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Abstract

We consider a phase-field model for the incompressible flow of two immiscible
fluids. This model extends widespread models for two fluid phases by including a
third, solid phase, which can evolve due to e.g. precipitation and dissolution.

We consider a simple, two-dimensional geometry of a thin strip, which can still
be seen as the representation of a single pore throat in a porous medium. Under
moderate assumptions on the Péclet number and the capillary number, we inves-
tigate the limit case when the ratio between the width and the length of the strip
is going to zero. In this way and employing transversal averaging, we derive an
upscaled model. The result is a multi-scale model consisting of the upscaled equa-
tions for the total flux and the ion transport, while the phase-field equation has to
be solved in cell-problems at the pore scale to determine the position of interfaces.
We also investigate the sharp-interface limit of the multi-scale model, in which the
phase-field parameter approaches 0. The resulting sharp-interface model consists
only of Darcy-scale equations, as the cell-problems can be solved explicitly. Notably
we find asymptotic consistency, that is the upscaling process and the sharp-interface
limit commute. We use numerical results to investigate the validity of the upscaling
when discontinuities are formed in the upscaled model.
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1 Introduction

Multi-phase flow and reactive transport in porous media are encountered in many im-
portant fields, including geological COs sequestration, geothermal energy, groundwater
management, oil recovery and ion exchange in fuel cells. While the modelling of multi-
phase flow is itself a challenging task, the examples given before have in common that the
solid matrix of the porous medium can change in time due to processes like precipitation
or dissolution, which, in turn influence the flow behaviour.

Another common point of the processes mentioned before is that they are taking
place in a porous medium. In this case, two different length scales are encountered.
At the scale of pores, each phase (solid, or fluid) is identified clearly, occupying certain
positions in well defined volumes. At the Darcy-scale, which is often the scale of main
interest, averaged quantities are used to describe the behaviour of the system .

In detail, we are interested here in the situation where two immiscible fluid phases
are occupying the pore space of a porous medium. One fluid phase contains ions that
can precipitate at the fluid-solid interfaces. This leads to the formation of a precipitate
layer at the pore walls, which reduces the space available for the fluid. The reverse
process, that is the dissolution of the mineral phase into the fluid phase, is also allowed.
In this case, the volume of the precipitate is reduced, while the volume available for flow
is increased, and more ions are dissolved in the fluid phase.

To model this process at the pore scale, one uses the conservation of mass, momentum
and of the dissolved ions in each phase. Since the spaces occupied by each of the
two fluids, and of the mineral as well can change over time, two free boundaries are
encountered at the pore scale. These free boundaries are separating the different phases.

Different approaches have been proposed for developing the corresponding mathe-
matical models. For a simple geometry, which is basically a long, thin strip (in two
spatial dimensions) or tube (in three dimensions) the free boundaries can be viewed as
functions of one or two variables. In this sense we mention [27] for a model describ-
ing precipitation and dissolution but for one fluid phase, which has been extended in
[2, 111 20, 21], and [24] 25, 22, 30, B7] for unsaturated single-phase flow or two-phase
flow models.

For more complex geometries, level sets can be employed to describe the evolution
of the free boundaries. In this respect we refer to [28], as well as to [12] 36, [35], all
considering models for precipitation and dissolution in a water-saturated porous medium.

When applying any of both approaches mentioned before, one has to deal with
(freely) moving interfaces. This makes not only the mathematical analysis, but also
the development of efficient numerical scheme a challenging task. Alternatively, one can
use phase-fields to approximate the interfaces between phases by diffuse transition zones
with small positive width. The phase-fields are smooth approximations of the indica-
tor function of each phase. The evolution of the phase fields is usually derived as the
gradient-flow to a free energy and, in the limit case when passing the diffuse interface
parameter, one should recover the original, free boundary model.

Commonly used phase-field models are involving either the Allen-Cahn equation [4]



or the Cahn—Hilliard equation [I6]. While the Allen-Cahn equation is of second order
and ensures that the phase-field indicators remain essentially bonded by zero and one,
it is not conservative. Therefore here we focus on the Cahn—Hilliard equation, which is
of fourth order but conservative for the phase-field indicators.

Models coupling the Cahn—Hilliard equations and the incompressible Navier—Stokes
equations have been developed for two fluid phases [1], three fluid phases [8, 9], and more
than three fluid phases [10} [19]. For the description of fluid-solid interfaces, the Navier—
Stokes equations can be solved in the fluid volume fraction and a velocity of zero is
assigned to the solid phase [7,[38]. Phase-field models are also used in [0}, 14, [17, 23], 33], 34]
as pore-scale models for two-phase flow in porous media, and further Darcy-scale models
are derived. Kinetic reactions at phase boundaries have been introduced in [39} 31]. The
pore-scale model in [31] includes two immiscible fluid phases and a mineral one, but the
fluid phases only move due to curvature effects. Also, the corresponding Darcy-scale
model is derived by homogenization techniques. More recently, phase-field models that
couple precipitation and dissolution with fluid flow have been developed in [13] (for one
fluid phase, and for which the Darcy-scale model is derived), and [32] for a two-phase
flow.

The starting point in this work is the Cahn—Hilliard—Navier—Stokes model developed
in [32], which is describing the processes at the pore scale. The aim is to derive an
upscaled model corresponding to the Darcy scale. We consider the simplified geometry
of a thin strip, and assume that the ratio of the width of the strip and its width is small.
We employ asymptotic expansion methods that use this ratio as expansion parameter,
and derive upscaled equations for transversally averaged quantities. In this respect, we
follow the ideas in [I1), 20} 27] for one-phase flow including precipitation and dissolution
effects at the pore walls, and [25] 24] 22] [37] for two-phase flow, all considering a thin
strip or tube. Observe that the pore-scale models in these works mentioned above are
involving free boundaries. Instead, for the phase-field, pore scale model in [13] describing
the flow of one fluid phase but including precipitation and dissolution, a Darcy-scale
model is also derived for a thin strip by transversal averaging, in comparison to the one
obtained by homogenization in more general situations.

This paper is organized as follows. First, in Section [2| a sharp-interface model for
two fluid phases and one solid phase (including precipitation and dissolution) is pre-
sented. This model is approximated by the phase-field model proposed by [32], which is
discussed briefly in Section [3] After bringing the phase-field model to a nondimensional
form in Section [4] in Section [5] we derive its upscaled counterpart by considering a thin
strip geometry. The upscaled model still uses phase-field variables to locate the diffuse
interfaces. In Section [6] we identify the sharp-interface limit, that is the limit when let-
ting the diffuse interface width go to zero. Notably the upscaling and the sharp-interface
limit commute. The numerical examples discussed in Section [7] conclude the work.



2 The Sharp-Interface Model

We start by presenting the sharp-interface model, which is then approximated by a
phase-field model. We let T' > 0 stand for the maximal time. For each t € [0,T], an
N-dimensional domain (N = 2 or 3) is partitioned into three disjoint subdomains,
Q(t), Qo(t) and Q3(t). These are occupied by the two fluid phases and by the solid
phase respectively. The interface between the domain €2; and 2; is denoted by I';
(1,7 € {1,2,3},i # j). Observe that these interfaces also depend on time.

With ¢t € (0,7], in the fluid occupied subdomains ;(¢), i € {1,2} the model is
governed by the incompressible Navier—Stokes equations

V-v=0,
O(piv) + V- (piv@Vv)+Vp=V-(29V°v),

where p;,~; denote the density, respectively viscosity of the fluid phase ¢, all assumed
constant here. v and p denote the fluid velocity and pressure in €);, the index ¢ being
skipped. The symmetrized strain (Jacobian) is given by V®v = % (VV + (Vv)t).

At the interface I'12(t) (separating 4 (t) and Qo(¢)) we assume that the velocity v is
continuous and that the jump in the normal stress is only in the normal direction, and
proportional to the curvature of the interface

[vl =0,
[(pI = 2yV?v) - n] = o126,

V=YV 1.

Here [-] denotes the jump of a quantity over the interface, n the unit normal vector
pointing outwards 21 and x the curvature of the interface. Through the last condition,
the the normal velocity v of the interface and the normal velocity of the fluids are equal.

The subdomain Q3(t) is occupied by a mineral, formed by the precipitation of two
solute species present in fluid 1. The reverse process, in which the mineral can be
dissolved and release solute in fluid 1 is also possible. In a simplified setting, assuming
a constant electrical charge, it suffices to consider only one solute concentration in the
model, see [I8], which is denoted by ¢. Here we assume that solute is only present in

fluid 1. Therefore, the solute transport is governed by the transport-diffusion equation
in Ql(t)

oc+ V- (ve) — DAc =0,

where D is the constant diffusion coefficient.
The interface I'13(t) is evolving due to precipitation and dissolution. At I'i3 one has

v =—r(c) + aoizk, (2.1)
DVe-n=v(c" —c). (2.2)

The reaction rate r(c) appearing in the former is generic. It accounts for dissolution and
precipitation effects and is assumed increasing in ¢. The last term in (2.1)), involving a

4



constant a > 0, allows for curvature effects in the evolution of I'y3. The latter is the
Rankine-Hugoniot condition, ensuring the conservation of mass. Here ¢* is a constant,
similar to the concentration of the species as part of the mineral present in €23. Equations
and only hold at I'13(¢) and not at outer boundaries of Q. That is, we do not
allow for precipitation and dissolution at the outer boundaries of €.

At the fluid-fluid interface I'12(¢), a similar condition is imposed

Ve-n=0.

As before, n is the unit normal vector pointing outwards €2;. This follows from the
Rankine-Hugoniot condition, since the concentration in fluid 2 is zero, and the normal
velocity of the two fluids and of the interface are equal.

In contrast to I'i3, no precipitation or dissolution are possible at the interface I's3
between (2o and 3. This is because we assume that fluid 2 does not contain any solute
species. Therefore, the interface does not evolve, and its normal velocity is v = 0.

Finally, at the interfaces between a fluid and the mineral a Navier-slip condition [26]
is assumed,

v.T =—-2Lgi,7(VV)n (2.3)

at I';3 (i € {1,2}). Here 7 € R¥ is any tangent vector to I';3 (thus 7 L n). Here
Lgip > 0 is a given slip length.

3 The Phase-Field Model

The sharp-interface model in Section [2| involves free boundaries, which makes it difficult
from both analysis and numerical point of view. Relying on the idea to approximate the
characteristic functions of each of the phases by smooth phase indicators [15], phase-field
models are convenient alternatives. For the specific problem considered here, a phase-
field model called 6-2f1s-model was introduced in [32]; here we present it briefly for
completeness. We refer to [32] for more details on the derivation and the properties of
the model, including the derivation of the sharp-interface limit.

3.1 Preliminaries

The §-2f1s-model introduces three phase-field variables ¢1, ¢2, ¢3 that represent the
volume fraction of the two fluid phases and of the solid phase, respectively. Thus, ¢;
approximates the indicator function of €); appearing in the sharp-interface model in
Section The phase-field variables ® = (¢1, ¢2, ¢3)" are smooth and defined on the
entire domain €2. In the sharp-interface model, the transition from one phase to another
is across an interface. In the phase-field model, this interface is replaced by a diffuse
transition zone from one phase to another, where the gradients of the corresponding
phase-field variables are high. A ternary Cahn—Hilliard equation governs the evolution of
®, and is coupled with a Navier—Stokes equation for fluid flow, and a reaction-transport-
diffusion equation for dissolved ion concentration c.



The -2 f1s-model additionally introduces a small regularisation parameter § > 0.
Since no maximum principle holds for the Cahn—Hilliard equation, ¢ is used to ensure
the positivity of the volume fractions. Also, the double-well potential

Waw() = 45064 (1 — ¢)* + 60 <“§) nyy <1E¢>  with £(z) = { = i ; (0—1,0),

(3.1)

is employed. Observe that Wy, has two minima at 0 and 1, and becomes unbounded at
—d0 and 14 . With this, we define the triple-well potential

3
W(®) := Wo(P®), where Wy(®) = Z S iWaw (). (3.2)

Here X; > 0 are surface energy coefficients, and P is the projection of R3 onto the plane
>, ¢i =1, given by

1
N 1 11
1

P® =&+ Xp(1— ¢y — by — b3) , ==t et (3.3)

™M MM

1
2
3

As shown in [32], this construction ensures that the volume fractions sum up to one,
ie. Z?Zl ¢; = 1, provided the initial data has this property. Furthermore, [32] uses an
energy argument and the unboundedness of the potential to show that —d < ¢; < 1+
(1=1,2,3).

Next, we define the total fluid volume fraction ggf and ion-dissolving fluid fraction

P as

¢f = ¢1 + ¢ + 2(5(;53, (34)
¢c = ¢1
be = P14+ 6, (3.6)

Here the tilde denotes a modification using the small parameter J, to ensure that the
respective variables are positive. Using the (constant) fluid densities p; and viscosities
7i the total fluid density p; and viscosity 7 become

pr(®) == p1d1 + pag2, (3.7)
pr(®) := prd1 + pac2 + (p1 + p2)d, (3.8)
F(®) = (7 + dovs ot (T + vt e 8) (3.9)

As explained in [32], v3 is not the viscosity of the solid phase, but is chosen instead to
archive a slip length Lgj, in the slip condition (2.3)).



3.2 The /-2f1s-Model

We now present the J-2f1s-model. All equations are defined in (0, 7] x Q. The flow is
governed by the Navier—Stokes equations and involves the fluid fraction ¢y,

V- (¢pv) =0, (3.10)

O(ppv) + V- ((pfv + p1J1 + pada) ® V) = =6, Vp+ V- (29(8)V*v)
~ -1 (3.11)
— p3d(pp)v + S+ §p1VR.

This is coupled with the transport-diffusion-reaction equation for the ion concentration
O (dec) +V - ((¢ev + J1)c) = DV - (¢.Ve) + c*R. (3.12)
The phase-field variables ¢1, ¢2, ¢3 are satisfying the Cahn-Hilliard equations

o1 + V- (p1v+J1) =R, (3.13)
Bubs + V- (dav + Jo) = 0, (3.14)
O3 +V - (2003v + J3) = —R, (3.15)
M
Ji ==V, ie{1,2,3), (3.16)
0, W (®
i = “56() SN, ie {1,2,3). (3.17)

Compared to the common Navier—Stokes equations, some modifications appear in .
The fluid density pr(®) introduces a strong coupling between the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions and the Cahn—Hilliard equations. All terms except the advection term use the
modified quantities gZ;f, py and 7. Additional flux terms p;J; ® v are introduced to
account for momentum fluxes due to the Cahn—Hilliard evolution. Secondly, the dissi-
pative term —p3d(p;)v is added. Here d is a decreasing function s.t. d(0) = dy > 0 and
d(1) = 0, for example d(¢;) = do(1 — ds)?. The term d(¢;) is therefore active in the
solid phase and guarantees that v remains small there. It also influences the slip length
Lgip. Lastly, the surface tension term S is given by

S = —pagsV 3 prV 2] 2003V (3 — 11 — p2). (3.18)
by oy
The reaction term R modelling precipitation and dissolution of ions is given by
R=—q(®) (r(c) + ap1 — aus) . (3.19)

Here r(c) is the increasing reaction rate used in the sharp interface description .
Additionally the precipitation process can depend on curvature effects through surface
effects that are similar to surface diffusion, and are encountered if & > 0. Again, the
tilde denotes a modification of «, that is & = a4+ §. Finally, to concentrate the reaction
inside the diffuse interface region between fluid phase 1 and the solid phase, which is
equivalent to the assumption made in the sharp-interface model, the non-dimensional
term ¢(®) = 30¢%¢)§ is used. Observe that ¢ dominates wherever neither ¢ nor ¢- are
close to 0, which is precisely the envisaged location for the fluid 1 - mineral interface.
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Figure 1: Setting of the thin strip: The strip with length L and width ¢ consists of solid
walls (red, ® ~ (0,0, 1)") and fluid phases (light blue, dark blue). The diffuse interface
width € is smaller than /.

4 Nondimensionalization

We proceed by bringing the §-2 f1s-model — to a non-dimensional form, and
derived an upscaled counterpart of it by employing asymptotic expansion and averaging
techniques. We consider a simplified geometric setting. We start by introducing a thin
strip having length L and width ¢ < L, as shown in figure

With a chosen domain width £o > ¢, the domain Q = [0, L] x [—{q/2, o /2] includes
the thin strip mentioned above, which is identified as [0, L] x [—¢/2,¢/2]. The region
outside the strip is occupied by the mineral, so ® ~ (0,0, 1)! there. The diffuse interfaces
are located in regions of width €. We assume here that the diffuse-interface regions
remain clearly separated inside the thin strip, hence ¢ < £.

Three length scales can be identified, L > ¢ > e. These are related through the
aspect ratio § = ¢/L and the Cahn-Number Cn = /L, both assumed small. Observe
that, in fact, Cn <« 8 < 1.

The reference quantities used in the nondimensionalization procedure are listed in
table [II Nondimensional values are then identified by a hat. Note that we relate only
few reference values directly to each other. In particular we do relate reference values
when we want to emphasize an explicit dependence on ¥y, as seen for pref, drer and
tref- The choices are motivated as follows. To obtain an upscaled macroscopic velocity
of order Vet = Tyef/tref, the pressure drop in the thin strip has to scale with 1/(yef)?.
Also, the slip length Lg;;, is supposed to be of order ¢ and not L, which is achieved by
a momentum dissipation scaling 1/(yef)?.

We rewrite the Cahn number introduced above in terms of reference quantities, and
define other dimensionless numbers that are used below to relate the reference quantities:
the Reynolds number, Capillary number, Damkohler number and Péclet numbers of the



Variable Reference value Non-dimensional variable

time tref =T t = t/tref
space Tref = L, T = /Tt
Yref = E, Z) = /yref
Eref = € E=1
velocity Uref = xref/tref V= V/Uref
density Pref = P1 pi = pi/ prets © € {1,2,3}
[:)f = Pf / Pref
p f= ﬁf / Pref
ViSCOSity Yref = V1 ’:72 = 'Yi/’yrefa 1€ {17 27 3}
’7 = ’3// Vref
pressure Pref = ’Yrefvrefxref/(yref)Q p= p/pref
momentum dissipation rate | dyef = Yyet/ (prefy?ef) d=d /dyef
surface energy Yref = 21 3= i/ Yt 1 € {1,2,3}
CH mobility Moot = M M=1
CH chemical potential Href = Zrof/ Yref = p/ et
CH triple-well potential Wief = Zrof W = W /S et
molar concentration Crof = C* ¢ = ¢/ Cret
diffusion coefficient Dt =D D=1
reaction rate Tref 7(¢) = r(c)/Tret
interface-reaction diffusivity | auef = Tref/ href & = o/ Qupef

Table 1: Variables, Reference Values and non-dimensional quantities for the nondimen-
sionalization.



phase field and ion concentration,

Re — prefvrefxref’ Ca — ’Yrefvref’ Cn — 5ref’
VYref 2ref Lref ( 4 1)
TrefLref UrefLref UrefLref ’
Da = , Pecy = , Pe, = .
Uref Mref Dref

Clearly, the nondimensionalization also affects the spatial and temporal derivatives,
namely

V=2V, and ;= tye0;. (4.2)

We now can insert the non-dimensional variables of table the non-dimensional

numbers (4.1]) and the non-dimensional operators in (4.2)) into the §-2f1s-model (3.10])-
(3.17)). The non-dimensional equations become

V- (¢pv) =0, (4.3)
2 . A e A Cn = A4 . oa .
0;(pyv) + V- (v V) + ﬁPBCHV ~((prd1 + pad2) ® V)
1 - - 1 - . .
= —— p+ —V - (27(@)VV .
Vit ¥ 2H(@)V ) (14)
1 A~ 1 1z 1 A
— ——p3d V+ ——S+ Da-p1V
52R€p3 (¢f)v+ /BRe Ca + a2p1VR’
for the flow,
0(et) + V - (peVE) + tn_g (J1é) = LR (¢.Vé) + DaR (4.5)
t\Pc c BPeCH 1¢) — Pec c ) .
for the ion transport-diffusion-reaction, while for the Cahn—Hilliard evolution one gets
e + ¥ - (619) + —" 7. 5, = DaRt (4.6)
tP1 1 BPQCH 1= ) .
Dy + % - (69%) + -7 Ty = 0 (4.7)
tP2 2 BPQCH 2 =Y, .
D3 4+ V - (20¢h3v) + On_g. J3 = —DaR, (4.8)
BPecu
J, = —éwi, ie{1,2,3}, (4.9
i a¢iW((I)) &2 .
- =" i i 1,2 . (4.1
5 Cn CnX;Vog;, i€{1,2,3}. (4.10)

All equations are defined in the dimensionless time-space domain (0, 1] x Q, where () =
[0,1] x [-£q/2,¢q/2]. The surface tension and reaction are given as

S= Y (?1> — sV <(?2> — 2063V (fi3 — fu — f12)
of O
—q(®)((8) + dviix — dvjis)

=
Il
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From here on, we will only work with the non-dimensional model and therefore the hats
are left out in the notation.

5 Upscaling in a Thin Strip

We now proceed by deriving the upscaled model, obtained when passing to the limit
B — 0. This means that the thin strip reduces to a one-dimensional object, as its width
is vanishing compared to its length.

We introduce new coordinates (x,y) such that x = (z,8y). In the thin strip we
expect all variables to vary in longitudinal direction e, on the length scale L = z.. and
in transversal direction e, on the length scale £ = yyet = Bayer. In particular this will
result in V = e,0; + e, 0y.

5.1 Scaling of Non-dimensional Numbers

The upscaled model will also depend on the scaling of the dimensionless numbers (4.1
with respect to 8. We consider the following behavior of these numbers with respect to

B

Re = Re (5.1)
Ca=Ca (5.2)
Cn = pe (5.3)
Da = Da/z (5.4)
Pecy = 1/(6*M) (5.5)
Pe. = Pe, (5.6)

where Re, Ca, &, Da, M, Pe, are constants independent of 3. In detail, these choices
are motivated as follows.

e The moderate Reynolds number (5.1)) leads to a parabolic flow profile in the thin
strip, we expect laminar flow.

e As the curvature of the fluid-fluid interface is of order O(3), choosing a moderate
capillary number Ca in leads to the same pressure in both fluids, thus the
capillary pressure becomes 0 (for sharp-interface models see also [22], [37]). Note
that this is a major difference to the three dimensional case, see e.g. [24], where
we expect a curvature of O(37!) leading to a nonzero capillary pressure.

e The scaling of the Cahn number Cn in can be reformulated to € = ¢/¢.
Therefore the the interface width e scales with the width of the thin strip, ¢. At
the same time, the diffuse interface regions are assumed to be localised inside the
thin strip, therefore we require ¢ < £. This translates into a fixed, small , i.e.
€ < 1. In the numerical experiments presented in Section [7| we choose & = 0.03.
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e We consider a moderate Damkohler number . In the sharp-interface model,
this would ensure that the interfaces move with moderate velocity inside the thin
strip, proportional to ¢/T. In the diffuse-interface model, the reaction is only
active in the diffuse-interface region, which has an area scaling with €. Therefore
Da is divided by &, and expect to have fluid-solid or fluid-fluid interfaces evolving
over the length scale £. A dominating Damkohler regime like Da = O(5~!) would
instead lead to equilibrium-type reactions in the upscaled model, but the evolution
of the interfaces should remain moderate. This can be achieved by assuming that
the molar density of the species in the precipitate is sufficiently high to compensate
the fast reaction kinetics.

e The high Péclet number (5.5 for the phase field assures that the evolution of the

phase field remains within the transversal length scale ¢ in an O(1) timescale.

e The moderate Péclet number of the ion diffusion ([5.6)) will result in a macroscopic
diffusion of ions, while the ion distribution in transversal direction equilibrates
faster than the O(1) timescale.

Lastly, the small, non-dimensional number § > 0 appears in the §-2f1s-model. It is used
as a regularisation parameter, to ensure the positivity of volume fractions, density and
viscosity. Here we assume that ¢ is constant and independent of 5.

5.2 Asymptotic Expansions

We assume that we can write solutions to the non-dimensional 0-2 f1s-model (4.3))-(4.10)
in terms of an asymptotic expansion in 8 of ®, v, p, ¢, p1, e, us. To be precise, we
assume expansions of the form

®(t,x) = Bo(t,z,y) + B®1(t, 2, y) + B°®2(t, 2, y) + ...,

where ®;, k£ € Ny does not depend on 5. In particular, we also use this notation for
other variables, e.g.

br=¢p0+ B+ ... = (P10 + doo+20¢30) + B (d11 + Pa1 + 20¢31) + ... .

Inserting these asymptotic expansions into the non-dimensional §-2 f1s-model we group
by powers of 3. We use Taylor expansions to handle nonlinearities, e.g.

r(c) =r(co + Ber +...) = r(co) + Br'(co)er + O(E2).

Remark 5.1. Note that the asymptotic expansions are written depending on the new
coordinates x and y. This means that in the e, direction variables can not vary on
the (non-dimensional) length scale 3, because a non-trivial function f(x/f) can not be
expanded in the form f(x/8) = fo(x) + Bf1(z) + .... In particular this implies that
there are no phase-field interfaces possible perpendicular to the thin strip, as they would
change the value of ® over the length Cn = 2. We will discuss in Section [7.2]a numerical
example that violates this assumption.
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The assumption is also violated for triple points, where all three phases meet, and
for points where interfaces meet the boundary of Q at y = +£0q /2. Therefore {g has to
be chosen big enough, such that the width of the thin strip does not reach fgq.

The nondimensional domain is given by € = [0, 1] x [—£q /2, ¢q/2] and we choose as
boundary conditions at y = +{q /2 for the upscaling, in detail

®(t,x,tlo/2) =
Oyp(t, z, £lo/2) =
Oyc(t,z, £l /2) =
v(t,z,+ln/2) =

© oo
= = D —

(5.

Expansion of (4.3), O(871): Recall that V = e,0, + 3~ 1e,d,. Therefore the leading
order terms of (4.3)) are of order O(871), we have

ay(dgfﬂvo) ey =0.
We will denote components of v as v(D = v - e, and v®® = v . e,. Note that ¢~)f70 >0
by construction in (3.4), so after integrating and using the leading order of boundary
condition ([5.10)) we can divide by ¢ and obtain
v =0 (5.11)
As expected, there is no leading order flow perpendicular to the thin strip.

Expansion of (4.3), O(1): With (5.11)) we get in first order

Ou(b1.0v5") + By(p0vi”) = 0. (5.12)

The O(f3) term of boundary condition (5.10) reads vi(y = £¢q/2) = 0. After integrating
(5.12) in y we can use this to get

la/)2
a/ drovit dy = 0. (5.13)

Here, q;f,ov((]l) is the flux in e, direction, so (5.13) implies that the total flux in e,
direction is conserved.

Expansion of ({.10), O(8~'): We get with Cn = 3¢ three terms in leading order

— 2% di0- (5.14)

_ 6¢iW((I)O)
Hio = - =z

Notably from the Laplacian only derivatives in ey-direction remain. In the upscaled
model this will lead to a Cahn-Hilliard evolution that is only acting in e, direction.
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Expansion of (4.6),(4.7), , O(1): Note that with (5.3), (5.4) and (5.5)) we can

write
Cn
BPecu

We insert (4.9) into (4.6)),(4.7), (4.8), as we do not treat J; as a primary variable.
Together with (5.11)) we have in leading order O(1)

= B%M and Da =

(5.15)

EM Da
010+ 0alor0v8") + 0, (o108 = S-02n0 = = Ro, (516)
EM
Q2.0 + Ou(d2,0v5") + Oy (d20vi”) — 27285/12,0 =0, (5.17)
EM Da
Outso + 0u(2665,094") + By(26030v1”) = 5~ Ofus0 = —— o, (5.18)

where the leading order term of the reaction is given by

Ry = —q(@o)(T(CO) + dﬂl,O — d/jgyg). (5.19)

Note that as in (5.14)) only the y-derivatives of the Laplacian remain in the leading order.

Expansion of (£.5), O(372): We obtain in leading order only one O(3~2) term
1

€c

8?;(?50,082;00) =0

Integrating in y and using the leading order term of boundary condition results in
$e.00yco = 0
Because by construction &c,o > 0, we conclude
By,co = 0. (5.20)

Therefore ¢ is constant in e, direction, and we write co = ¢(t,z) to emphasize that ¢y
only depends on the = coordinate.

Expansion of (&.5), O(87!): As we found d,co = 0 in (5.20)), we get in first order
only the term
1

DPe, ay(QZN)C,anCl) =0

With analogous argumentation to the O(872) case we get dyc; = 0 and can write
¢1 = c1(t, x) to show that ¢; is independent of y.
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Expansion of (4.5), O(1): Similar to the O(1) expansion of (4.6)),(4.7)),(4.8)), we in-
sert the Cahn-Hilliard flux J; (4.9) and the non-dimensional numbers (5.15)) into the
equation, and use (5.11)). We obtain the second order terms

~ EM
O¢(¢enco) + 5x(¢c,ov(()1)00) + ay(<i5c,ovg2)00) - =

N 9y(coOypi1,0)

1 - 1 ~ Da
= E@(%,O%%) + Piecay(¢c,08yc2) + ?RO

where Ry is given by ([5.19)). After integrating in y we can use the boundary conditions
(5.8), (5.9), (5.10) to eliminate the terms containing a y derivative. We obtain

d 69/2 - ZQ/Z (1)
n CO/ ¢c,0dy +aa: CO/ ¢c,OV0 dy (521)
dt —la/2 —lo/2
1 59/2 - ﬁ ZQ/Q
=—=—=0, / Pe,0dy | Ozco + = / Ry dy (5.22)
Pe. —lq/2 € Jtq/2

Here we have written ¢y outside of the integrals to emphasize that ¢y does not depend
on y. Equation (5.21)) is a transport-diffusion-reaction equation for cy(z,t), where the
coefficients still depend on the exact distribution of ®( in the e, direction.

Expansion of (4.4), O(373): The only term of order O(573) is
1 -
_Eﬁbmeyaym =0

As ¢ 1,0 1s positive by construction, we conclude that pg does not depend on y and write
Po = Po (tv €z ) :

Expansion of ([£.4)-e,, O(372): We investigate in the first order only the equation
for the z-component. With (5.11)) and py = po(t, ) the remaining terms are

1 - 1 - 1 1 ~ 1
— 2 0700up0 + 2=0,(3(20)0,vy ) — Z-pad(Br0)vy =0

(1)

We can interpret this a a linear differential equation for v;’ with boundary conditions
(5.10). In particular we can use the linearity to write

Vi () = —w(t 2, y)2upolt, 2) (5.23)

where w is the solution to the cell problem
psd(g.0)w — Oy (7(P0)dyw) = b0, (5.24)
w(t,z, £lo/2) =0 (5.25)

For a given ® the function w calculates the parabolic flow profile in the cross section of
the thin strip. As we expect from a Darcy-type flow, the fluid velocity is proportional

to —0zpo, shown in (5.23]).

15



Remark 5.2. We note that by construction 4 > 0 and therefore the cell problem ([5.24)),
(5.25) has a unique solution.

5.3 Upscaling in a Thin Strip: Summary

Let us summarize the results of the upscaling. Except for v we will only need the leading
order term of each unknown, and will therefore drop the subscript 0. We will call the

model (5.26)-(5.41)) the upscaled -2 f1s-model.
From (5.13]) and ([5.23)) we have the macroscopic continuity equation for the total flux

Q¢ and the Darcy-equation for the pressure p, and the macroscopic transport-diffusion-
reaction equation for the ion concentration ¢ ([5.21])

0,Qr =0, (5.26)

Qr=—KpOp (5.27)

Da

E

d
dt
These equations are macroscopic in the sense that the unknowns @, p and ¢ depend

only on = and ¢, but not on y. The parameters in these equations are upscaled quantities,
depending on the exact distribution of the phases in y direction

Rtotal (528)

(desoarc) + 02 (~Kedom)e) =

€c

Or (Qgc,totalaa: C) +

- la/2
ch,total :/ dcdy (529)
—EQ/?
Lo /2 5
K¢(t,x) :/ drw dy (5.30)
—to)2
Lo/2
Kc(t,.’lf) :/ Qsc'wdy (531)
—to)2
)2
Rtotal :/ Rdy (532)
—552/2

For the phase-field parameters we still have to solve the fully coupled 2-d problem
(5.14), (5.16)), (5.17), (5.18]), that is

EM Da
8t¢1 + 8;3(¢1V[()1)) + 8y(¢1V§2)) — iaﬁﬂl = ?R, (533)
EM
Oy + Ou(d2vV) + 0y (pav?) — gagm =0, (5.34)
EM Da
O3 + 0 (2603v 1Y) + 0, (26¢3v\?) — gajug =R (5.35)
Dy, W (®
i = ‘ﬁe() —eNidi  i€{1,2,3} (5.36)
with the reaction term
R = —q(®)(r(c) + apr — aps) (5.37)
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Note that in contrast to the non-dimensional model — the Cahn—Hilliard evo-
lution acts only in e, direction. The only term acting in e, direction is the transport of
the fluid phases. This will enable us in Section to develop a numerical model that
uses explicit upwinding for the fluid transport and can therefore decouple cell-problems
for different values of x.

For the flow it suffices to solve the cell problem ([5.24)), (5.25)

p3d(df)w — 9y(7(®)Oyw) = by, (5.38)
lim w=0 (5.39)
y—+la /2

and recover the flow v(()l), V§2) by (5.23) and (5.12)

vt = —wo,p (5.40)
Da(5v§)) + 0y (SpviP) =0 (5.41)

6 Sharp-Interface Limit of the Upscaled ¢-2f1s-Model

In the previous section we have investigated the scale separation 5 = ¢/L — 0. A
different limit process that is commonly investigated for phase-field models is the sharp-
interface limit ¢ — 0. In [32] this limit is analyzed for the 6-2f1s model (3.10)-(3.17),
resulting in the sharp-interface evolution described in Section

Because the upscaled 6-2f1s-model — still contains a Cahn—Hilliard evo-
lution, depending on the small number & = £/¢, we can investigate the sharp-interface
limit & — 0 of the upscaled 0-2f1s-model. This means that we are interested in the limit
process of vanishing diffuse interface width € compared to the width ¢ of the thin strip.
In the following we will use matched asymptotic expansions to analyze this limit, the
argumentation is mostly analogous to [32].

6.1 Assumptions and Scaling of Non-dimensional Numbers

To derive the the sharp-interface limit & — 0, we assume that Pe., Da, M are constant
and independent of £. This choice of scaling allows for a reasonable limit process, with
physical properties independent of the diffuse interface width.

The scaling § = & is important. The regularisation parameter § is introduced in the
6-2f1s to ensure the positivity of e.g. the density p;(®) in (3.8). This d-regularisation
is not necessary for the sharp-interface formulation, and the choice § = & leads to d
vanishing in the sharp-interface limit.

As a basic assumption we expect to have solutions that form bulk phases, charac-
terized by nearly constant ®, and interfaces, characterized by a large gradient of ®.
We also assume that p;, i € {1,2,3} is of order O(1), not of order O(Z~!), as equation
(5.36) would suggest. For a discussion of why this assumption is reasonable on a O(1)
timescale, see [29].
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We also assume that in an interface between phase ® = e; and ® = e; the third
phase is not present. This assumption is reasonable because with our constructions of W
minimizers of the Ginzburg-Landau energy W(®)+ . ¥;A¢; that connect ® = e;
and ® = e; satisfy ¢, =0, k € {1,2,3}\ {i,4}.

6.2 Outer Expansions

For the bulk phases we assume that we can write solutions to the upscaled 4-2f1s-model
(5.26)-(5.41)) in terms of an outer asymptotic expansion in & for the variables ®, w,
v(()l), V§2)7 P, ¢, U1, po, 3. That is, similar to the expansions in Section M we assume

expansions of the form
®(t,z,y) = BF(t, 2, y) +eRTU (L, 2, y) + ERS (L ay) + .

Here the outer expansion terms ®¢“, k € Ny are independent of &. The expansions for
the macroscopic variables p(z), ¢(x) do not depend on y. We will insert these expansions
into the upscaled §-2f1s-model and group by orders of £&. Analogous to Section [5] we
handle nonlinearities by Taylor expansion.

Outer Expansion of (5.36), O(57!): We can argue as in [32] to find that the only
stable solutions to the leading order terms are ®5“* = ey, k € {1,2, 3} with the restriction

PPt <0 and ¢4, 924 > 0 for {i,j} = {1,2,3} \ {k}. The additional restriction stems

from the fact that the triple well potential W depends on ¢ = &.
We define the set Q(t) to be the set of (z,y) where ®“(¢,2,y) = ej. In the sharp
interface formulation Q(t) will represent the domain of phase k.

Outer Expansion of (5.38), O(1): In Qs, i.e. in case ®J* = e3, we have ~§’cf‘g =0
and the leading order reads

psdow" — Oy (y30,wi™’) =0 (6.1)

where dg = d(0) > 0. In the fluid phases Q;, i € {1,2}, we have ®§** = e; and therefore
qﬁ‘}f‘g = 1. Note that by construction d(1) = 0. With this we obtain in leading order

— 0y (3i0yw") =1 (6.2)

Outer Expansion of (5.41)), O(1): In the fluid phases ®5“ = e;, i € {1,2} we have

QNS?“(f = 1 and obtain

2o (Vo) + 9,V =0 (6.3)
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Outer Expansion of (5.26)), (5.27), O(1): We now consider the macroscopic equa-
tions. The equations for the flow (5.26)), (5.27) upscale trivially, the leading order reads

0.Q74 = (6.4)

out out out
Q f0 — — az

where the parameter K ?’ff is the leading order expansion of K, using ([5.30)
Lo /2
K¢ = / E PFowsy dy. (6.6)
- Q

Note that the leading order expansion of ¢ 1 is O“t as the d-modification is of order O(g)
because of the scaling choice § = &.

Outer Expansion of (5.28)), O(1): For the transport-diffusion-reaction equation for
c let us first investigate the reaction term. We have with (5.32) and (5.37)
Da Da [t/? N 5
— Riotal = —/ q(®)(r(c) + apr — aps) dy
€ & Jtq/2

As q¢(®°“) = O(¢?) in the bulk phases ¢3“! = ey, k € {1,2,3}, there is no contribution
of the reaction term in the bulk at leading order. Note that there will be a contribution
of this term in the interface regions, see Section Overall we have for ([5.28) in leading
order

d 1 _
@ ( gz‘égtal OCSUt) + 855 (( Kg%tapoUt) OUt) - gaﬁﬂ ( 2j‘égtal,OaICSUt) + DaRinterface,O
C
(6.7)
with coefficients
. /2
¢2%0ta1,0 = / 2}6 dy, (6.8)
a2
to)2
K2y = / 0 wfo dy (6.9)
—to/2

and Rinterface,0 a5 a placeholder for the interface contributions of the reaction term.

6.3 Inner Expansions

We have shown in Section that the domain is partitioned into 21, 29 and Q3. We
locate the interfaces between the phases as

Lij(t) = {(z,y) € Q: ¢i(t, 2, y) = ¢;(t,x,y) > 1/3}. (6.10)
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We assume that I';; is a smooth, one-dimensional manifold. As explained in Remark
we do not consider triple-points, where all three phases meet, and do not allow for
the interfaces to touch the boundary of Q2 at y = +0q/2. Also, interfaces can not occur
perpendicular to the thin strip and therefore there exists locally around an interface I';;
a unique mapping s(¢, z) such that (z,s(t,x)) € T'y;.
We use this mapping to introduce a new coordinate z close to the interface
z(x,t) = m
5
Because we expect the interface width to be of size & , the coordinate z is scaled by e .
The velocity of I';; at (x, s) in y-direction is given by

v(z) = 0s(t, x)

We will use the new coordinates (¢, x, z) as the coordinates to describe the interfaces I';;.
For a generic function f(t,z,y) = f"(t,x,2) we obtain the transformation rules

o f = —éuazfm + O (6.11)
1 )

Oyf = 20" (6.12)

Do f = —é(ams)az £ 4 9, fin (6.13)

We assume that close to an interface I';; we can write solutions to the upscaled J-
2f1s- model in terms of an inner asymptotic expansion in & for the variables

P, w, VO , v1 , 41, o2, t3. That is we assume expansions of the form
®(t,z,y) = B(t,x,2) + 2RV (t, x, 2) + E2PY (t,2,2) + ...

with coefficients @};" independent of . In contrast to the outer asymptotic expansions,
the inner asymptotic expansions depending on the (¢, x, z) coordinates. This will lead to
different terms being of highest order when inserting the expansions into the upscaledd-
2f1s model. We do not use inner expansions of the macroscopic variables p and ¢, as
they are constant across all interfaces.

To relate inner and outer expansions, we match the limit value of inner expansions
for z — +oo with the limit value of the outer expansions at s (from the respective side).
The matching conditions are well studied [15], we use

lim & (¢ = lim ®§"(t,z,5+ 6.14
lim @G (¢, 2, 2) = Jim, (t,z,s+y) (6.14)
hm 0, @ (t,2,2) =0 (6.15)

z—+o00
hm 0, @ (t,x,2) = hm 0y @ (t, ,s £ y) (6.16)
z—Foo y_>
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Inner Expansion of -, £71): Consider an interface between bulk phases
&5t = e; and P = e;. With matching condition (6.14)) this means

ZEIEIOO "= e and le)rgo "= e (6.17)

Then by assumption we have no third phase contributions across the interface, that is
Wo=0, with ke {1,2,3}\{i,j}

Following the argument in [32] we calculate the leading order terms of (5.36|) for py and
find ”6 as a solution to the ordinary differential equation

Wi (876) — 0207 = (6.18)
with additional conditions
lim ¢ =0, hm ¢J0 = oio(t, x,0) =1/2.

The first two conditions are boundary conditions from (6.17]) while the third condition
stems from definition of I';; (6.10) and centers the interface at z = 0. With a lengthy
calculation q§"6 is implicitly given by

1 1 1 &7 (6.19)
S 30\1-d 9 1-¢%0) ) '

We find ¢}y by 10—1— ]0

Inner Expansion of (5.41)), O(z7!): Using the coordinate transformations (6.12)) and
(6.13]), we get in leading order

K 2 7
—(025)0 (¢fovoom) + 0, (¢f0V1o)m) =0.
Note that 9,s(t,z) does not depend on z and therefore

),in

(1),in

—(0y s)éf ovoo t qﬁf Ov1 o = const. (6.20)

with respect to z. Across the interface I'12 we have gbﬁl’"‘o = 1 and thus with matching
condition (6.14]) we get for all z € R

2 7

— (8x3)v8 Mt 2) +V 10 "t @, 2)
= lim —(@us)vyo " (t,2) + Vit 2) (6.21)
= y]i%h —(8965)\’83’0“t(t, z,sty)+ g 3 Ytz s +y)
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In particular this means that the term —(axs)v(()lg’om + vgzc)]’o"t is continuous across the

T'19 interface.
When matching (6.20)) at the fluid-solid interfaces I'13 and T'a3, ¢y vanishes in the
limit towards the solid phase, we can conclude

—(8,8) TV 4 iV =0 (6.22)

Using matching condition (6.14]) we find

7(8xs)vc()l())’om + Vf&’om =0 (6.23)

)

for the fluid velocity. This condition therefore allows only for fluid flow parallel to the
fluid-solid interfaces.

Inner Expansion of (5.33)),(5.34),(5.35), O(7!): We will argue analogous to [32].
The leading order expansions for ([5.33)), (5.34) and (5.35]) are given by

in in 2),in M n
— V0.0 — (028)0:(97vG0™) + 0:(WTovig™) — 52y 624
= —Daq(®F")(r(cg"™) + apuy — apsy)
- Vaz%?o — (025)0:(05 0V0 o7m) + 0. (5 o0vVi o’m) - *82112 0=20 (6.25)
n M 2 in Iy n out mn in 6.26
—v0,950 — gazﬂg,o = +Daq(®y")(r(cg™) + apiy — apsl) (6.26)

Let us first consider the interface I'13, with £ being in the ne ative z direction. Here
A g g
o = m and with - the advectlon terms vanish from We also have no

third phase contributions and therefore ¢ + ¢35 = 1. With notatlon fa—1 = ,u370 :“1,0

we calculate X3 - (6.26]) —>; - (6.24))
—(Z1 + Z)vd. ¢y — MOZpz—1 = (X1 + X3)Dag(®5) (r(cg™) — apz—1)  (6.27)

In [32] it is shown that with and by construction of ¢ the identity q(®{") =
OZQS?O holds. We can interpret as an ordinary differential equation for us_; with
boundary conditions lim,_, 1+ 0,u3—1 = 0 (by using matching condition )

In the case a = 0 all constant functions p3_1 are solutions to the differential equation,
under the compatibility condition

= —Dar(cq™). (6.28)
In case @ > 0 the unique solution to (6.27)) is given by the constant function

p3—1 = o (v + Dar(cg")). (6.29)
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We can combine (6.28)) and (6.29)), and also consider the case that the fluid and solid
side of the I'13 interface is switched. Overall we conclude

L { oz(;ﬂffo - ;rg%) +Dar(c) if lim,, o <I>6” =e3 and lim, , CIJf)” =e; (6.30)

a(ué’?o - NilT,LO) —Dar(c) if lim,, ¢’6n =e; and lim,_, <I>6” =e3

For I's3 we can argue analogous to the I'13 case. Because there is no precipitation,
ie. q(®y") =0, we obtain
in

11’y — piy = const. and v=0. (6.31)

Lastly, we consider the fluid-fluid interface I'12, with €1 in the direction of negative
z. There is no precipitation process, so with ¢(®{") = 0 we integrate over ((6.24) and
use matching conditions (6.14)) for qﬁ’ffo and (|6.15)) for 82/11'17}0 and obtain

= (D) Vi) VYT (6.32)

Furthermore u has to be constant in z, and with analogous argumentation using
also u) 90 1s constant.

Inner Expansion of (5.36]), O(1): We consider the interface I';; with €; in negative z
direction. We assume the absence of a third phase, that is }'C”O = O ke{1,2,3}\{i, 7},

and find by construction of W in (3.2) that 9, W'(®5) = Wiy (915). We examine the
difference p; — p at first order and find

pily — 1l = SiWi,( %) M= D020 — SiWEL(050) 00 + $;020% (6.33)

In absence of a third phase ¢’ + ;”0 = 1, and by construction Wyy(¢) is symmetric
around ¢ = 1/2. Therefore Wé’w( 70) = Wi ( m) and we rewrite (6.33]) as

uih = mio = (Wi (950) — 02) (Ziofy — 2501)

Recall that ,u,% — M% is constant across the interface I';;. After multiplying with 0,¢"
and integrating over z we calculate

i =i = [ (003) (uy — )

—0oQ
Wi (670) — 02) (Zidilh — Bjeyh) d2

Je
[

= 0: (Wi (07h) — 926178) (Sigls — 5507 dz

0:0ify — 0205) (Zidil — B;65%) da

88

8
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We have used partial integration to get to the third line, the boundary terms vanish with
matching condition (6.16]) and the structure of qb% (6.19). The fourth line evaluates to
zero with the identity (6.18]). Note that compared to [32] there is no curvature term in
this calculation, as the Cahn—Hilliard evolution acts only in the y-direction.

We conclude

it = 1 (6.34)
and (6.30) simplifies to

+Dar(c) if lim, o B = e3 and lim, o PF* = € (6.35)
v= — : : .
—Dar(c) if lim, o ®F" = €1 and lim, o B = e3

Inner Expansion of (5.38), O(272): At leading order the equation reads
0:(7(®F")0.wy") =0
After integrating in y we use matching condition divide by v(®%*) > 0 and find
. wi = 0. (6.36)

that is w is constant across the interface. With matching condition (6.15]) this implies

lim w"(t,z,s +y) = lim wi"(t,z,s —y). (6.37)

y—0t y—0t

Inner Expansion of , O(~1): With the first order term of reads
0. (1(@iMD.wi") = 0
We integrate and with matching conditions , we get
lim (y(@§ (L, z, s + y)dyw" (t,z,5 + y))

y=ot (6.38)
= lim (Y(®§(t, @, s — y)Oywi (t, 2,5 — y)) . '
y—0t

Inner Expansion of (5.28), O(1): We only need to investigate the reaction term

Da Da [la/2 ~ .
/ ¢(®)(r(c) + ap — aus) dy

— {%otal = T

€ & Jotq/2
On I'jy and T'yg we have ¢(®™) = O(2?) and therefore no leading order contribution.
Let us consider I'13 with ©; in negative z direction. Using (/6.34]) the leading order term
of the integrand is q(®)r(cg*'). Transforming the integral to the z coordinate results

in the leading order term of O(1)

o0

“Dar(g") [ a@i)d:

—0o0
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In [32] it is shown that by construction of ¢ we have ¢(®{") = d.¢4}). With matching
condition the integral evaluates to one. When considering I'13 with €1 in positive
z direction we get the same result.

There might be multiple I'13 interfaces contributing to the macroscopic reaction term.
Therefore, the total contribution to at order O(1) is

EJ, Rintcrfaco = —EIN(RS)"’(CSM) (639)

with N(I'13) being the number of I'13 interfaces for a fixed x.

6.4 Sharp-Interface Limit: Summary

We will summarize the results of the matched asymptotic expansions. We drop the
subscript 0 and the superscript out for ease of notation. We call — the upscaled
sharp-interface model.

The macroscopic equations for the unknowns (¢, p and c are given by ,

and (6.7]), that is

0.Qr =0, (6.40)
Qf = —Kfawp (6.41)

d 1 —
% (¢c,totalc) + 81 ((_Kcaxp)c) = ga‘r ((bc,totalamc) + Da Rinterface (642)

The coefficients of the upscaled equations depend on the distribution of the phases
in the thin strip. In contrast to the upscaled phase-field model - the sharp-
interface limit does not depend on the phase-field variables ®. Instead the three disjoint
domains Q;(t), Qa(t) and Q3(t) are used to locate the phases. The interface between €;
and §2; is denoted by I';;. We introduce the notation Q;|, = {y € [—n/2,¢a/2] : (z,y) € Q(t)},
and write N (I'13) for the number of I';3 interfaces at a given . With , , ,
(16.39) we can calculate the coefficients of — as

¢c,total(x) = vol (Q1|w) (643)

Ky(t,x) = / wdy (6.44)
QllIUQQ|Z

KC 9 = d 645

)= [ way (6.45)

Rinterface = _N(F13)T(C) (646)

We describe the evolution of the phases with the interface velocity v. This velocity
in y direction is given by (6.35)), (6.31]), (6.32), summarized as

v=+Dar(c) on I'y3, with ©; in +y direction (6.47)
v=20 on I'az (6.48)
V= —(8xs)v(()1) + ng) on I'1a. (6.49)
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For the flow profile we solve at each x and t a cell problem for the unknown w.

Summarizing (6.1)),(6.2), (6.37)), (6.38]) and the boundary condition (/5.39)), the unknown

w is given by the second order differential equation

—0y(110yw) =1 in Q| (6.50)
—0y(720yw) =1 in Oy, (6.51)

padow — Oy(y30,w) =0 in Q3 (6.52)
[w] =0 at I'i2,I'13, o3 (6.53)

[vo,w] =0 at I'12,T'13, a3 (6.54)

w=20 at y = +lqo/2 (6.55)

For the transport of the fluid-fluid interface I'12 in (6.49) we need the flow velocities
v(()l) and ng). We then get the horizontal flow velocity VO1 from ([5.40]), that is

v(()l) = —wdypo (6.56)
For the vertical flow velocity V§2) one has to solve (6.3),(6.21)) and (6.23)), summarized

8:(v§") +0,v?)y =0 in Q1 UT15 U Qs (6.57)
—(0z8)vy (4 ng =0 on I';3 and T'g3 (6.58)

6.5 Upscaled Sharp-Interface Model in a Simplified Geometry with
Symmetry

The upscaled sharp-interface model — uses no assumption on how the phases
are distributed. When these are appearing in a fixed order, the model simplifies. In this
case, there is no need to consider a general subdomain €2; for the phase ¢, it is sufficient to
know the width of the phase i layer in the y direction. These widths become unknowns
of the model.

We assume here the following simplified geometry. The solid phase (in €23) is covered
by a film of fluid 1 (occupying €21). The second fluid (in §22) is located in the middle of
the thin strip. For simplicity we assume symmetry around the xz-axis. An illustration of
the geometry is given in figure

With functions d; (¢, x) > 0, da(t,x) > 0, representing the width in y direction of the
fluid phase 1, respectively 2, we can describe this situation by defining

() ={(z,y) : —da(t,2) <y < da(t, 2)}
Q(t) ={(z,y) : —di(t,x) — da(t,z) <y < —da(t,x)}
U{(z,y) : da(t,x) <y < di(t,x) + da(t,z)}
Q3(t) ={(z,y) : —la/2 <y < —di(t,z) — da(t,x)}
{(z

U{(x,y) : di(t,z) + dao(t,x) <y < Llo/2}
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Figure 2: Symmetric geomery of two fluid phases in a thin strip

In this geometry the solution w to the cell problem — depends only on the
variables d; and d2, and on the choice of {g. With a lengthy calculation we find that
the terms depending on f decay exponentially fast for big £, and we drop them in the
following. The remaining terms lead to

2 ((di+dy)? (’Yl ) d3 2>
Kyp=— (28 (0 4Lyl +d
f ’Yl< 3 o 3 lip(d1 + d2)

2 [(d3  d3ds
Kc:— 71 71 LSi d d d
71<3—i- 9 + Laglip 1(dy + 2)>

with the slip length Lgy;, given by

il
Vpsdovs

We can relate 0;d; and 0idy with the interface velocities (6.47)-(6.49). Considering
the fluid-solid interface I'13 we get with (6.47))

leip =

O (dy +dy) = v =—Dar(c) (6.59)
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while for the fluid-fluid interface I'1o2 we calculate with (6.49]), (6.57]), (6.58])

8,5(12 =Vv
= —(Oudo)v) (8,2, dg) + v (¢, 2, do)
= —(Opda) VSV (t, 2, do) + VP (£, 2, do)

+ (Dp(dy + do) WS (8, dy + do) — vID(t, 2, dy + dy)
(1) (1) Bt (9)
— (Ou(ds + AW (b 7, dy + da) — (Dud)V O (t, 7, do) — / oD (t,z,y) dy
d2
() (1) B
= (Ox(d2 + dv1))vy ' (t,x,di + do) — (Ozd2) vy ' (t, x,d2) +/ Opvy (t,z,y)dy

da
do+dy (1)
=0, (/ Vo (tz,y) dy)
da

The integral equals the total fluid flux in « direction in the upper half of ;. We use
(6.56)), (6.45) and the symmetry of w around y = 0 to further calculate

do+d1 (1) da+dq 1
Ordy = 0y (/ Vy dy) = -0, ((axp)L wdy) = _iaz (Kcazrp) (6'60)
d2 2

We can now summarize ((6.40)),(6.41)),(6.42)),(6.59) and (6.59) as an upscaled model
for the unknowns di, da, p, Q7 and ¢

Oydy + Ordy = —Da r(c(t, z)) (6.61)

Ouy = 30, (Ke(dh, d2).p) (6.62)

Qp = —Ky(di,d2)0rp (6.63)

0:Qf =0 (6.64)

5 2a10) 0, (Ko, a)0up)e) = -0 (210,) — 2D (0 (6.65)

Remark 6.1. We can rewrite , to highlight the hyperbolicity of the model. As
discussed in Remark [5.1] one assumption for the upscaling is that there is no occurrence
of triple points. Therefore we assume d; > 0 and do > 0 and deduce Ky > 0, K. > 0.
We can now calculate

(6.66)

1 K.(dy,d
Ody = iQfa”ﬂ <(12)>

Ky(di,d2)

The unknown ds gets transported with flux @ s K./K; and can show hyperbolic behavior,
such as the formation of discontinuities.
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Fully resolved E—=0 o Fully resolved

Diffuse Interface Model ” Sharp Interface Model
B—0 f—0
Upscaled E—0 o Upscaled
Diffuse Interface Model ~ Sharp Interface Model

Figure 3: Models obtained by upscaling (8 — 0) and sharp interface limit (¢ — 0).

6.6 Asymptotic Consistency

In Section [f] we have investigated the limit process 8 — 0, while in Section [6] we ex-
amined & — 0. An common question is under which circumstances there is asymptotic
consistency, i.e. these two limit processes commute. In figure [3] all limit processes are
shown in a commutative diagram.

We investigate asymptotic consistency with non-dimensional numbers chosen as in
— with Re, Ca, Da, M, Pe. constant and independent of Z and 3. The non-
dimensional § is chosen as § = &.

When starting with the fully-resolved diffuse-interface model — the limit
€ — 0 results in a sharp-interface model as described in Section For details on this
sharp-interface limit, see [32].

When we assume the geometry of Section we can proceed to upscale the fully-
resolved sharp-interface model after introducing d; and dy. While the process is tedious,
the main ideas are analog to the calculations in [37]. In particular the asymptotic
expansion of interface conditions, normal vectors and curvature has to be handled with
care, as the coordinates x = (x,Sy) depend on (. For sake of brevity we skip this
calculation here.

With the geometry of Section we find asymptotic consistency, that is the limit
processes 8 — 0 and &€ — 0 commute. The result of the upscaling of the fully-resolved

sharp-interface model is exactly given by (6.61)-(6.65)).

Remark 6.2. In more general geometries, asymptotic consistency does not necessary
hold. This is due to the following observation. When upscaling a fully-resolved diffuse-
interface model, the parameter ¢ is constant and independent of 5. This leads to (;3 >0
and qzc > 0 everywhere. Because of this, we obtain upscaled equations for p and ¢ without
further assumptions on the geometry. The upscaled variables p and ¢ do not depend on
y, even if the geometry consists of two parallel channels separated by a solid region with
® ~ e3. On the other hand, when upscaling the fully-resolved diffuse-interface model,
the §-modifications have already vanished, as 6 = . In this case, it is possible to have a
different pressure p in each channel, that is in each connected part of Q1] U Qa|,. Also
it is possible to have a different ion concentration ¢ in each connected part of Q1,.

We conclude that we have asymptotic consistency under the condition that there is
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only one flow channel, i.e. Q1|; U$Qs|, is connected for every z, and that the first fluid
phase is connected, i.e. 4], is connected for every x. It is also possible to consider the
symmetric case as in Section and have two symmetric connected parts of fluid one.

7 Numerical Investigation

We will now compare the upscaled §-2f1s-model — to the fully-resolved 0-
2 fls-model —. Remark suggests that shock fronts can form in the upscaled
model. Note that in this case the assumptions for the upscaling in Section [p|are no longer
valid, and we expect different behaviours from the two models.

For the fully-resolved §-2f1s-model — we use a monolithic finite-element
implementation provided by the DUNE-Phasefield module [40]. We employ Taylor-Hood
elements for the flow variables velocity and pressure, and first-order Lagrange elements
for the ion concentration and the phase-field parameters. The implementation is based
on DUNE-PDELab [6] using ALU-Grid routines for adaptive grid generation [3].

7.1 Numerical Scheme for the Upscaled §-2f1s-Model
The upscaled 6-2 fls-model consists of multiple coupled problems. The upscaled equa-

tions - for the unknowns (), p and ¢ have parameters ( — that
depend on the distribution of phases in y-direction. This distribution is described by the
fully coupled 2-d problem ([5.33 - for the Cahn—Hilliard variables ¢, gbg, gi)g, W1, 2,
u3. Furthermore the flow proﬁle has to be calculated by the cell problem ([5.38] -
For simplicity we present the numerical scheme for equidistant time steps t, = nAt
and equidistant discretization in z by zx = kAwx. Let also xy11/9 = (T + Tpy1)/2-
For each t,,, xy we discretize the one-dimensional unknown ¢y, (y) = é1(tn, zx,y) with

: (n L (2)n
linear Lagrange elements, and analogous for gbg s qﬁg ko KT ko I s 13 1o Voi o Vig s wy.

Again, we also use this notation for other variables such as " K

We discretize the macroscopic unknown c(¢,z) with a finite volume scheme, that is
c"(r) = c(ty, ) is piecewise constant with c(t,,r) = ¢} for x € (zp_1/2, T41/2). The
pressure p"(x) = p(t,, ) is discretized using linear Lagrange elements with nodes x4 /2.
Therefore d;p is constant on each finite volume cell (z_1 /2, Tj41/2)-

Given @7, ¢ for all z;, at time ¢,, we now calculate the next time step using the
following algorithm.

1. For each zj, use ([5.38)),(5.39) to solve for wj(y). Here we use ® = ®} and the
finite element method to discretize the equation. The equations for different x;
are independent and can be solved in parallel.

2. For each xj calculate K%, and K7y, by

Lo /2 B la/2 B
K, = / Ty K= / g dy

—tQ
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3. Solve for p"(x) using the finite element method with
0y (—K70:p") =0

Here K;}(x) =K%, forz € (Th—1/2, Tht1/2)- As K% >0, the pressure p is either a
monotone increasing or monotone decreasing function, depending on the boundary
conditions. We assume from here on 9,p" < 0 and therefore fluid flow in positive
z direction. In case d;p™ > 0 the upwind schemes in Steps [ and [7] have to be
modified.

4. For each xj calculate v(()lll’”(y) = —wi(y)0zp" (x).

5. Next, for each zj we solve for vg ]Zn and the Cahn-Hilliard variables gzﬁg"};l, ¢§j€‘1,

,u?*k‘l? ,u;lzl, ugzl For vg ,3; we use (5.41) the with an explicit upwind scheme for

the z- derlvatlve ie.,
b (2) ka"((nz: ?k 1V (()111 L
Oy (PFHIviy") = : Ao (7.1)
This equation is coupled with the Cahn—Hilliard cell problems (5.33))-(5.36)). We
again use an explicit upwinding scheme for the z-derivative, that is

n n n 1 ,n n 1 ,n _—
P71}, - 1k ¢1,kV((),11 Lek—1V ((Jll 1 n+1 (2 5M82 nal
At + Az (¢ ") - b yHik (7.2)
Da n n n
- —?q@k“) (r(e"(@e) +anif! - au;,f)
¢n+1 _ n o V(l)ﬂ — " V(l)vn =N
At Az 21 v,
¢7’L+1 1 _ ngL-'rl d)n—l-l (74)
oW (I)n—I—l
= SIS B <€ ) _ex, it (7.5)
8 W (P n—l—l
= gt - g 7

Note that we do not use and (/5.36) - ) for gzb”+1 and u +1 Instead we use that
by construction ¢1 + ¢o + <;33 =1and g1+ p2 + p3 =0, See [32] for details.

We use the finite element method to discretize — and Newtons method to
solve the resulting nonlinear system. This step has by far the highest computational
cost. With the explicit upwinding scheme for the x derivatives, the cell problems
for each k fully decouple and can be solved in parallel. This leads to a significant
speedup in comparison to discretizing the Cahn—Hilliard evolution -
naively as a 2-d problem.
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6. Calculate ¢"F!  and R*'! i8S

c,total,k total,
Lo /2

n+1 _ n+1

¢c,total,k _/ (;Sc,k dy (78)
—La/2

to)2
Bibe== [ 0@ () s - w19
—LQ

n+1 _ (In+1 n+1
We also set ¢c,total,k+1/2 - (¢c,total,k + c,total,k+1)/2'

7. Finally we solve for ¢ using (5.28|) discretized by the finite volume method. We use
an implicit upwinding scheme for the transport in x-direction

Tn+1 n+l _ Tn n n n n+1 n n n+1
d)c,total,kck (;Sc,totahkck . Kc,kaQUp (wk)ck - gk—laﬂﬂp (xkfl)ck_l
At Ax
ntl _ n+l n+l _ n+l =
_ L1 g Gt % yne1 G %=1 | Dapan
= Pe. Az c,total,k+1/2 Az ¢ total,k—1/2 Az z total,k
c
(7.10)

7.2 Comparison: Formation of an N-Wave

As our first numerical example we choose a geometry as described in Section [6.5] with
the computational domain (x,y) € [0,1] x [-1,0]. For z = 0 and = = 1 we choose
periodic boundary conditions for all variables except the pressure p. For y = —1 we
use the trivially upscaled versions of the boundary conditions and for y = 0 we
choose boundary conditions according to the symmetry assumption.

We will compare the non-dimensional §-2 f1s-model with the upscaled d-2f1s-model
—. For simplicity we choose 71 = 72 and dj sufficiently big such that Lg;, ~ 0.
We choose the phase-field parameter ¢ = 0.03 and 6 = & as in Section [6}

We want to focus on the hyperbolic behavior of dy as described in Remark [6.1]
Therefore we choose ¢ in the initial conditions such that r(¢) = 0. This leads to no
precipitation or dissolution in the model, and the fluid-solid interface does not change
over time. We choose

dy +de =0.7 and di(x) = 0.4+ 0.15sin(2mx).

This corresponds to a plane fluid-solid interface and a sine-shaped fluid-fluid interface.
An image of these initial conditions is given in figure [

By applying a pressure difference as Dirichlet boundary condition at x = 0 and = = 1,
the two fluid phases will move in positive z-direction. The fluid velocity v(()l) is higher
in the center of the channel. As shown in figure [4] this will lead to a steeper fluid-fluid
interface over time. At a time t* > 0 the upscaled §-2 fs model has a fluid-fluid interface
that is perpendicular to the thin strip. As discussed in Remark the assumptions for
the upscaling in Section [5| are no longer valid. For times ¢t > t* the fluid-fluid interface
will roll over, leading to multiple layers of fluid phase 1 at the same x value.
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Figure 4: Evolution of the upscaled -2 f1s-model on the domain [0, 1] x [—1,0]. Shown
in red is fluid phase one, with fluid phase two above and solid phase below. From left
to right: Initial data, £ = 0.15, t = 0.3 and t = 0.45.

Yy Yy
— B=1
—0.2 —0.2| /... - B=3
\ --- B= %1
0.3 0.3 Py
—0U. —QOop 0\ S ] 8= 1l6
S up.

—-0.4 —-0.4

| | | | | | | |
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
x x

Figure 5: Fluid-fluid interface locations for the non-dimensional §-2 f1s-model with vary-
ing 3, and for the upscaled §-2 f1s-model. The interface is located through the condition
¢1 = ¢o. Left: t = 0.3, Right: ¢t = 0.44.

We can compare this behavior with the non-dimensional §-2 f1s-model in a thin strip
for different values of 8. As shown in figure [5] for times ¢ < t* there is a good agreement
between the non-dimensional §-2f1s-model with small values of 8 and the upscaled
0-2f1s-model.

In contrast to the upscaled 4-2f1s-model, the non-dimensional §-2f1s-model does
not evolve to a fluid-fluid interface perpendicular to the thin strip, as shown in figure
Instead, when reaching a steep fluid-fluid interface there are regions of high curvature
at the beginning and end of the steep passage. In these regions of high curvature the
surface tension leads to a pressure difference between the fluid phases, counteracting
the interface getting steeper. For smaller § the fluid-fluid interface allows for a steeper
passage in (z, y) coordinates, as this effect depends on the curvature in the x coordinates,
which are not scaled with j.
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Figure 6: Interface locations at time ¢t = 2.4 for the non-dimensional 4-2 f1s-model with
varying 3, and for the upscaled -2 f1s-model. The fluid-fluid interface can be seen in
the upper half and is located by the condition ¢1 = ¢o. The fluid-solid interface in the
lower half is located by ¢1 = ¢3.

7.3 Comparison: Precipitation

In the second numerical example we study precipitation in the thin strip. We use the
same domain and boundary conditions as in the previous example. Again, we choose
71 = 72, and a dy large enough so that Lg;, ~ 0. We further choose £ = 0.03 and § = &.
We use a simple, linear reaction rate r(c) = ¢ — 0.5 and choose the ion concentration to
be in equilibrium initially, that is ¢ = 0.5 everywhere. With di(z) = 0.4 and dy(z) =
0.3 in the initial conditions correspond to the phases being layered in the thin strip,
without depending on z. To induce precipitation we add a source term s(x) to the ion
conservation equation , it now reads

Cn
BPecn

The source terms upscales trivially at order O(3°), and the upscaled ion conservation
equation ([5.28]) is now given by

qa
dt

! V - (¢.Ve) + DaR + ¢es(x).

at(écc) + V- (¢eve) + Pe

V- (ch) =

@WMQ+QWKQMQ:;

N Da N
aa: (ch,totalaxc) + ?Rtotal + ¢c,tota15(x)-

€c

We choose the ion source to be located between x = 0.1 and x = 0.3, in detail
s(z) = max(0,62.5(x — 0.1)(0.3 — x))

Figure [6] shows a comparison between the non-dimensional 4-2f1s-model with dif-
ferent values of 3, and the upscaled -2 f1s-model. There is a good agreement between
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the full model with small values of 5 and the upscaled model. For large values of (8
there is less precipitation in the thin strip. This is due to the ion concentration ¢ not
being constant in y-direction. The source term &cs(a:) generates ions everywhere in the
first fluid phase, but precipitation removes ions from the first fluid phase only at the
fluid-solid interface. This leads to an oversaturation ¢ > 0.5 further away from the fluid-
solid interface. For smaller values of § the diffusion in y-direction results in more ions
precipitating and therefore a smaller oversaturation of ions in the fluid phase.

Figure [0] also shows the influence of a non-constant width of the thin strip on the
flow inside the thin strip. The fluid-fluid interfaces are pushed towards the center of the
thin strip, where flow velocities are higher.

References

[1] H. ABELs, H. GARCKE, AND G. GRUN, Thermodynamically consistent, frame
indifferent diffuse interface models for incompressible two-phase flows with different
densities, Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 22 (2012), p. 1150013, https://doi.
org/10.1142/50218202511500138.

[2] A. AcosTi, B. GIOVANARDI, L. FORMAGGIA, AND A. SCOTTI, A numerical pro-
cedure for geochemical compaction in the presence of discontinuous reactions, Adv.
Water Resour., 94 (2016), pp. 332-344, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.advwatres.
2016.06.001.

[3] M. ALKAMPER, A. DEDNER, R. KLOFKORN, AND M. NoOLTE, The DUNE-
ALUGrid module, Archive of Numerical Software, 4 (2016), pp. 1-28.

[4] S. M. ALLEN AND J. W. CAHN, A microscopic theory for antiphase bound-
ary motion and its application to antiphase domain coarsening, Acta Metallur-
gica, 27 (1979), pp. 1085-1095, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/
0001-6160(79)90196-2, https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/
pii/0001616079901962.

[5] L. BANAS AND H. MAHATO, Homogenization of evolutionary stokes-cahn-hilliard
equations for two-phase porous media flow, Asymptot. Anal., 105 (2017), pp. 77-95,
https://doi.org/10.3233/asy-171436.

[6] P. BasTiAN, F. HEIMANN, AND S. MARNACH, Generic implementation of finite

element methods in the distributed and unified numerics environment (dune), Ky-
bernetika, 2 (2010).

[7] C. BECKERMANN, H.-J. DIEPERS, I. STEINBACH, A. KARMA, AND X. TONG,
Modeling melt convection in phase-field simulations of solidification, J. Comput.
Phys., 154 (1999), pp. 468-496, https://doi.org/10.1006/jcph.1999.6323.

35


https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218202511500138
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218202511500138
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.advwatres.2016.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.advwatres.2016.06.001
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0001-6160(79)90196-2
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0001-6160(79)90196-2
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0001616079901962
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0001616079901962
https://doi.org/10.3233/asy-171436
https://doi.org/10.1006/jcph.1999.6323

8]

[12]

F. BoYyErR AND C. LAPUERTA, Study of a three component Cahn—Hilliard flow
model, Math. Model. Anal., 40 (2006), pp. 653—-687, https://doi.org/10.1051/
m2an : 2006028l

F. BoYeEr, C. LAPUERTA, S. MINJEAUD, B. PIAR, AND M. QUINTARD,
Cahn—Hilliard/Navier—Stokes model for the simulation of three-phase flows,
Transp. Porous Media, 82 (2010), pp. 463-483, https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11242-009-9408-z.

F. BOYER AND S. MINJEAUD, Hierarchy of consistent n-component Cahn—Hilliard
systems, Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 24 (2014), pp. 2885-2928, https://
doi.org/10.1142/50218202514500407.

C. BRINGEDAL, I. BERRE, I. S. Pop, AND F. A. RADU, Pore scale model for
non-itsothermal flow and mineral precipitation and dissolution in a thin strip, J.
Comput. Appl. Math., 289 (2015), pp. 346-355, https://doi.org/10.1016/7.
cam.2014.12.009, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2014.12.009.

C. BRINGEDAL, I. BERRE, I. S. Popr, AND F. A. Rabpu, Upscaling of non-
isothermal reactive porous media flow with changing porosity, Transp. Porous Me-
dia, 114 (2016), pp. 371-393, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11242-015-0530-9,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11242-015-0530-9.

C. BRINGEDAL, L. vVON WOLFF, AND 1. S. Pop, Phase field modeling of precip-
itation and dissolution processes in porous media: Upscaling and numerical exper-
iments, Multiscale Model. Sim., 18 (2020), pp. 1076-1112, https://doi.org/10.
1137/19M1239003.

R. Bunoiu, G. CARDONE, R. KENGNE, AND J. WOUKENG, Homogenization of 2d
cahn-hilliard-navier-stokes system, J. Elliptic Parabol. Equ., 6 (2020), pp. 377-408,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41808-020-00074-wl

G. CAcGINALP AND P. C. FIFE, Dynamics of layered interfaces arising from phase
boundaries, SIAM J. Appl. Math., 48 (1988), pp. 506-518, https://doi.org/10.
1137/0148029.

J. W. CanN AND J. E. HILLIARD, Free energy of a nonuniform system. i. in-
terfacial free energy, The Journal of Chemical Physics, 28 (1958), pp. 258-267,
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1744102, https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1744102!

K. DALY AND T. ROOSE, Homogenization of two fluid flow in porous media, Proc.
Roy. Soc. A Math. Phys. Engrg. Sci., 471 (2015), p. 20140564, https://doi.org/
10.1098/rspa.2014.0564.

C. J. v. DunN AND P. KNABNER, Travelling wave behaviour of crystal dissolution
in porous media flow, European J. Appl. Mathematics, 8 (1997), pp. 49-92.

36


https://doi.org/10.1051/m2an:2006028
https://doi.org/10.1051/m2an:2006028
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11242-009-9408-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11242-009-9408-z
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218202514500407
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218202514500407
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2014.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2014.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2014.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11242-015-0530-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11242-015-0530-9
https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1239003
https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1239003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41808-020-00074-w
https://doi.org/10.1137/0148029
https://doi.org/10.1137/0148029
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1744102
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1744102
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2014.0564
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2014.0564

[19]

[20]

[22]

23]

O. DunBAR, K. F. LAM, AND B. STINNER, Phase field modelling of surfactants
in multi-phase flow, Interfaces Free Bound., 21 (2019), pp. 495-547, https://doi.
org/10.4171/IFB/429.

K. KuMAR, T. L. v. NOORDEN, AND I. S. Popr, Effective dispersion equations for
reactive flows involving free boundaries at the micro-scale, Multiscale Model. Simul.,
9 (2011), pp. 29-58, https://doi.org/10.1137/100804553, https://doi.org/
10.1137/100804553.

K. KuMAR, M. WHEELER, AND T. WICK, Reactive flow and reaction-induced
boundary movement in a thin channel, STAM J. Sci. Comput., 35 (2013), pp. B1235—
B1266.

S. Lunowa, C. BRINGEDAL, AND 1. PoP, On an averaged model for immiscible
two-phase flow with surface tension and dynamic contact angle in a thin strip, Stud.
Appl. Math., Early view (2021), https://doi.org/10.1111/sapm.12376.

S. METZGER AND P. KNABNER, Homogenization of two-phase flow in porous media
from pore to darcy scale: A phase-field approach, Multiscale Model. Simul., 19
(2021), pp. 320-343, https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1287705.

A. MIKELIC, On an averaged model for the 2-fluid immiscible flow with surface
tension in a thin cylindrical tube, Computat. Geosci., 7 (2009), pp. 183-196, https:
//doi.org/10.1023/A:1025527716078.

A. MIKELIC AND L. PAoOLI, On the derivation of the buckley-leverett model from
the two fluid navier-stokes equations in a thin domain, Computat. Geosci., 4 (2000),
pp. 99-101, https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1011503731330.

C. NAVIER, Mémoire sur les lois du mouvement des fluides, Mémoires de I’ Académie
Royale des Sciences de 'Institut de France, 6 (1823), pp. 389-440.

T. L. v. NOORDEN, Crystal precipitation and dissolution in a thin strip,
European J. Appl. Math., 20 (2009), pp. 69-91, https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0956792508007651.

T. v. NOORDEN, Crystal precipitation and dissolution in a porous medium: effective
equations and numerical experiments, Multiscale Model. Simul., 7 (2009), pp. 1220—
1236, https://doi.org/10.1137/080722096.

R. L. PEco AND O. PENROSE, Front migration in the nonlinear Cahn—Hilliard
equation, Proc. Roy. Soc. London Series A: Math. Phys. Sci., 422 (1989), pp. 261
278, https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1989.0027.

D. PiccHi AND I. BATTIATO, The impact of pore-scale flow regimes on upscal-
ing of im-miscible two-phase flow in porous media, Water Resour. Res., 54 (2018),
pp. 66836707, https://doi.org/10.1029/2018WR023172!

37


https://doi.org/10.4171/IFB/429
https://doi.org/10.4171/IFB/429
https://doi.org/10.1137/100804553
https://doi.org/10.1137/100804553
https://doi.org/10.1137/100804553
https://doi.org/10.1111/sapm.12376
https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1287705
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1025527716078
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1025527716078
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1011503731330
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956792508007651
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956792508007651
https://doi.org/10.1137/080722096
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1989.0027
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018WR023172

[31]

[32]

[36]

[39]

[40]

M. REDEKER, C. ROHDE, AND I. SORIN Pop, Upscaling of a tri-phase phase-field
model for precipitation in porous media, IMA J. Appl. Math., 81 (2016), pp. 898—
939, https://doi.org/10.1093/imamat/hxw023.

C. RoHDE AND L. vON WOLFF, A ternary Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes model
for two-phase flow with precipitation and dissolution, Mathematical Models and
Methods in Applied Sciences, 31 (2021), pp. 1-35, https://doi.org/10.1142/
S50218202521500019, https://doi.org/10.1142/50218202521500019.

M. SCHMUCK, M. PRADAS, G. PAVLIOTIS, AND S. KALLIADASIS, Upscaled phase-
field models for interfacial dynamics in strongly heterogeneous domains, Proc. Roy.
Soc. A Math. Phys. Engrg. Sci., 468 (2012), pp. 3705-3724, https://doi.org/10.
1098/rspa.2012.0020.

M. ScHMUCK, M. PrRADAS, G. PAVLIOTIS, AND S. KALLIADASIS, Derivation of
effective macroscopic stokes—cahn—hilliard equations for periodic immiscible flows in
porous media, Nonlinearity, 26 (2013), pp. 3259-3277, https://doi.org/10.1088/
0951-7715/26/12/3259.

R. ScuuLz, Crystal precipitation and dissolution in a porous medium: evolv-
ing microstructure and perforated solid matriz, Spec. Topic. Rev. Porous
Media:  An Int. J., 10 (2019), pp. 305-321, https://doi.org/10.1615/
SpecialTopicsRevPorousMedia.2019029274.

R. ScuuLz, N. RAy, F. FrRaANK, H. S. MAaHATO, AND P. KNABNER, Strong
solvability up to clogging of an effective diffusion-precipitation model in an evolving
porous medium, Eur. J. Appl. Math., 28 (2017), pp. 179-207, https://doi.org/
10.1017/S0956792516000164.

S. SHARMIN, C. BRINGEDAL, AND I. S. Popr, On wupscaling pore-scale
models for two-phase flow with evolving interfaces, Advances in Water Re-
sources, 142 (2020), p. 103646, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
advwatres.2020.103646, https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/
pii/S0309170819312928.

Y. SuN AND C. BECKERMANN, Diffuse interface modeling of two-phase flows based
on averaging: mass and momentum equations, Phys. D, 198 (2004), pp. 281-308,
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physd.2004.09.003.

T. vAN NOORDEN AND C. EcK, Phase field approximation of a kinetic moving-
boundary problem modelling dissolution and precipitation, Interfaces Free Bound.,
13 (2011), pp. 29-55, https://doi.org/10.4171/IFB/247.

L. voN WOLFF, The DUNE-Phasefield Module (release 1.0), 2021, https://doi.
org/10.18419/darus-1634, https://doi.org/10.18419/darus-1634.

38


https://doi.org/10.1093/imamat/hxw023
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218202521500019
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218202521500019
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218202521500019
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2012.0020
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2012.0020
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/26/12/3259
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/26/12/3259
https://doi.org/10.1615/SpecialTopicsRevPorousMedia.2019029274
https://doi.org/10.1615/SpecialTopicsRevPorousMedia.2019029274
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956792516000164
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956792516000164
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.advwatres.2020.103646
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.advwatres.2020.103646
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0309170819312928
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0309170819312928
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physd.2004.09.003
https://doi.org/10.4171/IFB/247
https://doi.org/10.18419/darus-1634
https://doi.org/10.18419/darus-1634
https://doi.org/10.18419/darus-1634

	1 Introduction
	2 The Sharp-Interface Model
	3 The Phase-Field Model
	3.1 Preliminaries
	3.2 The -2f1s-Model

	4 Nondimensionalization
	5 Upscaling in a Thin Strip
	5.1 Scaling of Non-dimensional Numbers
	5.2 Asymptotic Expansions
	5.3 Upscaling in a Thin Strip: Summary

	6 Sharp-Interface Limit of the Upscaled -2f1s-Model
	6.1 Assumptions and Scaling of Non-dimensional Numbers
	6.2 Outer Expansions
	6.3 Inner Expansions
	6.4 Sharp-Interface Limit: Summary
	6.5 Upscaled Sharp-Interface Model in a Simplified Geometry with Symmetry
	6.6 Asymptotic Consistency

	7 Numerical Investigation
	7.1 Numerical Scheme for the Upscaled -2f1s-Model
	7.2 Comparison: Formation of an N-Wave
	7.3 Comparison: Precipitation


