijVj (27)

It should be noticed that, when utilizing Eq. (27) in a multiphase flow

simulation, the density at the interface is discontinuous. This may cause

significant errors in calculation of the finite-difference scheme
ρi−ρj
rij

in Eq.

(27), especially when the density different is large. Therefore, this dissipation

term should be applied independently for each phase [21, 43, 44], especially

in the large density ratio cases.

3.2. Building a generalized density dissipation term

Based on the above analysis, we expect a more generalized density dissi-

pation which can pass through the interface of the multiphase flow, even for

the large-density-ratio ones. Besides, it should be able to recover the basic

dissipation term when applied to the single phase flow.

To successfully implement it, two changes are made to the basic dissipa-

tion term. First, according to Zheng and Chen [45], the density dissipation

term in Eq. (24) can be replaced by the dissipation of the density increment,

that is,

D = δhcs∇2ρ̃ (28)

ρ̃ = ρ− ρ0 =
p

cs2
(29)

Since cs is a constant, substituting Eq. (29) into Eq. (28) yields,

D =
δh

cs
∇2p (30)
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Substituting Eq. (30) into Eq. (26), the dissipation term in the SPH discrete

scheme becomes,

Di =
2δh

cs

∑
j

pi − pj
rij

eij · ∇WijVj (31)

Compared with Eq. (27), Eq. (31) can be used to simulate multiphase

flow with continuous pressure at the interface, even if the density disconti-

nuity exists.

The second modification is the dissipation volume correction factor (VCF)

which is inspired by the dissipation volume conservation. The density dis-

sipation changes not only the particle density but also the particle volume.

In the case of a particle pair comprising of particles i and j, if the volume

increment of particle i is greater (smaller) than the volume decrement of par-

ticle j, The crowding (sparsity) distribution occurs between particle i and

particle j. It is known that particle distribution is one of the key factors to

maintaining stability in SPH [46]. Thus to avoid crowding or sparsity parti-

cle distribution, the volume changes causing by the density dissipation in a

particle pair should be balanced.

The volume change of a particle due to the density dissipation is,

∆V =
m

ρ′
− m

ρ′ +∆ρ
=

m∆ρ

ρ′(ρ′ +∆ρ)
(32)

where ρ′ is the fluid particle density without the correction of the density

dissipation and ∆ρ is the increment of the density of the fluid particle due

to the utilization of the density dissipation. Thus ρ = ρ′ +∆ρ. Considering

the particle mass is aways constant, Eq. (32) finally can be rewritten as,

∆V =
ρ0V0∆ρ

ρ′ρ
(33)
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where V0 are the initial density and volume of the particle. Considering

ρ0 ≈ ρ′ (weakly compressible), Eq. (33) is simplified as,

∆V ≈ ∆ρ

ρ
V0 (34)

In a time-step ∆t, ∆ρ = D∆t. Thus Eq. (34) can also be represented as,

∆V ≈ D
ρ
V0∆t (35)

In the model of uniform initial particle volume V0, for a particle pair

consisting of particle i and particle j, we can realize ∆Vi = −∆Vj by setting

|Di|
|Dj | =

ρi
ρj
. To satisfy the above conditions, Eq. (31) is modified to,

Di =
2δh

cs

∑
j

2ρi
ρi + ρj

pi − pj
rij

eij · ∇WijVj (36)

with the VCF 2ρi
ρi+ρj

∈ (0, 2). This term tends to the maximum value of 2 or

minimum value of 0 when the density ratio is large. In section 4, we will show

that this VCF greatly improves the computational stability when simulating

the multiphase flow with large density ratio.

3.3. The relationship with basic dissipation in δ-SPH

In the single phase flow simulation, all of the particles have a same initial

density ρ0. The following equation is satisfied due to ρ0 is a constant

∇2ρ̃ = ∇2(ρ̃+ ρ0) = ∇2ρ (37)

which means that the dissipations in Eq. (27) and Eq. (31) are the same. In

addition, the VCF in Eq. (36) meets 2ρi
ρi+ρj

≈ 1 due to same initial densities

of particles and the weakly-compressible condition. Therefore, Eq. (27) can

be treated as a specific case of Eq. (36).

15



3.4. The relationship with dissipation in approximate Riemann solver

Studies have been carried out to analysis the relationship between the

artificial numerical dissipation and the dissipation caused by utilizing the

approximate Riemann solver in SPH. Most of them focus on the dissipa-

tion that arises in the momentum equation or the energy equation [22, 23].

Recently, Green et al. [47] recovered the dissipation of δ-SPH from the con-

tinuous equation with the approximate Riemann solver for single-phase flow

simulation.

Many studies showed that SPH with the approximate Riemann solver

can obtain a smooth pressure field not only in single-phase flow [24, 48]

simulations but also in multiphase flow simulations [30, 25, 49]. Therefore, it

is natural to think that the dissipation from the approximate Riemann solver

scheme in the continuous equation is also generalized, which can cross the

interfaces of different fluids.

Unlike δ-SPH, which directly embeds the dissipation term in the continu-

ity equation, the dissipation induced by the Riemann approximation solver

is implicit in the average velocity constructed by the numerical scheme. We

give an example to extract the dissipation contribution with the structure

similar to Eq. (36) from the multiphase SPH model with the approximate

Riemann solver [25], which would help us to clarify the relationship between

the two methods.

The discrete continuous equation with the approximate Riemann solver

reads [25],

dρi
dt

= 2ρi

N∑
j

(vi − v∗) · ∇iWijVj (38)
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where v∗ is the intermediate variable and satisfies

v∗ = v∗eij +

(
vi + vj

2
− vL + vR

2
eij

)
(39)

where vL = vjeij and vR = vieij. v
∗ in Eq. (38) given by the Roe’s approx-

imate Riemann solver is

v∗ =
1

2

[
vL + vR +

1

CRL

(pL − pR)

]
(40)

where pL = pj, pR = pi, and CRL is the Roe-averaged Lagrangian sound

speed, which reads

CRL =
cRρR

√
ρR + cLρL

√
ρL√

ρR +
√
ρL

(41)

where ρL = ρj and ρR = ρi. Assuming cR = cL = cs and substituting Eqs.

(39)-(41) into Eq. (38), we finally obtain

dρi
dt

= −ρi

N∑
j

(vj − vi) · ∇iWijVj +DGi (42)

where DGi is the dissipation term originating from the implementation of the

Roe’s approximate Riemann solver, which reads,

DGi =
2

cs

∑
j

ρi(
√
ρi +

√
ρj)

ρi
√
ρi + ρj

√
ρj
(pi − pj)eij · ∇WijVj (43)

By multiplying
rij
rij

in the sum operator in Eq. (43), we have

DGi =
2

cs

∑
j

rij
ρi(

√
ρi +

√
ρj)

ρi
√
ρi + ρj

√
ρj

pi − pj
rij

eij · ∇WijVj (44)

Now we go back to the present generalized density dissipation Di in Eq. (36).

Moving h into the sum operator in Eq. (36) yields

Di =
2δ

cs

∑
j

h
2ρi

ρi + ρj

pi − pj
rij

eij · ∇WijVj (45)
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By Comparing Eq. (44) with Eq. (45), we can found that both equa-

tions have a Laplacian of the pressure p, referring the discrete structure

∇2p =
∑

j
pi−pj
rij

eij · ∇WijVj. Moreover, the first terms in the sum operators

in Eqs. (44) and (45), rij and h, are in the same order. Note that DGi

cannot be controlled artificially. However, one can vary δ in Di to adjust the

amount of dissipation. From the point of view of dissipation volume conser-

vation, the generalized dissipation term proposed in this paper combines the

VCF 2ρi
ρi+ρj

. The dissipation of the SPH model with the Roe’s approximate

Riemann solver also includes a correction factor
ρi(

√
ρi+

√
ρj)

ρi
√
ρi+ρj

√
ρj
, which origi-

nates from the Roe-averaged Lagrangian sound speed. This correction factor

varies when applying different approximate Riemann solvers, e.g., Rusanov

flux [48], primitive variable Riemann solver [27].

From the above analysis, it can be seen that the numerical dissipation gen-

erated by using the approximate Riemann solver and the generalized density

dissipation proposed in this paper are essentially the same kind of dissipation.

Both of them arise from the process to form a function of ∇2p to eliminate

the oscillation of p.

3.5. The final generalized density dissipation term discretized by SPH

Although Eqs. (30), (31), and (36) are employed to analyze the func-

tion of the present generalized dissipation and the relationship with other

numerical schemes, in practical application we discretize Eq. (28) to obtain

a density dissipation term. Using the dissipation volume modification term

and the SPH discrete method proposed by Antuono [17] to retain high-order
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terms, the generalized density dissipation term in Eq. (28) is discretized as,

Di = −2δhcs
∑
j

2ρi
ρi + ρj

[
(ρ̃j − ρ̃i)−

1

2

(
⟨ρ̃⟩Lj − ⟨ρ̃⟩Li

)
· rij

]
rij · ∇iWij

|rij|
Vj

(46)

⟨ρ̃⟩Li =
∑
j

(ρ̃j − ρ̃i)Li∇iWijVj (47)

Li =

[∑
j

(rj − ri)⊗∇iWijVj

]−1

(48)

Within the scope of the kernel function, the central particle is most af-

fected by the nearest particle (ideally, the distance between the central parti-

cle and the nearest particle is around dx0, where dx0×dx0×dx0 is the initial

size of the particle), and h is of the same order as dx0 (we set h = 1.1dx0 for

all the cases in this paper), so Eq. (46) can be simplified to,

Di = −δcs
∑
j

2ρi
ρi + ρj

[
(ρ̃j − ρ̃i)−

1

2

(
⟨ρ̃⟩Lj − ⟨ρ̃⟩Li

)
· rij

]
rij · ∇iWijVj (49)

Eq. (49) is the final discrete generalized density dissipation term which is

added to the right hand of continuous equation. The ability of this dissipation

to stabilize the solutions in both the multiphase and single-phase simulations

will be shown in the numerical examples in the next section.

4. Numerical examples

Numerical examples are simulated by the present method for evaluation

of its accuracy and stability in this section. In order to compare with ex-

perimental results or other simulated results, the wave elevation monitoring

algorithm is mainly required in the current work. This calls for free-surface
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or interface capture algorithms to detect the surface particle. In the present

study, we use the algorithm proposed by Doring [50] for the free-surface cap-

ture and the algebraic indicator method proposed by Zheng et al. [51] for

the interface capture. Additionally, the artificial coefficient δ always takes

0.5 in all the examples unless otherwise specified.

4.1. Sloshing under external excitations

Liquid sloshing in a cuboid tank under the external excitation is con-

sidered first to test the convergence and the accuracy of the present SPH

model.

Figure 1: Initial setup of liquid sloshing in a cuboid tank: (a) the single-phase case and

(b) the multiphase case.

4.1.1. Single-phase sloshing under one-direction external excitation

We consider a single-phase sloshing under one-direction external excita-

tion which is experimentally studied by Lin and Liu [52]. The configuration

of this example is illustrated in Fig. 1 (a). A partially filled cuboid tank is
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subject to the periodic swing excitation. Specifically, the length (L1), height

(H1) and breadth (B1) of the tank are 0.57m, 0.3m, and 0.06m, respectively.

The tank is initially filled with 0.15m deep of water (hw) whose density is

1000kg/m3 and dynamics viscosity is 1.0 × 10−3Pa · s. The origin of the

coordinate system is set at the midpoint of the intersection line between the

bottom surface of the tank and the left side surface. The swing motion of

the tank follows

x = A sinωt (50)

where the amplitude A is chosen as 0.005m, and the frequency ω is set to

be 6.0578s−1, which equals the nature frequency of this sloshing system. In

this simulation, a monitor that tracks the elevation of free surface waves is

placed 0.02m from the origin of the coordinate system.

Three particle sizes, namely, dx0 = 0.005m (hw/dx0 = 30), dx0 =

0.0025m (hw/dx0 = 60) and dx0 = 0.00125m (hw/dx0 = 120) are chosen

to validate the convergence of the present method. Figure 2 illustrate the

pressure field obtained by the present model with the above three particle

sizes. The pressure distribution is smooth for all three particle sizes and the

resolution of the pressure distribution increases with the discretization preci-

sion. This shows that the generalized dissipation term can well suppress the

pressure oscillation in single-phase flow simulation. This is expected as ana-

lyzed in Section 3.3, because the present dissipation term can be simplified

into the dissipation term in δ-SPH when simulating single-phase flow.
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Figure 2: Pressure fields for the single-phase sloshing obtained by the present SPH method

with the particle sizes of hw/dx0 = 30, 60, 120 from the left to the right at t = 6.8s.

Figure 3: Time history of wave elevation measured at 0.02m from the left wall for the

single-phase sloshing. The present results: blue dash line for hw/dx0 = 30, green dash-dot

line for hw/dx0 = 60, and red solid line for hw/dx0 = 120; the experimental data of Liu

and Lin [52]: dark dots.
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The time history of the wave elevation is recorded in Fig. 3 and compared

with the the experimental data reported by Liu and Lin [52]. It can be

seen that all the results simulated by three particle sizes show very good

agreements with the experimental data and with the increase of the particle

resolution, the numerical results are more consistent with the experimental

results, which validates the convergence and accuracy of the present method.

4.1.2. multiphase sloshing under two-direction external excitations

Although the example in Section 4.1.1 is simulated in a 3D computational

domain, it shows 2D phenomenon. A truly 3D problem, multiphase sloshing

under two-direction external excitations is considered in this subsection. As

illustrated in Fig. 1 (b), a cuboid tank with the length L2 = 1.5m, the

breadth B2 = 1m, and the height H2 = 2m is filled with three layers of

different liquids namely dichloromethane, water, and cyclohexane, from the

bottom to the top. The height of each layer is 20cm. The properties of the

liquids are listed in Table 1, which follow those used in the experiment of

Molin et al. [53]. The particle size adopting in this case is 0.01m. Four wave

elevation monitors are located at the corners of the four sides of the cuboid

tank. The swing motions of the tank in the x and y directions are

x = −B cosω1t+B (51)

y = −B cosω2t+B (52)

where the amplitude B is 0.0425m, and ω1 = 4.18s−1 and ω2 = 4.14s−1 are

the frequencies in the x and y directions, respectively.

Figure 4 (a) shows the pressure distributions obtained by the present
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Table 1: Properties of fluids

density dynamic viscosity

Cyclohexane 780 kg/m3 1.014× 10−3 Pa · s

Water 1000 kg/m3 1.0× 10−3 Pa · s

Dichloromethane 1300 kg/m3 3.9× 10−4 Pa · s

method at t = 1.81s and t = 2.83s. The smooth pressure fields demon-

strate the ability of the present generalized density dissipation to suppress

the pressure oscillation. Figures 4 (b) and (c) are phase distributions ob-

tained by the present SPH model and STAR-CCM+ based on the finite

volume method(FVM) [54] with the volume of fluid (VOF) [55] for surface

tracking. In such a flow problem with large deformed free surface, the results

obtained the two methods are very consistent. Quantitative comparisons

for wave elevation obtained by the present SPH method (lines) and STAR-

CCM+ (points) are shown in Fig. 5. The time histories of the wave elevation

of the free-surface and the cyclohexane-water interface recorded by four mon-

itors are presented in Figs. 5 (a) and (b), respectively. The good agreement

between the results obtained by the two methods proves the accuracy of the

present SPH model for simulating the multiphase flow with free-surface.
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Figure 4: Numerical results of the multiphase sloshing at t = 1.81s (left) and t = 2.83s

(right): (a) pressure field and (b) phase distribution obtained by the present SPH method,

and (c) phase distribution obtained by STAR-CCM+.
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Figure 5: Time history of wave elevation for the multiphase sloshing: (a) free-surface of

cyclohexane and (b) interface of cyclohexane and water. Lines represent the simulation

results obtained by the present SPH method while points represent the simulation results

obtained by STRA-CCM+. Different colors represent the data recorded by different mon-

itors as shown in Fig. 1.
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4.2. Bubble rising

The benchmarks of single and double bubbles rising are simulated to test

the performance of the generalized dissipation term for multiphase flow with

large density ratio. These two cases has been experimentally studied by

Brereton and Korotney [56] and numerically investigated by both the mesh

methods [57, 58, 59] and the particle methods [28, 60].

Figure 6: Initial setup for the cases of single bubble rising (left) and double bubbles rising

(right).

It is worth noting that the VCF, 2ρi
ρi+ρj

is no longer approximately equal

to 1 at the interface due to the large density ratio. Thus, in this subsection,

we show the improvement of the stability by incorporating the VCF in the

generalized density dissipation.
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Table 2: Parameters for the cases of the single and double bubbles rising

Computational domain 0.02 m × 0.02 m × 0.04 m

Bubble radius R 0.005 m

Initial bubble position

single bubble (x0, y0, z0) = (0 m, 0 m, 0.025 m)

double bubbles

 (x1, y1, z1) = (0 m, 0 m, 0.025 m)

(x2, y2, z2) = (0.008 m, 0 m, 0.01 m)

Liquid density ρl 1000 kg/m3

Bubble density ρb 10 kg/m3

Liquid viscosity µl 4.63 × 10−2 Pa · s

Bubble viscosity µb 4.63 × 10−4 Pa · s

Surface tension σ 0.0606 N/m

Both cases are simulated in the domain of [0.02m× 0.02m× 0.04m] and

all the bubbles have the same radius R = 0.005m, as shown in Fig. 6. The

parameters used in these cases are listed in Table 2. The control parameters,

namely, the Morton and Eotvos numbers, are defined as:

Mo =
gµ4

l (ρl − ρb)

ρ2l σ
3

= 2× 10−4 (53)

Eo =
4(ρl − ρb)gR

2

σ
= 16 (54)

where g is the gravity; ρl and ρb are the density of the liquid and the bubble,

respectively.

To prevent unphysical infiltration of particles in different phases, a re-

pulsive force at the interface is widely used in the SPH simulation of bubble
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rising problem [6, 32, 28, 45]. In the present study, this forcing term is also

added to the right hand of the momentum equation, which reads,

F repulsive
i = −βj

i

∑
j

(
pi
Γi

+
pj
Γj

)
∇iWijVj (55)

βj
i =

0.08 if particles i and j belong to different phases

0 if particles i and j belong to the same phase.

(56)

The bubble rising velocity Ububble is calculated by the following formula-

tion:

Ububble =

∑
zt+∆t −

∑
zt

Nb∆t
(57)

where Nb represents the total number of bubble particles and zt+∆t and zt

represent the z-direction coordinates of a bubble particle at t+∆t and t,

respectively.

4.2.1. Single bubble rising

Three sizes of particles, i.e., dx0 = 0.001m (R/dx0 = 5), dx0 = 0.0005m

(R/dx0 = 10), and dx0 = 0.00025m (R/dx0 = 20) are utilized to test the

convergence of the present method. Figure 7 shows the phase distributions

obtained by above particle sizes at t = 0.005s, 0.09s, and 0.16s. The calcu-

lation results show very good consistency. Therefore, we choose the middle

particle size of dx0 = 0.0005m (R/dx0 = 10) for subsequent simulations.
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Figure 7: Phase distributions at t = 0.005s, 0.09s, and 0.16s obtained by the present SPH

model with the particle sizes of R/dx0 =5, 10, 20 from the left to the right.

The effect of the VCF on numerical stability when simulating large-

density-ratio multiphase flow is tested. The pressures on the bubble sur-

face as well as the boundaries of the computational domain at t = 1.6s are

illustrated in Fig. 8. The results in Fig. 8 (a) are obtained by the SPH

model utilizing a generalized dissipation term combined with the VCF. For

δ ranging from 0.25 to 3, the contours of the bubble surface pressure and the

boundary pressure are very smooth and the bubble shapes are consistent.

The effects of δ on the pressure distribution and the bubble shape are neg-

ligible. Figure 8 (b) shows the results obtained by the SPH model utilizing

the generalized dissipation term without the VCF. For δ ranging from 0.25 to

3, although the boundary pressure distributions are very smooth and the ef-

fect of δ on the boundary pressure distribution is very small, the shape of the
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bubble surface and the pressure distribution on the bubble surface does show

some unexpected variations. The effects of δ on the shape and the pressure

distribution of the bubble surface is quite noticeable, which indicate strong

numerical instability and the interface. Figure 9 shows the time history of

the bubble rising velocity obtained by using the present dissipation term with

and without the VCF under different δ (denoted by different lines), as well

as that obtained by Zhang et al. [28] (denoted by dots). With the VCF

in the dissipation term, when δ varies from 0.125 to 3, the rising velocities

of the bubbles varies smoothly and approach constant value, which are very

consistent with the numerical result of Zhang et al. [28]. However, without

the VCF in the dissipation term, even within a narrower variation of δ (from

0.0625 to 1), the curves always show oscillation and are hard to consistent

This can be interpreted as, when the VCF based on the dissipation vol-

ume conservation is applied, the total volume of the particle pair will not

be affected by the artificial dissipation, which maintains a uniform parti-

cle distribution in the support domain and, therefore, greatly improves the

numerical stability of the present method.
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Figure 8: Pressure fields for δ = 0.25, 0.5, 1, 3 (from the left to the right) at t = 0.16s by

utilizing the dissipation terms (a) with the volume correction factor(VCF) and (b) without

the volume correction factor(VCF).
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Figure 9: Time histories of the bubble rising velocity obtained by Zhang et al. [28] (denoted

by dots) and the generalized density dissipation terms (a) with the volume correction

factor(VCF) and (b) without the volume correction factor(VCF) (denoted by lines).
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4.2.2. Double bubbles rising

Double bubbles rising includes the processes of bubble chasing, contact-

ing, and coalescence so that their interfaces suffer from more complex mor-

phology and pressure changes than those for the single bubble rising. We use

this example to verify the robustness of the present generalized dissipation

term.

Figure 10: Snapshots at different time instants during double bubbles rising; top: the

present results; bottom: the results of Brereton and Korotney [56].

Figure 10 shows the bubble shape and position obtained by the present

SPH model at different time instants and the corresponding experimental

snapshots obtained by Brereton and Korotney [56]. The typical features of

the processes of double bubbles rising, i.e., chasing, the tail bubble catching

up with the leading bubble, and coalescence are clearly captured by the

present method, which are consistent with the experimental snapshots . The
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comparison of the average rising velocity of bubbles obtained by the present

SPH model, the unfiltered and filtered cumulant LBMs [57] is shown in Fig.

11, where the good agreement can be observed.

Figure 11: Time history of the average rising velocity of the two bubbles obtained by the

present SPH model and the unfiltered and filtered cumulant LBMs of Sitompul and Aoki

[57].

Figure 12 shows the predicted pressure fields for four typical time instants

during the double bubbles rising, including initial rising (t = 0.005s), chasing
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Figure 12: Pressure fields obtained by the present SPH model for four typical time instants

during the double bubbles rising, including initial rising (t = 0.005s), chasing (t = 0.1s),

touching (t = 0.15s), and coalescence (t = 0.175s).

(t = 0.1s), touching (t = 0.15s), and coalescence (t = 0.175s). The pressure

distributions on the bubble surface and the domain boundaries are excellently

smooth, which demonstrate the capability of the present generalized density

dissipation term on suppressing the pressure oscillation.

4.3. Rayleigh-Taylor instability

The classic multiphase flow benchmark, the 3D Rayleigh-Taylor instabil-

ity, is simulated in this section. The problem setup in this paper follows that

reported in Refs. [61, 62, 63]. The computational domain Ω = x × y × z =

(0, 1m)× (0, 1m)× (0, 4m) is initially divided by the interface at z0 defined

as,

z0 = 2 + 0.05 [cos 2πx+ cos 2πy] (58)
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The dense fluid with the density ρd and the light fluid with the density ρl

are on the upper and lower sides of the interface, respectively, and fully fill

the container. The control parameters in this case are the Atwood number

(At) and the Reynolds number (Re), which are respectively defined as,

At =
ρh − ρl
ρh + ρl

(59)

Re = ρh
√

L3g/µh (60)

where L is the length of the domain and µh is the dynamic viscosity of the

heavy fluid. In this section, we set L = 1m, Re = 1024, ρh = 1kg/m3, g =

1m/s2, the dynamic viscosity of the light fluid µl is equal to that of the dense

fluid µh for all the cases, and the particle size is dx0 = 0.008m (L/dx0 = 125)

which is the same as that used by Lee and Kim [62].

Figure 13: Pressure distributions on the interface at t = 0s, 1s, 2s, 3s, 4s with At = 0.5.

Figure 13 illustrates the pressure distributions on the interface at t =
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Figure 14: Pressure distributions on the interface for At = 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5 at t = 4s.

0s, 1s, 2s, 3s, 4s with At = 0.5. With the elapse of time, the originally

small interface deformation develops into a very complex shape. The dense

fluid sinks down while the light fluid moves up, forming a spherical-like bulge

with four petal-shaped tails. The interface pressure is evenly distributed

along the direction of gravity. Figure 14 shows the pressure distributions

on the interface with At = 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5 at t = 4s. For the same time

instant, the heavy fluid penetrates deeper into the light fluid with increasing

At, as the density ratio of dense and light fluids increases with At. The

results observed in the present SPH model are in good agreement with those

in the literature [61, 62, 63].

We also record the lowest position of the spherical-like bulge during the

development of the Rayleigh-Taylor instability. The time histories of the

lowest position for different At obtained by the present SPH method and
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LBM of Lee and Kim [62] are shown in Fig. 15. The two numerical results

show great agreement, once again verifying the accuracy of the present SPH

method.

Figure 15: Time history of the the lowest position of the spherical-like bulge for At =

0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5 obtained by the present SPH method and LBM of Lee and Kim [62].

4.4. Kelvin-Helmholtz instability

Finally, the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability is investigated. This problem

has been simulated by different SPH methods [8, 25]. Here we present the
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results with high resolution to show more details in the flow field.

Figure 16: Scheme of the initial setup for Kelvin-Helmholtz instability problem.

The initial setup for this case is based on the experimental study on non-

Boussinesq gravity currents, which was carried out by Lowe et al. [64]. A

cuboid fluid domain Ω = x×y×z = (0, 1.81m)×(−0.1m, 0.1m)×(0, 0.2m) is

filled with the water of the density ρw = 998.6kg/m3 in the left half and the

sodium iodide (NaI) solution of the density ρs = 1466.3kg/m3 in the right

half. Both of the liquids have the dynamic viscosity of 1× 10−3Pa · s−1. The

gravity is g = 9.81m/s2. Due to the difference in the initial densities, the two

fluids penetrate each other. The particle size dx0 = 0.0025m (H/dx0 = 80) is

adopted to simulate this example, which is the same as the smallest particle

size in the 2D case of Meng et al. [25].

For a better observation of the shape of the interface, only the phase of the

NaI solution is plotted. Figure 17 shows the pressure fields of the NaI solution
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Figure 17: Pressure fields of the NaI solution at t∗ = 3 and t∗ = 4.2: (a) 3D view and (b)

2D view along the −y direction.
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Figure 18: Variation of the horizontal position of the water front with time; black line:

the numerical results obtained by the present SPH method; red dots: the experimental

data of Lowe et al. [64].

at t∗ = 3 and t∗ = 4.2, with t∗ = t
√

(g(1− ρw
ρs
)/H) being the dimensionless

time. A very smooth pressure field without non-physical numerical noise

can be observed, which demonstrates the ability of the present generalized

dissipation term to suppress pressure oscillations. The interface exhibits a

pronounced Kelvin-Helmholtz instability, which can be more clearly observed

in the 2D view along the −y direction in Fig. 17 (b). Such an intelligible

phenomenon of Kelvin-Helmholtz instability was not observed in the previous

SPH studies even simulated with the same particle resolution [25].

Figure 18 plots the variation of the horizontal position of the water front

with time obtained by the present SPH method and the corresponding exper-
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imental data from Lowe et al. [64]. The good agreement between the present

results and the experiment data quantitatively validates the accuracy of the

present SPH method.

5. Conclusion

We propose a generalized density dissipation scheme for weakly-compressible

SPH to effectively suppress pressure oscillations in both multiphase and free-

surface flow simulations. The need for this improvement arises from that the

previous dissipation schemes are unable to cross the interfaces where density

is discontinuous. To address this, we introduce an improved dissipation term

based on the Laplacian of the density increment. This avoids the problem

of undefined Laplacian of density at the interface. The dissipation volume

conservation is also considered to ensure a uniform particle distribution in

the support domain, especially for large-density-ratio flow simulation. This

prompts us to introduce a volume correction factor into the dissipation term.

Finally, a generalized density dissipation term suitable for both free-surface

and multiphase flow simulations is formed.

The relationship between the present generalized density dissipation and

the basic dissipation in δ-SPH, and the relationship between the present

generalized density dissipation and the dissipation in the SPH model with

approximate Riemann solver, are discussed. We demonstrate that the present

generalized dissipation term recovers the dissipation term in δ-SPH when

simulating single-phase flow. Furthermore, we show that the generalized

dissipation term and the dissipation produced by SPH with an approximate

Riemann solver are essentially the same. This provides a clear explanation
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on why the approximate Riemann solver can effectively suppress pressure

oscillations.

Four numerical examples, i.e., liquid sloshing in a rectangular tank, single

and double bubbles rising, Rayleigh-Taylor instability, and Kelvin-Helmholtz

instability, are simulated to evaluate the ability of the proposed generalized

density dissipation to suppress pressure oscillations. Comparisons between

the results obtained by the proposed method and those published in the

literature demonstrate its accuracy, stability, and robustness in simulating

complex 3D problems involving large density ratio, complex interface, and

free-surface with large-deformation. These promising results highlight the

potential of the proposed method as a valuable tool in tackling challenging

engineering problems.
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surface libre en hydrodynamique, Ph.D. thesis, Nantes (2005).

[51] B. Zheng, L. Sun, P. Yu, A novel interface method for two-dimensional

multiphase SPH: Interface detection and surface tension formulation,

Journal of Computational Physics 431 (2021) 110119.

[52] D. Liu, P. Lin, Three-dimensional liquid sloshing in a tank with baffles,

Ocean Engineering 36 (2) (2009) 202–212.

[53] B. Molin, F. Remy, C. Audiffren, R. Marcer, Experimental and numer-

ical study of liquid sloshing in a rectangular tank with three fluids, in:

The Twenty-second International Offshore and Polar Engineering Con-

ference, OnePetro, 2012.
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