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Abstract

When extended to two-phase flows, weakly compressible models lead to a non-
conservative system, which precludes its treatment using standard finite volume tech-
niques. In this paper, a novel HLLC-type path-conservative scheme is formulated for
the weakly compressible two-phase model. Furthermore, capillary effects are included
in the proposed path-conservative scheme, eliminating the need to discretize surface
tension terms separately. The first-order path-conservative formulation is combined
with a local solution reconstruction technique to obtain high-order spatial accuracy.
The solver is tested on several benchmark two-phase flow problems to demonstrate its
efficacy.

Keywords : Weakly compressible model, Incompressible two-phase flow, Non-conservative
hyperbolic system, path-conservative method, HLLC Riemann solver, Surface tension and
capillary effects

1 Introduction

Riemann solvers have proven to be a reliable method to solve incompressible two-phase flows
[1–3] due to its ability to model fluid interface accurately, with the right jump conditions.
Since the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation is a system of elliptic-parabolic partial dif-
ferential equations (PDE), development of Riemann solvers necessitates a change in the
nature of the system of PDEs. The most widely used approach is the artificial compressibil-
ity (AC) method [4] which leads to a hyperbolic-parabolic system of PDEs. When extended
to unsteady flows, AC method utilizes dual time-stepping [5, 6] which involves excessive
iteration in pseudo-time, to ensure a divergence-free velocity field, rendering the method
computationally inefficient. Recently, weakly compressible (WC) methods have emerged as
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a computationally efficient alternative for solving incompressible flow problems [7, 8] which
also admits development of Riemann solvers [9]. However, when extended to two-phase flows,
WC models lead to a non-conservative system which poses a particular challenge in a finite
volume framework [10, 11].

In literature, non-conservative systems have been extensively studied in the context of
shallow-water equations [12] and compressible multiphase flows [13, 14], which can pave the
way for developing hyperbolic solvers for WC two-phase systems. In particular, the finite
volume treatment of compressible multi-fluid models such as the Baer-Nunziato model [15]
and its derivatives [16, 17], due to the similarities in underlying physics, motivates extension
of the same to WC two-phase models. To this end, in our recent paper [18], we had proposed a
Riemann solver for the conservative fluxes coupled with a discretization for non-conservative
terms which is consistent with a steady-state constraint [19], for a WC two-phase model.
While this approach gives a simple oscillation-free discretization for the non-conservative
terms, deriving closed form expressions for the same can be challenging. In particular, the
steady-state constraint considered to derive the discretization for non-conservative terms
[18], needs to be modified when additional effects, such as surface tension terms [20, 21], are
included in the non-conservative system.

Path-conservative methods [22–24] offer an alternate approach to treat non-conservative
hyperbolic systems. The theory developed in [11] defines weak solutions of non-conservative
system which forms the basis of path-conservative schemes. According the theory in [11], the
non-conservative product is realized as a Borel measure, assuming the solution variable to be
a function of bounded variation [25]. Several path-conservative schemes have been developed
for compressible multiphase models [14, 26–28]. Path-conservative schemes [29–31] have also
been proposed for compressible multiphase model that includes surface tension effects in
the non-conservative system [32, 33]. In this framework, the capillary effects are naturally
taken into account by the hyperbolic solver, eliminating the need to discretize surface tension
terms separately. However, determining the right family of paths remains one of the main
limitations of path-conservative methods. Further, examples of convergence difficulties in
path-conservative methods were given in [34, 35], some of which were addressed in [24, 36]
which the interested readers are referred to.

In the present work, a HLLC-type path-conservative scheme is developed for a WC two-
phase model. The ability of HLLC solver to model fluid interface as a contact wave [3]
makes it an ideal choice to simulate two-phase flows. Unlike in our previous work [18],
the path-conservative method inherently includes the non-conservative terms, eliminating
the need to specify a separate discretization for the non-conservative terms. Additionally,
surface tensions terms are naturally included in the HLLC solver, as in [32], which leads
to accurate jump conditions in pressure, velocity and phase function across the waves. By
including the surface tension terms in the path-conservative solver, pressure jump obtained
across the fluid interface is consistent with the Young-Laplace law. Therefore, additional
interfacial pressure jump considerations, as in the ghost fluid method [37], are not required
to balance the forces and eliminate non-physical oscillations near the interface. Moreover,
the need to include surface tension terms in the hyperbolic solver of WC two-phase model
is demonstrated through numerical examples, later in the present work.

The WC two-phase model, adopted in the present work, considers a pressure evolution
equation obtained from the compressible energy equation and the evolution of fluid interface
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is modelled using the conservative phase-field (CPF) method [38]. In our previous work [18],
the interface dynamics was captured using the conservative level set (CLS) method [39].
However, in the context of WC models, the fidelity of the reinitialization process between
subsequent physical time steps is contentious, as it modifies the conservative level set field
while the pressure and velocity fields are unaltered [40, 41]. This issue is absent in the
CPF method as the interface advection equation includes the interface regularization term.
The CPF method can be interpreted as a single-step equivalent of CLS method [38, 41] and
therefore retains the excellent mass conservation property of the latter. Furthermore, the
diffused nature of the interface in CPF method, as in CLS method, aids in accurate estimation
of interface normals and curvatures which are crucial in surface tension dominated flows.
The CPF method facilitates a simple gradient estimation technique to compute interface
curvature, for an arbitrary mesh, unlike the sharp interface approaches, such as volume
of fluid (VOF) method [42], where curvature computation requires special attention [43].
Additionally, material properties such as density and viscosity are related to the phase-field
variable though a linear expression which simplifies the formulation of the path-conservative
scheme [18]. All the equations in the WC two-phase model are solved simultaneously to
prevent any lag between the solution variables during time-marching [1, 44]. The solver is
validated against benchmark results available in literature with emphasis on surface tension
dominated problems. In this work, the finite volume algorithm is developed for an arbitrary
mesh and is therefore tested on structured as well as unstructured grids.

The mathematical formulation of the WC two-phase model adopted in the study is intro-
duced in section 2, followed by the numerical methods for discretizing the model in section
3. Section 4 discusses the results and inferences from the numerical experiments. Finally,
the conclusions drawn from the present work are outlined in section 5.

2 Mathematical model

In the weakly compressible framework, the continuity equation is replaced with a pressure
evolution equation. In the present work, the following pressure evolution equation is consid-
ered

∂p

∂t
+ v · ∇p+ ρa2∇ · v = 0 (1)

where p is the pressure, ρ is the density and v ≡ (u, v) is the velocity vector. The speed of
sound a is usually considered a tunable parameter in weakly compressible (WC) models. The
pressure evolution equation (1) is derived from the compressible energy equation neglecting
the heat flux and viscous dissipation terms [45]. In the low Mach regime, it was demon-
strated that the pressure advection term v ·∇p is superfluous and can be neglected from the
WC framework [45, 46]. However, the present work retains the pressure advection term to
preserve the hyperbolicity of the system when surface tension terms are considered in the
hyperbolic solver (demonstrated later). Furthermore, in order to damp the acoustic waves,
pressure diffusion term is often added to the pressure evolution equation [46, 47], which was
also considered in our previous work [18]. However, efficacy of the pressure diffusion term
in damping the acoustic waves is questionable [48] and is therefore not considered in the
present study, as in [49, 50].
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The pressure evolution equation is combined with the momentum conservation equations

∂(ρu)

∂t
+
∂(ρu2 + p)

∂x
+
∂(ρuv)

∂y
=

∂

∂x

(
2µ
∂u

∂x

)
+

∂

∂y

{
µ

(
∂u

∂y
+
∂v

∂x

)}
+ ρgx + σκ

∂ψ

∂x
(2a)

∂(ρv)

∂t
+
∂(ρuv)

∂x
+
∂(ρv2 + p)

∂y
=

∂

∂x

{
µ

(
∂u

∂y
+
∂v

∂x

)}
+

∂

∂y

(
2µ
∂v

∂y

)
+ ρgy + σκ

∂ψ

∂y
(2b)

where µ is the dynamic viscosity. The body forces are included using the source term ρg
where g ≡ (gx, gy) is the acceleration due to gravity. Capillary effects are included using
the continuum surface force (CSF) [51] term σκ∇ψ where σ is the surface tension coefficient
and κ is the interface curvature computed from the scalar phase field variable ψ as

κ = −∇ ·
(

∇ψ
|∇ψ|

)
(3)

To capture the interface dynamics, a conservative phase field model [38] is employed

∂ψ

∂t
+
∂(uψ)

∂x
+
∂(vψ)

∂y
= ∇ · fR (4)

where ψ is the phase field variable and fR is the regularization term defined in equation (11).
A hyperbolic tangent function is considered as the phase field variable ψ

ψ(x, y, t) =
1

2

{
tanh

(
ϕ(x, y, t)

2ε

)
+ 1

}
(5)

where ε is a mesh dependent parameter that dictates the width of the smooth transition
region between the two fluids and ϕ is the signed distance function. For the phase field
variable given by equation (5), the fluid interface is represented by the ψ = 0.5 contour.
The material properties such as density and viscosity are related to the phase field variable
through the following expressions

ρ = ρ1ψ + ρ2(1 − ψ), and µ = µ1ψ + µ2(1 − ψ), (6)

where (·)1 and (·)2 are the material properties of fluid 1 and 2 respectively.
The governing equations (1), (2) and (4) can be written in a compact form as

∂U

∂t
+
∂Fc

∂x
+
∂Gc

∂y
+ Bx

∂U

∂x
+ By

∂U

∂y
=
∂Fv

∂x
+
∂Gv

∂y
+ Fg + ∇ · Fr (7)

where
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U =


p/β
ρu
ρv
ψ

 , Fc =


ρu

ρu2 + p
ρuv
uψ

 , Gc =


ρv
ρuv

ρv2 + p
vψ

 , Bx =


u 0 0 −(ρ1 − ρ2)u
0 0 0 −σκ
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,

By =


v 0 0 −(ρ1 − ρ2)v
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −σκ
0 0 0 0

 , Fv =


0

2µ∂u
∂x

µ
(
∂u
∂y

+ ∂v
∂x

)
0

 , Gv =


0

µ
(
∂u
∂y

+ ∂v
∂x

)
2µ∂v

∂y

0

 ,

Fg =


0
ρgx
ρgy
0

 , and ∇ · Fr =


0
0
0

∇ · fR


Here U is the vector of conserved variables, Fc and Gc are the convective fluxes in the x
and y directions respectively. Bx and By are the coefficient matrices of the non-conservative
products. The viscous fluxes in the x and y directions are denoted by Fv and Gv respec-
tively. Lastly, Fg and Fr are the gravitational force and phase field regularization terms,
respectively. For simplicity, the speed of sound a in the pressure evolution equation (1) has
been replaced with the artificial compressibility (AC) parameter β = a2 in equation (7),
which is taken as a tunable parameter [18].

Despite being dependent on the phase field variable ψ (3), interface curvature κ is con-
sidered an independent variable in equation (7). The interface curvature is assumed to be a
geometrical parameter that is locally constant at a given time, which simplifies the analysis
of the hyperbolic system [32, 52].

Phase field interface-regularization

The interface-regularization term is responsible for retaining the initial property of the phase
field variable throughout the simulation. In the seminal work on conservative phase field
method [38], the interface-regularization term was defined as

fR = γ {ε∇ψ − ψ(1 − ψ)nψ} (8)

where nψ = ∇ψ/|∇ψ| is the interface normal vector and γ is a velocity-scale parameter. The
mesh dependent parameter ε is taken as

ε =
h1−d

2
(9)

where h is the average mesh size and d ∈ [0, 0.1] is a tunable parameter. An interpreta-
tion of the conservative phase field method as a single-step equivalent of the conservative
level set (CLS) method [39, 53] was also given in [38]. Therefore, the regularization term
suffers the same drawbacks as the reinitialization procedure in CLS method: a) undesired
interface movement, and b) unphysical patch formation away from the interface. In liter-
ature, several fixes have been proposed for the reinitialization [54–60] as well as the phase
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field regularization [61–63] procedures. These fixes come at the expense of computational
efficiency and/or conservation. In the present work, the reinitialization technique from the
stabilized conservative level set (SCLS) method [59] is adopted for interface-regularization.
In the SCLS method, the interface normal vector is estimated as [59]

nψ =
∇ψ√

|∇ψ|2 + ε exp (−δε2|∇ψ|2)
(10)

where the tunable parameter δ = 10, as recommended in [59]. The magnitude of the in-
terface normal estimated by equation (10), diminishes away from the fluid interface thus
alleviating the unphysical patch formation away from the interface due to ill-conditioned
interface normals. The regularization term can be written as

fR = γ
{
ε(∇ψ · nψ)nψ + (1 − |nψ|2)ε∇ψ − ψ(1 − ψ)nψ

}
(11)

where the first two terms are the diffusive terms and the last term is the compressive term.
The velocity-scale parameter is taken as γ = Umax(t), with Umax(t) being the instantaneous
maximum velocity magnitude in the domain [38].

3 Numerical method

As previously outlined, the presence of non-conservative products in the governing equation
poses a particular challenge in its treatment using finite volume methods. The basis of
the challenge is that the traditional definition of weak solution for conservative systems
[64] cannot be extended to non-conservative systems. Fortunately, the theory of Dal Maso,
Le Floch and Murat [11] gives a rigorous definition of weak solutions for non-conservative
hyperbolic systems. Therefore, it is important to establish the hyperbolicity of the present
model to develop a path-conservative scheme for it.

3.1 Hyperbolicity in time

Ignoring the terms on the right hand side of equation (7), the inviscid form of the governing
equation can be written as

∂U

∂t
+
∂Fc

∂x
+
∂Gc

∂y
+ Bx

∂U

∂x
+ By

∂U

∂y
= 0 (12)

The conservative and non-conservative terms satisfy the following rotational invariance prop-
erty [65]

{Fc(U)nx + Gc(U)ny} + {Bx(U, κ)Unx + By(U, κ)Uny} = T−1
{
Fc(Û) + Bx(Û, κ)Û

}
(13)

where Û = TU = [p/β, ρû, ρv̂, ψ]T is the transformed vector of conserved variables for a
given rotation matrix T and its inverse T−1 defined as

T =


1 0 0 0
0 nx ny 0
0 −ny nx 0
0 0 0 1

 and T−1 =


1 0 0 0
0 nx −ny 0
0 ny nx 0
0 0 0 1

 (14)
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In a finite volume framework, these rotations correspond to the outward facing normals
n ≡ (nx, ny) of the boundaries of control volume (see [18] for details). Using the property
(13), the two-dimensional problem (12) can be reduced to an augmented one-dimensional
one as

∂Û

∂t
+
∂Fc(Û)

∂x̂
+ Bx̂(Û, κ)

∂Û

∂x̂
= 0 (15)

The above equation (15) can be written in the following quasi-linear form

∂Û

∂t
+ A(Û, κ)

∂Û

∂x̂
= 0 (16)

where the coefficient matrix A(Û) is defined as

A(Û, κ) =
∂Fc(Û)

∂Û
+ Bx̂(Û, κ) =


û 1 0 −(ρ1 − ρ2)û
β 2û 0 −(ρ1 − ρ2)û

2 − σκ
0 v̂ û −(ρ1 − ρ2)ûv̂

0
ψ

ρ
0

ρ2û

ρ


The coefficient matrix A has four real eigenvalues

λ1 = ûρ − as, λ2 = λ3 = û and λ4 = ûρ + as (17)

where

ûρ =

(
1 +

ρ2
2ρ

)
û and as =

√
(ûρ − û)2 + β − σκψ

ρ

and the corresponding right eigenvector matrix, written as

R =
[
R1 R2 R3 R4

]
=



1
σκ

β
0 1(

λ1 −
ρ2û

ρ

)
(ρ1 − ρ2)û 0

(
λ4 −

ρ2û

ρ

)
v̂ 0 1 v̂
ψ

ρ
1 0

ψ

ρ


with four linearly independent columns, thus verifying that the inviscid subsystem is hyper-
bolic in time.

Remark. The inclusion of surface tension in the non-conservative system modifies the eigen-
values in the present model, unlike in the compressible multiphase models [33]. It can be
attributed to conservative advection equation (4) adopted in the present work. However,
employing a non-conservative advection equation

∂ψ

∂t
+ v · ∇ψ = ∇ · fR

instead of equation (4) will lead to a non-conservative system with its eigenvalues independent
of surface tension terms, as in [33]. The analysis is beyond the scope of this work.
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3.2 Generalized Riemann invariant analysis

A generalized Riemann invariant analysis [66] of the intermediate waves namely, the contact
and shear waves yield the accurate jump conditions which are essential in obtaining the
intermediate states of the Riemann solver. The generalized Riemann invariants across the
contact wave R2 can be written as

d(p/β)

σκ/β
=

d(ρû)

(ρ1 − ρ2)û
=
d(ρv̂)

0
=
dψ

1
(18)

and across the shear wave R3 can be written as

d(p/β)

0
=
d(ρû)

0
=
d(ρv̂)

1
=
dψ

0
(19)

Across the contact wave R2, through mathematical manipulation it can be shown that
the normal velocity û remains constant while tangential velocity v̂ and phase field variable
ψ vary. Pressure jump across the contact wave is obtained as

p+ − p− = σκ(ψ+ − ψ−) (20)

which is consistent with the Young-Laplace law. Here (·)− and (·)+ are the limits of the
variables to left and right of the contact wave. In contrast to our previous work [18], where
pressure was constant across the contact wave, inclusion of surface tension terms in the non-
conservative system yields a jump in pressure. Lastly, across the shear wave R3, only the
tangential velocity varies while the other variables remain constant, as in [18].

3.3 Path-conservative method

Being hyperbolic in time, the present non-conservative system admits development of path-
conservative finite volume schemes. Here, the theory necessary for the development of path-
conservative schemes for non-conservative systems is briefly reviewed.

Casting the governing equation in integral form forms the basis for developing finite vol-
ume schemes. However, when discontinuities are present in the solution, integral formulation
requires a definition of weak solution [64]. In standard finite volume techniques, a weak so-
lution is defined by multiplying equation (16) with a smooth test function (with compact
support) and transferring the spatial derivatives to it. Thus, the discontinuities present in
the solution variable no longer pose a challenge when integrated over space. However, it is
essential that the coefficient matrix A be the Jacobian of the flux function for this defini-
tion of weak solution and therefore, fails for non-conservative systems such as equation (15).
Weak solution for the non-conservative system is given by the theory developed in [11] where
the non-conservative product is realized as a Borel measure. Defining this locally bounded
measure requires a choice of family of Lipschitz continuous paths Φ : [0, 1] × Ω × Ω 7→ Ω
connecting the left UL and right UR states in a set of all admissible states Ω. The family of
paths must satisfy the following conditions

Φ(0;UL,UR) = UL, Φ(1;UL,UR) = UR

8



and

Φ(s;U,U) = U

In practice, the family of paths give a sense to the integral of the non-conservative product,
over space [24]. Denoting this spatial integral over an interval [x1, x2] as

 x2

x1

A(U)
∂U

∂x
dx,

its Lebesgue decomposition [67] can be written as

µΦ
a =

ˆ x2

x1

A(U)
∂U

∂x
dx and µΦ

s =
∑
l

(ˆ 1

0

A(Φ(s;U−
l ,U

+
l ))

∂Φ

∂s
ds

)
δx=xl (21)

where µΦ
a and µΦ

s are the absolutely continuous and singular continuous parts respectively.
Here δx=xl is the Dirac delta function at the lth discontinuity located at xl ∈ [x1, x2], and U−

l

and U+
l are the limits of the solution variable U to the left and right of the lth discontinuity.

In a first-order finite volume scheme, where the solution is piecewise constant within a
control volume, the measure only consists of the singular part with the punctual masses
µΦ
s placed at the cell interfaces. The Riemann problem at cell interfaces has the same

configuration, as in the conservative systems, consisting of discontinuities: contact, shock,
and rarefaction waves. Across a discontinuity with speed ξ, a weak solution should satisfy
the generalized Rankine-Hugoniot jump condition [22]

ˆ 1

0

{
A(Φ(s;U−,U+)) − ξI

} ∂Φ

∂s
ds = 0 (22)

where I is the identity matrix and U−, U+ are the solution states to the left and right of
the discontinuity. For a conservative system, it can be shown that the generalized Rankine-
Hugoniot condition (22) reduces to the usual Rankine-Hugoniot condition [64].

Path-conservative schemes aim to split the punctual masses, often called fluctuations,
at the cell interfaces to identify its contribution to the cells left and right of the interface.
The present work aims to develop a HLLC-type path-conservative scheme to split these
fluctuations. Interested readers are referred to [22, 24] for a detailed review of various path-
conservative schemes.

3.4 First-order HLLC-type path-conservative scheme

Based on the theory reviewed in the last section, the present work aims to develop a HLLC-
type path-conservative scheme to split the fluctuations at the cell interfaces, for the inviscid
subsystem (16).

To develop a HLLC solver for the system, a three wave structure, as in figure 1, is
assumed. Here, the intermediate wave models the contact and shear waves. Across each
wave, the generalized Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions (22) must be satisfied. However,
this requires a choice of family of paths Φ. A good choice for family of paths is based on
the viscous profiles obtained by considering the vanishing viscosity solutions of equation (16)

9



Figure 1: The wave structure of the HLLC Riemann solver.

[25]. However, computing these viscous profiles can be a challenging task and in such cases,
family of straight line segments prove a sensible choice as their jump conditions give a third-
order approximation of the physically correct ones [23]. In the present work, the canonical
path

Φ(s;U−,U+) = U− + s(U+ −U−) (23)

connecting the states U− and U+, is considered. Therefore, the generalized Rankine-
Hugoniot condition (22) simplifies as

Fc(U
+) − Fc(U

−) + Bx(U
±, κ)(U+ −U−) = ξ(U+ −U−) (24)

where

Bx(U
±, κ) =

ˆ 1

0

Bx(Φ(s;U−,U+), κ) ds (25)

In literature, several approaches to evaluate the above integral, analytically and numerically
[29, 30, 68], have been proposed. In the present work, the integral is evaluated analytically.
It is worth reiterating that the interface curvature κ is considered locally constant and is not
solved by the Riemann solver.

To obtain the intermediate states Û∗L and Û∗R in the three-wave structure (figure 1), the
generalized Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (24) are applied across the three waves leading to
an underdetermined system of equations. However, the constraints obtained from the gen-
eralized Riemann invariant analysis completes the system, yielding the following expressions
for the intermediate states:

Pressures (
p

β

)
∗L

=

(
p

β

)
L

+
ρ∗L(S∗ − ⟨û⟩L) − ρL(ûL − ⟨û⟩L)

SL − ⟨û⟩L
, and(

p

β

)
∗R

=

(
p

β

)
R

+
ρ∗R(S∗ − ⟨û⟩R) − ρR(ûR − ⟨û⟩R)

SR − ⟨û⟩R

(26a)
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Normal velocity which is also considered to be the speed of contact wave

û∗L, û∗R = û∗ =
SL(ρû)L − SR(ρû)R + (ρû2 + p)R − (ρû2 + p)L − σκ(ψR − ψL)

SLρL − SRρR + (ρ1 − ρ2) {(ûψ)R − (ûψ)L}
≡ S∗ (26b)

Tangential velocities

(ρv̂)∗L =
SL(ρv̂)L − (ρûv̂)L

SL − S∗
and (ρv̂)∗R =

SR(ρv̂)R − (ρûv̂)R
SR − S∗

(26c)

Phase-field variables

ψ∗L =
SLψL − (ûψ)L

SL − S∗
and ψ∗R =

SRψR − (ûψ)R
SR − S∗

(26d)

Here, ⟨û⟩L and ⟨û⟩R result from the integral (25) in the generalized Rankine-Hugoniot jump
conditions. The left and right wave speeds SL and SR are estimated as in [69]

SL = min{(λ1)L, (λ1)R} and SR = max{(λ4)L, (λ4)R}

where λ1 and λ4 are as defined in equation (17).
The obtained intermediate states aid in splitting the fluctuations at the cell interfaces.

At a cell interface with the states UL and UR to its left and right respectively, the total
fluctuation D(UL,UR) is split as

D(UL,UR, κLR) = D−(UL,UR, κLR) + D+(UL,UR, κLR) (27)

Here D− and D+ are the contributions to the left and right cells, respectively and κLR is the
interface curvature computed at the cell interface. For the HLLC wave structure considered
in figure 1, these contributions are defined as [24]:

D−(ÛL, ÛR, κLR) =


0, SL ≥ 0

SL(Û∗L − ÛL), SL < 0 ≤ S∗

SL(Û∗L − ÛL) + S∗(Û∗R − Û∗L), S∗ < 0 < SR

SL(Û∗L − ÛL) + S∗(Û∗R − Û∗L) + SR(ÛR − Û∗R), SR ≤ 0

(28a)

and

D+(ÛL, ÛR, κLR) =


SL(Û∗L − ÛL) + S∗(Û∗R − Û∗L) + SR(ÛR − Û∗R), SL ≥ 0

S∗(Û∗R − Û∗L) + SR(ÛR − Û∗R), SL < 0 ≤ S∗

SR(ÛR − Û∗R), S∗ < 0 < SR

0, SR ≤ 0

(28b)
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Using the HLLC scheme, the one-dimensional semi-discrete form of the quasi-linear equa-
tion (16) can be written as

dUi

dt
+

1

∆x

{
D+(Ui−1,Ui, κi−1/2) + D−(Ui,Ui+1, κi+1/2)

}
= 0 (29)

where ∆x is the space step. The two-dimensional form of the semi-discrete equation (29),
along with its high-order extension, is presented later.

3.5 High-order extension based on solution reconstruction

Similar to the conservative hyperbolic problems, higher-order spatial accuracy for non-
conservative systems can be obtained using a solution reconstruction technique. Unlike
the first-order scheme, high-order extension requires the computation of the absolute con-
tinuous part in the Lebesgue decomposition (21). In two-dimension, the continuous part is
represented by an area integral over a control volume Ω

µa =

¨

Ω

(
Ax(U, κ)

∂U

∂x
+ Ay(U, κ)

∂U

∂y

)
dΩ (30)

where

Ax(U, κ) =
∂Fc(U)

∂U
+ Bx(U, κ) and Ay(U, κ) =

∂Gc(U)

∂U
+ By(U, κ)

It is common to estimate this area integral by numerical integration using trapezoidal rule
or Romberg extrapolation [70]. For the present model, by considering linear reconstruction
within a control volume, the area integral can be simplified as

µa =

˛

Γ

(Fcn
Γ
x + Gcn

Γ
y ) dΓ +

{
Bx(U, κΩ)

∂U

∂x

∣∣∣∣
Ω

+ By(U, κΩ)
∂U

∂y

∣∣∣∣
Ω

}
Ω (31)

where dΓ is the infinitesimal length over the boundary Γ of the control volume Ω and
nΓ ≡ (nΓ

x , n
Γ
y ) its outward facing unit normal vector. U is the cell averaged conserved variable

vector and κΩ is the interface curvature computed at the cell centre. The cell centred gradient
∇U|Ω is obtained from the linear reconstruction procedure. In the linear reconstruction
procedure, a weighted least square technique procedure [71] with geometric weights is used
to obtain the gradients at the cell centres. For stability, Moore’s neighbors [72] are considered
while formulating the least square problem. To prevent Gibbs-type oscillations, the limited
gradients ∇U|Ω are used, such that no new local extrema is formed at the cell interfaces
during the reconstruction procedure [71].

The high-order HLLC path-conservative scheme is obtained by combining the first-order
fluctuation splitting (28) and the continuous part (31).

Remark. For the present model, the simplification (31) of the area integral (30) is possible
for the specific case of linear reconstruction within the control volumes. For quadratic and
higher-order polynomial reconstruction, it is necessary to compute the area integral numeri-
cally [70].
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3.6 Finite volume discretization

Figure 2: The ith finite volume cell. Here Ωi denotes the area of the cell and j is one of the
von Neumann neighbours of the ith cell. nij is unit normal vector to the interface between
cells i and j, whose edge length is Γij.

In a finite volume framework, the computational domain is discretized into a finite number
of non-overlapping cells. For the ith cell (see figure 2), spatially discretized form of equation
(7) can be written as

Ωi
∂Ui

∂t
+ Ri(U) = 0 (32)

where the residual R is defined as

Ri(U) =
∑
j∈V(i)

T−1
ij

{
Fc(Û

ij
i ) + D−(Ûij

i , Û
ij
j , κij)

}
Γij

+

{
Bx(Ui, κi)

∂U

∂x

∣∣∣∣
i

+ By(Ui, κi)
∂U

∂y

∣∣∣∣
i

}
Ωi

−
∑
j∈V(i)

(Fij
v n

ij
x + Gij

v n
ij
y )Γij − ΩiFg(Ui) −

∑
j∈V(i)

Fij
r · nijΓij

Here Ui is the cell averaged conserved variable vector for the ith cell whose area is denoted
by Ωi. Û is the rotated conserved variable vector as in equation (13). The rotational matrix
Tij and its inverse T−1

ij (14) are constructed with the unit normal vector nij ≡ (nijx , n
ij
y ) to

the interface between ith and jth cells (see figure 2) whose length is Γij. Here j is a von
Neumann neighbour [72] of the ith cell; the set of von Neumann neighbours is denoted by
V(i).

The conserved variable vector Ûij
i is the reconstructed state on the interface ij, based on

the cell averaged Ui and cell-centred limited gradient ∇U|i obtained from the reconstruction
procedure. Similarly, Ûij

j is the reconstructed state on the interface ij, based on Uj and

∇U|j. The fluctuation D−(Ûij
i , Û

ij
j , κij) is calculated using the HLLC fluctuation splitting

scheme (28). Geometrical variable κij is the interface curvatures computed at the ijth face
while κi is the same computed at the ith cell centre.

The viscous fluxes Fv and Gv are computed using Green-Gauss approach along a Coirier
diamond path around the cell interfaces [73]. The gravitational source term is computed
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as the product of the cell area Ωi and the cell averaged value of gravitational force Fg.
Discretization of the regularization term Fr follows the same procedure as detailed in [18]
for the reinitialization equation.

3.7 Computation of interface curvature

Accurate computation of interface curvature (3) is crucial in the present solver. As detailed
previously, the first-order path-conservative scheme (28) requires the computation of cur-
vature at cell interfaces and the higher-order extension (31) requires the same at the cell
centres. In the present work, the interface curvatures at the cell centres are computed using
a weighted least square (WLS) technique [71] as:

i. Through a WLS procedure, the gradients of phase-field variables ∇ψ at the cell centres
and in turn the interface normals nψ ≡ (nψ,x, nψ,y) = ∇ψ/|∇ψ| are computed.

ii. The WLS procedure is repeated using the computed interface normals to obtain the
cell-centred gradients of two components of interface normals ∇nψ,x and ∇nψ,y.

iii. Finally, the cell-centred interface curvature is obtained as

κ = −
{
∂ (nψ,x)

∂x
+
∂ (nψ,y)

∂y

}
The WLS technique uses distance-based weights [71] and the overdetermined system is

solved through a QR factorization that utilizes Householder transformation. The interface
curvatures at cell interfaces are approximated as the average of the two cell-centred curva-
tures either side of it [20].

3.8 Temporal discretization

A two stage strong stability preserving Runge-Kutta (SSP-RK) method [74] is used to dis-

cretize the time derivatives. The solution variable at nth time level U
n

is updated to U
n+1

for the ith cell as

U
(1)

i = U
n

i −
∆t

Ωi

Ri

(
U
n)

U
n+1

i =
1

2
U
n

i +
1

2
U

(1)

i − 1

2

∆t

Ωi

Ri

(
U

(1)
) (33)

where U
(1)

is the solution variable at the intermediate stage. The global time-step ∆t is
restricted by the stability requirements of the scheme. The local time-step of the ith cell ∆ti
is dictated by the maximum allowable time-steps due to convective, viscous, gravitational
and surface tension terms [18]. The global time-step is taken as

∆t = CFL min
i
{∆ti} (34)

where the Courant number CFL < 1 for stability.
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4 Numerical results and discussions

The efficacy of the developed path-conservative scheme is tested on some two-dimensional
problems. The incompressible two-phase problems are chosen such that various components
of the weakly-compressible solver are tested. Some of the problems are tested on structured
as well as unstructured meshes to demonstrate the solver’s adaptability. The results from
the simulations are compared against analytical and numerical results reported in literature.

The problems are tested using first-order path-conservative scheme as well as with linear
reconstruction. The effective spatial order of convergence reported were obtained using a
linear regression fit. For stability, as recommended in [53], d = 0.1 is considered for the
mesh dependent parameter ε (9), which dictates the width of the phase-field transition
region. To mimic incompressible flow, the artificial compressibility (AC) parameter β is set
appropriately high such that the Mach number is less than 0.1 [18]. The Courant number is
taken as CFL = 0.9 in all the problems.

4.1 Static drop

The case of static drop in equilibrium is an apt test case to validate the path-conservative
scheme developed in the present work. The two-dimensional static drop case analysed in
[75] is examined in the present work. The problem consists of a L× L domain where L = 8
m with a drop of radius R = 2 m located at its centre. The density inside and outside the
drop is considered the same ρ1 = ρ2 = 1 kg/m3 and the surface tension coefficient is taken
as σ = 73 N/m. The exact pressure jump across the drop is given by the Young-Laplace law

∆pexact = σκ = 36.5 Pa

where the interface curvature κ = 1/R.
The case of static drop is simulated using the first-order path-conservative scheme de-

veloped in this work. The numerical simulations are carried out on four uniform Cartesian
meshes of sizes: 16 × 16, 32 × 32, 64 × 64 and 128 × 128. The AC parameter is taken as
β = 1 × 104. The phase field regularization term (11) is not considered since the goal of
the test case is to validate the path-conservative scheme. Furthermore, minimal interface
diffusion is expected in this static problem which eliminates the need for phase field regular-
ization. Slip-wall boundary conditions are imposed on all four boundaries and the simulation
was run till t = 5 s. The initial pressure and velocity is set to zero.

The L2 errors in pressure field, with respect to the exact jump ∆pexact, is estimated as

L2(p) =
1

∆pexact

√∑
i

(pi − pexacti )2 Ωi

where pi and pexacti are the pressures obtained from numerical simulation and exact solution,
respectively for the ith cell whose area is Ωi. The exact pressure jump ∆pexact = 36.5 is given
by the Young-Laplace law. Due to the diffused nature of the phase-field variable, the exact
solution for pressure, governed by Young-Laplace law, would also be diffused. Therefore, the
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exact solution of pressure is defined as

pexacti = pmin +

(
ψi − ψmin

ψmax − ψmin

)
∆pexact (35)

For consistent comparison with the numerical solution, the minimum pressure is considered
from the numerical pressure field

pmin = min
i
pi

and the same for the phase-field variable

ψmin = min
i
ψi and ψmax = max

i
ψi

Being a static test case, the results should retain uniform zero velocity in the domain
throughout the simulation. However, numerical errors in the simulation can induce spurious
velocities in the domain and is a measure of the discretization errors in the numerical scheme.
Along with the error in pressure field, the error in velocity field is also considered, which is
measured as

|v|max = max
i

|vi|

The two errors are tabulated in table 1. The L2 norms of error in pressure converges with
an effective order of 1.13 for the first-order path-conservative scheme while the velocity error
also decreases with grid refinement, albeit their order of magnitude remain constant.

Mesh size (m) L2(p) |v|max (m/s)

L/16 0.3098 8.35 × 10−4

L/32 0.1269 7.64 × 10−4

L/64 0.0562 6.36 × 10−4

L/128 0.0300 5.02 × 10−4

Table 1: Pressure and velocity errors from static drop simulations (L = 8 m).

The pressure obtained from the various meshes, along the horizontal centreline is plotted
in figure 3. The figure also compares the numerical pressure jump obtained from the 128×128
mesh, along the horizontal centreline as well as the diagonal direction, with the exact solution
(35).

As previously mentioned, the presence of spurious currents in the domain is an indicator
of discretization errors in the numerical scheme. However, it has been demonstrated that
interface curvature computation contributes significantly to these spurious currents [75].
Therefore, the static drop simulation is repeated on the 32×32 mesh with its exact curvature
κexact = 0.5 prescribed. The temporal variation in velocity field error |v|max, plotted in figure
4, falls to the machine epsilon for double precision floating-point operations. This confirms
that the presence of spurious currents in the previous simulations are due to the errors
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Figure 3: Static drop pressure profiles along: (a) horizontal centreline from various meshes,
(b) horizontal centreline from 128×128 mesh compared against exact profile, and (c) diagonal
direction from 128 × 128 mesh compared against exact profile.

in interface curvature computation and not due to the discretization errors in the path-
conservative scheme. This numerical exercise also verifies the well-balanced property [22, 24]
of the path-conservative method developed in this work.

To further demonstrate that the present scheme is well-balanced, along with specifying
the exact curvature, the domain is initialized with exact solution of pressure (35) with
pmin = 0. Simulations are conducted on a uniform 32 × 32 structured mesh as well as a
fairly uniform unstructured mesh with 1054 triangular cells. Throughout the simulation,
the velocity field error |v|max remains of the order of 10−17 m/s for structured mesh and
10−14 m/s for the unstructured mesh, showing that the path-conservative scheme is indeed
well-balanced.
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Figure 4: Temporal variation of spurious velocity in the static drop simulation on a 32 × 32
mesh, with the exact interface curvature prescribed.

4.2 Linear sloshing

Linear sloshing in a stationary rectangular tank models water sloshing under gravity and con-
stant transverse acceleration. This problem has been studied using low Mach compressible
solvers [76] as well as weakly compressible models [77]. The problem consists of a rectangular
tank of width L = 1 m and height H = 2.25 m. The tank is filled with water till a height of
h = 1 m and rest of the tank is filled with air. The density of water ρ1 and air ρ2 are 1000
kg/m3 and 1 kg/m3 respectively. The acceleration due to gravity is taken as gy = −9.81 m/s2

and the transverse acceleration is taken as ax = −9.81×10−2 m/s2. The initial velocity is set
to zero and the pressure is set based on hydrostatic condition. Free-slip boundary condition
is imposed on all four walls. The initial configuration of the problem is shown in figure 5
and the simulations are carried out till t = 4 s. Being an inviscid problem, linear sloshing
is an apt test case to examine the fidelity of the proposed path-conservative scheme in the
absence of surface tension.

For a small acceleration ratio ax/gy = 0.01, the evolution of the free-surface elevation η
can be computed analytically using the linearized potential theory [78, 79] as

η(x, t) =
ax
gy

[
L

2
− x+

∑
n≥0

4

k22n+1L
cos{ω2n+1t} cos{k2n+1(x− L)}

]
∀ x ∈ [0, L]

where

kn =
nπ

L
and ω2

n =
gykn(ρ1 − ρ2)

ρ1 coth{knh} + ρ2 coth{kn(H − h)}
The numerical simulations are carried out on three uniform Cartesian meshes of sizes:

32 × 72, 64 × 144 and 128 × 288. The AC parameter is taken as β = 1 × 103. Evolution of
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Figure 5: Schematic of the linear sloshing in a rectangular tank (L = 1 m, H = 2.25 m, and
h = 1 m).

the free-surface elevation at x = L/4 (a quarter of the way horizontally from the left wall),
obtained from the simulations on the coarsest and the finest mesh, are compared against
the analytical solution in figure 6. The L2 norm of the errors in η(L/4, t) with respect to
the analytical solution, obtained from the three meshes are tabulated in table 2. The path-
conservative scheme with linear reconstruction yields an effective convergence order of 1.39
for the linear sloshing problem.

Figure 6: Elevation of air-water interface at the x = L/4 compared against analytical solution
[79].
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Mesh size (m) L2 error Order

1/32 0.00825 -
1/64 0.00374 1.14
1/128 0.00119 1.65

Table 2: Convergence order of error in linear sloshing.

To demonstrate the adaptability of the developed solver, linear sloshing problem is solved
on unstructured meshes with triangular cells. Two different meshes with approximately the
same number of cells were used: a) (fairly) uniform sized triangular cells across the entire
domain, and b) triangular cells refined near the region of interest (interface), as shown in
figure 7. The evolution of the fluid interface at x = L/4, obtained from the unstructured
mesh simulations, is compared against analytical solution in figure 8, demonstrating the
capability of the solver to handle arbitrary unstructured meshes. Predictably, the mesh
refinement near the interface yields more accurate results with its L2 error norm comparable
to the one from 64 × 144 uniform Cartesian mesh. The ability of the developed solver to
handle non-uniform meshes aids in accurate interface capturing with reduced computational
overhead, which can be particularly desirable in large-scale problems.

Figure 7: Unstructured meshes used for linear sloshing problem (approx. 1700 triangular
cells): (a) uniform mesh, and (b) mesh refined near the interface.
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Figure 8: Elevation of air-water interface at x = L/4, obtained from unstructured meshes,
compared against analytical solution [79].

4.3 Capillary wave

The damping of a capillary wave is an ideal validation test case as it requires modelling
viscous fluxes along with the inclusion of surface tension effects in the hyperbolic solver.
Furthermore, the oscillation of the damped wave has an analytical solution [80, 81]. The
amplitude of the capillary wave, over time, is given by the exact solution to the initial-value
problem of small-amplitude waves between two viscous fluids [81].

A L×L square domain, where L = 1 m is considered for this problem. Two fluids of the
same density ρ1 = ρ2 = 18.3 kg/m3 and dynamic viscosity µ1 = µ2 = 7.8 × 10−2 kg/m-s are
initially separated by an interface defined as

y(x) = L/2 − A0 cos(2πx) ∀ x ∈ [0, L]

where the amplitude A0 = 0.01 m. The surface tension between the two fluids is taken as
σ = 1 N/m. Initial configuration of the problem is shown in figure 9. The left and right
boundaries form a pair of periodic boundaries while the top and bottom boundaries are
considered as free-slip walls. The initial pressure and velocity are set to zero.

The simulations are carried out on three uniform Cartesian meshes of sizes: 32 × 32,
64 × 64, and 128 × 128, till t = 9 s, with AC parameter β = 50. The temporal variation
of amplitude of the wave obtained from the coarsest and the finest mesh simulations are
compared against the analytical solution in figure 10. The L2 norm of the errors in amplitude
with respect to the analytical solution, obtained from the three meshes are tabulated in table
3. The path-conservative scheme with linear reconstruction yields an effective convergence
order of 2.11 for this case.

21



Figure 9: Schematic of the capillary wave problem (L = 1 m).

Figure 10: Amplitude of the capillary wave, measured at x = L/2, compared against ana-
lytical solution [81].

Mesh size (m) L2 error Order

1/32 0.00962 -
1/64 0.00256 1.91
1/128 0.00051 2.32

Table 3: Convergence order of error in capillary wave.
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To demonstrate the need to include surface tension in the hyperbolic solver, the present
solver is compared against an alternate HLLC path-conservative scheme. In this alternate
solver, the surface tension terms are ignored while formulating the path-conservative scheme
in section 3. The surface tension terms are modelled separately using the continuum surface
force (CSF) model [51] and treated as a source term [60]. The formulation of this alternate
(HLLC+CSF) solver, follows the same procedure as in section 3. The key difference in
HLLC+CSF formulation is that the generalized Riemann invariants across contact wave
shows no pressure jump across it, unlike in the present work (20). Therefore, the intermediate
pressures are equal (p∗L = p∗R) in the HLLC formulation (26) of HLLC+CSF solver.

The capillary wave problem is simulated using the two approaches on a 64 × 64 uniform
Cartesian mesh and the temporal evolution of the wave amplitude is compared against
analytical solution in figure 11. The results from HLLC+CSF solver deviates from the
analytical solution which becomes more pronounced over time. The L2 norm of the errors
from HLLC+CSF solver is compared against that of the present solver in figure 12. The
effective convergence order obtained using HLLC+CSF solver is 1.31, which is considerably
lower than that obtained from the present solver. The numerical exercise clearly indicates
that decoupling the surface tension terms from the hyperbolic solver can lead to inaccuracies
in surface tension dominated flows where the present framework can improve the results
significantly.

Figure 11: Amplitude of the capillary wave obtained from the present solver compared
against an alternate hyperbolic solver (HLLC+CSF) without surface tension terms in the
Riemann solver.

4.4 Rayleigh-Taylor instability

The Rayleigh-Taylor instability (RTI) considers the interface between two fluids when a
heavier fluid rests over a lighter fluid and gravity is acting in the direction from heavier to
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Figure 12: Convergence of L2 norm of error in the amplitude of the capillary wave obtained
from the present solver compared against an alternate hyperbolic solver (HLLC+CSF) with-
out surface tension terms in the Riemann solver.

lighter fluid. The instability grows exponentially in time, if the interface is disturbed by a
small perturbation. For inviscid incompressible fluids, the growth rate n of the instability is
given by the linear theory [82]

n2 = k |gy|
[
A− k2σ

|gy|(ρ1 + ρ2)

]
(36)

Here k is the wavenumber of the initial perturbation, gy is the gravitational acceleration
perpendicular to the interface and σ is the surface tension coefficient. Non-dimensional A is
the Atwood number defined as A = (ρ1 − ρ2)/(ρ1 + ρ2), where ρ1 and ρ2 are the densities
of the heavier and lighter fluids respectively. Following [83], to study the effect of surface
tension on the growth rate, it would be helpful to introduce the parameter ϕs defined as

ϕs =
k2σ

A|gy|(ρ1 + ρ2)

For the test case, the densities of the heavier and lighter fluids are taken as ρ1 = 1.2 kg/m3

and ρ2 = 0.3 kg/m3 respectively resulting in Atwood number A = 0.6. The gravitational
acceleration is taken as g = (0,−1) m/s2. The wavenumber of the initial perturbation is
taken as k = 5/3 leading to a column width L = 2π/k = 6π/5. Owing to the symmetry
of the problem, only half-width is considered leading to a L/2 × 3L computational domain.
The initial interface location is prescribed by

y(x) = 2L+ 0.035 cos(kx) ∀ x ∈ [0, L/2]
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Figure 13: Schematic of the Rayleigh-Taylor instability problem (figure not to proportion).
The right dashed wall indicates the line of symmetry (L = 6π/5 m).

with x = L/2 being the line of symmetry. All the other boundaries are taken as free-slip
walls. The initial configuration of the problem is shown in figure 13.

The RTI problem is solved in three uniform Cartesian meshes of sizes: 16× 96, 32× 192
and 64× 384. The simulations are carried out till t = 10 s and the AC parameter is taken as
β = 1 × 103. To study the effect of surface tension on the instability, parameter ϕs is varied
between 0 and 1. The interface shapes at t = 6 s obtained from the fine mesh simulation,
for three different ϕs, are shown in figure 14. In the figure, interface profiles along the entire
width L is plotted by mirroring the half-width profile about the line of symmetry. It is
evident from the figure that the growth of instability is delayed as surface tension increases.

To estimate the growth rate n, the temporal variation of logarithm of amplitude, at the
line of symmetry, is plotted. In the plot, a linear region is identified and its slope is estimated
by linear regression. The slope gives the estimated growth rate n of the instability. This
process is repeated for various values of ϕs ∈ [0, 1] and compared against analytical solution
[82, 83] in figure 14. The present solver can capture the growth rate accurately in the fine
mesh simulations for all values ϕs. As ϕs increases, the growth of the instability is delayed
and the results from all three meshes coincide. It is worth pointing out the deviation in the
results at ϕs = 1, where the surface tension stabilizes the interface leading to no growth in
instability (n = 0). The deviation may be attributed to the spurious currents induced by the
computation of interface curvature, as discussed in the case of static drop. The deviation
may also be the result of unbalanced forces across the fluid interface due to gravity, which
needs to be further verified.

The growth rates obtained are comparable to the ones obtained from incompressible
solvers reported in [84]. On the other hand, the growth rates observed in incompressible
two-phase simulations of Rayleigh-Taylor instability using artificial compressibility method
[3] deviate significantly from linear theory when surface tension effects are considered. In
[3], the surface tension is modelled using the continuum surface stress (CSS) [85] method,
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Figure 14: Results from Rayleigh-Taylor instability simulations: (a) Interface shapes ob-
tained from 64 × 384 mesh at t = 6 s for three different values of ϕs, and (b) Growth rate
obtained from three different meshes for various ϕs compared against linear theory [82].

independent of the hyperbolic solver and therefore overlooks the jump in pressure across the
interface, further substantiating the importance of including surface tension effects in the
hyperbolic system.

5 Conclusion

In this work, a HLLC-type path-conservative method has been developed for a weakly com-
pressible (WC) two-phase model. The proposed scheme offers two advantages over our previ-
ous method [18]: a) the non-conservative terms are treated by the path-conservative scheme,
eliminating the need for a separate discretization technique, and b) the surface tension ef-
fects are included in the non-conservative system resulting in accurate jump conditions and
improved accuracy, leading to a more robust formulation. The first-order path-conservative
scheme is combined with a local solution reconstruction technique to obtain high-order spa-
tial accuracy.

The efficacy of the HLLC-type path-conservative scheme is tested on several incompress-
ible two-phase flow problems. The case of static drop was used to demonstrate the capability
of the path-conservative scheme to accurately capture the pressure jump across a circular
fluid interface due to surface tension. The results also confirmed the well-balanced prop-
erty of the present scheme. The simulations of inviscid linear sloshing demonstrated the
fidelity of the proposed path-conservative method in the absence of surface tension. Since
the proposed finite volume formulation is for an arbitrary two-dimensional mesh, the linear
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sloshing problem was tested on unstructured meshes as well. The case of viscous damping
of a capillary wave was utilized to highlight the need to include surface tension terms in the
non-conservative system of the WC two-phase model. Finally, the effect of surface tension
on the growth of the Rayleigh-Taylor instability was studied using the proposed solver with
the obtained growth rates agreeing well with linear theory.

The spatial orders of convergence were also reported for the first-order as well as high-
order schemes, which were on par with the expected nominal orders for the respective
schemes. Spatial order obtained without the inclusion of surface tension terms in the hy-
perbolic system was found to be considerably lower which further highlights the contentious
treatment of surface tension terms as a source term. Inclusion of other source terms, such
as gravitational force, in the hyperbolic system needs to be studied which can enhance the
accuracy of WC two-phase models.
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