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Abstract

In this paper, we propose an improved phase field model for interface capturing in simulating two-phase incompress-
ible flows. The model incorporates a second-order diffusion term, which utilizes a nonlinear coefficient to assess the
degree of deviation of interface profile from its equilibrium state. In particular, we analyze the scale of the mobility
in the model, to ensure that the model asymptotically approaches the sharp interface limit as the interface thickness
approaches zero. For accurate calculations of surface tension, we introduce a generalized form of smoothed Dirac
delta functions that can adjust the thickness of the tension layer, while strictly maintaining that its integral equals one,
even when the interface profile is not in equilibrium. Furthermore, we theoretically demonstrate that the ‘spontaneous
shrinkage’ of under-resolved interface structures encountered in the Cahn-Hilliard phase field method does not occur
in the improved phase field model. Through various numerical experiments, we determine the range of the optimal
mobility, confirm the theoretical analysis of the improved phase field model, verify its convergence, and examine
the performance of different surface tension models. The numerical experiments include Rayleigh-Taylor instability,
axisymmetric rising bubbles, droplet migration due to the Marangoni effect, partial coalescence of a droplet into a
pool, and deformation of three-dimensional droplet in shear flow. In all these cases, numerical results are validated
against experimental data and/or theoretical predictions. Moreover, the recommended range of dimensionless mobil-
ity (1/Pe ∼ 100Cn2 − 333Cn2) has been shown to be universal, as it can be effectively applied to the simulations of a
wide range of two-phase flows and exhibits excellent performance.
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1. Introduction

Accurately tracking the evolution of interfaces is essential when simulating multiphase flows. Interface capturing
methods, including the level set (LS), volume of fluid (VOF), and phase field (PF) methods, utilize a scalar function
known as the order parameter to define the position and shape of interfaces, which are represented by particular
contours of this parameter. These methods are preferred for the simple numerical implementation and the ability
to handle changes in interface topology without requiring special treatment. However, the advection of the order
parameter is directly associated with local flow velocities, which are generally non-uniform along the normal direction
to the interface. This inevitably causes the order parameter to deviate from its equilibrium distribution (e.g. the signed
distance function in the LS methods and the hyperbolic tangent function in the PF methods), especially for long time
computation. In order to accurately calculate important interface information such as normal direction and curvature,
it is necessary to restore the order parameter to its equilibrium state.

Various numerical techniques have been proposed to maintain the order parameter close to its equilibrium state.
For instance, re-initialization process [1–4] is employed in the LS methods after the order parameter is advected
by the flow velocity. The re-initialization process can effectively restore the order parameter to the signed distance
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function. However, it should be noted that the re-initialization tends to bring in additional numerical errors such as
mass loss [1, 5]. Although there is no separate re-initialization process in the PF methods, the diffusion term in the
Cahn-Hilliard equation, which originates from the microscopic theories of fluid-fluid interfaces, plays a role similar
to its effect. The diffusion term can counteract the distortion effects to the interface profile owing to the non-uniform
flow velocity, and at the same time, maintains the volume conservation of each phase [6–8]. Despite the successes of
the LS and PF methods, they share one challenge in common: how to properly reinitialize the order parameter [9, 10].
Inadequate reinitialization fails to recover the order parameter to the equilibrium state, while excessive reinitialization
may result in significant mass loss or unrealistic interface movement.

Recently, the improved PF method has become increasingly favored for simulating incompressible multiphase
flows [11–18]. The method was proposed by Olsson and Kreiss [11] to enhance mass conservation in the LS method.
Since the re-initialization process in the improved PF method incorporates a conservative diffusion term (and is math-
ematically equivalent to the solution of Burgers equation [12]), it can ensure the conservation of the volume bounded
by the diffuse interface. The method was initially termed the conservative LS method, as the advection of the order
parameter and the re-initialization process are treated separately, as is done in the LS method. Later, the two pro-
cesses were combined [19] by decomposing the normal interface speed into two parts that are independent of (due
to external advection) and proportional to the interface curvature. In contrast to the fourth-order derivative in the PF
method [6], the diffusion term in the improved PF method only includes second-order derivatives, thereby signifi-
cantly reducing the requirement for the time step to maintain computational stability. However, how to determine
the appropriate value of the mobility M, which measures the relative significance of the diffusion term to the flow
advection, is still under intensive research. Both excessively small and large amounts of numerical diffusion can
introduce unwanted interface problems, similar to those encountered in the LS and PF methods. Chiu and Lin [19]
recommended to choose the maximum dimensionless speed of the flow for the mobility, i.e. M ∼ |̃umax|. Nevertheless,
it has been shown that the mobility must be adjusted on a case-by-case basis [19, 20]. Furthermore, to achieve the
boundedness of the order parameter, Mirjalili et al. [21] proposed a criterion between M and the interface thickness ϵ:
ϵ/h ≥ (M/|̃umax| + 1)/(2M/|̃umax|), where h is the grid size. To the best of our knowledge, establishing a universal rule
for the mobility M remains an open question.

It is known that surface tension plays an important role in two-phase incompressible flows, in particular for flows
driven by surface tension such as thermocapillary migration [22–26] and flows with moving contact lines [27–32]. The
continuous surface force (CSF) model is often employed in diffuse interface simulations of two-phase flows [33–38].
This model essentially transforms the surface tension at fluid-fluid interfaces into the integration of a corresponding
volumetric force by integrating a smoothed Dirac delta function [33], which is a function of the order parameter.
Consequently, the precision in calculating surface tension is dependent not only on the accurate computation of the
interface’s normal direction and curvature but also on a suitable δ function, especially when the interface profile is
out of equilibrium. In principle, to replicate the stress jump condition in the sharp interface limit, the δ function
must adhere to the fundamental property of the Dirac delta function, i.e. the integral from −∞ to +∞ along the
normal direction to the interface must equal one, regardless of the distribution of the interface profile. In the improved
PF method, because the distribution of the volume fraction C at equilibrium is a hyperbolic tangent function, the
differentiation of C naturally acts as a smoothed Dirac delta function, e.g. δ = |∇C| [11, 33, 35], in which 90% of
the surface tension is within the interface region (e.g. 0.05 ≤ C ≤ 0.95). To reduce the thickness of the tension
layer, another smoothed delta function δ = 6

√
2ϵ|∇C|2 was proposed [39, 40], which accounts for about 98.5% of

the surface tension force in the interface region. However, this δ function fails to uphold the fundamental property of
the Dirac delta function when the interface profile deviates from the equilibrium state (see the details in Section 3.2).
Based on the above analysis, it is recommended to use Dirac delta functions that strictly conform to the conditions of
the original Dirac delta function and have adjustable thickness, although such functions are not currently available in
the literature.

In this paper, we first derive an improved PF model that incorporates a second-order diffusion term, with a diffu-
sion coefficient measuring the deviation of the interface profile from the equilibrium state. We then evaluate the scale
of mobility to ensure that the model asymptotically approaches the sharp interface limit as the interface thickness
approaches zero. Furthermore, we propose a general form of δ functions related to the C field, which can be adjusted
in thickness while strictly ensuring that its integral equals one. Also, we theoretically analyze the performance of the
improved PF method in the presence of under-resolved interfaces, such as tiny droplets and bubbles, demonstrating
that the ‘spontaneous shrinkage’ observed in the Cahn-Hilliard PF method does not occur in the improved PF model.
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Combining the improved PF model with the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations, we can simulate two-phase
flows with large density ratios. Through various numerical experiments, we determine the range of the optimal mobil-
ity, confirm the theoretical analysis of the improved PF model, verify its convergence, and examine the performance
of the surface tension models. The numerical experiments include Rayleigh-Taylor instability, axisymmetric rising
bubbles, droplet migration due to the Marangoni effect, partial coalescence of a droplet into a pool, and deformation
and breakup of three-dimensional droplets in a simple shear flow.

2. Interface models

2.1. Cahn-Hilliard phase field model
In the PF models, the mathematically sharp interface separating two immiscible fluids is replaced with a diffuse

interface with finite thickness (measured by a prescribed parameter ϵ). In particular, in the Cahn-Hilliard (CH) PF
model, the continuous variations of the order parameter, which represents the interface, are consistent with the gradient
theories of the interface based on thermodynamic principles [41, 42]. Consequently, for incompressible two-phase
flows, the temporal evolution of the order parameter, e.g. the volume fraction of one fluid C (0 ≤ C ≤ 1), can be
described by [7],

∂C
∂t
+ ∇ · (uC) = M∇2

(
ψ′(C) − ϵ2∇2C

)
, (1)

where M is the mobility, ϕ = ψ′(C) − ϵ2∇2C the chemical potential, and ψ(C) = C2(1 − C)2/4 the bulk energy
density [6, 7]. For an interface at equilibrium, the chemical potential is uniformly distributed in the domain (ϕ = 0).
Moreover, the interface profile at equilibrium for a flat interface can be analytically obtained,

Ceq(z) =
1
2
+

1
2

tanh
(

z − z0

2
√

2ϵ

)
, (2)

where z is the coordinate along the gradient of C, and z0 corresponds to the position of the contour C = 0.5. In
order to asymptotically approach the sharp interface limit, in principle the right term in Eq. (1) should vanish when
the interface thickness goes to zero. This can be achieved by adjusting the mobility according to the value of ϵ, e.g.
M ∝ ϵ2 [10].

Despite the fact that the CH model originates from the microscopic theories of the interface, the term on the RHS
of Eq. (1) serves as ’effective reinitialization’ that restores the distribution of the C field to the equilibrium state from
the computational point of view. Furthermore, the value of chemical potential ϕ provides an effective evaluation of the
deviation of the interface profile from the equilibrium state. For example, a negative ϕ suggests a stretched interface
while a positive one corresponds to a compressed interface. However, there are several noticeable disadvantages of
the CH model. Firstly, under the conditions of significant velocity gradients across the interface (e.g. rising bubbles
due to buoyancy), it is difficult for the term on the RHS of Eq. (1) to restore the interface to the equilibrium state
without artificially changing the interface shape. Similarly, simulation of flows with Marangoni effect, which strictly
requires the interface profile at equilibrium, turns out to be a tough job for the CH model. Secondly, the CH model
suffers from spontaneous shrinkage [43], i.e. a droplet/bubble apparently dissolves into the bulk of the other phase
(bulk diffusion) when the interface thickness is of the same order as its radius. In this case, there is no equilibrium
state available for the interface. The phenomenon of the bulk diffusion can be understood for a circular droplet with
radius R0 in the cylindrical coordinate (r, θ). Assuming that the C field for the droplet is uniformly distributed in the
circumferential direction, i.e. ∂2C/∂θ2 = 0, the equilibrium condition ϕ = 0 gives

∂2C
∂r2 +

1
r
∂C
∂r
+
ψ′(C)
ϵ2 = 0. (3)

The solution of Eq. (3) can be approximately written as the equilibrium state, i.e. Eq. (2), only when ϵ is much smaller
than the droplet radius R0 so that r−1∂C/∂r is negligible. Clearly, the solution gradually deviates from the equilibrium
state with increasing ϵ/R0; moreover, a solution similar to Eq. (2) even does not exist when ϵ is approaching R0,
thereby leading to the occurrence of the spontaneous shrinkage. Thirdly, the presence of the fourth-order diffusion
term in the CH model imposes a constraint on time step in the computation, and thus requires the use of an implicit
scheme to improve the computational efficiency [44, 45].
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2.2. Improved phase field model

Inspired by the spirit of CH model, we propose an improved PF model, in which the term on the RHS of the CH
model is replaced by a second-order diffusion term,

∂C
∂t
+ ∇ · (uC) = M∗∇ · (ξ∇C) , (4)

where M∗ is the mobility in the present improved PH model, and ξ is a diffusion coefficient measuring the deviation
of the interface profile from the equilibrium state. To select an appropriate form of ξ, several principles should be
followed. Firstly, ξ = 0 if the interface profile reaches the equilibrium state. Secondly, the sign of ξ is directly
associated with the state of the interface profile; specifically, ξ > 0 (diffusion) for the compressed interface and ξ < 0
(anti-diffusion) for the stretched interface. Thirdly, the magnitude of ξ should reflect the degree to which the interface
deviates from the equilibrium. Moreover, given an interface at equilibrium as in Eq. (2), it is straightforward to obtain

|∇C| =
∂C
∂z
=

C(1 −C)
√

2ϵ
. (5)

Therefore, we can define ξ as

ξ = 1 −
C(1 −C)
√

2ϵ |∇C|
, (6)

where |∇C| is evaluated numerically, and ξ = 0 for either C = 1 or C = 0. Substituting Eq. (6) into Eq. (4), we get an
improved PF model for incompressible two-phase flows

∂C
∂t
+ ∇ · (uC) = M∗∇ ·

(
∇C −

C(1 −C)
√

2ϵ
n
)
, (7)

where n = ∇C/|∇C| is the unit vector normal to the interface. Because the RHS of Eq. (7) is a second-order diffusion
term, the improved PF model can quickly restore the interface profile to the equilibrium state without distorting the
physical interface shape. In addition, the spontaneous shrinkage would not occur in the improved PF model, owing
to the fact that the issue of r−1∂C/∂r does not exist in the multi-dimensional problems for the interface at equilibrium
(i.e. ξ = 0). Moreover, it can be expected that the interface profile still follows Eq. (2), even when the interface is
under-resolved.

2.3. Sharp interface limit

Similar to the role of the mobility M in the CH model, the value of M∗ in the improved PF model is chosen in
a manner to ensure the sharp interface limit. In the sharp interface limit, all the flow features such as the interface
curvature are well resolved by the interface thickness, and the term on the RHS of Eq. (4) should vanish with ϵ → 0.
Therefore, we need to analyze the scale of the term ∇ · (ξ∇C), in order to provide an appropriate evaluation of M∗.
It is clear that the coefficient ξ has a scale of O(1) from Eq. (6), and that |∇C| has a scale of O(ϵ−1) from Eq. (5).
Given the interface curvature κ = ∇ · n = ∇ · (∇C/|∇C|), we can obtain ∇ · (ξ∇C) ∼ ϵ−1κ. It is reasonable to assume
that interface curvature has a finite value in numerical simulations; if there is any singularity at the interfaces such as
topology change, it only occurs in a very short duration. Therefore, if the PF model can approach the sharp interface
limit, the mobility M∗ is expected to at least have a scale of

M∗ ∼ λϵ2, (8)

where λ is a constant with the dimension of the inverse of time. Accordingly, we can easily get M∗ϵ−1κ → 0 when
ϵ → 0.
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3. Governing equations and surface tension calculation

3.1. Governing equations
For incompressible two-phase flows, we define the dimensionless numbers with the properties of fluid 1, character-

istic length L and characteristic velocity U: Reynolds number Re = ρ1UL/µ1, Froude number Fr = U2/(gL) and We-
ber number We = ρ1U2L/σ, where σ denotes the surface tension coefficient at the interface between the fluids 1 and
2. We also refer to the Ohnesorge number Oh =

√
We/Re = µ1/

√
ρ1σL and capillary number Ca = We/Re = µ1U/σ.

Same as the CH-PF model [7], the dimensionless governing equations for incompressible two-phase flows with large
density ratio are written as

ρ

(
∂u
∂t
+ u · ∇u

)
= −∇p +

1
Re
∇ ·

[
µ
(
∇u + ∇uT

)]
+

1
We

fs +
1

Fr
ρg, (9)

∇ · u = 0, (10)

where g is gravitational acceleration, and fs is surface tension force, of which the detailed calculation is described in
Section 3.2. The dimensionless average density ρ and viscosity µ are defined as,

ρ = C + (1 −C)
ρ2

ρ1
, (11)

µ = C + (1 −C)
µ2

µ1
, (12)

where the subscripts 1 and 2 denote the properties of respective fluids.
The dimensionless improved PF model in Eq. 7 for incompressible two-phase flows can be expressed as

∂C
∂t
+ ∇ · (Cu) =

1
Pe
∇ ·

(
∇C −

C(1 −C)
√

2Cn
n
)
, (13)

where the Cahn number Cn (= ϵ/L) is the dimensionless measure of interface thickness, and the Péclet number Pe
(= UL/M∗) represents the ratio of the magnitudes of convection and dissipation of the PF model. It is straightforward
to obtain Pe = U/(λL)Cn−2 from the mobility in the sharp interface limit, i.e. Eq. (8). However, the appropriate value
of λ remains to be determined, e.g. by checking its effect on typical interface flows.

3.2. Surface tension model
The continuous surface force model [33] is adopted in the calculation of surface tension, which replaces the

localized interfacial force with a body force fs in the momentum equation

fS = (−σκn + ∇sσ)δ, (14)

where ∇s(= I−nn ·∇) represents the gradient along the tangential direction of the interface, and δ denotes a smoothed
Dirac delta function. To ensure the consistency in calculating the surface tension force, the integration of δ along the
normal direction to the interface (denoted by z) should satisfy:∫ ∞

−∞

δ(z) dz = 1. (15)

The smoothed Dirac delta function can be directly constructed from the C field. For example, it was proposed
to use δ∗ = 6

√
2ϵ|∇C|2 in previous studies [39, 40], which obeys the constraint in Eq. (15) only for interfaces in

equilibrium. In order to satisfy the constraint of smoothed Dirac delta function regardless of the distribution of the
interface profile, we propose a general form of δn with respect to the C field as follows

δn = KCn(1 −C)n|∇C|, (16)
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n

C

C

Figure 1: Distribution of the smoothed δn functions for an interface located at z = 0 with ϵ = 0.01, where n = 0, 1 and 2, respectively.

where K = 22n+1Γ(3/2 + n)/(
√
πΓ(n + 1)) and Γ(n) is the gamma function. Specifically, the three low-order delta

functions (i.e. n = 0 ∼ 2) yield,
δ0 = |∇C|,
δ1 = 6C(1 −C)|∇C|,
δ2 = 30C2(1 −C)2|∇C|.

(17)

The distribution of the three delta functions for an equilibrium interface (with the C profile in Eq. (2)) is shown in
Fig. 1. Clearly, the higher the number n, the more concentrated the surface tension. More precisely, integrating the
function δn (n = 0, 1, and 2) from C = 0.05 to 0.95, we can get 90.00%, 98.55% and 99.77%, respectively.

It is easily demonstrated that δn strictly follows the constraint in Eq. (15). Although δ∗ in [39, 40] is equivalent
to δ1 for interfaces in equilibrium, the integral value of

∫ ∞
−∞

δ∗dz heavily depends on the distribution of the C field.
For example, given 1D interface profile out of equilibrium such as C = 0.5 + 0.5 tanh(Rz/(2

√
2ϵ)), we can obtain∫ ∞

−∞
δ1dz = 1 while

∫ ∞
−∞

δ∗dz = R, where R > 1 for compressed interface profiles and R < 1 for stretched ones.
Clearly, the use of non-consistent δ function can lead to significant numerical errors in calculating surface tension, due
to the fact that the interface profile is normally maintained to be close to the equilibrium state during the computation.

4. Numerical discretization

The discretization of the governing equations, i.e. Eqs. (9), (10) and (13), is accomplished on a staggered grid with
a uniform mesh size ∆x. The scalar quantities such as pressure and volume fraction are defined at the cell centers,
while the velocity components are defined at the cell faces. The mesh size is made dimensionless by h = ∆x/L.

A third-order Runge-Kutta method [46] is used for temporal discretization of the improved PF equation, Eq. (13).
In each step, the discretization can be written as

Cn+1 −Cn

∆t
= −∇ · (Cnun) +

1
Pe
∇ · Fn, (18)

where F = ∇C − C(1 − C)/(
√

2Cn)n denote the diffusion flux. The finite volume method is implemented for the
spatial discretization, and thus the fluxes at the cell faces need to be approximated. Taking the approximation of the
diffusion flux in two-dimensional form, Fi+1/2, j, as an example,

Fi+1/2, j ≈
Ci+1, j −Ci, j

h
−

S x
i+1, j + S x

i, j

2
+ O(h2), (19)
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where the vector S = C(1 − C)/(
√

2Cn)n is defined at the cell center, and S x denotes its x component. The term ∇C
in S is approximated by a second-order scheme; more specifically, the discretization of its x component, ∂C/∂x, can
be expressed as(

∂C
∂x

)
i, j
≈

Ci+1, j+1 + 2Ci+1, j +Ci+1, j−1 −Ci−1, j+1 − 2Ci−1, j −Ci−1, j−1

4h
+ O(h2). (20)

The value of C in the convection term ∇ · (Cu) is also required at the cell face, and is obtained by using a 5th-order
WENO scheme [47].

The coupling of the momentum equation and the continuity equation is performed by a standard projection method.
First, the momentum equation is solved using the Adams-Bashforth scheme for the convection term and the Crank-
Nicolson scheme for the diffusion term, to obtain an intermediate velocity u∗:

u∗ − un

∆t
=

1
ρn+1/2

{
−

[
3
2

H (un) −
1
2

H
(
un−1

)]
+

1
2Re

[
D

(
u∗, µn+1

)
+ D (un, µn)

]}
, (21)

where H denotes the discrete convection operator and D the discrete diffusion operator. The intermediate velocity is
corrected by

un+1 − un

∆t
= −
∇pn+1/2

ρn+1/2 . (22)

Then, the pressure can be obtained by the Poisson equation arising from the divergence-free velocity constraint, i.e.

∇ ·

(
∇pn+1/2

ρn+1/2

)
=
∇ · u∗

∆t
. (23)

The QUICK scheme [48] is employed for spatial discretization of the convection operator, while the central difference
scheme is used for the diffusion operator.

For the calculation of surface tension force, the Simpson Rule is adopted for the volume integration of f ,∫
Ωi+1/2, j

f dΩ ≈
h2

6
( fi, j + 4 fi+1/2, j + fi+1, j) + O(h3), (24)

where Ω denotes the control volume centered at (i + 1/2, j).

5. Results and discussion

5.1. Under-resolved interfaces
We evaluate the performance of the present method in the presence of under-resolved interfaces, of which the

curvature cannot be resolved by the interface thickness. In this study, we only solve the improved PF model, and the
velocity is assumed to be zero; thus the time variation of the C field is driven by the diffusion flux in the improved PF
model. The test case is a stationary droplet with radius of R = 1 and located at (0, 0) in a domain of (0, 6) × (0, 6); the
boundary conditions are set as follows: symmetric conditions at the left and bottom boundaries, and slip conditions
at the right and top boundaries. The mesh size is fixed to h = 0.02 and the value of Cn ranges from 0.1 to 1. If
we consider the interface thickness equals the distance between the contours C = 0.05 and 0.95, which accounts for
98.55% surface tension with δ1, the interface thickness is roughly 8.5Cn. Therefore, the droplet is under-resolved in
the simulations with Cn > 0.12, since its radius is smaller than the interface thickness. The Péclet number is chosen
as Pe = 0.01Cn−2.

We first check whether the interface can maintain the equilibrium state after long-term evolution, given an initial
equilibrium profile for an under-resolved interface. Fig. 2(a) shows the results of two typical cases: Cn = 0.1 and
Cn = 1; in these two cases, the interface thickness is close to R at Cn = 0.1, and much larger than R at Cn = 1. We
can see that regardless of the value of Cn, the numerical results of the interface profile agree well with the equilibrium
state. Fig. 2(b) shows the contours of the C field at Cn = 1 in the domain, and they virtually overlap with the

7



Cn

Cn

(a) (b)

Figure 2: Distribution of the C field of an under-resolved droplet: the droplet radius R = 1, the mesh size h = 0.02, and the Pe number Pe =
0.01Cn−2. (a) Radial distribution of C with Cn = 0.1 and Cn = 1, where the symbols denote numerical results and the curves represent the
equilibrium state. (b) Spatial distribution of C with Cn = 1, where the solid curves denote the numerical results in terms of the C contours and the
dashed lines are the theoretical prediction of the equilibrium state.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Comparison of interface profile between the numerical results (symbols) and the equilibrium state (solid line) for a droplet with Cn = 0.5
at t = 2 with different initial interface profile: (a) stretched interface and (b) compressed interface. Note that the dashed lines represent the initial
interface profiles.

theoretical prediction of the equilibrium profile. Then, we check whether the interface can recover the equilibrium
state if under-resolved interfaces are initially out of equilibrium. Fig. 3 shows the results at Cn = 0.5, including a
stretched interface (Fig. 3a) and a compressed interface (Fig. 3b). The interface out of equilibrium is initialized by
the formula C = 0.5 + 0.5 tanh(Rz/(2

√
2ϵ)), and specifically, R = 0.5 in Fig. 3(a) and R = 2.0 in Fig. 3(b). From the

comparison between the numerical results and the equilibrium state, it is clear that the equilibrium interface profile is
accurately restored in both cases by the improved PF model.

5.2. Rayleigh–Taylor instability

We consider here a two-dimensional Rayleigh-Taylor problem, in which a heavy fluid 1 is placed on a light fluid
2. The difference in density can be represented by the Atwood number At = (ρ1 − ρ2)/(ρ1 + ρ2), where ρi represents
the density of fluid i (=1 or 2). The fluids are assumed to have the same viscosity µ, and the effect of surface
tension at the interface between them is neglected. The computational domain is a rectangular one: 0 ≤ x ≤ L and
0 ≤ y ≤ 4L, and the boundary conditions are set as follows: solid walls at the top and bottom, and periodic conditions

8



Figure 4: Rayleigh–Taylor instability simulation with At = 0.5 and Re = 3000 at different times: t = 0, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0 and 2.5 from left to right.

et al.

et al.

Figure 5: The y-coordinate of tip of the falling and rising fluid versus time: solid lines denote the present solution, the triangles represent the
solution of Guermond and Quartapell [49] and the filled triangles that of Al-Salami et al [36].

at the left and right. Initially, the interface position is prescribed as y(x) = 2L + 0.1L cos(2πx/L), corresponding to a
planar interface superimposed with a cosine perturbation. The initial numerical setup can be seen in the first panel in
Fig. 4. The evolution of the perturbation on the fluid-fluid interface is primarily driven by gravitational acceleration.
Therefore, the characteristic velocity U is chosen as

√
gL, and consequently, the Reynolds number is defined as

Re = ρ1L3/2g1/2/µ and Froude number Fr = U2/(gL) has a constant value Fr = 1. The absence of surface tension
allows for a thin interface in the simulation, e.g. by setting the Cahn number to Cn = 0.3h, where h = 0.0050 is used
in this study. To verify the accuracy of the present method, we adopt the same parameters as those used in previous
studies [36, 49]: At = 0.5 and Re = 3000.

Figure 4 illustrates interface snapshots in the simulation with Pe = 0.01Cn−2 at different times, which are made
dimensionless by

√
L/(gAt). With the growth of the interface perturbation, the interface rolls up, forming two counter-

rotating vortices. The evolution of interface structures qualitatively agrees well with previous research [50–52]. For a
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) ( f )

Figure 6: Comparison of the interface shapes for different Pe number at t = 2.5. The panel (a) shows the result using the CH-PF method [7] with
h = 0.00125, which serves as a reference solution. The panels from (b) to ( f ) are the results using the improved PF method obtained with h = 0.005
and Pe = 0.1Cn−2, 0.03Cn−2, 0.01Cn−2, 0.003Cn−2 and 0.001Cn−2, respectively.

quantitative comparison, we track the temporal evolution of the fronts of the descending heavy fluid and the ascending
light fluid respectively, and present the results in Fig. 5, along with the benchmark data [36, 49]. Clearly, an excellent
agreement has been achieved.

To determine the appropriate value of λ in the Péclet number, we investigate the effect of the varying Pe on the
interface evolution. The numerical results at t = 2.5 using the CH-PF model [7] on a fine mesh (h = 0.00125) is
adopted as the benchmark solution, which shows the sophisticated interface structures Fig. 6(a). Accordingly, we
simulate the same case on a relatively coarse mesh (h = 0.005) using the improved PF model for a wide range of
Pe: 0.01Cn−2, 0.03Cn−2, 0.01Cn−2, 0.003Cn−2 and 0.001Cn−2, respectively. The snapshots of the Rayleigh-Taylor
instability at t = 2.5 are shown in Figs. 6(b)-6(f). We can see that large interface structures such as the growth of the
interface fronts are more or less the same, suggesting that they are not sensitive to the value of Pe. However, small
interface structures such as the rolling up of the interfaces are smeared at relatively large Pe, e.g. Pe = 0.1Cn−2 in
Fig. 6(b), and becomes sharper with the decrease of Pe, e.g. Pe = 0.1Cn−2 in Figs. 6(d) and 6(e). On the other hand,
too small Pe might give rise to unphysical changes of interface structures, e.g. by comparing Pe = 0.001Cn−2 in
Fig. 6(f) with the benchmark solution. This unphysical changes of interfaces are attributed to the excessive correction
of the diffusion term in the improved PF model. From the numerical results of the Rayleigh-Taylor instability problem
with various Pe, we conclude that the appropriate value of L/(λU) ranges from 0.003 to 0.01, so as to maintain
interface profile and avoid unphysical changes of interfaces at the same time.

5.3. Rising bubbles in water

We simulate axisymmetric rising of bubbles in water, to evaluate the performance of the method for two-phase
flows with large density ratio (ρ2/ρ1 = 0.001) and viscosity ratio (µ2/µ1 = 0.01), where the subscripts 1 and 2
denote liquid and gas, respectively. The large density ratio between liquid and gas causes significant difference in
buoyancy force across the diffuse interface of the bubble, thereby resulting in noticeable difference in flow acceleration
in the interface. In particular, the strain flow at the bottom of the bubble tends to stretch the interface, thereby
progressively increasing the local interface thickness, which makes maintaining the interface at equilibrium a tough
job. The numerical setup of axisymmetric simulations is shown in Fig. 7: The computational domain is (0, 4R) ×
(0, 8R), with a bubble of radius R initially located at (0, 2R). Symmetric condition is imposed at the left boundary,
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Figure 7: Configuration for the rising bubble with buoyancy.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 8: Snapshots of the rising bubble at times t = 0.8 (a), 1.6 (b) and 2.4 (c) with h = 1/100, Cn = 0.5h and Pe = 0.01Cn−2. The left half of
each figure shows the contours of C from 0.05 to 0.95, and the right half shows the comparison with the previous study [7] (red circles).

while slip boundary condition is enforced at the other boundaries. We choose the same parameters as in Ding et al. [7],
i.e., Re(= ρ1g1/2R3/2/µ1)=100 and Bo(= ρ1gR2/σ)=200.

Figure 8 illustrates snapshots of the rising bubble with h = 0.01, Cn = 0.5h and Pe = 0.01Cn−2, in terms of
the contours of C. Specifically, the snapshots at times t = 0.8, 1.6 and 2.4 correspond to three different stages of
bubble dynamics: deformation, onset of breakup and breakup. All the results are in good agreement with previous
research [7] with respect to the interface shape (represented by the contour C = 0.5). Moreover, the bubble breakup
occurs at t = 1.61 and z = 4.10, which is consistent with the observations in [7] (t = 1.61 and z = 4.10) and [3]
(t = 1.60 and z = 4.05R). We also note that there is no distortion of interface profile and the interface thickness
remains nearly uniform along the bubble’s surface. The under-resolved bubbles arising from the breakup in Fig. 8(c)
do not dissolve in the surrounding liquid, which is distinct from simulations using the CH-PF model [43].

To assess the sensitivity of the present model to the value of Pe, simulations are conducted for the same case,
but with various Pe: 0.003Cn−2, 0.01Cn−2 and 0.1Cn−2, respectively. Figure 9 illustrates the distribution of C along
the symmetrical axis at t = 0.8, i.e. the interface profile in Fig. 8(a); more specifically, h = 1/100 and Cn = 0.50h
in Fig. 9(a) and h = 1/300 and Cn = 0.75h in Fig. 9(b). From the comparison between numerical results and the
theoretical prediction of interface profile in equilibrium (where the interface position is evaluated by C = 0.5), it is
evident that the Péclet number has a notable influence on the interface profile, although the interface positions of the
results are more or less the same (z ≈ 1.93 and 3.42 respectively). At relatively large Pe (= 0.1Cn−2), significant
stretching of interface profile is observed near the bottom of the bubble (around z = 1.93), indicating that the diffusion
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Figure 9: Distribution of C along the symmetry axis at t = 0.8 with various Pe, h and Cn: (a) h = 1/100 and Cn = 0.50h and (b) h = 1/300 and
Cn = 0.75h.

(a) (b)

Figure 10: (a) Convergence study in terms of interface profile at t = 1. The inset shows a zoom-in view of the bubble bottom. (b) Convergence
study in terms of Ev.

flux in the improved PF model is not sufficiently strong to restore the interface to the equilibrium state. With the
decrease of Pe (= 0.01Cn−2 and 0.003Cn−2), the interface profiles nearly coincide with the theoretical prediction,
which is true for different h (and Cn). It is noteworthy that the appropriate range of Pe for simulating the rising
bubbles is consistent with those obtained from the Rayleigh-Taylor instability problem, implying that the effective
range of Pe (0.01Cn−2 ≥ Pe ≥ 0.003Cn−2) could be universal.

Figure 10 shows the convergence study with Cn = 0.5h and Pe = 0.01Cn−2 on various meshes: h = 1/32, 1/64,
1/128 and 1/256, with respect to the bubble shape (Fig. 10a) and the vertical velocity at the bubble bottom (Fig. 10b)
at t = 1. The bubble shapes on the different meshes are apparently overlapped, and the zoom-in view of the bubble
bottom at the symmetric axis shows that the interface converges with mesh refinement. A quantitative study of the
convergence rate with mesh refinement is shown in Fig. 10(b), in terms of the vertical velocity at the bubble bottom.
The results on a fine mesh (h = 1/320) are chosen as a reference to calculate the numerical error Ev. We can see that
a convergence rate of 2 has been achieved. We also check the total mass of the bubble by integrating the C field over
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Figure 11: Configuration for droplet migration due to the Marangoni effect.

the whole domain, and find that the mass loss is of order of machine accuracy (10−16). This can be expected because
of the finite volume discretization of the improved PF model.

It should be emphasized that the same formula of dimensionless mobility 1/Pe = 100Cn2 is implemented in the
simulations in Fig. 10. Consequently, the value of 1/Pe decreases from 2.4× 10−2 to 3.8× 10−4 with mesh refinement
from 1/32 to 1/256, spanning two orders in magnitude. This is very different from previous studies [19, 21, 38], in
which the mobility is recommended to take the value of dimensionless maximum velocity ∼ O(1).

5.4. Droplet migration due to the Marangoni effect

Marangoni effect arising from an uneven distribution of surface tension coefficient can induce interfacial flows
and cause droplet migration. To simulate such flows, it is crucial to accurately calculate the normal and tangential
components of the surface tension, which poses a challenge for interface capturing methods. We consider here the
migration of a viscous droplet with radius R surrounded by ambient liquid with a constant linear temperature gradient
Tz, which has been widely adopted for verification of surface tension model [53–57]. Under the assumption of Stokes
flow, the terminal migration velocity of droplet can be obtained as [22]

VYGB =
−2σT TzR
6µ1 + 9µ2

, (25)

where σT is the gradient of the surface tension coefficient with respect to the temperature. µ1 and µ2 are the viscosity
of droplets and ambient fluids, respectively. The numerical setup is shown in Fig. 11, where a viscous droplet of
radius R initially rests inside another static fluid, with its center located at (0, 7.5R). The simulations are axisymmetric
and in a domain of 5R × 15R, with symmetric condition imposed at the left boundary and slip conditions at the other
boundaries. The droplet and the ambient fluid are assumed to have the same density (ρ = ρ1 = ρ2) and viscosity
(µ = µ1 = µ2). A linear temperature field is imposed in the z-direction. The dimensionless parameters of this problem
are defined as: Reynolds number Re = ρVYGBR/µ and capillarity number Ca = µVYGB/σ0, where σ0 is the surface
tension coefficient of the droplet at the reference temperature. Here, we use the same parameters as Teigen et al. [54],
i.e. Re = 0.0889 and Ca = 0.0089. In the numerical simulation, we choose h = 1/50, Cn = 0.5h, and Pe = 0.007Cn−2.

Figure 12(a) shows the flow field and contours of C at time t = 1. It can be observed that an upward flow field is
formed inside the droplet due to the surface tension gradient at the interface, and the whole flow pattern is qualitatively
the same as that of Young et al. [22]. From the contour of the C, it can also be seen that the interface remains uniform
during the movement process, and the interface will not be in a local non-equilibrium state, which is important for the
accurate calculation of the normal direction and curvature of the interface. Quantitatively, the drop migration velocity
V is obtained by

V =

∫ 15R
0

∫ 5R
0 Cv(r, z)rdrdz∫ 15R

0

∫ 5R
0 Crdrdz

, (26)

13
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Figure 12: (a) Droplet migration due to the Marangoni effect at t = 1 in terms of velocity vectors (arrows) and interface contours of C = 0.001,
0.5 and 0.999. The solid and dashed lines represent results with δ1 and δ∗ for the surface tension calculation, respectively. The contours of δ∗ are
shifted and aligned with δ1 for the convenience of comparing the interface contours. (b) Temporal evolution of droplet migration velocity using
different δ functions in the surface tension calculation.

where v(r, z) represents the velocity in the vertical direction at coordinates (r, z). The temporal evolution of the
migration velocity of the drop is shown in Fig. 12(b). By employing various surface tension models, we observe that
the final migration velocities of the drops consistently converge towards the theoretical solution, thereby validating the
accuracy of these models. On the other hand, there are slight variations in how closely they approach the theoretical
value. Specifically, the result obtained using δ1 exhibits the closest proximity to the theoretical solution, followed by
the results obtained using δ0, while the one using δ0 yields the least accurate outcome. It demonstrates the effect of
different surface tension thicknesses on the numerical results. That is, a thicker surface tension layer, as simulated with
δ0, leads to a reduction in effective surface tension at the phase interface and consequently an underestimated droplet’s
migration velocity relative to the theoretical prediction. Conversely, when the surface tension layer is excessively thin
(e.g. δ2), it effectively causes a decrease in the number of meshes resolving the surface tension. As a result, the
velocity of droplet migration does not match the theoretical solution as closely as those obtained with δ1.

We compare the effect of different δ functions: δ1 in Eq. (17) and δ∗ = 6
√

2ϵ|∇C|2 on droplet migration. Fig. 12
shows the results with respect to interface contours and the evolution of droplet migration velocity. We can see from
Fig. 12(a) that the interface profiles obtained by δ1 and δ∗ are very similar, with the maximum difference of roughly
2 mesh sizes regarding the interface shape (C = 0.5). However, the small difference in interface profile can make a
big difference in the migration velocity of the droplet owing to the use of different δ functions, as shown in Fig. 12(b).
For these δ functions that satisfy the fundamental property of the Dirac delta function, the migration velocity of the
droplet eventually reaches the theoretical prediction (less than 1% in relative error), and the result with δ1 is the closest
one. By contrast, although the droplet using δ∗ has the same evolution of velocity as those using δn at the early stage
of migration, it moves in an opposite direction when reaching the steady state.

5.5. Partial coalescence of a drop with a pool
We simulate the dynamic process of partial coalescence of a drop with a pool, which has been extensively inves-

tigated by experiments [58–61] and numerical simulations [62–64]. The setup of the simulation is shown in Fig. 13.
A drop of radius R is gently placed on the surface of a pool of the same liquid. The radius and depth of the pool are
6R and 3R, respectively. The computational domain is axisymmetric and of size 6R × 6R. The following boundary
conditions are applied: symmetric condition at the left boundary, solid-wall condition at the lower boundary, and slip
condition at the right and upper boundaries. The dynamics of the partial coalescence is characterized by the Ohne-
sorge number Oh = µ/

√
ρRσ, where ρ (= 759g/m3) and µ (= 0.49 mPa s) are the density and viscosity of the liquid,

respectively; σ (= 15.9 mN/m) is the surface tension coefficient between liquid and surrounding gas. The density and
viscosity of the gas to the liquid are fixed at 0.0015 and 0.037, respectively. In the following simulations, we consider
a small drop (R = 0.2765 mm) as in the experiment [61], which corresponds to the case with Oh = 0.00848. Also,
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Figure 13: Configuration for partial coalescence of a drop into a pool.

t = 0ms 0.08ms 0.37ms 0.56ms

0.90ms 1.10ms 1.48ms 1.71ms

Figure 14: The snapshots of interface shapes at different times in terms of the contour C = 0.5, superimposed by the experimental images of
Alhareth and Thoroddsen [61]. Note that δ1 is chosen in the surface tension calculation.

because R is much smaller than the capillary length (=
√
σ/(ρg) = 1.46 mm), the effect of gravity is ignored. In the

present study, we choose h = 0.01, Cn = 0.5h and Pe = 0.007Cn−2.
Figure 14 shows the snapshots of the interface shapes at different times, superimposed by the experimental images

of Alhareth and Thoroddsen [61]. At the initial stage of partial coalescence, a neck is formed at the contact of the
drop with the pool. This induces capillary waves travelling from the expanding neck towards the apex of the drop,
resulting in significant deformation of the drop and shaping the drop into a column of liquid. At a late time, the liquid
column ends up with a pinch-off, leaving a small satellite droplet above the interface. In general, the numerical results
agree well with the experimental data. In particular, the pinch-off time (t = 1.48 ms), pinch-off position and the size
of the satellite drop are consistent with the experimental results.

Figure 15 shows the snapshots of the interfaces at t = 0.56 ms and 1.48 ms, for simulations with various delta
functions (δ0, δ1 and δ2). The interfaces are generally distinguishable for all the delta functions, owing to the suffi-
ciently fine resolution of the mesh size. However, Fig. 15(b) shows that the choice of the delta function could affect
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(a) (b)

Figure 15: Comparison of interfaces with different surface tension forms at two special moments: (a) t = 0.56 ms when the capillary waves
converge at the apex of the drop, and (b) t = 1.48 ms when the pinch-off is imminent. The insets show a zoomed-in view of the interfaces.

Figure 16: Configuration for a three-dimensional drop in simple shear flow.

the results in the interface region with high curvature; specifically, compared with δ1 and δ2, δ0 tends to produce lower
curvature, because of its less concentrated surface tension.

5.6. Three-dimensional drop in simple shear flow
We simulate the dynamics of a three-dimensional drop in shear flows with matched density and viscosity. The

interplay among viscous force, surface tension and drop inertia dominates the drop dynamics and can be characterized
by two dimensionless numbers: capillary number Ca = µγ̇R/σ and Reynolds number Re = ργ̇R2/µ, where R is
the drop radius, γ̇ the shear rate of the flow, ρ and µ the density and viscosity of the drop (and the surrounding
fluid), and σ the surface tension coefficient. To quantify the drop deformation, a Taylor deformation parameter
DT = (L − B)/(L + B) is employed, where L and B represent the lengths of the major and minor axes of the deformed
ellipsoidal drop, respectively. Based on the assumptions of negligible inertia (Re ≪ 1) and small drop deformation
(Ca ≪ 1), Taylor [65] proposed a linear relationship between DT and Ca, and specifically, DT = (35/32)Ca. This
linear relation can be used to verify our three-dimensional simulations.

Numerical setup is shown in Fig. 16. The drop with radius R is initially positioned at (4R, 0, 4R) in a computational
domain 8R × 4R × 8R. The top and bottom of the domain are two no-slip flat plates moving with a speed of U = 4γ̇R
in the opposite direction. Periodic boundary conditions are applied in the y − z plane at x = 0 and x = 8R, while
symmetric boundary conditions are used in the other directions. The height of the domain is chosen to be sufficiently
large to minimize the effects of channel confinement [66, 67]. The simulations are performed on a uniform mesh of
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Figure 17: (a) The interface profile and velocity vectors of the steady-state deformed drop in the x − z plane at Ca = 0.3 and Re = 0.0625. The
interface is represented by three contours: C = 0.01, 0.5 and 0.99, to indicate the interface is at equilibrium. The reference velocity is shown
in the upper left corner. (b) Comparison of the present results with the Taylor’s approximate solution (black line) and the previous numerical
results [45, 68] in terms of the Taylor deformation parameter DT at various Ca at Re = 0.0625.

(a) (b)

Figure 18: Snapshots of drop in shear flow at Ca = 0.35 and Re = 1: (a) t = 25 and (b) t = 50.

320 × 160 × 320, in which the initial radius of the drop is resolved by 40 mesh sizes, i.e. h = 1/40. The interface
thickness is prescribed by setting Cn = 0.5h, and the dimensionless mobility is set to Pe = 0.007Cn−2.

Figure 17(a) illustrates the shape and velocity vectors of the steady-state deformed drop in the symmetric x − z
plane (y = 0) at Ca = 0.3 and Re = 0.0625. The numerical results of the interface profile in terms of the contours of
C = 0.01, 0.5 and 0.99 indicate that the interface maintains a more or less uniform thickness, despite the significant
shear flow experienced by the drop. Fig. 17(b) provides the variation of DT as a function of Ca at Re = 0.0625, along
with Taylor’s theoretical prediction and previous results [45, 68]. It is evident that a good agreement with Taylor’s
linear theory is achieved for Ca ≤ 0.15. The drop deformation at Ca > 0.15 deviates from Taylor’s prediction,
primarily because of the dominance of nonlinear deformation at relatively large Ca. These observations are consistent
with the other numerical studies [45, 68]. We also simulate the case at Re = 1 and Ca = 0.35, and the results at t = 25
and 50 are presented in Fig. 18. The drop is elongated by the shear flow, then breaks and produces a tiny satellite
droplet between two relatively large ones. These phenomena agree well with the numerical results reported by Adami
et al. [69].

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we present an improved phase field model for interface capturing in the simulation of two-phase
incompressible flows. This model incorporates a second-order diffusion term and a nonlinear diffusion coefficient,
which assesses the distortion of the interface profile arising from a non-uniform flow field. To obtain a universal
expression of mobility, we make the corresponding scale analysis so that the model can asymptotically approach the
sharp interface limit as the interface thickness approaches zero. Furthermore, we propose a general form of smoothed
Dirac delta functions that can be adjusted in the thickness of the tension layer while strictly ensuring that its integral
equals one, even when the interface profile is not in equilibrium. In addition, we theoretically demonstrate that the
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spontaneous shrinkage of under-resolved interface structures does not occur in the present model. We systematically
validate our method through a series of two-phase flows driven by different flow mechanisms, such as surface tension,
buoyancy, Marangoni effect and shear force. The numerical results agree well with experimental data and/or theoreti-
cal predictions. Given the wide range of the two-phase flows considered, the recommended range of the dimensionless
mobility (1/Pe ∼ 100Cn2 − 333Cn2) can be considered to be universal. Also, the surface tension calculations with
the proposed δ functions have been shown to be accurate and robust.
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