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Abstract

In fluid dynamical simulations in astrophysics, large deformations are common and surface
tracking is sometimes necessary. Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamics (SPH) method has been
used in many of such simulations. Recently, however, it has been shown that SPH cannot
handle contact discontinuities or free surfaces accurately. There are several reasons for this
problem. The first one is that SPH requires that the density is continuous and differentiable.
The second one is that SPH does not have the consistency, and thus the accuracy is zeroth
order in space. In addition, we cannot express accurate boundary conditions with SPH. In this
paper, we propose a novel, high-order scheme for particle-based hydrodynamics of compress-
ible fluid. Our method is based on kernel-weighted high-order fitting polynomial for intensive
variables. With this approach, we can construct a scheme which solves all of the three prob-
lems described above. For shock capturing, we use a tensor form of von-Neumann-Richtmyer
artificial viscosity. We have applied our method to many test problems and obtained excel-
lent result. Our method is not conservative, since particles do not have mass or energy, but
only their densities. However, because of the Lagrangian nature of our scheme, the violation

of the conservation laws turned out to be small. We name this method Consistent Particle
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Hydrodynamics in Strong Form (CPHSF).
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1 Introduction

In fluid dynamical simulations in astrophysics, large defations are common and surface tracking
is sometimes necessary. Mesh-free methods, in which [garticove following the motion of fluid,
are very useful for such simulations. In particular, SmedtRarticle Hydrodynamics (SPH; Lucy
1977, Gingold & Monaghan 1977) has been widely used in asysips and also in computer-aided
engineering.

SPH is one of Lagrangian methods. In SPH, we assume that tkdeefjuation can be ex-
pressed by interactions between fluid particles. ThergfélPd is not only suitable for simulation of
large deformations, but also can satisfy the conservasios.|

Recently, however, it has become known that SPH has sevéfialidies. For example, it
cannot handle contact discontinuities (e.g. Okamoto &043, Agertz et al. 2007) or fluid surfaces.
In our opinion, the standard formation of SPH has the foltaythree problems, 1) The density
distribution must be differentiable (e.g. Saitoh & Makin013). Hence, SPH cannot handle the
contact discontinuity properly. 2) Since the approximatd quantities in SPH is of zeroth order in
space, SPH does not have the consistency to the origin&lpdifferential equation (e.g. Liu et al.
1995). According to the Lax equivalence theorem (Lax & Riaper 1956), a method, which does
not have the consistency, does not converge to the origaréiapdifferential equation in the limit
of the infinite resolution. 3) There is no mathematically muvay to specify boundary conditions
in SPH, except for the mirror boundary condition. Traditily, fixed particles have been used to
express reflecting boundaries such as walls and bottom ofla Weey are necessary because SPH
cannot express a sharp cutoff in the density distributiooweéler, there is no way to let these fixed
particles change their physical quantities correctly. Sflmoothed estimate of physical quantities of
particles near the boundary contains large errors.

To solve problem one, Ritchie & Thomas (2001), Ott & Schng2©03), Saitoh & Makino
(2013) and Yamamoto et al. (2015) proposed modified forraraif SPH in which the differentia-
bility of the density is not required. Their methods can Haride density discontinuity better than
standard SPH (hereafter SSPH) does.

In previous studies, high-order scheme have been propastteaolution to problem two.
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Dilts (1999) formulated Moving Least Squares Patrticles tdggnamics (MLSPH) based on the
Moving Least Square (MLS) technique. In Reproducing KeiPaitticle Method (RKPM; Liu et
al. 1995), the formulation is not MLS, but is similar. Thesethods were applied to inviscid fluid
dynamics simulations. However, they have not been apptiddrge deformations. Corrective SPH
Method (CSPM; Chen et al. 1999a, Chen et al. 1999b, Chen #9888c, Chen & Beraun 2000) is
based on the Taylor expansion and Method of Weighted RdsidM&VR). They calculated Burgers
equation, conduction of heat, linear elastodynamics ahdrstwith CPHM. In addition, Zhang &
Batra (2004) modified this scheme and they called it ModifietH$MSPH). MSPH was applied to
the elastic wave and the diffusion equation. For non-cosgibée fluid, Tamai et al. (2013) intro-
duced high-order formulation into Moving Particle Semipiicit method (Koshizuka & Oka 1996).
In addition, Finite Particle Method (FPM; Liu et al. 2005) ss@eveloped using MWR to handle vis-
cous fluid. They calculated dam break test with FPM. Core&teH (CSPH) in Staroszczyk (2010)
successfully handled the dam break test of inviscid fluid da¥itting the density frequently. The
frequent re-fitting generates numerical viscosity, andigdas move to reduce the number-density de-
viation. Thus, large viscosity occurs in their simulatiémother word, if fluid particles do not move
following fluid line to prevent the number-density deviatjdéarge numerical viscosity is induced.

There seems to be no high-order scheme without large nuahergcosity for inviscid fluid
tested with the calculation of large deformations. Frastiet al. (2016) argued that it is difficult
to handle large deformations with a high-order scheme. rEéigushows the result of a simulation
of the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability performed using theghitorder mesh-free method presented in
section 2.1. The simulation timeds= 0.237«y, Whererky is the time scale of the Kelvin-Helmholtz
instability. We can see large deviations of the numberitiers particles. These deviations are
the result of the fact that each particle move following thedflmotion at its location accurately.
Small-scale vortex can easily generate highly disorderstlilolition of particles. This problem is
mathematically same as the generation of large densityfition in cold Keplerian disk (e.g. Imaeda
& Inutsuka 2002). From the above, it is necessary to reaggagticles, when the large number-
density deviation occurs.

One potential problem of high-order method is that they dbaomnpletely satisfy the con-
servation law because particles do not have extensiveblasigFang 2009, Frontiere et al. 2016).
To construct a high-order mesh-free method which satisfiesconservation laws, we must define
fluid particles which have extensive variables. Hence, @acticle must also have its volume. This
volume has to be represented by some physical shape of ttielgaaif the mass of a patrticle is
constant, its shape of the particle has to change followiadltiid deformation. Consider an initially
spherical particle in velocity field with a uniform sheanill become elongated very soon, and thus
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Fig. 1. The result of a simulation of the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability with our high-order method at ¢ = 0.237xu. The right panel is the enlarge image of

low-density region of the left.

numerical scheme would break down. Therefore, no highrardghod can satisfy the conservation
law completely. However, we found that the error of the covestgon law is very small for high-order
methods.

Concerning problem three, we can apply boundary conditimmnsathematically meaningful
and well-defined way because we approximate the partiareéiftial equation using fitting polyno-
mial for intensive variables in high-order mesh-free mdtho

We call our method Consistent Particle Hydrodynamics imi&rForm (CPHSF). We per-
formed several numerical tests, and results were excellent

In the rest of this paper, we present CPHSF (section 2), goattréhe results of numerical
tests (section 3). Finally, we discuss and summarize odyggection 4).

2 The CPHSF scheme

As described in introduction, many different high-ordepagximation methods have been proposed
in previous studies. In the following, we call these appnoxiion methods "shape functions”, since
they can be written as

~

fx,...,y,...,z,...lr:’ri = Z fjW] (rj - T)a (1)
J

Wheref%,,y,,,,,z,,,, is the approximation of a spacial partial derivative of flimie / with respect to
variablesz,....y,...,z,... at positionr, f; is the value of functiory at the location of particlg, r;,
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andW, is the "shape function” of particlg. These shape function can be classified by whether or not
they are defined as the minimum of the L2 norm of the residutilefitting. We call shape functions
based on the minimization of L2 norm type 1 and others type 2.

2.1 Type 1 shape functions

In this section, we consider an approximation of functﬁ)gg(r), which minimizes
—~ ~ 2
=Y Wy [fr) - 1] @
j

We assumg (r) is of C™ class, i.e.f(r) is n-times differentiable. HereW,-j is the weight of particle
j for approximation at particlé

To derive shape functions in the way similar to those in Szecpyk (2010) and Tamai et al.
(2013), we define

Fr;) =pi - 8 f (1) |rer,, (3)
Pij:(177’1,3'—7’1,2‘,7"2,3'—7"2,z',“',7"d,j—Td,i7(7’1,j—7’1,2‘)2,(7“1,3'—7"1,0(7’2,3'—7‘2,2‘),
sy (g =)™ (ry — )™ (reg — 1)y (rag —rad)™)’ (4)
N A A A A T
~ 0 0 1 0" 1 " 1 o
6: 17A—7"'7A—7"'7_A ; ~ 14 Ty T A P (5)
67’1 8Td n! 87’? (n_1>‘1‘87'?_ 67’2 n! 87{;

wherel, ™ /0r™ are the approximations af 9™ /dr™ and have the erra®(||r|"*'~™), andd is the
dimension of the space. Therefore, the right hand side cdtému(3) matches the Taylor expansion
aroundr; = r; of f(r;) up to for (2 — m)-th order form-th order spatial derivatives.

If we do not need the interpolation formula fy; it is possible to set = 1 (e.g. Tamai et al.
2013). However, in this paper, we need the interpolatiomfda for f; in section 2.4. Therefore, we
do not use this form.

The optimald f (7) |-, for which e takes the extreme, is given by

8f(r)lor. =B D _Wisfipy; (6)

B; = ijpij @ Py (7)
j
whereDB; is a regular matrix. Note that i; becomes a rank deficient, it means that the s¢} dbes

not have enough information to derive a unigy&r)|,—.,. Therefore, in such a case, we widen the
non-zero region ofﬂv/ij to increase the number of particles in the shape function.
In this paper, we sefﬂv/’ij = W,;, wherel;; is a kernel function that depends o andh;.
Here,h; is a kernel length that denotes the width of the kernel fumctin SPH, it is usually given by
5
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wheren is a constant coefficient. The parameterandp are the mass and the mass-density.
From the above, the contribution ¢f to f(r;) is given by

bij = Z [Bi_l](]a WijPayijy )

87

and that to derivative8/dr 5 [f(ri)] is

Ypij = Z [BZI]BQ WijPaij» (10)

«

where|B; ],z is elementy, 5 of matrix B; andp, ;; iS elementv of vectorp;,;. Note that index; takes
1 < B <dinequation (10).

Alternatively, in MLSPH, the derivative of equation (9) isad as)/0r s [f(fri)] . In this case,
all components o6 f(r)|,—,, are freely changed to minimize the residual. Therefore etner is
smaller than that of equation (10). However, we can get oatgth order differential shape function,
and thus it takes calculation cost to differentiate shapetfan which consists of a matrix and others.
Therefore, we use equation (10) as a differential shapdifunc

In this paper, we define that the scheme-if order in space, if the first-order spatial derivative
is n-th order.

2.2 Type 2 shape functions

We derived the shape functions using MLS in section 2.1. Hewehe shape functions of CSPM,
MSPH and FPM cannot be expressed in terms of MLS because filnestgons are derived from

the idea different from MLS. In this section, we derive thesing MWR. In MWR, the weighted

approximation error is set zero.

/ [fj - f(rjﬂ Wijdr; =0. (11)
In this section, we show that the shape functions of CPHM, MI&Rd FPM can be derived using the

trial function of the form in equation (3). Here, since thare 4, C; unknown parameters, we need
to give 4, Cy differential forms oﬂ//IZj. In these methods, these functions are given by

qu = (VVZ]’ VIVI/Z'j)VZVVijv A ,VdVI/Z'j, V%VVZ‘]',V1v2VVij7
VW, VI W, L V), (12)
Thus, we have

157 air; =0 (13



Note that the:-th order differential shape functions in CSPM are derivalirsively by using zero to
(n— 1) order derivatives. Thereforé(r;) is given by settingy;; = W;;, and then the first derivatives
are produced by using thj@(ri) and settingygj = (ViW;;, VoW, ..., VqWi;).

Finally, the integral[ f;dr; is approximated by summatioﬁj f;V;, and we have

0 f; :B;_lzfj‘/jpija (14)
J

Bi= Z Vipij ® qij, (15)

J
whereV is the “volume” of particlej. From the above, the contribution ¢f to f(rl-) is given by

iy = Z[B;_I]Oavjpa,m (16)

o

and that of derivative8/dr s f (r;) is

Vo =D B 50 VPasi- (17)

o

In the following, we use the shape functions of equationg(f@) (10).

2.3 The artificial viscosity for multi-dimensions

Many forms of the artificial viscosity have been proposedSBH to capture shocks (e.g. Lattanzio
et al. 1985, Monaghan 1997). However, most of them cause nted@hear viscosity (e.g. Balsara
1995, Cullen & Dehnen 2010).

To reduce unwanted shear viscosity, Balsara (1995) an@C&/IDehnen (2010) introduced
shear switches that reduce viscosity when the shear efis¢snatively, Inutsuka (2002) and Hopkins
(2015) proposed the use of Riemann solvers in order not tohesartificial viscosity. Hernquist &
Katz (1989) introduced a form of the artificial viscosityfdient from that of Monaghan & Gingold
(1983). This atrtificial viscosity (hereafter NRAV) was dexdl by adding the bulk viscosity to the
artificial viscosity formulated by von Neumann & Richtmyd©60). This viscosity is applied only
whenV - v < 0, wherew is the velocity. Hosono et al. (2016) compared many diffeferms of
artificial viscosities, including the usual Monaghan & Gafdy(1983) type, and NR type, both with
and without different forms of shear switches and time-delpat switches. They found the NR type
viscosity is the best, when the estimateNof v is of high order. When a low-order estimate is used,
it causes unwanted shear viscosity.

These proposed forms of the artificial viscosity can handid fivith the velocity shear better
than the standard artificial viscosity of SPH can. The steh@®H artificial viscosity is defined for
pairs of particles, and thus there is no easy way to applyhigh-order schemes in which particles
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do not have extensive quantities. Moreover, Hosono et 8L&Pdemonstrated that even for SPH
schemes, NRAV is better than the standard SPH artificialbgisg Therefore, we adopted NRAV.
Initially, we used the usual form of NRAV extended to mulirrénsional space

dv 10¢™Y

& o (18)

du ¢~ ov

&, o (19)

=22 |9 6w o) (20)
or |Or ’

where 34V is a constant coefficient and is the internal energy. The functidd(y) is the Theta
function. We, however, found that this form leads to nunadiiigstability. The reason why the insta-
bility takes place is that the pressure-like quantity in NRA equations (18) and (19) is isotropic.
Therefore, these “pressure” can and does operate to dinsgberpendicular to the direction of com-
pression, resulting in the increase of the kinetic enerdyer&fore, we extend the NRAV to multi-
dimensions so that the artificial viscosity operates onthedirection of the maximum compression.
Note that we assume that the number of shock waves at onépadsionly one.

Let X the coordinate of the direction of a shock wave. von NeumarRidtmyer (1950)
introduced the following the artificial viscosity to equats of moment and energy.

de_ 1anV

0T ax (21)

du 7 Ovy

) & (22)
ov ov

AV _ _ pAV ;2YYX 1 YEX o

g™ == ph x| 9% O(—0dvx /0X). (23)

To extend this artificial viscosity to multi-dimensions sfirwe determine the direction of axis
along which the fluid is maximally compressed. Second, thiicgal viscosity for this.X-direction
is calculated. Finally, we transform the calculated théieidl viscosity into the original system of
coordinates. The strain rate tensor is given by

1 8Ua 8Uﬁ
Saﬁ = 5 (a—T‘ﬁ -+ %) . (24)
Using eigenvalues,,-- -, \; and eigenvector, , - - -, b,, s is diagonalized as
A 0 ... 0
0 . . 0
0 :(bla'"7bd)t8(b17"'7bd)7 (25)
0O ... 0 X\,

We assume eigenvalues are ordergds< A\, < ... < \4. Thus, if V- v < 0, we apply the artificial
8



viscosity in the direction ob,. Here, the transformed coordinate is given by
’I”/:T(bl,bg,...,bd>. (26)

First, we derive the artificial viscosity in the equation obtion. In the transformed coordinate, the
artificial viscosity term is given by

dv’ 19¢

—=|(-=,0,...,0 27

7= (00, @)

¢ ==Y ph’ A1 |M|O(=V - v). (28)
Therefore, in the original coordinate, the artificial visitg term in the equation of motion is

dv 19q¢

— = -=,0,... bi,bs,...,by). 29

dt (parllu()? 70)( 1,92, ) d) ( )
Here, by using the quantities in the original coordinatg/or; can be expressed by

o O

— = —-b.

ary  Or ! (30)
From the above, the artificial viscosity term in the equattbmotion in the original coordinate is
given by

dv 10¢"AY

R N e SR 31

dt 1p a,r 1 ( )

whereb| is (by1,b21,...,b,1). Hereb, 1 denotes the first element bf. Next, we derive the artificial
viscosity in the equation of energy. In this case, it is theeartificial viscosity for both the original
coordinate and the transformed one because the equatioe@yeis scalar. Therefore,

d_u B _q/AV
at  p
In this paper, we also use the bulk viscosity introduced byn&ghan & Gingold (1983).

A (32)

Therefore 4’V changes to
¢ = — [a™ pesh+ B ph? M| MO(—V - v), (33)

In this paper, we use®V = 1 and 54V = 2 wherea”V is a constant coefficient, and is the sound
velocity.

The introduction of the linear bulk viscosity of equatiorB]3mplies that the viscosity is
active even for infinitesimal compression. In other wordie fluid is viscous even if there is no
shock. In order to reduce the viscosity in the absence oftibeks so-called “bulk switches” have
been proposed (Morris & Monaghan 1997, Rosswog et al. 2088)use the switcly multiplied to
¢*V. The time evolution of is given by

d ~ Smin
d—g = —(Cmax — () max(—V -v,0) — %,

9
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h
TAV = CTAVC_7 (35)

S

wherec,,,, is a parameter which determines the decay time scale oftifieial viscosity after shock.
In this paper, we use,,,, = 1 and(,,.x = 2, following Rosswog et al. (2000) and Hosono et al. (2016).
We discuss the choice gf,;, in section 3.2.
Finally, we introduce a new term which weakens the artifigiatosity when fluid is com-
pressed in one direction, but is expanding in other direstio
|2 Aml "

- (Se) =
wherewv is a positive coefficient. Consider the case that = |\s| and A\; + A2 = 0. Obviously,
V -v =0, and there is no compression. However, numerically detexd¥ - v can be negative due
to truncation errors and in that case equation (33) cantrgstiie strong artificial viscosity. We can
reduce this errortic activation of the artificial viscositging this term. In this paper, we use= 2.
We multiply ¢V by ¢ and F4V. Thus, in our study, we use

qAV — CFAVC],AV, (37)

instead ofyAV.

2.4 Rearrangement of particles

As we have discussed in section 1, the rearrangement o€learts necessary to handle large defor-
mations of inviscid fluid, if we use high-order schemes. Effigne, in this section, we describe how
to rearrange patrticles. In this paper, we consider two dsioeral cases.

First, we consider periodic boundary. In this case, pasiale rearranged to the initial pattern.
Of cause, the initial pattern does not have large deviatofrice number density of particles. For
example, consider the case in which initial pattern is a.dfithe distribution of particles has become
distorted as in the left-hand side panel in figure 2, we regegarticles in a grid pattern (see the
right in figure 2).

Fig. 2. An illustration of the rearrangement of particles. Particles in a distorted placement (left) is replaced by a regular placement (right).
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Next, we consider the fluid with the surface. In this papertiglas are rearranged to the
original grid pattern. Consider the case where particlegdastributed as in the left-hand side panel
of figure 3. First, we connect surface particles with linesohhare expressed as black lines in the
central panel of figure 3. Then, particles are placed on tteesactions of the black line and the grid
line, for example, the black dots in the central panel of #g8r If the interval between particles is
smaller thard).81Ar,,;4, WhereAr,,q is the width of a grid, one particle is removed. Finally, we pu
particles on grid points as in the right-hand side panel ofrég.

Fig. 3. An illustration of the rearrangement of particles on and near the surface. Particles in a distorted placement (left) is replaced by a regular placement

(right). New particles on the surface are generated at the intersection of the surface and grid lines.

The physical quantityf;, of a new particle is calculated by using;, wheref; is the quantity
of particlej before rearrangement.

fi= Z f;‘bij- (38)

Finally, we describe the criterion for rearrangement. @gjly, rearrangement is required
when local distribution of particles has become highly ammgpic. Consider a simple velocity field
with linear shear, such as = —y, applied to initial particle distribution of a tilted casian grid (see
the left side panel of figure 4). Particles move through skehurcity and the distribution transforms
to that given by the central panel of figure 4. Very soon, lalifference between distance of particles
in one direction and that in the orthogonal direction depelas shown in the right panel in figure 4.

In order to detect this kind of anisotropy, we use an appratérkernel weighted moment
tensor defined as

_ < > Milwi)* Wy 32 Mi(wig) Mi(yi ) Wi ) (39)
Z > Miwiy) Mi(y)Wiy - 32 Mi(yy)* Wy 7
M) =50 (1 7). (40)

wheresgn(x) is a sign function, and;; andy,; are(z; — z;) and(y; — y;). The parametef!; equal
to the width of the kernel functioi’;;. Therefore, ifjr;;| is larger tharn/;, the value ofiV;; is zero.
The criterion of the rearrangement is given by
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Fig. 4. The distortion of the distribution of particles initially in the rectangular grid (left) due to the velocity field of uniform shear. The center and right panels

show the distribution of particles after the particles in the top and bottom edges move once and twice of the length of the edge.

Amin
- > Croas (41)

whereA ., andA,,;, are maximum and minimum eigenvalues/gfandc,., is a constant coefficient.
Note that it is difficult to apply this criterion to the fluid gace, since it lacks particles near the
surface. Hence, we apply rearrangement at a constant ti@evah when we need to follow the

1—

surface.

2.5 Fluid equations

In this section, we derive our high-order mesh-free fullygtangian discretization of equations of
continuity, moment and energy. The original set of partitiecential equations are given by

L =—pV v, (42)
dv VP

v 43
du P

Py, 44
o P v, (44)

whereP is pressure. These equations are discretized using eqyafy, and the artificial viscosity

is added. Hence, we have

dp;
d’; :_pizvj'lpija (45)
j
o Lsp Ve by)b), 46
dt —_; [ j‘bij""(qg' (UOE 1) 1}7 (46)
)
dt :_Ezj (Prvj i + 45 M) (47)

If the fluid is an ideal gas, the equation of state is given by
12



P=(y—=1)pu, (48)

where~ is the ratio of specific heat. Following Monaghan (1994), e the equation for the water

7
() -
Pair

wherep,;, and P,;, are density and pressure at the surface. The constant ca@fti; is
2 H air
Cp— M (50)

Hereg is the gravitational acceleration andis the height of a fluid. For a weakly compressible fluid,

given by

P=Cp

+ Paira (49)

we use the linearized equation of state
P= C(2)(/0 — Pair) (51)

wherecy, = 10+/|g|H.

Following Hernquist & Katz (1989) and Hosono et al. (2016 timestep\¢ is given by
h;

At = minC . 52
N CPL L IV 0, + i + L2 [aAV ey, — BAV B min(0, V - v;)] (2)
We set the constant coefficiefityy, to 0.3 unless we state otherwise.
The kernel length; is calculated as
o\ d
hi=n (—) | (53)
d
i = pos | [ Area, (54)
=1

whereAr; andp,; are an initial or rearranged particle spacing and densitthis paper, we setto
1.6,2.2,3.0 and3.8 for first-, second-, third- and fourth-order fitting formala space.

2.6 Boundary condition

In our method, we can express boundary conditions diresihge our method is based on fitting
polynomials for intensive variables. First, we consideneg fsurface. At the free surface, the pressure
of the fluid is same as that of thin air or vacuum. Thus, the dawncondition is given by

P=F,, (55)

where P, is a constant pressure of the assumed air. Now let us corssifileed slipping boundary.
The boundary condition is

v = 0. (56)
13



Here,v, is the velocity perpendicular to the boundary. In the casthefon-slipping boundary, a
fluid element should stay at its initial point. Therefore, thee non-slip fixed boundary, the boundary
condition is

v=0. (57)

Finally, at the slipping contact discontinuity, pressune &elocity perpendicular to the boundary are
continuous. Thus, the boundary conditions of contact aiSoaity of fluid 1 and 2 are

Pl - P27 (58)
V1,1 = V2 1, (59)

where P, andv; ; are pressure and velocity perpendicular to the discortyirafithe fluidi. The
boundary conditions at the non-slipping contact discaitynare given by

Pl = P27 (60)
V1 = Vo, (61)

wherew; is velocity of the fluid.

3 Test calculations

In this section, we show the results of several numericdstegirst, we compare capabilities of
CPHSF and SSPH to handle the fluid surface by calculatingdine sound modes in section 3.1. In
section 3.2, the result of the Sod shock tube test is predehiere we investigate the errors of the
conservation laws. In section 3.3, we show the result of thating cone test. Kelvin-Helmholtz
instability (section 3.4) and Rayleigh-Taylor instalyilsection 3.5) are also calculated. They are
suitable to survey the capability to handle large deforametiand fluid instability. In addition, we
investigate if CPHSF can handle free surfaces by gravityewast (section 3.6) and dam break test
(section 3.7). Finally, a cold Keplerian disk is calculatedection 3.8. In these tests, we used the
Backward Euler integrator for tests with boundary condisicand we used a third-order Runge-Kutta
method for other tests. For shape functions, we used theofidetr shape function in space unless
stated otherwise. The kernel function is the fourth-orden@fand function (Wendland 1995).

3.1 The one-dimensional behavior of fluid with free surface

In this section, we investigate how SSPH and CPHSF handldultesurface by analyzing one-

dimensional sound wave modes. We assume the fluid is wateegitation of state given by equation

(49) with P,;, = 0 and p,;; = 1000. The position, velocity, density and pressure of particie the
14



equilibrium are given byt;, vg, po and P,. In addition, perturbations axer;, dv;, dp; anddP;. The
computational domain i8 < z < 1. The number of particles is 101. The valuesgfp, and F, are
0, 1000 andO for all s.

3.1.1 Standard SPH
First, we derive the linearized equation of the densityyredtion in SSPH. The fluid equation of
SSPH is given by

dz;
ek 2
o = Ui (62)
Pi = ijVVija (63)
J
dUZ' P; PZ
J J !

Note that the value of; given by equation (63) does not becot®( because the approximation
has zeroth-order error. Therefore, we derivg which satisfies); = 1000 for all 4, by implicitly
calculating the following equation,

1000 = > " m;Wi;. (65)
j
Alternatively, we could adjust the locations of particlesteat equation (65) is satisfied for equal-

mass particles, but we chose to change mass for simpliaityi$ test, mass distribution becomes as
figure 5.

¥
CJL.

Fig. 5. Mass distribution which satisfies equation (65) with the equal particle spacing.

The perturbation equation for equations (62) to (64) isigby
d25p2
dt?

2
C
=25 > s (= VWi (T Wi = VWiy)ap; — VWiV Wi (6p; + 0py) )

15



(66)

wherec, is the sound velocity of the equilibrium state.

3.1.2 CPHSF

We derive the linearized equation of the density pertudmaits CPHSF. The fluid equation of CPHSF
is given by equations (45), (46) and (47). The linearizedyvbation equation is given by

d*6p;
dtgp :Czozz5pk¢jk¢ij- (67)
ik

Equation (55) is used for the boundary condition. Theretbeevalue ofdp; is set zero at; = 0, L,
whereL is the width of the fluid and equalin this test.

We used CPHSF of first- and third-order in space.

3.1.3 Exact solution

The perturbation equation at the continuous limit is theevaguation,

d*6p _ 5 o
i =5, V7op. (68)

The boundary condition i§p = 0 atz = 0 andz = L as that of CPHSF. Consequently, the general
solution is given by

6p= ;A(k) sin (#Q et keN, (69)
o 27k
W = ’LCSQT, (70)

whereA(k) is the amplitude of mode with wave numbier

3.1.4 Results

Figure 6 shows the eigenvalues of the modes as function af wambetk. We can see that the third-
order CPHSF gives very accurate angular frequency everafge Iwave numbers. The first-order
CPHSF and standard SPH give similar errors. Figure 7 shawsigfenfunctions of = 6, and figure

8 gives the error of eigenfunctions. From these figures, wese& that the error of eigenfunction
calculated with CPHSF is much smaller than that with SSPEnevhen the spatial order of CPHSF
is one.

We can conclude that CPHSF is more accurate than SSPH, ioyartnear the boundary,
even when the spatial order is low.
16



Fig. 6. The absolute value of the frequency w plotted against the number of the wave k for SSPH and first and third space-order CPHSF.
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Fig. 7. The eigenfunction for k = 6. The left and central panels are for CPHSF with first- and third-order in space. The right is for SSPH.

3.2 Sod shock tube test

In this section, we present the result of the Sod shock tukig$®d 1978). First, we determine the
value of(,,;, SO that after-shock numerical oscillation is suppressedofd, we investigate the errors

of conserved quantities. We assume that fluid is ideal gdsywit 1.4.

The computational domain is0.5 < x < 0.5 with a periodic boundary condition, and the initial
boundary of two fluids is at = —0.5,0. In this test, we use equal-mass particles. The numbers of
particles ares00 (high density region) and 200 (low density region), and ttalthumber of particles

is 1000. Initial velocity is given byv, = 0. The density is smoothed by a polynomial, and it is given

by
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Fig. 8. The same as figure 7 but show the errors of eigenfunctions.

Phs —0.04x) < x < —20
p([]j) = P, o< <0.5—1x (71)
AP {(if) — 3—z] + —p’L;’”, otherwise
xo

o

wherep, andp, are the initial density of the high- and low-density region¥e usedp, = 1 and
p = 0.25. The parameter, represents the width of the smoothing region, and the valgé/en by
xo = 0.6(hy, + hy), whereh,, andh; are the kernel length in the high- and low-density regionse T
position of particle in the smoothing region is determined so that they satisfy

/ Z p(x)de =m,;. (72)
Ti—1
The smoothed pressure is given by
Ph, —0b5+2)<x<—x
P(z) = B, ro <z <0.5—1x (73)

# {(%)3 — i—ﬁ} + w, otherwise
where P, and P, are the initial pressure of the high- and low-density regiowe used?, = 1 and
P, =0.1795.

Figure 9 shows the numerical solutiortat 0.1 with first-order CPHSF witlg,,,;, = 0.1. The
post shock oscillation is rather strong. Figure 10 showsitimerical solution fot,,,;, = 0.5. In this
figure, the post shock oscillation is suppressed. We se= 0.5 for other tests in this paper unless
stated otherwise.

We now investigate the errors in conserved quantities. W fisst- and third-order schemes.
We set( = 1 in these tests. In the following, we report the result of twaes of test calculations.
We varied the number of particles from = 1000 to 8000 for one test and froniV = 1000 to 16000
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Fig. 9. Result of the Sod shock tube test at ¢ = 0.1 with first-order CPHSF. We
Fig. 10. The same as figure 9, but for ¢ymin = 0.5.
used ¢min = 0.1.

for the other. The kernel length is calculated using equati®3) and (54). In the first series, we
used the NRAV of the form described in section 2.3. This mehatthe strength of AV is weaker
for higher resolution, so that the number of particles usa@solve shock is approximately constant.
In the second series, we fixed the value.dbr equation (33) and initial smoothing parametgrin
equations (71) and (73), so that the physical thicknesseo$hiock is independent of. We used the
second series to test the convergence of our scheme.

Figures 11 to 14 give the calculation result fér= 1000 andt = 0.1, for tests 1 and 2 and first-
and third- order schemes. We can see that all four resultgae in capturing shocks. The shock is
broader for test 1 than for test 2, since the coefficient ferdttificial viscosity is larger for test 1. On
the other hand, weak oscillation is visible in the left-hande region of the contact discontinuity, in
particular for the third-order scheme.

In test 1, we compare results with= 1000, 2000, 4000, 8000 to the analytical solution. Since
it is difficult to derive the analytical solution for test 2geveompare the results with = 1000, 2000,
4000, 8000, 16000 to that with N = 32000. We calculate the errors of the total energy and the total
momentum in the regior0.25 < x < 0.25 as the measure of the conservative quantities. These errors

are given by
‘E - Ea‘
€ene = —T5 1 74
o] (74)
€mom — |p — pa| 5 (75)
|p0.1\
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Fig. 11. Result of test 1 at ¢ = 0.1 with first-order CPHSF. Fig. 12. Same as figure 11, but the results with third-order CPHSF.
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Fig. 13. Result of test 2 at ¢ = 0.1 with first-order CPHSF. Fig. 14. Same as figure 13, but the results with third-order CPHSF.

where E andp are numerical solutions of energy and the momentum, fandndp, are analytical
solutions of energy and the momentum (test 1) or the restildé & 32000 calculation (test 2). The

parameterds, ; andp,; are the values ot/, andp, att = 0.1. Energy and the momentum of the
numerical solution are calculated by

0.25 1
FE = / i+ 5[)@§dm, (76)

—0.25
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0.25
p= [ piuis (77)

—0.25
whereu, p ando, are internal energy, density and velocity of the numerioaltson. Using the shape
functions, this integral is expressed as

xz—i—l ) m+1 . (xz o xi_l)m—i-l]

N L P2 3
B~ Z Z 2m+1(m + 1) Z <Uj + B - U, ]> ‘Ilm,zjv (78)
m q,|x;]<0.25 j
m+1 m—+1
xz+1 ) - (xz - xi—l) }
p= %: | |z<:0 . 2m+1(m + 1) Zj:pjvl‘vj\l]mvijv (79)

wheren is the spatial order of the scheme. The paramétgy; is them-th differential-order shape
function.

Figure 15 shows the time evolutions Qf. ande,,.,, with first- and third-order schemes and
N = 1000, 2000, 4000, 8000 for test 1. We can see that the error is proportional Ay. In test 1,
the initial smoothing lengthr, and the strength of the artificial viscosity dependlgiV in a linear
way, and thus the errors of the fluid equation and artificiatesity are of zeroth order. The width
of region, where these error occurs, is proportional A&&y. Therefore, the total errors at the shock
becomeD(1/N).

Figure 16 show the time evolutions af,. ande,,., with first- and third-order schemes and
N = 1000, 2000, 4000, 8000 16000 for test 2. We can see that the error is much smaller than those
in figure 15. If the result converge to an exact solution fwllg the order of the scheme, the error
relation toN = 32000 result should be given byoc 1/N™! —1/(32000)"** wheren is the order of
the scheme.

In figure 17, we plot the error &t= 0.1 as a function ofV. We can see that the result of test 2
with third-order scheme actually shows N —*) error, demonstrating that the spatial order of our
CPHSF scheme is consistent with the numerical order withefitting polynomial.

3.3 Rotating cone test

In this section, we present the result of the rotating cose (®g. Crowley 1968, Chock 1991,
Vijay 1998) to discuss the effect of the numerical diffuseaused by the rearrangement. In this test,
the rigid rotation a cone-shaped object is followed for tveonplete circles. Since CPHSF is fully
Lagrangian scheme, without the rearrangement of partitchell perfectly conserve the initial shape
of the object. We forced the periodic rearrangement of glagito see its effect.

We used the initial condition the same as in Vijay (1998). ¢bmputational domain is 32 <
x < 32,-32 <y < 32. The initial density distribution is given by
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Fig. 15. The upper panels show e,om and the lower panels show ecne. The left-hand side is the result of first-order CPHSF and the right is that of third-order

one.

Pback —Ppeak

et Ppeak Te < AT

p(re) = (80)

Pback otherwise

re =/ (x—16)2 432, (81)

where ppeax = 100, ppacc = 5 and Ar = 32/(v/N — 1) where N is the number of particles. Initial
velocity is the rigid body rotation given by

Uy = —Weonel, (82)

Uy = Weone, (83)

wherew..n. IS the angular velocity and we set,.. = 0.28. We integrate position and velocity with
respect to time analytically. The time step is given by
m
" 32w
In this test, we use first-, third- and fourth-order schend®e numbers of particles arg =
22
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Fig. 16. Same as figure 15, but for test 2.

33 x 33 and 129 x 129. We rearrange particles to the grid pattern, times within two rotations.
We compare the results with.., = 8, 4, 2, 1 and0. We rearrange atl6m + 8)-th, (32m + 8)-th,

(64m + 24)-th and72-th steps when the rotating angleris4 + mn /2 (m € N) for n.., = 8, 4, 2 and

1.

Figures 18-21 show cones after two rotations for the numbgadicles N = 33 x 33 and
N =129 x 129. The orders of schemes are first and fourth.
Table 1 shows the errors of the height of the cone after twatimis defined as

P(z=16,y=0)

, (85)
Ppeak

'1_

We derivep,—16,4—0) Using equation (9) when,., is not zero since, due to the rearrangement, there

is no particle atz,y) = (16,0). We can see that the errors are smaller for larggyr, higher order

schemes, and higher resolution (larger number of parjiclég error for the case of = 129 x 129

and the fourth-order scheme are better or similar to thosgesh and mesh-free schemes discussed in

Chock (1991) or Vijay (1998), except for those of extremeathhaccuracy schemes based on Fourier
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Fig. 17. The errors eene (left) and emom (right) at ¢ = 0.1 plotted against 1/N. Crosses and “X"s show the results with first- and third-order CPSHSF for test

1, and squares and circles those for test 2. Solid and dashed curves show the theoretical models for the error of first- and third-order schemes for test 2.

transform and one of finite-volume scheme which the intgmpaiial is a cubic spline (Yamartino
1993). In our initial model, we used only one particle to egqs the peak, while in the traditional
rotating cone test, four grid points are used to expressehg&.pThus, with our initial condition it is
much harder to keep the height of the peak. Thus, we can amttat even when we forced frequent
rearrangement of particles, our scheme can achieve theaagccomparable to those of high-order
Eulerian schemes. Note that the required frequency of trearegement is generally quite low. For
example, the total number of rearrangement in the KelvitrtHeltz instability test with the first-
order scheme discussed in section 3.4.1is 9 in 5291 timestep

Table 1. The errors of density peaks.

Nrea =8 Nrea = 4 Nrea = 2 Nrea = 1 Nrea =0
N =33x33 st 6.53x 107! 519x1071  4.05x107! 3.29x 10! 0.00
3rd  5.32x 1071 4.29x 1071 343 x107!  2.86x 107! 0.00
4th  4.07x 1071  3.27x10"' 263x107! 1.89x 10! 0.00
N=129x129 1st 1.79x10"! 1.33x1071 1.02x10"! 8.26x 1072 0.00
3rd 1.01x 1071 849x1072 7.30x1072  6.46 x 102 0.00
4th  7.76x 1072  6.85x 1072  6.11x1072  5.56 x 1072 0.00

3.4 Kelvin-Helmholtz Instability test

The Kelvin-Helmholtz instability (hereafter KHI) test hasen used to investigate the ability of nu-

merical schemes to handle large deformations and hydradigainstabilities (Okamoto et al. 2003,

Agertz et al. 2007, Price 2008, McNally et al. 2012). We perfed two-dimensional KHI from two

different initial conditions. One is used in Price (2008)danother is in McNally et al. (2012). The
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rea= 0,

Fig. 18. Results of the rotating cone test with N = 33 x 33 and the first-order scheme. From left top to right bottom, the result without the rearrangement

and with n,., = 128, 64, 32, 16 and 8.
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Fig. 19. The same as figure 18, but for N = 129 x 129.
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Fig. 20. The same as figure 18, but for the fourth-order scheme.
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Fig. 21. The same as figure 20, but for N = 129 x 129.
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difference between two initial conditions is that densitgl @hear velocity are discontinuous in Price
(2008), while smoothed in McNally et al. (2012). We presdmd tesults of calculations with the
initial condition in McNally et al. (2012) in section 3.4.h@that in Price (2008) in section 3.4.2.

3.4.1 Kelvin-Helmholtz I nstability test with smoothed initial density
We performed two-dimensional calculations using a conmtmral domain ofd <z < 1,0 <y < 1,
with a periodic boundary condition. We made the smoothetbmbiscontinuity by setting the initial
conditions as
(
P — PV OB <y < 0.25
ph 4 prme029/AY 025 <y < 0.5
ply) = oA (86)
Ph 4 prme¥=0T/AY 05 <y <0.75

o1 — pme0 YA 075 <y <1

where we usedvy = 0.025, p, = 2 andp, = 1. The parametes,, is given byp,, = (p; — pn)/2. The

smoothed velocity of the-direction (shear velocity) is

( U — Uy, W 02)/8Y 0 < y <0.25

(4) = U + 0, e02V/AY 025 <y < 0.5 @7)
T 4 0,00 (05 <y < 0.75

U — U e 07U/ By (.75 < y<l1
\

wherev;, andv,; are the reference values of thedirectional velocity in the high- and low-density

regions, respectively. We used = —0.5 andv; = 0.5. We assume that fluid is an ideal gas with
v=5/3 and set? = 2.5 andv, = 0. The number of particles is 256 256. The velocity perturbation
in they-direction is as follows:

Avy(x) = Asin2rx /N, (88)
wherel = 0.5 andA = 0.01. The growth timescale of KHI is
P M (89)
VPnpilvn — vl

For our setuprky = 1.06.

We rearranged particles with., = 0.55 for the first-order CPHSF angj., = 0.5 for the third-
order one.

Figures 22 and 23 show the results obtained using first- ardidinder schemes. The first-
order result looks similar to the highest resolution Pe@ate result of McNally et al. (2012). In
figure 23, we can clearly see the development of the secaedl#éHI, which does not exist in the
first-order result. Thus, we can conclude that the effea@gmlution of the third-order scheme is
significantly higher than that of the first-order scheme i same number of particles.
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Fig. 22. Result of the KHI test with smoothed initial density. Density distributions at ¢ = 71, 27k, from left to right. The order of the scheme is first.
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Fig. 23. The same as figure 22, but for the third-order scheme.

3.4.2 Kelvin-Helmholtz I nstability test with sharp initial density

The initial condition is same as that in section 3.4.1, ekt@pdensity, shear velocity and the pertur-
bation. In this simulation, initial density is given by

p, 0<y<0.25 075<y<1
ply) = (90)
pn, 0.25 <y <0.75
where we use@;, = 1 andp, = 2. Velocity of thex-direction is
v, 0<y<0.25 075<y<1
vz (y) = (91)
vp, 0.25<y<0.75

where we used, = —0.5 andv; = 0.5. The velocity perturbation in the-direction is
30



Avy(z) = { Asin[=2m(z +0.5)/A], 0< |y—0.25] <0.025 -

Asin[2r(z+0.5)/)], 0<|y—0.75 <0.025
wherel = 1/6 and A = 0.025. For our setuprky = 0.35.
We rearranged particles with., = 0.55 for the first-order CPHSF ang.., = 0.4 for the third-
order one.
Figures 24 and 25 show the results obtained using first- ardddinder schemes. The vortexes
in our result are clearer than that of Price (2008) in whicki Sth the artificial conductivity is used.

We conclude that CPHSF can handle KHI, even if the initialsitgrand shear velocity at the contact
discontinuity are really discontinuous.

TKH 2tgy

Fig. 24. Result of the KHI test with sharp initial density. Density distributions at ¢t = 7, 271, from left to right. The order of the scheme is first.
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Fig. 25. The same as figure 24, but for the third-order scheme.



3.5 Rayleigh-Taylor Instability test

The Rayleigh-Taylor instability (hereafter RTI) test iseonf popular tests to investigate the capability

of the scheme to handle fluid instability. We used the ing@idition the same as in Saitoh & Makino

(2013). The computational domain(s< =z <1, 0 < y < 1, and the boundary of two fluids is at

y = 0.5. We applied a periodic boundary conditionzat= 0, 1 and equation (56) aj = 0, 1 as

boundary conditions. The number of particle?i$ x 257. The gravitational acceleration s0.5.

Initial velocity isv, = 0 andv, = 0. Initial density is
Py

ply) = y—05)

pr|14+ 503 ] 0 <y <05
pu |1+ 3510005 <y <

(93)

where we use@;, = 2 andp, = 1. Since the fluid is in equilibrium, initial pressure is giviey

:
P(L) ., 0<y<05
piy={ 7 0%) (94)

Y
P, p%) L 05<y<1

whereF, is the pressure at the boundary of two fluids, and we #5ed10/7 in this test. The velocity
perturbation in theg-direction for0.3 <y <0.7is

Avy(z,y) = dyy[1 + cos(4dmx) {1 + cos[5m(y — 0.5)]}, (95)

where we used,, = 0.025.

We used equation (41) with., = 0.55 for the rearrangement of particles. Since equation (41)
cannot be applied to particles near the surface, we exclpdeitles withy < 0.05 ory > 0.95 when
evaluating equation (41).

Figure 26 shows the result. We can see that CPHSF can handl®8Tan see small-scale
KHI features develop near the bottom of the heavier fluid \@adan also see small-scale RTI features
near the “root” of sinking heavier fluid. These fine featuredicate that CPHSF has high resolution
and small dissipation.

3.6 Gravity wave test

The gravity wave test is useful to investigate the capahidftnumerical schemes to handle the free
surface. Note that standard SPH cannot handle the graving well, because it cannot correctly
evaluate the density of particles near the surface. SPHsehapecially designed to handle free
surface exist (e.g. Monaghan 1994, Antuono et al. 2011). dé¥ew the most sophisticated schemes
require local high-order diffusion of velocity to stab@#izhe wave (e.g. Antuono et al. 2011). The
computational domaini8 <z < 1, 0 <y < 1. We applied a periodic boundary at= 0, equation
(55) aty = 0 and equation (56) for particles initially at= 1 as boundary conditions. The number of
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Fig. 26. Result of the RTI test with sharp initial density. Density distributions at ¢ = 1, 2, 3 and 4 from left to right. The order of the scheme is first.

particles is50 x 51. The equation of state is given by equation (49) wita —10, p.;; = 1000 and
P,;, = 10°, and initial density is

p(y) = paire? 9/ %0, (96)

Initial velocity is the same as in Antuono et al. (2011),
. |glk cosh(ky)

=A 7 g 7
Uy o cosh(bH) sin(kx), (97)
|g|k sinh(ky)
— _ A M9Ir SInvY).
vy o cosh(bH) cos(kx), (98)

where A, k andw are the amplitude, the number of wave and the frequency. isntéist, we set
A=0.01,k=2r/Landw = /|g[ktanh(kH). We used,;, = 0.1.

Figure 27 shows the time evolution uptte- 0.757". Figure 28 and figure 29 show the error of
velocity at(x,y) = (0.25,1) for runs with the number of particle¥, 50 x 51, 100 x 101 and151 x 150.
The error is given by

€v, = |Uz - Ua:,0|, (99)
€v, = |vy — vyl (100)

wherev, o andv,  are analytical solutions. We can see that the error becomales as we increase
N, showing the first-order convergence, as we used the fidgr@cheme.

Figure 30 showg of the particle initially at(x,y) = (0,1). In an initial stage, the phases of
results forNV = 2550, 10100 and22650 agree well with each other. However, the wave foe= 2550
has slightly longer period than those 8f= 10100 and N = 22650, and the difference aof between
the result of N = 2550 and those ofV = 10100 and NV = 22650 grows in time. In addition, the phase
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Fig. 27. Results of gravity wave test, from top to bottom, the snapshots at ¢ = 0, 0.257", 0.57 and 0.757 are shown.

of N = 10100 deviates from that oN = 22650 slightly at the later stage.

3.7 Dam break test

The dam break test is the most widely used test for numeradames for the fluid with the free
surface. The initial condition of the dam break test is thaesas that used by Monaghan (1994). The
computational domain i8 < x < 0.6, 0 <y < 0.6. We applied equation (55) at= 0.6 andy = 0.6
and equation (56) at= 0 andy = 0 as boundary conditions. The number of particles isx68l. We
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Fig. 28. The errors of z- and y-directional velocity at (x,y) = (0.25, 1) in the gravity wave test with the numbers of particles N 2550, 10100, 22650.
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Fig. 29. The same as figure 28, but the error with N' = 10100 is multiplied by two, while that with N' = 22650 is multiplied by three.

set that the equation of state is given by equation (49) with—9.8, p.;; = 1000 and P,;, = 10°, and

initial density is

69| e
p(y) = Pair —pair(O'G - y) + 1 (101)
7Cp
We set that density and pressure of the particlas-a0.6 is
P = Pair, (102)
P = Pair7 (103)

Initial velocity isv, = v, = 0.
In dam break simulation, the rearrangement of particlegtegsary. We rearrange particles

every0.01 time unit. We used’c¢r, = 0.05.
Figure 31 shows the time evolution up te= 0.7. The result looks similar to those in the
previous dam break test (Monaghan 1994). Figure 32 givepadisdion of the forefront of water
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Fig. 30. Time evolution of the y-coordinate of the particle initially at (x,y) = (0, 1) in the gravity wave test in which the numbers of particles N are 2550,

10100, 22650.

plotted against*, wheret* is the dimensionless time defined #&s= t\/W. The results are
for first-order CPHSF, an analytical solution (Whitham 1p88fd the experimental data of Martin
& Moyce (1952), by Lobovsky et al. (2014) distributéd It was compared to numerical solutions
in previous studies (e.g. Monaghan 1994, Staroszczyk 20A8yording to Whitham (1999), the
forefront velocityv,,, becomesy,, = 2+/|g| H in static state, if we use on the theory of shallow water
waves. Therefore, the position of the forefrong W t analytically.

Note that the analytical solution is not exact. Clearly, he timit of t* — 0, the solution
should be quadratic and not linear in time. The experimeetallt is not free from the real viscosity.
Therefore, the discrepancy between our numerical resdleaperimental result does not imply the
problem in the side of our scheme. Staroszczyk (2010) catiedlthe dam break using his CSPH and
standard SPH schemes and compared the result with the vquetal data. The agreement between
numerical and experimental data was actually pretty goettebthan that in our case. This result
probably imply both of experimental result and StaroszcZ2R10)’s result suffer the effect of vis-
cosity on other dispational effect. Though Staroszczyk1(@@lid not explicitly use AV, he applied
the re-evaluation of the density, which would cause siganfidissipation. Therefore, we believe our
scheme is less dissipative than his CSPH.

3.8 Cold Keplerian disk test

The cold Keplerian disk is important in astronomy. We pregaa two-dimensional computational
domain of0.5 < r < 2. We applied equation (55) at the inner edge and equatiore36g outer edge
as boundary conditions. The number of particles is 46368 v place the particles in concentric
rings with the same intervals foraxis andd axis. We assumed that the fluid is ideal gas with 1.4

L http://canal.etsin.upm.es/papers/lobovskyetaljfs2014/
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Fig. 31. Result of the dam break test. The snapshots at ¢ = 0, 0.257", 0.57" and 0.757 from top to bottom.
and sefp = 1 and P = 1075, Initial velocity is the pure Keplarian rotation given by

G M.,
Up = —1/ g, (104)
r

GM,
z (105)

r

<

Uy =

=

whered is the gravitational constant aid, is the mass of the central star. We &6/, = 1. The time
step is smaller one between the time step given by the Couoaalitions for the pressure gradient
term and the central force term. Therefore, we compare enugi2) with
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Fig. 32. The forefront of water in the dam break test plotted against ¢*. Filled circles, crosses show the result of first-order CPSHF and experimental result

(see text), respectively. The solid line indicate the analytic estimate based on the shallow water equation.

i

— (106)
e

At = m_in Cdisk
K3

and then smaller one is taken. The parametgr is a constant coefficient, and the value2af/ c ;.
denotes how many steps is calculated in a orbit. W@sgt,;, = 50.

In this test, we used fourth-order CPHSF, because the amcofahe approximation of the
artificial viscosity is important to prevent unphysical ateg momentum transfer (e.g. Cullen &
Dehnen 2010). In addition, we use fifth-order Radau methothi®time integration.

Figure 33 shows the results. We can see that the disk doesreek bll ¢ ~ 2000 orbits.
Note that this lifetime is longer than the lifetime of any ltaggian scheme, reported in the literature
(Hopkins 2015, Hosono et al. 2016) by more than a factor three

Figure 34 shows the error of the density plotted against.tinhe error is given by
€dens = 1NaX |p2 - 1| : (107)

It is clear that the error grows rapidly after 1400 orbits. From figure 33, we can see that the error
becomes large at the outer edge after 1500 orbits. Therefore, if we can improve the treatment
of the outer edge, we may be able to reduce the error. We abmchat the cold Keplerian disk
integrated using CPHSF can survive forl 000 orbits. CPHSF can handle rotating disks better than
the Lagrangian scheme variants proposed in previous studie
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Fig. 33. The result of the cold Keplerian disk test. Density distributions at ¢ ~ 0, 1000, 1500 and 2000 orbits from left to right.
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Fig. 34. The maximum error of density in particles plotted against the number of orbits in the cold Keplerian disk test.

4 Discussion and summary
4.1 Discussion

One limitation of our current CPHSF scheme is that there isasy way to handle topological changes
of fluid, for example the collision of two droplets. In pripte, we can handle collisions by detecting
the moment of the collision and change the surface part{ciesally with special boundary condi-
tions) to bulk particles. However, finding the exact momdrtadlision for each of surface particles
involved can be very expensive. Therefore approximatertreat is practically necessary. Another
problem is that we currently need implicit time integratiororder to apply boundary conditions. An
explicit or semi-implicit scheme would be better, and skidug applicable at least to the bulk of the
fluid.
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4.2 Summary

Standard SPH scheme and its variations are not high ordecamubt handle free surfaces. We
formulate CPHS, a high-order mesh-free method. CPHSF cadl&&elvin-Helmholtz instability
and Rayleigh-Taylor instability better than previous SPEetmods do. We also simulate the gravity
wave and dam break. The results are excellent. Additionidléy/cold Keplerian disk, which is very
important in astrophysics, can be calculated for much taigee than possible with previous mesh-
free methods.

CPHSF does not exactly satisfy the conservation laws. Hemwee showed that the violation
of the conservation laws is acceptable, because of the hgguanature and high-order accuracy of
CPHSF. Therefore we conclude that CPHSF is more useful trevigqus mesh-free method.
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