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Abstract

We show that a reformulation of the governing equations for incompressible multi-phase flow in the volume
of fluid setting leads to a well defined energy rate. Weak nonlinear inflow-outflow and solid wall boundary
conditions complement the development and lead to an energy estimate in terms of external data. The new
formulation combined with summation-by-parts operators lead to provably nonlinear energy stability.
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1. Introduction

Initial boundary value problems (IBVPs) for nonlinear flow problems including boundary conditions are
notoriously difficult to bound. We have previously [1, 2, 3, 4], reformulated the shallow water equations
and the incompressible and compressible Euler and Navier-Stokes equations such that energy estimates were
obtained. We also discretized the new formulations and arrived at provably stable nonlinear schemes [5].

We consider IBVPs for incompressible multi-phase liquid-gas flows in the volume of fluid (VOF) setting
[6]. The VOF formulation is applicable to complex interface motions, it is mass conservative and tracks the
interface (possibly sharpened [7]) by advecting the volume fraction of the target phase. Combined with a
single liquid-gas velocity, a "one-fluid" formulation [8, 9] results. Previous work considering energy stability
include [10, 11, 12, 13]. In these papers, the original equations are similar, but the dependent variables
are different from ours and boundary conditions are essentially ignored. Here we consider a one-fluid VOF
formulation as a starting point and derive a new formulation which elegantly yields provable energy stability.

2. The reformulation

We consider an incompressible viscous liquid (l) and gas (g) mixture in two dimensions (2D) (with trivial
extension to 3D). Using Einstein’s summation convention, the classical one-fluid VOF formulation [6] reads

∂tα+ uj∂jα = 0

∂tui + uj∂jui = ∂jτij/ρ, i = 1, 2 (2.1)

∂juj = 0.

The derivatives involved are denoted ∂tψ = ψ,t = ∂ψ/∂t and ∂jψ = ψ,j = ∂ψ/∂xj, α is the volume fraction
of the liquid, uj is velocity in direction xj , τij = τ∗ij − δijp is the stress tensor, τ∗ij = [µ (ui,j + uj,i)] is the
viscous stress tensor and p is pressure. Furthermore, ρ = αρl + (1− α)ρg and µ = αµl + (1− α)µg are the
volume averaged density and viscosity respectively. We neglected the external gravity forces which have no
impact on stability. To get at an energy bound, the formulation (2.1)) will be modified in two steps.
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In the first step we replace the volume fraction by the density as dependent variable and move the
divergence relation to the righthand side leading to (Sij = τij and S3j = −uj) the equivalent formulation

∂tρ+ uj∂jρ = 0

∂tui + uj∂jui = ∂jSij/ρ, i = 1, 2 (2.2)

0 = ∂jS3j .

In the second step we aim for a scaling of the viscous terms and introduce the new variables [φ0, φj , φ3]
T =

[
√
ρ,
√
ρuj, p] (see [1, 2, 3, 4], for similar but not identical choices) into (2.2) to yield the new equation set

∂tφ0 + uj∂jφ0 = 0

∂tφi + uj∂jφi = ∂jSij/φ0, i = 1, 2 (2.3)

0 = ∂jS3j .

Introducing Φ = [φ0, φ1, φ2, φ3]
T , Ĩ = diag[1, 1, 1, 0], Ãj = diag[uj, uj, uj, 0], B̃ = diag[0, 1/φ0, 1/φ0, 1],

Sj = (0, S1j , S2j , S3j)
T and noting that Ãj,j vanish, we cast (2.3) in the final matrix-vector form

Ĩ∂tΦ+
1

2

[

∂j(ÃjΦ) + Ãj∂jΦ
]

= B̃∂jSj . (2.4)

Remark 2.1. The first step leading to (2.2) produces the skew-symmetric lefthand side of (2.4) suitable for
Green’s theorem. The second step leading to (2.3) produces a scaling of the righthand side in (2.4) again
opening up for Green’s theorem. Reformulating (2.1) into (2.4) is required for the upcoming energy analysis.

3. Energy analysis

Focusing first on the skew-symmetric lefthand side of (2.4), we multiply with ΦT and integrate to get
∫

Ω

ΦT Ĩ∂tΦdΩ +
1

2

∫

Ω

[

ΦT∂j(ÃjΦ) + ΦT Ãj∂jΦ
]

dΩ =

∫

Ω

ΦT B̃∂jSjdΩ. (3.1)

Letting
∫

Ω
ΦT ĨΦdΩ = ||Φ||2

Ĩ
and ΦT ∂j(ÃjΦ) = ∂j(Φ

T ÃjΦ)−(∂jΦ)
T ÃjΦ followed by Green’s theorem yields

d

dt
||Φ||2

Ĩ
+

∮

∂Ω

ΦT
(

njÃj

)

Φds = 2

∫

Ω

ΦT B̃∂jSjdΩ. (3.2)

In (3.2), ∂Ω, ds and nj are respectively the boundary, its surface element and outward pointing unit normal.
Focusing secondly on the rescaled righthand-side of (2.4), we see that the righthand side of (3.2) implies

∫

Ω

ΦT B̃∂jSjdΩ =

∫

Ω

[

φi∂jSij/φ0 + φ3∂jS3j

]

dΩ =

∫

Ω

[

uiτij,j − pui,i

]

dΩ =

∫

Ω

[

(uiτij),j − ui,jτij − pui,i

]

dΩ

=

∫

Ω

[

(uiτij),j − ui,j
(

τ∗ij − δi,jp
)

− pui,i

]

dΩ =

∮

∂Ω

uiτijnjds−
∫

Ω

ui,jτ
∗

ijdΩ (3.3)

where we again used Green’s theorem. Inserting (3.3) into (3.2) and rearranging leads to the energy rate

d

dt
||Φ||2

Ĩ
+ 2

∫

Ω

ui,jτ
∗

ijdΩ +

∮

∂Ω

BTds = 0 (3.4)

where the 2nd term (ui,jτ
∗

ij = 2u2i,i + (u1,2 + u2,1)
2 ≥ 0) provides dissipation and the boundary term BT is

BT = ΦT
1 AΦ1 − 2 [un(τn − p) + utτt] . (3.5)

In (3.5), A = diag[un, un, un] and ΦT
1 = [φ0, φn, φt] = [φ0, φ0un, φ0ut]. The subscripts n, t denote compo-

nents normal and tangential to ∂Ω. For the stress term in (3.5) we use τT = [τ1, τ2] = [τ∗1jnj , τ
∗

2jnj ] and the

rotation matrix N (given in (3.20 below) to obtain u
T τ = u

T
(

NTN
)

τ = (Nu)T (Nτ) = [un, ut] · [τn, τt]T .
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3.1. The boundary term

The unrestrained boundary term in (3.5) can be written in vector-matrix-vector form as

BT =

(

Φ1

Φ2

)T (

A B
BT 0

)(

Φ1

Φ2

)

where Φ2 =





p
τn
τt



 and B =
1

φ0





0 0 0
1 −1 0
0 0 −1



 (3.6)

while Φ1 and A are given above. Next, we introduce the non-singular block rotation matrix R as

RR
−1 =

(

I R
0 I

)(

I −R
0 I

)

=

(

I 0
0 I

)

, (3.7)

where the blocks are 3× 3 matrices. The rotation matrix (3.7) introduced into (3.6) yields

BT =

(

Φ1

Φ2

)T

RR
−1

(

A B
BT 0

)

RR
−1

(

Φ1

Φ2

)

=

(

R
−1

(

Φ1

Φ2

))T (

A AR+B
RTA+BT RT (AR +B) +BTR

)(

R
−1

(

Φ1

Φ2

))

. (3.8)

With matrix A being non-singular, we cancel the off-diagonal matrices in (3.8) with R = −A−1B to get

BT =

(

A−1[AΦ1 +BΦ2]
Φ2

)T (

A 0
0 −BTA−1B

)(

A−1[AΦ1 +BΦ2]
Φ2

)

=

(

AΦ1 +BΦ2

BΦ2

)T (

I/un 0
0 −I/un

)(

AΦ1 +BΦ2

BΦ2

)

=

(

W1

W2

)T (

Λ1 0
0 Λ2

)(

W1

W2

)

. (3.9)

The details in (3.9) seen in (3.10) reveal that 5 independent variables are involved in the boundary conditions.

Λ1 =
1

un
I,Λ2 = −Λ1,W1 = AΦ1+BΦ2 =

1

φ0





φnφ0
φ2n − (τn − φ3)
φnφt − τt



 ,W2 = BΦ2 =
1

φ0





0
−(τn − φ3)

−τt



 . (3.10)

3.2. Boundary Conditions

The different types of boundary conditions are determined by the normal velocity un which determine
the sign of the diagonal entries Λ1 and Λ2 that in turn determine whether W1 or W2 must be bounded.

3.2.1. Boundary conditions of inflow-outflow type

We start by determining the number of boundary conditions [14] required at inflow-outflow boundaries.

• At inflow un < 0, WT
1 Λ1W1 < 0 and we need three conditions since W1 has three components.

• At outflow un > 0, WT
2 Λ2W2 < 0 and we need two conditions since W2 has two non-zero components.

Following [5], the boundary conditions are applied weakly by inserting (3.9) and a lifting operator into (3.4):

d

dt
||Φ||2

Ĩ
+2

∫

Ω

ui,jτ
∗

ijdΩ +

∮

∂Ω

(

W1

W2

)T (

Λ1 0
0 Λ2

)(

W1

W2

)

ds+ 2

∫

Ω

ΦTL(ΣBC)dΩ = 0. (3.11)

Here BC denotes the boundary conditions, Σ is a penalty matrix and L is a lifting operator implementing
boundary conditions weakly. It is defined by

∫

Ω
ψTL(φ)dΩ =

∮

∂Ω

ψTφds where ψ, φ are smooth vector fields.

We will apply boundary conditions such that the boundary terms in (3.11) are bounded by external data
only. Following [3], we consider the nonlinear characteristic-like boundary condition on weak form

BC =
√

|Λ−|W− −G = 0, (3.12)
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where Λ− and W− are functions of the solution and G is external data.
To implement inflow boundary conditions weakly where un < 0, we need an operator T1 such that

W− =W1 = AΦ1 +BΦ2 =
1

φ0





φnφ0
φ2n − (τn − φ3)
φnφt − τt



 = T1Φ = (ΦTT T
1 )T . (3.13)

At an outflow boundary where un > 0 we require an operator T2 such that

W− =W2 = BΦ2 =
1

φ0





0
−(τn − φ3)

−τt



 = T2Φ = (ΦTT T
2 )T . (3.14)

Implementing the boundary condition (3.12) weakly into (3.11) yields the augmented boundary term:

BT =W+
T

Λ+W− −W−
T |Λ−|W− + 2ΦTΣ

(

√

|Λ−|W− −G

)

. (3.15)

Next we choose Σ = T Tσ0
√

|Λ−|, where T = T1 or T2 depending on the signs of Λ1,2, which gives

BT =W+
T

Λ+W− − (1− 2σ0)W
−

T |Λ−|W− − 2σ0W
−

T√|Λ−|G. (3.16)

Choosing σ0 = 1 as well as adding and subtracting G
T leads to an estimate in terms of data only since

BT =W+
T

Λ+W− +
(

W−

√

|Λ−| −G

)T (

W−

√

|Λ−| −G

)

−G
T
G ≥ −G

T
G. (3.17)

3.2.2. Boundary conditions of solid wall type

At solid wall boundaries where un = 0 we work directly on the BT in (3.6) which we group as follows

BT =
[

ΦT
1 AΦ1 + 2ΦTΣ1BC1

]

+
[

2ΦT
1BΦ2 + 2ΦTΣ2BC2

]

. (3.18)

We will remove the terms within brackets on the righthand-side of (3.18) by appropriately selecting the
penalty terms Σ1BC1 and Σ2BC2. Only the two boundary conditions un = ut = 0 are available at a solid
wall. For accuracy reasons they must cancel both bracketed terms in (3.18) when imposed weakly.

For the first term in brackets in (3.18), we set Σ1 = RT
1 Σ

′

1 with R1Φ = Φ1 to obtain

ΦT
1 AΦ1 + 2ΦTΣ1BC1 = ΦT

1 AΦ1 + 2ΦT
1 Σ

′

1BC1 (3.19)

where

R1 =





1 0 0 0
0 n1 n2 0
0 −n2 n1 0



 and

(

n1 n2

−n2 n1

)

= N (3.20)

is the rotation matrix used in (3.5) above. Next, we insert Σ′

1 = σ1 and BC1 = AΦ1 into (3.19) to give

ΦT
1 AΦ1 + 2ΦT

1 Σ
′

1BC1 = ΦT
1 AΦ1 + 2ΦT

1 (σ1AΦ1) = ΦT
1 AΦ1 [1 + 2σ1] . (3.21)

Equating σ1 = −1/2 yields stability. Accuracy is proven by noting that un is forced to zero by Σ1BC1 since

Σ1BC1 = σ1R
T
1 AΦ1 = σ1R

T
1 Φ1un.

’
For the second term in brackets in (3.18) we set Σ2 = RT

2 Σ
′

2 with R2Φ = Φ2 to obtain

2ΦT
1 BΦ2 + 2ΦTΣ2BC2 = 2 (BΦ2)

T
Φ1 + 2ΦT

2 Σ
′

2BC2 (3.22)
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where R2 = PeTrSc, Sc = diag[1, 1/φ0, 1/φ0, 1] and

Pe =





0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0



 , Tr =





0 Tr11 Tr11 0
0 Tr21 Tr22 0
0 0 0 1



 , Tr = µN

[(

2n1 n2

0 n1

)

∂

∂x
+

(

n2 0
n1 2n2

)

∂

∂y

]

. (3.23)

Setting Σ′

2 = σ2 and BC2 = BTΦ1 into (3.22):

2 (BΦ2)
T
Φ1 + 2ΦT

2 Σ
′

2BC2 = 2 (BΦ2)
T
Φ1 + 2σ2 (BΦ2)

T
Φ1 = 2(1 + σ2) (BΦ2)

T
Φ1. (3.24)

Equating σ2 = −1 yields stability. Accuracy is proven by noting that Σ2BC2 forces un and ut to zero since

Σ2BC2 = RT
2 Σ

′

2BC2 = σ2R
T
2 B

TΦ1 = σ2R
T
2 B

T





φ0
φn
φt



 = σ2R
T
2





un
−un
−ut



 .

4. A stable straightforward nonlinear numerical approximation

The focus in this short article is on the continuous analysis, but we conclude by sketching how a stable
nonlinear scheme can be constructed based on the new formulation (2.4). The semi-discrete version of (2.4)
(ignoring boundary conditions) using summation-by-parts (SBP) operators Dxj

[5, 15, 16] can be written

Ĩ
d~Φ

dt
+

1

2

[

Dxj
(Aj

~Φ) +AjDxj
~Φ
]

= BDxj
Sj, (4.1)

where Ĩ = Ĩ ⊗ I, I = Ix ⊗ Iy and ~Φ = (~φT0 ,
~φT1 ,

~φT2 ,
~φT3 )

T include approximations of Φ = (φ0, φ1, φ2, φ3)
T

in each of the N ×M nodes. The matrix elements of Aj,B are matrices with node values of the matrix

elements in Ãj , B̃ given in Section 2 injected on the diagonal as exemplified for the n× n matrix C below

C =







c11 . . . c1n
...

. . .
...

cn1 . . . cnn






, C =







c11 . . . c1n

...
. . .

...
cn1 . . . cnn






, cij = diag(cij(x1, y1), . . . , cij(xN , yM )). (4.2)

Moreover Dxj
= I4 ⊗Dxj

, Dx1
= Dx ⊗ Iy and Dx2

= Ix ⊗Dy where Dx,y = P−1
x,yQx,y are 1D SBP difference

operators, Px,y are positive definite diagonal quadrature matrices, Qx,y satisfies the SBP constraint Qx,y +
QT

x,y = Bx,y = diag[−1, 0, ..., 0, 1], ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product and I with subscripts denote identity
matrices. All matrices have appropriate sizes such that the matrix-matrix and matrix-vector operations are
defined. Based on the 1D SBP operators, the 2D SBP relations mimicking integration-by-parts are

~UT
PDxj

~V = −(Dxj
~U)TP~V + ~UT

Bxj
~V , ~uTPDxj

~v = −(Dxj
~u)TP~v + ~uTBxj

~v, (4.3)

where ~UT
Bxj

~V and ~uTBxj
~v contain numerical integration along rectangular domain boundaries. In (4.3)

we have also used P = I4 ⊗ P,P = Px ⊗ Py,Bxj
= I4 ⊗ Bxj

,Bx1
= Bx ⊗ Py and Bx2

= Px ⊗By.

The discrete energy method (multiply (4.1) from the left with 2~ΦT
P) yields

2~ΦT
PĨ

d~Φ

dt
+ ~ΦT (PDxj

Aj +AjPDxj
)~Φ = 2~ΦT

BPDxj
Sj, (4.4)

since Aj and B commute with P. Using the notation ‖~Φ‖2
P̃

= ~ΦT
P̃~Φ = ~ΦT

PĨ~Φ, the symmetric part of
PDxj

Aj +AjPDxj
and after applying the SBP relations (4.3) we obtain the final semi-discrete energy rate

d

dt
‖~Φ‖2

P̃
+ 2(Dxj

~ui)
T
P ~τ∗ij + ~ΦT (Bxj

Aj)~Φ− 2~uTi Bxj
~τij = 0. (4.5)

The semi-discrete energy rate (4.5) mimicks the continuous energy rate (3.4) perfectly on a rectangular
domain. The second term from the left in (4.5) is the dissipation numerically integrated over the domain
and the two terms that follow contain the boundary terms numerically integrated along the boundary. In
an upcoming article we will provide a more detailed derivation including the numerical construction and
numerical implementation of the weak dissipative boundary conditions derived in Section 3.
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5. Summary and outlook

We have shown that a new formulation of the incompressible multi-phase liguid-gas flow equations leads
to a well defined energy rate. We also derived weak boundary conditions of inflow-outflow and solid wall
types that lead to an energy estimate. The paper was concluded with a short illustration of how to construct
a semi-discrete energy stable scheme by combining the new formulation with summation-by-parts operators.
In future work we will develop nonlinear energy stable schemes including weak boundary conditions and
perform numerical simulations based on this new provably energy bounded continuous formulation.
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