Provided for non-commercial research and education use.
Not for reproduction, distribution or commercial use.

ELSEVIER l 0 “ r“al 0'

T

This article appeared in a journal published by Elsevier. The attached

copy is furnished to the author for internal non-commercial research

and education use, including for instruction at the authors institution
and sharing with colleagues.

Other uses, including reproduction and distribution, or selling or
licensing copies, or posting to personal, institutional or third party
websites are prohibited.

In most cases authors are permitted to post their version of the
article (e.g. in Word or Tex form) to their personal website or
institutional repository. Authors requiring further information

regarding Elsevier’s archiving and manuscript policies are
encouraged to visit:

http://www.elsevier.com/copyright


http://www.elsevier.com/copyright

Journal of Computational Physics 228 (2009) 2978-2992

Contents lists available at ScienceDirect

Journal of Computational Physics

journal homepage: www.elsevier.com/locate/jcp

An efficient moving mesh spectral method for the phase-field
model of two-phase flows ™

Jie Shen®*, Xiaofeng Yang"

2 Department of Mathematics, Purdue University, West Lafayette, IN 47907-1957, United States
b Department of Mathematics, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, Chapel Hill, NC 27599-3250, United States

ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT
Article history: We develop in this paper a moving mesh spectral method for the phase-field model of two-
Received 30 July 2008 phase flows with non-periodic boundary conditions. The method is based on a variational

Received in revised form 31 December 2008
Accepted 6 January 2009
Available online 22 January 2009

moving mesh PDE for the phase function, coupled with efficient semi-implicit treatments
for advancing the mesh function, the phase function and the velocity and pressure in a
decoupled manner. Ample numerical results are presented to demonstrate the accuracy
and effectiveness of the moving mesh spectral method.
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1. Introduction

The (diffusive) phase-field model, as an alternative to the sharp-interface model for free surface problems, has been suc-
cessfully applied to describe meso-scale morphological pattern formations and interfacial motions in many material pro-
cesses and two-phase flows (see, for instance, [1,2,19,7,18,26,25] and the references therein).

While the phase-field method has proven to be robust and versatile, it usually involves a high computational cost when a
fixed grid method is used, for one needs to resolve the thin diffusive interfaces. In most cases, the interfacial regions occupy
only a very small fraction of the total volume so most of the grid points in a fixed grid are not well utilized. This situation
naturally calls for an adaptive procedure. Since the phase-field model consists of dynamic equations, it is more effective to
use a moving mesh strategy than a local refinement one, we refer to [9] for a recent effort in this direction using a finite ele-
ment approach in the physical domain. On the other hand, from the spectral method point of view, it appears that the only
way to maintain spectral accuracy in an adaptive procedure seems to be finding a suitable smooth mapping which maps a
function with large gradients to a smooth function. The moving mesh strategy provides a mean to determine such a mapping
dynamically. Therefore, it is natural to develop a moving mesh spectral method for the phase-field model of two-phase flows
in the computational domain (which is the mapped physical domain).

Although the moving mesh method has been well developed for finite difference and finite element methods (cf.
[24,4,5,16,15,17] and the references therein), its applications to spectral method have been rather scarce, mainly because
the transformed equation becomes highly complex and difficult to solve efficiently with a spectral method; and to a less ex-
tent, the numerical solution of the moving mesh partial differential equation (MMPDE) is not necessarily smooth so it is dif-
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ficult to achieve high-accuracy even with a spectral method. In [11,12], the authors developed a semi-implicit Fourier-spec-
tral moving mesh method for the Allen-Cahn and Cahn-Hilliard equations with periodic boundary conditions and showed
that such a moving mesh method leads to significant savings as compared with the fixed grid Fourier-spectral method.

The purpose of this paper is to develop an efficient moving mesh spectral method for the phase-field model of two-
phase flows with non-periodic boundary conditions. For the spatial discretization, we will use the fast spectral-Galerkin
method for separable geometries developed in [20,22]. These methods are most efficient for solving elliptic equations with
constant coefficients and with moderately varying coefficients. Therefore, a designing principle for the time discretization
is to avoid, as much as possible, solving problems with non-constant coefficients at each time step, while allowing reason-
ably large time steps. This becomes a tricky demand as a coordinate transform renders all differential operators with con-
stant coefficients to that with non-constant coefficients. We observe that our designing principle is very similar to that
used in [11] which is however restricted to Allen-Cahn phase equations with periodic problems. The issues we address
in this paper include:

o Identifying a suitable moving mesh strategy to determine the coordinate transform dynamically.

e Designing an efficient and stable time discretization scheme, for the mapped phase equation with a Lagrange multiplier,
which does not suffer from the stiffness associated with the thin interfacial width and conserves the volume fraction well.

e Designing an efficient and stable time discretization scheme for the Navier-Stokes equations which does not involve the
costly pressure solver.

e Combining the separate treatments for MMPDE, phase equation and Navier-Stokes equations together with the fast spec-
tral-Galerkin method to form a robust and efficient moving mesh numerical scheme for two-phase flows, and investigate
the effectiveness and accuracy compared with the fixed grid method.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In the next section, we first introduce the phase-field model for two-phase
incompressible flows and review the framework for the MMPDE. Then, in Section 3, we describe in detail our numerical
method for the coupled nonlinear system: our method consists of semi-implicit schemes for the MMPDE, the phase equation
with Lagrangian multiplier and the Navier-Stokes equations based on a modified penalty formulation. In Section 4, we pres-
ent several numerical results to illustrate the effectiveness and the correctness of our scheme by comparing with the usual
fixed grid method (FGM). We conclude with a few remarks in the last section.

2. Phase-field model and moving mesh PDE
2.1. A phase-field model for two-phase incompressible flow

Let Q be the physical domain filled with two incompressible fluids separated by a free moving interface. As in [18], we
introduce a phase function ¢(x), defined on the physical domain €, to label the two phases. Namely, we set ¢(x) =1 in

one phase and ¢(x) = —1 in the other phase with a thin smooth transitional layer across the interface. Then, the level set
{x : ¢(x) = 0} represents the interface. Introducing the elastic “mixing energy”:
1 2 1 2 2
W(o) = - —(¢p* =1 1
@)= [ 31997 + g @~ 17|, 1)

where 7 is an artificial width for the “diffusive” interface, we determine the phase evolution through a gradient flow (cf.
[18]):

oW 1,
5o =800 1)), @

¢t+u'v¢:_7

where u is the velocity field of the flow, the parameter y represents the elastic relaxation time scale of the fluid system. It can
be expected that as y, # — 0, (2) converges to the classical two-phase fluid system. Therefore, the accuracy of the diffusive
interface model (2) improves as 7,7 decrease. However, the computational cost also increases as y,# decrease. So how to
choose 7,1 to balance the accuracy and cost is a delicate manner. We refer to [10] for a more detailed discussion on this
matter.

The phase Eq. (2) does not conserve volume fraction, so following [25] we introduce below a scalar function 6(t) which act
as a Lagrange multiplier to enforce the conservation of the volume fraction:

btV :y(w—lqswz - 1>+0<t>),

,/]2
d

The momentum equation for the flow, with a Boussinesq approximation for the variable density, takes the usual form:
Polte + (u-Vyu)=f -Vp+V-a, (4)

3)
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where p, is the background density (usually taken as the average of the two different densities of the two fluids), f includes
the external body force and the gravity force due to the density difference in the two fluids, p is the pressure and o is the
deviatoric stress tensor which includes the viscous tensor and the induced elastic stress tensor. When we take into account
the competition between the kinetic energy and the elastic energy, we find (cf. [18]):

0 = We)[Vu+ (V)] - 2V¢® Vo), )

where p(¢) is the dynamic viscosity coefficient, and the term V¢ ® V¢ is the induced elastic stress due to the elastic mixing
energy, and 2 corresponds to the ratio between the kinetic energy and the elastic energy, and its ratio with # is proportional
to the traditional surface tension energy (cf. [26]). A particular choice for p(¢) is the geometric average of u, and u, which
are the dynamic viscosity of the two fluid phases, namely:
1 1+¢ 1-¢
we)  2u 21,

For more details on the phase-field model for two-phase flows, we refer to [18].

(6)

2.2. The MMPDE

Due to the nature of the phase function ¢ which has large gradients near the interfaces (cf. Fig. 1(a)), it is not efficient to
approximate it in the physical domain Q since a large number of unknowns are needed to resolve the interfaces. However, if
we can find a mapping x = x(¢, t) such that the mapped function (&, t) := ¢(x(&,t), t) is smooth (cf. Fig. 1(b)) in the mapped
domain Q¢ (the so called computational domain) with coordinate ¢ = (..., &,)", then, the mapped function (¢, t) can be
approximated efficiently in Qc. The question is how to find such a dynamic mapping x = x(¢&, t).

Traditional moving mesh approaches [24] aim to find x(¢&, t) which minimize the functional problem

Ix] = wdé, (7)

Q¢

where w is a suitable monitor function. In this paper, we shall follow the variational approach developed in [15,14] which
aims to find ¢ = &(x, t), the inverse mapping of x = x(¢, t), that minimizes

d
E[¢) = /Q Z(vc")T@vgf dx, (8)

where G is a suitable monitor function. Throughout the paper, we shall use V, V- and 4 to denote the gradient, divergence
and Laplace operators in the original coordinates x, while V., V:- and 4: will denote those operators in the transformed coor-
dinates ¢.

The Euler-Lagrange equations associated with (8) are

vV.(G'véy=0, i=1,....d, 9)

and the associated gradient flow are:

%éi(x,t):mV~(G’1Véi), i—1,...d (10)

(b) v(£) in Qe

Fig. 1. Comparison of the representation of the same function in different coordinates.
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where m is a suitable mobility function of our choice.

In general, the monitor function G should depend on the function ¢, in particular, a common choice to use the Winslow’s
monitor function G = wil, where I is the identity matrix and w is a weight function. Following [15,14], we define the covariant
and contravarient basis vectors

0x

a=—, d=vé&, i=1,....d. 11

To fix the idea, we take d = 3. Then, the following relation holds:

o1 i ; .. .

a= jaj xay, a=Jdxd, a-d=23; (ijk) cyclic, (12)
where | = a; - (a; x as) is the Jacobian of the coordinate transform. Thanks to (11) and (12), the gradient operator V in the
original coordinates can be expressed using only the covariant vector {a;}:

c0 1 o ;i 1 0 .. .
V=) d—=- Ja' =~ —a; x a, (i,j,k) cyclic. 13
2T 5a T 2l T 2 g e ik )

Then, the divergence and Laplace operators V- and A = V - V in the original coordinates can be expressed using (13). In par-
ticular, we have

AU:V~VU:}V5~(]AV57J), (14)

where A is a positive definite matrix with entries A;; = @’ - &'
With the help of the above relations, the Eq. (10) with G = wl is transformed to

ox m ., 0 [ ox

ij=1

A popular choice for the monitor function is w = y/1 + |V¢[* which is, however, not very convenient to use in the compu-
tational coordinates. Following the suggestion in [6] (see also [11]), we use

w= /14 R IV.6(x(E, 0,0, (16)
where f is a suitable scaling constant which can be used to adjust the mesh concentration. As for the mobility function m, we
set m = Tw? where 7 is a parameter to control the relaxation time scale of (15).

2.3. The complete set of equations
We now write the governing equations in the new coordinates (&, t) through the transform x = x(¢&, t). Notice that the time
derivatives before and after the transform are related by

oY (&,t) = 0rp(X(E,t),t) =X -V + 0r . (17)

To simplify the notation, we shall use the same notations to denote the functions u, p, ¢, etc. before and after the transfor-
mation. Then, the complete set of governing equations for the moving mesh phase-field model in the computational domain
Qc are:

Polttc =X+ Vu+ (u- V)u) = f = Vp+ V- ((@)[Vu + (Vu)l] - 4(V © V), (183)

V.u=0, (18b)
. 1,

d)t—x-V(/hLu-V(f):y(A —F(qs 71)¢+9(t)>, (18c)

& | wdz=o (18d)

) a9 %)
o> (V1 v ) (18e)
i=

where p(¢) is given by (6). Note that for the sake of simplicity, here and in the next section, we use two sets of differential
operators (in the original and transformed coordinates) to describe the nonlinear system and its time discretizations. Since
all computations will be preformed in the transformed coordinates, we need to express the differential operators V, V- and A
in the transformed coordinates through (13).

The above system is subjected to suitable initial and boundary conditions.



2982 J. Shen, X. Yang/Journal of Computational Physics 228 (2009) 2978-2992
3. Description of the numerical scheme

The system (18e) is a coupled nonlinear system. The purpose of this section is to develop an efficient numerical scheme
for (18e). Since we are mainly concerned with a spectral discretization in separable domains, our guiding principle is to
avoid, as mush as possible, solving problems with non-constant coefficients at each time step, leading to a simple, yet effi-
cient and accurate numerical scheme for (18e). We shall describe our approaches for the MMPDE, phase equation and Na-
vier-Stokes equations separately before we describe the complete time discretization scheme for (18e). Due to the
complexity of the system, only first-order time discretization will be presented in detail, but a second-order version will also
be presented and implemented.

Our numerical scheme is built upon the scheme presented in [25] for fixed grids. We refer to [25] for more background
detail on the time discretization scheme below.

Notice that with the coordinate transform x = x(¢, t), all the differential operators V, V- and A in the original coordinates x
depend on time when expressed in the transformed coordinates ¢. To simplify the notation, we shall omit the time dependence
in the notation with the understanding that all operators V, V- and A in the schemes below are at the time t**1,

3.1. Time discretization of the MMPDE

Eq. (15) is a nonlinear diffusive equation. To avoid solving a nonlinear equation at each time step while allowing reason-
able time step, we propose the following semi-discrete numerical algorithm

WA x) = TE((@) - (@)) 2 (W),
ij

t s ad (] 9)
(XM — 2], =O.

In the above, a’ and w are given by (11) and (16), W" is a variable constant equal to the product of the maximum of w" with

the largest eigenvalue of the positive definite matrix A" with entries A}; = (a)" - (@/)".

3.2. A stabilized and volume conserving time discretization for the phase equation

Let us consider first the Allen-Cahn phase equation without the transport term and the Lagrange multiplier. Following
[25], we use the following stabilized semi-implicit scheme:

() (@771 = g™ = it A (T — g7 = [ (0 VT 4 p (A" — (6"~ 1)),

0(‘1’"“ _¢n) _ 0
m o ’

(20)

where J**! are the Jacobian at time step n + 1, and k™! can be taken as the maximum eigenvalue of the matrix J""'A""'. We
recall that the V and A operators in the above should be computed via (13) and (14) at time t"*!. The same is assumed in all
the schemes presented below.

Notice that in addition to the artificial diffusion term, we have also added an artificial stabilizing term
;;’—3 (™" — g™ 1) to alleviate the stiffness associated with small # (cf. [25]). The stabilizing parameter s is usually taken
to be O(1).

The above scheme does not conserve the volume fraction. So a Lagrange multiplier is introduced in [25] to enforce the
volume conservation. While this process is straightforward without coordinate transform, extra care has to be taken when
a coordinate transform is involved.

With the coordinate transform, it is important to conserve the volume fraction in the original coordinate x, i.e.

/g; (¢n+]]n+1 —an_]n)dézo (21)
C
To this end, we propose the following scheme which is of first-order in time:

1 . 1
(56 )@t =gt =g ) <t = (< V(807 G (6 - 1) ).

ot n?
(22a)
/;2 (¢H+1jn+1 _ (bn]n)dé — O, (22b)
8(¢n+1 _ qﬁn) B
| = 0, (22¢)
2Qc
where
o X=X (23)

ot
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We denote o = j; + /5 and
G = - Vg7 -7+ 786"~ (@7 1)), (24)
Then, integrating (22a) over Q¢ and using the constraint (22b), we find that ™! can be explicitly obtained by
paco o [ - erdz- [ e, (25)
c 3

where |Qc| denotes the volume of Q. With 0" known, we can then determine ¢""! — ¢" by solving a Poisson-type equation
with a variable coefficient "', This equation can be solved efficiently by using a preconditioned conjugate gradient
method.

A second-order version of (22c) is described below:

3¢n+1 _4¢n + d)n—l
20t

Jn+1 +;/,;_§(¢n+l _ 2¢n + ¢n—1)]n+1 _ ')/KnJrlAi(anH _ 2¢n + ¢n—1) _ y0n+1

= (< g (8- (@ - 1))

_]n+1 (—u”’l . V¢n—1 + V(A¢n—1 _%(((bn—l)Z _ 1)¢n—1>) +]n+1 (xnﬂ X v(2¢n _ ¢n—1)) (26&1)
| @t —grde—o. (26b)
8¢n+1

=0, (26¢)
on 00
where

1 3xn+l — 4x" +Xn—l
B 26t ’

and 0" can be determined using (26b) by a relation similar to (25).

XTH’

3.3. A modified penalty method for the time-dependent Stokes equations

In order to decouple the computation of the pressure from velocity, a common strategy is to use a projection type scheme
(see, for instance, a recent review in [13]) for the Navier-Stokes equations. However, such a scheme involves solving a pres-
sure Poisson equation, which, after the mapping, becomes an elliptic equation with variable coefficients. Unlike the MMPDE
and the phase equation, the pressure Poisson equation is not “dynamic” so the previous trick used for the MMPDE in (19)
cannot be applied here and one has to resort to an iterative method for solving the pressure Poisson equation. It is widely
recognized that, in a projection type method, except when fast Poisson solver is available, solving the pressure equation is
the most challenging and time consuming part. In order to avoid the costly procedure for solving the pressure equation, we
propose a different approach.

We start with a modified first-order penalty method for the time dependent Stokes equations with homogeneous Dirich-
let boundary conditions (cf. [21]):

{ u'”:;[—u" — yAu™! 4+ Van =fn yn+1 o =0,
(28)
\VA unH + 8([)“” _ pn) =0.

It can be easily shown that the above scheme is unconditionally stable and the error for both the velocity and pressure be-
have like O(st) and the divergence of u like O(got).

Substituting
P =gV (29)
into the first equation in (28), we obtain
W(erl)Au"“lequ”“ =fr—Vp" (30)

The above equation is elliptic but couples all components of u. In order to use the fast Poisson solver, we replace
1V x V xu™1 by 1V x V x u", leading to the decoupled system:



2984 J. Shen, X. Yang/Journal of Computational Physics 228 (2009) 2978-2992

u™t —yn 1 1
s~ <V+E>Au”+1 :f”+EVxqu”—Vp”, u"tl,, =0, (31a)
pn+1 — pn _ %V Lyttt (3]b)

It is clear that this substitution introduces an extra error of O(d6t/¢). Hence to balance the various truncation errors, one
should choose ¢ = O(1), resulting an error of order dt.
A remarkable property of the scheme (31b) is that it is unconditionally stable.

Lemma 3.1. Let (u®, p") be the solution of (31b). Then for all m > 0, we have
m+12 5 m+1|2 N 1 mvn+l2<C5tm n 2 02 5 02
I+ e3tp™ I + 3t (v -+ ) S NVU I < €D P+ 1 -+ e0tlp

Proof. Take the inner product of (31a) with 25tu™!, integrating by parts and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we find

(] ‘
[ e [ P T T [ th(v + ;) VU™ | — 26t (p", V - u™T)

cit
v

ot
< IV X [V " 72) + vot | V| + == "1

Using (31b), we obtain
=20t(p", V - u™ ) = 260t (p", p™ — p") = edt([|p" | — IP"[I22 — IP™ — p"2)
= et % — ") — IV
Combining the above two relations and Using the identity
IVullf = [V x ullf2 + IV - ulf2,  VueHy(2)? (d=2,3),
we find

Cot

1 ot
2 2 2 2 2 2 2
s e e s oot — 1)+ oe (v 5 )9 < IV i+ S

™l
We conclude by summing up the above relation forn =0,...,m. O

Remark 3.1. We believe that the scheme (31b) is new and interesting as it appears to be the only unconditionally stable
scheme for time-dependent Stokes equations that only needs to solve a decoupled Poisson-type equation for each of the
velocity components. However, it is difficult to design a stable, second-order version of this scheme since a higher-order
extrapolation for 1V x V x u™! would render the scheme unstable.

When we apply the scheme to nonlinear Navier-Stokes equations, an explicit treatment of the nonlinear term will require
that the time step be sufficiently small, but can usually be much larger than the standard CFL condition allows thanks to the
implicit treatment of the diffusion term.

The above scheme needs to be modified to more efficiently deal with the variable viscosity case where vAu™! is replaced
by V- u(¢™ ") [Vur! + (Vu™1)]. To this end, we set it = “7*2 and consider the scheme:

umt —un T 1 n+1 n n n n+1 n n\t 1 n 1 n
T— ﬂ‘l‘g A(u —U):f —Vp AV ﬂ(¢ )[Vu +(VU)}+EVU +EVXVXU, (323)
Pl %v ey (32b)

Finally, after taking into consideration of the coordinate transform, a first-order scheme for (18a) and (18b) reads:
un+1 _

n
pOTu—K”“ <ﬂ+%)4|¢(u"“ —u") = po(X" -Vu“+u"~Vu”)+%V xVxu'+f"—-Vp"'+V

. (u(¢n+l)[vun + (vun)t} +%vun _ )LV(]B'HI ® V¢'H+1>7 (333)

Pl %V ey (33b)

where k™! is the same constant as in (22a).
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It appears difficult to design a stable second-order version of the scheme (31b). It is clear that a second-order version of
(30) can be obtained by replacing Y~ in (30) with ™Al and replacing again 1V x V xu™! by
1V x V x (2u" — u"1). Unfortunately, this scheme becomes unstable due to the second-order extrapolation. It is however
possible to design a second-order scheme by using one of the second-order projection type schemes (cf. [13]) if one is willing
to solve a second-order equation for the pressure with variable coefficients at each time step. This option would become par-
ticularly competitive if the space variables are discretized via a finite element method. We list below such a scheme (18a)

and (18b) based on the second-order standard pressure-correction scheme (cf. [13]):
3u™ — 4u" 4 2u™!

Po 55t =V ue"hHvar!
= po (X" Vu" —u" ) +2u" - VUt —u™ VUt 4 7 - Vpt — AV - (V" @ V), (34a)
3 5 8(pn+l _pn)
n+l _ opyny = L+l _
A ) =gV, SR <o (34b)
utt — gl ?V(pnﬂ o pn)’ (34C)

where X1 is given by (27).
Note that the above system, when written in the transformed coordinates, involves solving a sequence of second-order
elliptic equations with variable coefficients for "*! and for p**!' — p".

3.4. The complete time discretization for the coupled system

We are now ready to describe the complete first-order scheme for (18e).
Given (u",p", ¢",0"), we update (u™',p™' ¢" 10" as follows:

(i) Find the new mapping x™*! by solving (19).
(ii) Find ™! from (25), and then find ¢™*! by solving (22c).
(iii) Find u™! and p™! from (33a).

Remark 3.2. A few remarks are in order:

e While the initial conditions for u and ¢ are given for any specific application, we need to find a suitable initial condition for
x, namely, an initial transform which maps the initial phase function with large gradient to a smooth function. This can be

achieved by finding the steady state solution xo(¢) of (15) with w = /1 + $2|V:¢(x,0)|*.

o At each time step, we have to solve a Poisson-type equation (with constant coefficients) for x**! and for u™*!, and a Pois-
son-type equation with variable coefficients for ¢"*!.

o In the above scheme, the operators in the original coordinates are all applied to quantities from previous time steps and
can be computed from (13).

e The above procedure leads to first-order accuracy for all concerned quantities. To improve the accuracy, we can replace
(22c) by the second-order scheme (26¢), and replace (33a) by the second-order scheme (34). Note that there is no need
to use a higher-order scheme for the MMPDE (18e) as its purpose is only to provide a suitable mapping.

3.5. Spatial discretization

We now briefly describe the spatial discretization used in this paper, although the time discretization scheme described
above is suitable for other spatial discretizations as well.

We consider in this paper the spectral-Galerkin methods developed in [20,22]. These methods are extremely efficient and
accurate for solving Poisson type equations in simple separable geometries, so they are very suitable for the time discreti-
zation scheme described above. Several remarks are in order:

e Since a modified penalty method is used for the Navier-Stokes part of the system, we need to use a pair of inf-sup com-
patible spaces for the velocity and pressure, a popular choice is Py x Py_» (cf. [3]) for the spectral discretization.

e The integrals in (25) can be computed simply and exactly. In fact, let J§, Jo™', ¢# and G} be the coefficients correspond to the
constant terms in the Legendre expansions of J, J"*!, ¢" and G". Then, we have

A = o [ g gtde |6 de = e (u0s —Jg )65 - ™). (35)

By using the above formula, the constraint (22b) is satisfied exactly.
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¢ Besides the Poisson-type equations for the velocity and (19) for the mapping function, one also has to solve at each time
step an elliptic equation for the phase function in the form

Jo-va9=g S =0, (36)
09Qc
where J is the Jacobian of the transform. This equation can be efficiently solved by a preconditioned conjugate gradient
iteration using a constant coefficient problem as the preconditioner.
e The mapping determined from (19) is usually not very smooth in the sense that the last coefficients of its spectral expan-
sion may not be sufficiently small. Thus, the mapping should be smoothed by applying a suitable filter before it is used. The
choice of filter does not affect the accuracy of the scheme as the sole purpose of (15) is to provide a suitable mapping. In

our computation, the raised cosine filter [23] is used.

4. Numerical simulations

In this section, we compare the numerical results obtained from our moving mesh (spectral) method (MMM) and the
usual fixed grid (spectral) method (FGM) to demonstrate the effectiveness of our MMM.

MOVING MESH SPECTRAL METHOD FOR TWO-PHASE FLOWS

12000 T T T
=—fp—  First-order MMM dt=0.001
=——@— First-order MMM dt=0.01
=——f@—  First-order FGM dt=0.001
——@— First-order FGM dt=0.01

10000\ = Exact solution H
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Fig. 2. Accuracy test.
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In all examples below, the physical domain and computational domain are fixed to be (—1,1)%(d = 2, 3). For all compu-
tations, we used the following computational parameters: s = 1,8 = 1,7 = 1 and € = 1. Other parameters are specified in the
figure captions.

4.1. Allen-Cahn phase equation

We first examine the accuracy and effectiveness of the moving mesh spectral method for the Allen-Cahn phase Eq. (3)
(with u = 0).

4.1.1. Shrinkage of a circular domain
Here, we compare the accuracy of the MMM with the FGM for the classical benchmark problem described in [8]. At the
initial state, there is a circular interface boundary with a radius of Ry = 100 in the rectangular domain of [0, 256] x [0, 256].
Such a circular interface governed by the Allen-Cahn phase equation (with thickness 1 = 1) will shrink and eventually dis-
appear. It can be shown, as the interfacial thickness goes to zero, that the velocity of the moving interface V is given by
V =9 — _1 where R is the radius of the circle at a given time t. We then derive that R* = R — 2t. After we map the domain
0[—1,1] x [-1,1], we obtain the Eq. (2) with y = 6.10351 x 10> and 1 = 0.0078. The initial smooth phase profile is given by

¢ = —tanh <7V"“"'°) with ry = 100/128.

In Fig. 2, we plot the approximation to R*(t) obtained from the first- and second-order MMM and FGM. It can be seen that
the MMM with grid size 652 provides better accuracy than the FGM with grid size 2572 for the same time step. The evolution

a) ¢ at t = 0, 1000, 2000, 3000, 4000, 5000

(b) Mesh at ¢ = 0, 1000, 2000, 3000, 4000, 5000

Fig. 3. The evolution of the circular domain of second-order MMM with grid size 65°.
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Fig. 4. Coalesce of two kissing ball: 6t = 0.001,y =0.02,n = 0.04 at t =0,0.5,1,3,5.
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of the circular domain and the corresponding mesh generated by MMM at different times are shown in Fig. 3. One observes
from Fig. 3(b) that the meshes generated by MMM are well concentrated near the interface.

4.1.2. Coalescence of two kissing balls in 3D

We now consider the coalescence of two kissing balls in 3D. The governing equation is the phase Eq. (3) (with u = 0) with
the Lagrange multiplier to conserve the volume fraction. In Fig. 4, we show the snapshots of the phase function at different
times obtained by the first-order MMM (332) and first-order FGM (129%) with 6t = 0.001. One observes that the two methods
give visually identically results and the volume fraction is well conserved.

4.2. Phase-field model for two-phase flows

We now examine the accuracy and effectiveness of the moving mesh spectral method for the system (18).

4.2.1. A lighter bubble rising in a heavier medium
We consider a lighter bubble rising in a heavier medium. The governing equation is the phase-field model with a Bous-
sinesq approximation for the variable density (3) and (4). We used the first-order MMM with a 75 grid described in Section

3 to solve the system (18e) in the computational domain. As a comparison, we also used a first-order FGM with a 2572 grid in
the original domain.

2
(b) FGM with a grid size of 257
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Fig. 5. Rising bubble: comparison of MMM and FGM with 6t = 0.001,# = 0.02,y =0.02,A=0.02 at t = 0,0.5, 1,2, 3,4, 5.
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We take u, =, =1,p, =1 and p, =3 so p, =252 =1. The forcing function due to the gravity is given by
F=(A+¢)py—po) — (1 —d)(py — po))g with the gravity constant g = 9.8 (cf. [18]). In Fig. 5((a) and (b)), we present
snapshots of the phase function at different times obtained by the MMM and FGM. We observe that the two methods lead
to essentially identical results. A more precise comparison is given in Fig. 5(c) where the level sets of {¢ : ¢ = 0} for MMM
and FGM are plotted at different times. In Fig. 5(d), we plot the difference of the volume fractions at time t and the initial
time. It is observed that the volume fraction is well conserved.

The simulation results in this example indicate that our MMM is capable of correctly capture the dynamics of moving
interfaces in the phase-field model for two-phase flows.

4.2.2. Bubble deformation under a shear stress

We now consider the bubble deformation under a shear stress. The governing equation is once again the phase-field mod-
el (18e) but now with p; =p, =1and y, = u, = 1.

We first consider the two-dimensional case. The flow is driven by a shearing velocity boundary conditions:

U, 0)lyy = (£2,0) and (U, V)|,_4y = £2(y,0).
Homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions for the velocity are applied at other boundaries. In Fig. 6((a) and (b)), we

show the snapshots of the phase function at different times by using the first-order MMM and FGM with dt = 0.001. No vis-
ible difference is noticeable. A more detailed comparison for the interfaces is given in Fig. 6(c).

O 0O O & = = =

(a) MMM with a grid size of 75
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(b) FGM with a grid size of 2577
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(c) Interfaces at different times: comparison of MMM with 752 (red) and FGM with 257% (black).

Fig. 6. Bubble under shear: comparison of MMM and FGM with 6t = 0.001,# = 0.02,y = 0.02,A=0.02 at t = 0,0.5, 1,2, 3,4,5.
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Finally, we consider the evolution of a three dimensional bubble under a shear stress. The flow is driven by a shearing
velocity boundary conditions:

(U, v, W)'y:;&] = (:EZ,0,0) and (U, v, W)‘x,z::tl = iz(yy 070)

Homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions for the velocity applied at other boundaries. In Fig. 7((a) and (b)), we plot the
snapshots of the phase function at different times by using the first-order MMM and FGM with dt = 0.001. Once, again, no
visible difference is noticeable. A more detailed comparison for the interfaces is given in Fig. 7(c).

Finally, we list in Table 1 the average computing time per time step for problems 4.2.1 and 4.2.2. We observe that beside
the saving in memory, MMM also leads to significant saving in CPU for each time step, particularly in 3D. The actual saving in
CPU could be more significant as MMM allows larger time steps.
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Fig. 7. Bubble under shear in 3D: comparison of MMM and FGM with 6t = 0.001,y = 0.02,2=0.02,# =0.04 at t = 0,0.5,1,3,4.

Table 1
The average computing time per time step for problems 4.2.1 (two-dimensional) and 4.2.2 (3D) (unit:s).

MMM with 752 FGM with 2572 MMM with 333 FGM with 129°
0.08 0.21 0.5 18.9
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5. Concluding remarks

We have developed in this paper a moving mesh spectral method for the phase-field model of two-phase flows. The
method is based on a variational moving mesh PDE for the phase function which determines a suitable transform that maps
the phase function with large gradients to a smooth function. Then, we apply this transform to the phase-field model for
two-phase flows and developed an efficient semi-implicit numerical scheme to solve the highly nonlinear and complex sys-
tem (18e). Our numerical schemes are based on the following separate treatments for the moving mesh PDE, phase equation
and Navier-Stokes equations:

o A semi-implicit treatment of the moving mesh PDE which only involves solving a Poisson-type equation at each time step.

e A semi-implicit stabilized scheme for the phase equation with Lagrange multiplier which requires solving an equation
with variable coefficients in the form of (36) and which conserve the volume fraction exactly.

e A semi-implicit treatment of the Navier-Stokes equations based on a modified penalty formulation which only requires
solving a Poisson equation for each component of the velocity and is unconditionally stable.

Then, the complete first-order scheme combines the above separate approaches by advancing consecutively
X" ("1, 0™1) and u™t!. A slightly more expensive second-order version of the scheme is also presented.

While the semi-implicit approach for each separate equation is stable with very mild stability constraint, the decoupled
approach for the complete system leads to a somewhat restrictive time step. The cost of using smaller time step is usually
more than compensated by faster solutions at each time step.

We presented several examples to illustrate the accuracy and effectiveness of our moving mesh spectral method. It is
found that, at least for the examples considered in this paper, to achieve a comparable accuracy the moving mesh spectral
method only needs to use about  to § of the points in each direction in a fixed gird spectral method. This represents a sig-
nificant reduction in the number of unknowns, and consequently, in the total computational costs, particularly in three
dimensions. Furthermore, with a decreased number of unknowns, the moving mesh spectral method allows much larger
time steps than that is allowed by a corresponding fixed grid spectral method. This is a particular feature of the moving mesh
spectral method for problems with non-periodic boundary conditions, since the time step of the fixed grid spectral method is
constrained by the clustering of the collocation points near the boundary while the time step of the moving mesh spectral
method will be constrained only by the spacing of grid points near the interface.

This appears to be a first successful attempt at using a moving mesh method in the context of spectral discretization for
complex flows with non-periodic boundary conditions. The numerical simulations presented in the last section indicate that
the moving mesh spectral method is robust and efficient for the phase-field model of two-phase flows.
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