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Multiphase flows with high density ratios, such as water and air flows, have recently been simulated using the lattice
Boltzmann (LB) method. This approach corresponds to solving the phase field equations, such as the Cahn-Hilliard
and Allen-Cahn equations, and the hydrodynamic equations, typically the Navier-Stokes and pressure equations for
pseudo-incompressible fluids. Due to the high density ratio, the higher-order numerical truncation errors associated with
spatial density gradients can become significant. These errors can lead to problems such as inaccuracies in shear stress,
violations of Galilean invariance, and undesirable dependencies on absolute pressure for the pseudo-incompressible
solutions. To overcome such problems, the moments of the distribution function and the equilibrium state must be
carefully designed while ensuring robustness. In this work, we propose a new scheme based on the lattice kinetic
scheme (LKS), which directly solves the velocity and pressure fields in the similar discrete space as the LB method.
When mapping the LKS-based models to the LB models, the original LKS models are simplified for computational
efficiency and the filter collision operator is implemented. Benchmark test cases confirm that the proposed scheme
effectively addresses these issues, achieving high accuracy and robustness while eliminating the iterative steps typically
required in the LKS. One of the most significant improvements is the accuracy of the airflow field induced by water
motion, likely due to improved momentum transfer across the interface.
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ticle is accepted manuscript version and is not the final
published version.

I. INTRODUCTION

After decades of dedicated research on the lattice Boltz-
mann (LB) method, the simulation of multiphase flows with
high density ratios is becoming feasible with reasonable ro-
bustness and accuracy. One promising approach is to solve
two coupled LB equations; one for the phase field whose dy-
namics is governed by the Cahn-Hilliard equation, the con-
servative Allen-Cahn equation, or its extended version.1–4

The other is for hydrodynamics, characterized by the pres-
sure field P and the velocity field uα . In the case of pseudo-
incompressible fluids, the governing macroscopic equations,
the pressure equation and the Navier-Stokes equation, can be
written as

∂P
∂ t

+ρT
∂uβ

∂xβ

= 0, (1)

∂uα

∂ t
+

∂uα uβ

∂xβ

=− 1
ρ

∂P
∂xα

+
1
ρ

∂σα,β

∂xβ

+
Fα

ρ
, (2)

where ρ is the density, T is the temperature, and Fα is the
force field including the surface tension force. The indices
α,β ∈ {x,y,z} are for the Cartesian coordinates. This paper
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assumes summation for all repeated indices. The stress tensor
σα,β is,

σα,β = ρν

(
∂uα

∂xβ

+
∂uβ

∂xα

)
+ρ

2
3
(λb −ν)

∂ul

∂xl
δα,β , (3)

with the kinematic viscosity ν and the bulk viscosity λb. It
is easy to see that the combination of Eq. (1) and Eq. (2)
leads to the sound wave equation with the sound speed of

√
T ,

which is consistent with the typical single-phase LB models.5

Therefore, the pressure field is typically relaxed with the time
scale of L/

√
T where L is the characteristic length. After this

timescale, the velocity field approximately follows the solu-
tion of the incompressible fluids. Compared to the compress-
ible fluid framework, such a pseudo-incompressible assump-
tion is advantageous to deal with the artificial compressibility
problem of the LB methods, which is usually observed in in-
ternal flows with increased simulation Mach number.6 In this
study, we discuss the LB models that lead to the hydrody-
namic equations of Eq. (1) and Eq. (2).

The LB model is formulated in such a way that Eq. (1) and
Eq. (2) are derived from the LB equations in the leading order
using certain ordering methods, such as the Chapman-Enskog
expansion or the Taylor expansion, for example.7 For exam-
ple, the LB equation with the BGK-collision operator,

fi (xα + ci,α , t +1)− fi (xα , t) =−
fi − f eq

i
τ

|xα ,t , (4)

is considered where τ is the relaxation time and ci is the dis-
crete particle speed in the lattice direction i ∈ [0,18] where the
D3Q19 is employed. Here, fi is the distribution function and
∆t = 1 is assumed. Redefining x⃗ and t properly and substitut-
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ing fi formula recursively,7,8 we obtain

fi (xα , t) = f eq
i (xα − ci,α , t −1)

+
∞

∑
n=1

(
1− 1

τ

)n{
f eq
i (xα − (n+1)ci,α , t − (n+1)) (5)

− f eq
i (xα −nci,α , t −n)

}
,

where fi in the initial condition is assumed to be the equilib-
rium state. Where τ = 1, using the Taylor expansion, Eq. (5)
can be written as,

fi (xα , t) =
l=∞

∑
l=0

(−1)l

l!

(
∂

∂ t
+ ci,α

∂

∂xα

)l

f eq
i , (6)

with the assumption that f eq
i is analytic. Taking the zeroth and

first moments of Eq. (6) should lead to Eq. (1) and Eq. (2) in
the leading order. Through this algebra, we see two observa-
tions;

• All derivative terms can only be written with f eq
i , which

is usually formulated with the macroscopic quantities.

• The truncation error terms in Eq. (1) and Eq. (2) are
formed by the derivatives of the moments of f eq

i .

These observations are likely to remain unchanged even when
using τ ̸= 1 and/or the other collision operators, such as the
filter collision operator, as long as the recursive substitution
of fi can be applied with the reasonable ordering.

Let us consider two typical hydrodynamic LB models. In
the previous studies,9–12 the LB model is formulated in such a
way that the zeroth and the first moment of f eq

i lead to P and
ρuα respectively;

∑
i

f eq
i =

P
T
+ · · · , ∑

i
f eq
i ci,α = ρuα + · · · . (7)

In the other study,13 the LB model is formulated in such a way
that the zeroth and the first moment of f eq

i lead to P/ρ and uα

respectively;

∑
i

f eq
i =

P
ρT

+ · · · , ∑
i

f eq
i ci,α = uα + · · · . (8)

For simplicity, the dimensional constant such as ρre f is abbre-
viated in these equations. Let us call them the P-ρu scheme
and P/ρ-u scheme in this paper. Although Eq. (1) and Eq. (2)
are derived in the leading order using both schemes, the trun-
cation error terms are largely different. In particular, in the
P-ρu scheme, the truncation errors in Eq. (2) may include the
high-order derivative terms of ρu such as

∂ nρuα

∂xβ1∂xβ2 · · ·∂xβn

= uα

∂ nρ

∂xβ1 ∂xβ2 · · ·∂xβn

+
∂uα

∂xβ1

∂ n−1ρ

∂xβ2∂xβ3 · · ·∂xβn

+ · · · , (9)

where the indices α and βl of 1≤ l ≤ n are properly contracted
and n is the even number of n ≥ 4. In the case of high density
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FIG. 1. Velocity profiles of the two-layer Poiseuille flow using the
original P-ρu scheme10 and the P-ρu scheme with higher order
corrections12 are plotted with the square and cross symbols, respec-
tively. The analytical solution is represented by a line.

ratio, these terms around the phase interface may not be trivial.
For example, the second term on the right can cause inaccu-
racies in the shear stress around the interface. To overcome
this problem, in a previous study,12 the higher order correc-
tion term was added to the equilibrium state. In the Poiseuille
flow of the two-layer multiphase flow, the improvements can
be clearly seen as shown in Fig 1 where the cross symbols
show the improved velocity profile while the square symbol
shows the original results compared to the analytical solution
described by the solid line. Here in the two-dimensional chan-
nel of 100 lattice width, left half was occupied by water and
the other half was occupied by air. The viscosities and sur-
face tension are {νair,νwater} =

{
1.67×10−1,1.10×10−2

}
and σ = 1.0× 10−3. The density ratio and gravitational ac-
celeration are ρratio = 1000 and g = 5.0× 10−7. Despite im-
provements with the corrections, it is not easy to remove all
the problematic higher order terms. As another example, the
first term on the right in Eq. (9) can break the Galilean invari-
ance. If a droplet whose radius is 16 is simulated in an 80×80
domain surrounded by the periodic boundaries with an ini-
tial constant velocity of 0.025 in the x-direction, the droplet
changes its shape, and the velocity and pressure profiles de-
viate significantly from the constant profiles, as shown in the
snapshots at two instances in Fig. 2. This setup should indi-
cate that the droplet is static in the moving frame, and there-
fore the results violate Galilean invariance. Here, the other
settings such as viscosity and surface tension are the same
as for the Poiseuille flow case. Similarly, with the P/ρ-u
scheme, we may expect the truncation errors in Eq. (1) such
as,

∂ nP/ρ

∂xβ1∂xβ2 · · ·∂xβn

= P
∂ n1/ρ

∂xβ1∂xβ2 · · ·∂xβn

+ · · · , (10)

where the indices βl of 1 ≤ l ≤ n are properly contracted and
n is the even number of n ≥ 2. The first term on the right
hand side can cause a dependence on the absolute pressure
value, which is undesirable under the incompressible assump-
tion. As an example, the static droplet of radius 20 is sim-
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FIG. 2. The order parameter ϕ profiles at 3.20×104 (left) and
3.36×104 (right) timesteps using the P-ρu scheme13 for a case where
velocity of 0.025 in the x-direction is initially applied everywhere.
Similarly, the pressure and velocity in the x-direction are shown at
the center and bottom.

FIG. 3. The order parameter ϕ profiles using the P/ρ-u model13

where the initial pressure is set to 0.01 (left) or 1.0(right) everywhere.

ulated in the 100× 100 domain surrounded by the periodic
boundaries while initially setting the pressures everywhere to
0.01 or 1.0. They show different converged droplet shapes as
shown in Fig. 3. Here the viscosities are 3.6× 10−4 for both
components, σ = 2.5×10−2, and ρratio = 1000, respectively.
The surface tension model is based on the chemical potential
as shown in the latter section. This is one of the examples
where the truncation error contaminates the surface tension
effects depending on the absolute value of the ambient pres-
sure.

In this study, we formulate the LB model so that the zeroth
and the first moment of f eq

i lead to P and uα respectively. It is
readily seen that such a P-u scheme can avoid the problematic
truncation errors discussed in Eq. (9) and Eq. (10). A possible
obstacle to naively employing this scheme may be robustness.

On the other hand, in a previous study,14–16 the multiphase
flow with high density ratio was simulated using the lattice
kinetic scheme (LKS). In the LKS, instead of solving the LB
equation, the velocity and pressure fields are solved in dis-
crete space whose connectivity between each adjacent fluid
node is similar to the LB formulation. Focusing on the corre-
spondence, we convert their LKS-based models to the generic
LB-based models while simplifying for the sake of computa-
tional efficiency. The conversion is helpful for incorporating
many recent enhancements based on the LB-based models. In
fact, by implementing the filter collision operator, the robust-
ness was improved and as a result we could skip the iteration
steps introduced in the original LKS-based model while main-
taining the sound speed of

√
T .

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, LB mod-
els for the multi-phase flow with high density ratio are intro-
duced. In Section III, the LB models proposed in Section II
are validated against a set of benchmark test cases. In Sec-
tion IV, findings in this study are summarized.

II. LATTICE BOLTZMANN MODELS

Two lattice Boltzmann (LB) equations, one for the order pa-
rameter ϕ and the other for the hydrodynamics, are typically
solved for the simulation of multiphase flow with high density
ratios. In this study, we focus primarily on the discussion of
hydrodynamic LB models. For the LB model for ϕ , we use
one corresponding to the conservative Allen-Cahn (AC) equa-
tion as an example.10,17–19 According to a previous study,10 it
is formulated as,

hi (xα + ci,α , t +1) = hi (xα , t)−
hi −heq

i(M
T

)
+0.5

∣∣∣∣∣
xα ,t

, (11)

where heq
i is the equilibrium state defined as,

heq
i = ϕΓi +θwi

(
ci,lnl

)
, (12)

Γi = wi

{
1+

ci,lul

T
+

(
ci,lul

)2

2T 2 − u2

2T

}
, (13)

θ =
M
T

{
1−4(ϕ −0.5)2

W

}
. (14)

Here the index l ∈ {x,y,z} and i are for the Cartesian coordi-
nates and discretized particle speeds, respectively. For exam-
ple in the case of D3Q19, which is used in this paper, i∈ [1,19]
and T = 1/3. The summation of the distribution function hi
for i leads to the order parameter, namely ∑i hi = ϕ and ϕ ba-
sically ranges from 0 to 1. The notation M, W , and nα denotes
the mobility, the interface thickness, and the unit vector nor-
mal to the interface, computed by ∇α ϕ/(|∇ϕ|+ ε) where ε

is a small parameter taken as 10−10 in order to avoid division
by zero. To avoid the rarefied droplets and dense bubbles, ob-
served in dynamic cases with the conservative AC equation, θ
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in Eq. (14) is corrected with the following δθ ;12,20

δθ = γ
M

TW
|∇ϕ|

{(
1+

∆ϕ

|∆ϕ + ε|

)
Y1 +

(
1− ∆ϕ

|∆ϕ + ε|

)
Y2

}
,

Y1 = min
{

F

(
ϕ −ϕn

D

)
,F

(
−ϕ −1

D

)}
,

Y2 = min
{

F
(

ϕ

D

)
,F

(
−ϕ −ϕm

D

)}
,

F (x) = max{0,min{1,x}} ,
(15)

where γ = −22.5, ϕn = 0.8, ϕm = 0.2, ε = 1.0× 10−10, and
D = 1.0× 10−4 for example. This correction adds the diffu-
sivity in the location where ∆ϕ is sufficiently close to zero,
|∇ϕ| is non-zero, and ϕ ∈ (0,ϕm) or ϕ ∈ (ϕn,1). Note that
such conditions are unlikely to be met for the regular interface
regions, but are likely to be met for the rarefied droplets and
dense bubbles. From these formulations, using certain analyt-
ical methods such as the Chapman-Enskog expansion,10 one
can find the corresponding macroscopic equation,

∂ϕ

∂ t
+

∂ϕuβ

∂xβ

=
∂

∂xβ

{
M
[

1− (θ +δθ)T
M |∇ϕ|

]
∂ϕ

∂xβ

}
. (16)

As discussed above, in the absence of artificially rarefied
droplets and dense bubbles, δθ = 0. In recent studies,4,18 the
convection term is formulated as uβ ∂ϕ/∂xβ with correction
terms at the expense of mass conservation or computational
cost due to global integration. In this study, the LB formula-
tion for Eq. (16) is used under the assumption that the com-
pressibility effect is negligible in such a convection term.

For the LB equation for the hydrodynamics, from the in-
sight gained from the analysis in Section I, the LB models are
formulated so that the zeroth and the first moment of f eq

i and
fi lead to P and uα respectively (P-u scheme).21 To start from
a promising model with robustness, we refer to the previous
study based on the lattice kinetic scheme (LKS),14,15 in which
the time evolution of velocity and pressure is calculated in-
stead of solving the LB equation for the distribution function.
If their formulation for velocity and pressure is regarded as
the zeroth and first moments of the LB equation, it is possi-
ble to approximate their formulation to the LB formulation.
For smooth mapping and computational efficiency, we have
replaced and removed some terms, such as those that can be
replaced by the non-equilibrium states and require high-order
derivative calculations. As a result, the LB equation for hy-
drodynamics can be written with the BGK collision operator
as follows;

gi (xα + ci,α , t +1) = gi (xα , t)−
gi −geq

i
τmix

|xα ,t , (17)

where

geq
i =

P
ρrefT

δi,ist +Γi −wi +wi
ci,lFl

ρT

+B
wi −δi,ist

T
∂ul

∂xl
+wi

ci,lσl,m

ρ2T
∂ρ

∂xm
, (18)

B =
2
3
(ν −λb)+

T
2
. (19)

Here the index ist is one such that |cist | = 0 and ρref is the
characteristic density which is the light fluid’s density ρair in
this study. The force Fα includes the surface tension and the
external force Fext like the gravitational force,

Fα = Fext,α +µ
∂ϕ

∂xα

, (20)

where

µ =
48σ

W
ϕ (ϕ −1)(ϕ −0.5)− 3σW

2
∇

2
ϕ, (21)

where σ is the surface tension. The bulk viscosity λb is set
to 1/6. The relaxation time τmix is linearly interpolated using
the air and water components of τ as,

τmix = τair +ϕ (τwater − τair) , (22)

where

τwater =
νwater

T
+

1
2
, τair =

νair

T
+

1
2
, (23)

using the air and water kinematic viscosity, νair and νwater.
For computational efficiency, the LB models are formulated
so that all terms in Eq. (17) require the derivative calculation
up to the second order, which can be computed using the near-
est neighbor cells with the central difference scheme,

∂φ

∂xα

=
∑i {φ (x+ ci)−φ (x− ci)}ci,α wi

2T
, (24)

∇
2
φ =

2∑i {φ (x+ ci)−φ (x)}wi

T
, (25)

for a certain quantity φ .
The pressure and velocity are calculated as follows,

P = ρrefT ∑
i
(gi +(1+ω)Ki)+ωρref ∑

i
wi

(
ci,lul

)
|xα−ci,α ,

(26)

uα = ∑
i
( fi +Ki)ci,α ,

(27)

where

Ki =
wi

T ρ
{P(xα − ci,α)−P(xα)} , (28)

ω =
ρ −ρair

ρwater −ρair
(ωmax −1) . (29)

Here, ρwater is the characteristic density of the heavy fluid.
In the original LKS model,14,15 a parameter ωmax is set to
ρwater/(nρair) where n is the iteration number. In this study,
since we do not have any iteration steps, ωmax = ρwater/ρair =
ρratio.

For the sake of robustness, Eq. (17) is solved with the fil-
tered collision operator,

gi (xα + ci,α , t +1) = geq
i |xα ,t +

(
1− 1

τmix

)
Φi : Π|xα ,t , (30)
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FIG. 4. Pressure difference across the interface, dP, vs. inverted
droplet radius, 1/R, compared to solid lines following Laplace’s law
when σ = 1.0×10−2 and σ = 1.0×10−3. Two sets of viscosities are
applied, νset1 = {νair,νwater}=

{
1.67×10−1,1.10×10−2}, νset2 =

{νair,νwater}=
{

5.56×10−3,3.67×10−4}.

where Φi is a filtered operator that uses Hermite polynomials
and Π is the nonequilibrium moments of the momentum flux,

Φi,αβ =
wi

2T 2

(
ci,α ci,β −T δα,β

)
, (31)

Παβ = ∑
k

ck,α ck,β
(
gk −geq

k

)
, (32)

in the leading order. More details of filtered collision proce-
dure can be found in previous studies.22–29

III. VALIDATION

A set of benchmark tests is conducted using the numeri-
cal models proposed in Section II. Throughout this section,
ρratio = 1000, M = 0.166, W = 4.0, and all quantities are in
the lattice unit unless otherwise stated.

A. A static droplet simulation for checking the Laplace law
and the Galilean invariance

To check the consistency with Laplace’s law and Galilean
invariance, a droplet in free space is simulated in a
static and in a moving frame. A two-dimensional static
droplet of variable initial radius, R = {8,12,16,20,24},
is placed in the center of a domain, whose size is five
times of R and periodic boundaries are assigned to each
pair of edges of the domain. Two sets of viscosi-
ties, νset1 = {νair,νwater} =

{
1.67×10−1,1.10×10−2

}
and

νset2 =
{

5.56×10−3,3.67×10−4
}

are applied. The input
surface tension is σ = 1.0 × 10−2 or σ = 1.0 × 10−3 . In
Fig. 4, the relationship between 1/R and the pressure differ-
ence across the interface, dP, is shown and compared with
lines of slope of 1.0× 10−2 or 1.0× 10−3 from the Laplace
law. The results match Laplace’s law very well and output

FIG. 5. Profiles of ϕ (top), P (middle), and ux (bottom) at 3.20×104

(left) and 3.36×104 (right) timesteps using the LB model in Sec. II
where the initial homogeneous velocity in the x-direction of 0.025 is
applied.

the consistent σ with the inputs even with different viscosity
setups.

Next, as done in Section I with a droplet of R = 16, the
velocity in x-direction, ux = 0.025, is initially applied every-
where to simulate in the moving frame and check the consis-
tence with the Galilean invariance. All settings are the same
as the test in Section I. In Fig. 5, the profiles of ϕ , P, and
ux at 3.20×104 and 3.36×104 timesteps are present. Unlike
Fig. 2, which uses the P-ρu scheme, the drop shape remains
circular. Also, the P and ux profiles seem to be much closer
to the expected results of the static frame. As a result, the LB
models in Section II exhibit much better Galilean invariance
compared to the P-ρu scheme.

B. Poiseuille flow

The two-layer multiphase Poiseuille flow discussed in Sec-
tion I is simulated with the LB model of Section II. All set-
tings are the same as the case in Section I. The simulated
velocity profile is compared with the analytical solution in
Fig. 6. The LB model used here does not have the correction
terms for the high orders unlike the P-ρu scheme in Fig. 1.
Nevertheless, the simulated results agree very well with the
analytical solution because the present model is free of the
truncation error terms that contaminate the shear stress around
the interface as discussed in Section I.
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FIG. 6. The velocity profile of the two-layer Poiseuille flow using
the LB model introduced in Section II. The analytical solution is
represented by a line.

C. Head-on droplet collision

The head-on binary droplet collision is simulated and re-
sults are compared with the experiments30 and with the P-ρu
scheme in the previous study.12 The initial relative veloci-
ties of two droplets are set as 2.45 m/sec. The droplets’
radii are set to 0.35 mm. The surface tension is 0.072 N/m
and the viscosities of air and water are 1.51× 10−5 m2/sec
and 1.00× 10−6 m2/sec. The densities of air and water are
1.0 kg/m3 and 1000 kg/m3. Hence the Reynold number, Re,
is 1715 and the Weber number, We, is 58.4. Under these con-
ditions, the droplet shows the characteristic behavior due to
surface tension and water viscosity. The simulated results,
the temporal sequence of the droplet motion, using the P-ρu
scheme and the present scheme in Section II are shown in
Fig. 7. After collapsing, the droplets show the disk pattern.
Surface tension then causes them to collapse horizontally and
the droplet expands vertically. Finally, a droplet splits into
two with a satellite droplet in the middle. Such behaviors ob-
served in the experiment, as shown in Fig. 2 in the paper,30 are
consistently obtained with both schemes. The results may in-
dicate that both schemes can reasonably capture the effects of
surface tension and water viscosity. However, upon closer in-
spection, the air velocity induced by the motion of the droplets
is very different between the two schemes, as shown in the
snapshots taken at the same moment in Fig. 8. The P-ρu
scheme has greater effects of the moving interface on the air-
flow field. It is possibly because the truncation error terms
associated with the density gradient contaminate the momen-
tum transfer across the interface. Since the moving water is
likely to have the large momentum from the air’s point of
view, the momentum transfer from water to air must be ac-
curate to avoid artificially accelerating the air.

D. Two-dimensional bubble rising

The two-dimensional bubble rising in a liquid column has
been simulated as a canonical benchmark test case with many

FIG. 7. The deformation patterns of the droplets in their head-on
collision at Re = 1715 and We = 58.4 using the P-ρu scheme in a
previous study12(top) and the present model (bottom). The water
droplets are described by the iso-surface of ϕ ≥ 0.5.

FIG. 8. Air velocity profiles at a moment of the head-on collision
using the P-ρu scheme in a previous study12 (left) and the present
model (right). The water droplet is described by the iso-surface of
ϕ ≥ 0.5.

multiphase flow solvers.31 The bubble moves upward due to
the buoyancy force, and its shape is mainly determined by
the balance between the inertial force and the surface tension
force. Here the scheme proposed in Section II and the P-ρu
scheme in a previous study12 are applied and the results are
compared.

The bubble rising is simulated at two conditions of We =
{10,125}. In both cases, a droplet with radius R = 50 is ini-
tially located at x = 100,y = 100 in the domain of [200×400].
Gravity is applied in the negative y-direction with an amount
of the acceleration g = 1.36× 10−8. The density of the sec-
ond component, the bubble, is set to ρ2 = 0.22. The other
settings are listed in Table I for two cases where the subscript
denotes the component number. Here the Reynolds number
Re and Weber number We are estimated as Re = ρ1Ug2R/µ1
and ρ1U2

g 2R/σ , respectively, where Ug =
√

2Rg.
The simulated results with the P-ρu scheme12 and the

TABLE I. Setups for the rising bubble case, where ρ1 is the density
of the surrounding heavier fluid, µ is the dynamic viscosity, and σ is
the surface tension.

ρ1 µ1 µ2 σ Re We
case1 2.2 7.3×10−3 7.3×10−4 3.0×10−5 35 10
case2 220 7.3×10−1 7.3×10−3 2.4×10−4 35 125
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FIG. 9. Snapshots of ϕ (top) and velocity magnitude (bottom) pro-
files at We= 10 using P-ρu scheme12 (left) and the scheme proposed
in Section II (right).

scheme in Section II are shown in Fig 9 and Fig. 10 for the
cases of We = 10 and We = 125, respectively. While the bub-
ble is slightly deformed at low We, it is largely deformed and
has tails in the sides at higher We. These behaviors are consis-
tently captured with these two schemes, as is done with many
of the multiphase CFD solvers.31 We observe small difference
between two schemes in the velocity fields as shown in the
bottom figures in Fig 9 and Fig. 10 in contrast to the results in
Section III C. This is probably because the motion of the air,
the second component, mainly drives the water, the first com-
ponent, although the water motion drives the air in the case of
Section III C.

E. Three-dimensional dam breaking with block obstacle

The dam-breaking waves hitting the block and con-
tainer walls are simulated and compared with experimen-
tal results from the Maritime Research Institute Netherlands
(MARIN).32 In a container with size of 3.22 m×1 m×1 m,
the water column whose height H is 0.55 m are initially
set in the corner of the container. A block whose size is
0.161 m×0.403 m×0.161 m is set in the middle of the down-
stream side and 0.744 m from the left edge as shown in
Fig. 11. On the block, pressure sensors named P1, P3, and
P5 are placed at heights of 0.021 m, 0.101 m, and 0.161

FIG. 10. Snapshots of ϕ (top) and velocity magnitude (bottom) pro-
files at We = 125 using P-ρu scheme12 (left) and the scheme pro-
posed in Section II (right).
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FIG. 11. The settings of the three-dimensional dam breaking case.
The pressure field sensors are placed on the surfaces of the block and
are named P1, P3, and P5. The water level sensors are placed at the
locations H1, H2, and H4.

m, respectively. The sensors of P1 and P3 are placed on the
vertical surface and P5 is placed on the horizontal surface at
the location 0.021 m and 0.101 m from the front corner. The
water height sensors named H1, H2, and H4 are placed at a
distance of 0.496 m, 0.992 m, and 2.638 m from the left edge
of the container as shown in Fig. 11. All sensors are centered
in the depth direction.

The water and air densities are set to ρwater = 999.10 kg/m3

and ρair = 1.225 kg/m3. The kinematic viscosity of wa-
ter and air is set to νwater = 1.139×10−6 m2/sec and νair =
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FIG. 12. Pressure time history at sensor P1 simulated with the P-ρu
scheme12 and the present scheme in Section II along with the exper-
imental results32 of the solid line.
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FIG. 13. Pressure time history at sensor P3 simulated with the P-ρu
scheme12 and the present scheme in Section II along with the exper-
imental results32 of the solid line.

1.461×10−5 m2/sec. The surface tension is σ = 0.072 N/m.
The resolution is set so that 1 fluid cell resolves 5.5 mm. The
characteristic velocity, calculated by

√
2gH where g is the

gravitational acceleration, is set to 0.0289 in the lattice unit.
All surfaces except the top surface in the domain are set to
no-slip walls. And the top surface is set as a pressure fixed
boundary at atmospheric pressure.

The pressure time histories at sensors P1, P3, and P5 with
the P-ρu scheme12 and the present scheme in Section II are
compared with the experimental results in Fig. 12, Fig. 13,
and Fig. 14. Similary, the water height at sensors H1, H2, and
H4 with the P-ρu scheme12 and the present scheme in Sec-
tion II are compared with the experimental results in Fig. 15,
Fig. 16, and Fig. 17. Both of the P-ρu scheme33 and the
present scheme show reasonable agreement with the experi-
ment. For example, the first peak due to the first attack on the
block around t = 0.5 sec is accurately captured with the cor-
rect timing. Some of the delays of the secondary waves around
t = 4.5 sec can be seen in these pressure histories. These de-
lays of the water motion can also be seen in the water height
histories at H2 around t = 4.5 sec and at H4 around t = 4.0
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FIG. 14. Pressure time history at sensor P5 simulated with the P-ρu
scheme12 and the present scheme in Section II along with the exper-
imental results32 of the solid line.
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FIG. 15. Water height time history at sensor H1 simulated with the
P-ρu scheme12 and the present scheme in Section II along with the
experimental results32 of the solid line.
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FIG. 16. Water height time history at sensor H2 simulated with the
P-ρu scheme12 and the present scheme in Section II along with the
experimental results32 of the solid line.
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FIG. 17. Water height time history at sensor H4 simulated with the
P-ρu scheme12 and the present scheme in Section II along with the
experimental results32 of the solid line.

sec. As discussed in the study,33 there may be some extra
dissipation through the water dynamic motion with this level
of spatial resolution as the other solvers.34,35 The main dif-
ference between the P-ρu scheme12 and the present scheme
can be seen in the flow field of the air region. In Fig. 18,
the velocity contours at 0.7 sec in the centre plane are shown
with the iso-surface of ϕ > 0.5. It is a moment after the water
first hits the block when a large amount of the kinetic energy
of the bulk water is converted to potential energy. As can be
clearly seen, the air is greatly accelerated by the movement
of the water. Considering the characteristic speed of water√

2gH = 3.28 m/sec, the speed with P-ρu scheme is at an ex-
tremely high level. Here we use the wide range of colored
contours, such as one from 0m/sec to 10m/sec, to show this
acceleration. The tip splash pattern has also changed. This
may be due to the differences in momentum transfer from wa-
ter to air resulting from the truncation error terms discussed in
Section. I.

IV. SUMMARY

The lattice Boltzmann based formulation for solving the hy-
drodynamic equations of pseudo-incompressible multiphase
flows with high density ratios is discussed. Due to the high
density ratio, the high-order truncation error terms related to
the spatial density gradient can be significant. For example,
as shown in a previous study, even the fourth derivative or-
der terms can cause the obvious accuracy problem around the
interface12. To control such high-order terms by adding the
correction terms is challenging because higher-order terms are
more complicated. The P/ρ-u scheme proposed in a study13

can improve such issues related to the velocity field. However,
since such truncation error terms still exist in the pressure
equation, this scheme may have the absolute pressure value
dependence that is unacceptable for the incompressible flow
framework. To overcome this problem, we develop the P-u
scheme by mapping the lattice kinetic scheme (LKS) based
models14,15 to the generic LB models. After some simplifi-

cation and implementation of the filter collision operator, rea-
sonable stability and accuracy are achieved, as shown in many
validation cases in Section III. Indeed, in the static and dy-
namic droplet cases, we confirmed that Galilean invariance
and the absolute pressure dependence are significantly im-
proved. One of the most important practical improvements
over the P− ρu scheme is the accuracy of the air flow field
induced by the water motion, as shown in the droplet colli-
sion and dam-breaking wave cases in Section III. This may
be due to improvements in the momentum transfer between
two phases by avoiding fatal truncation error terms in the hy-
drodynamic equations. In this study, the LB formulation for
the hydrodynamic equations has been focused while using an
LB model based on one of the popular phase field equations
along with certain model parameter sets. In the future, a more
detailed study of the coupling with solvers for different phase
field equations and the parameter study are desired.
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