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Grand-potential-based phase-field model of dissolution/precipitation: lattice
Boltzmann simulations of counter term effect on porous medium
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Abstract

Most of the lattice Boltzmann methods simulate an approximation of the sharp interface problem of dissolution and
precipitation. In such studies the curvature-driven motion of interface is neglected in the Gibbs-Thomson condition. In order
to simulate those phenomena with or without curvature-driven motion, we propose a phase-field model which is derived
from a thermodynamic functional of grand-potential. Compared to the free energy, the main advantage of the grand-potential
is to provide a theoretical framework which is consistent with the equilibrium properties such as the equality of chemical
potentials. The model is composed of one equation for the phase-field ¢ coupled with one equation for the chemical potential
. In the phase-field method, the curvature-driven motion is always contained in the phase-field equation. For canceling it,
a counter term must be added in the ¢-equation. For reason of mass conservation, the u-equation is written with a mixed
formulation which involves the composition ¢ and the chemical potential. The closure relationship between ¢ and u is derived
by assuming quadratic free energies for the bulk phases. The anti-trapping current is also considered in the composition
equation for simulations with null solid diffusion. The lattice Boltzmann schemes are implemented in LBM_saclay, a
numerical code running on various High Performance Computing architectures. Validations are carried out with analytical
solutions representative of dissolution and precipitation. Simulations with or without counter term are compared on the shape
of porous medium characterized by microtomography. The computations have run on a single GPU-V100.
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1. Introduction Eq. (1a) is the mass conservation of solute in bulk domains
I (t) (where ®@ = s, 1), ¢ is the composition, Dg is the dif-
fusion coefficient of liquid (& =) and solid (® = s). Al-
though D; is supposed to be zero in most of the dissolution
studies, two diffusion coefficients D; and Dy are considered
for mathematical reasons. In Section 2.4, we will see the
necessity of using an anti-trapping current in the phase-field

model when Dy = 0. Two conditions hold at the interface

apd transport at pore scale [2, 3, 4] (s'ee [5] for a recent rfa- Ty(). The first one (Eq. (b)) is the balance of advec-
view). When the surface of separation Iy between solid tive and diffusive fluxes where v,, is the normal velocity of

(s).and 1 iquid (/) does not depend on time, it is sufficient interface. In that equation the right-hand side is the differ-
to identify the nodes located at the interface ?md to aPply ence of diffusive fluxes between liquid and solid, n is the
the bounce-back method. However, when physico-chemical i 116rmal vector of interface pointing into the liquid, and

processes ocour on the surface of solid, such as those in- ¢y is the composition of the solid phase. The second inter-

volved in m?trix dissolution or pore clogging, it is Neces-  fyce equation (Eq. (I¢)) is the Gibbs-Thomson condition
sary to consider the free-boundary problem because the in- . rejates the driving force G(c) (left-hand side) to the

te;lrface.: p081ft10n Ly (t)llsan.W alful.lCtIOIl of tlm.e..Th.e gene.:rtalll interface motion (right-hand side). In literature, the most
sharp interface model of dissolution and precipitation with- .00 form of G (¢) is proportional to the difference be-

out fluid flows writes: tween the interface composition ¢; and the solid composition
cs: G(c) o (¢; — ¢g). Two terms contributes to the interface

% _ peVie inTo(t) (a) motion: 'the first one is the cur\{ature—dfiven motion —dpkK
ot where ¥ is the curvature and d| is a capillary length coeffi-
(c—c5)vy = —DVe .n|l +D,Vc-n . on Cy(t) (1b) f:ient: Thfa second 'term is the nqrmal vel'oci'ty van where
G(c) = —dok— Bvn onTy(t) (10) isa iqm.mc coefficient representlng the dissipation of energy.

n literature, the lattice Boltzmann methods often simu-

late an approximation of that sharp interface problem. In [6],
*Corresponding author. Tel.:+33 (0)1 69 08 40 67 the equilibrium distribution functions are designed to fulfill
Email addresses: teo.boutin@cea. fx (TEO BOUTIN), the mass conservation at the interface (Eq. (1b)). However,

werner.verdier@cea.fr (WERNER VERDIER), h 1 . 1 . . f th .
alain.cartalade@cea. fr (ALAIN CARTALADE) the method only simulates an approximation of the Gibbs-

The Lattice Boltzmann Equation (LBE) [1] is an attrac-
tive method to simulate flow and transport phenomena in
several areas of science and engineering. Because of its
local collision term and its ease of implementation of the
bounce-back method, the LBE has been extensively applied
in porous media literature for simulating two-phase flows
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Thomson condition because the curvature term is neglected
(—dpx = 0). For instance in [7], Eq. (1c) is replaced by an
evolution equation of the volume fraction of solid: the time
variation of the mineral volume V is related to the reaction
flux by o,V = —V,,A(c —¢y) [7, Eq. (5)] where V,,, is the mo-
lar volume of mineral and A is the product of solid area times
a kinetic coefficient. The model has been applied recently
in [8] for studying the influence of pore space heterogeneity
on mineral dissolution. When the surface tension of the ma-
terial can be neglected, then the assumption —dpk = 0 hold.
But in most cases —dpk # 0 and the accurate position of in-
terface I'y;(#) must be computed while maintaining the two
conditions Eqgs (1b)-(1c) at each time-step.

Alternative methods exist for simulating the interface
tracking problem. In the “phase-field method”, a phase in-
dex ¢ = ¢(x, ¢) is introduced to describe the solid matrix if
0 = 0 (solid) and the pore volume if ¢ = 1 (liquid). The
phase index varies continuously between those two extreme
values (0 < ¢ < 1) i.e. the method considers the interface
as a diffuse zone. That diffuse interface is characterized by
a diffusivity coefficient M, and an interface width W. The
interface, initially a surface, becomes a volumic region of
transition between liquid and solid. The model is composed
of two coupled Partial Derivative Equations (PDEs) defined
on the whole computational domain. The first equation de-
scribes the dynamics of the phase-field ¢ and the second one
describes the dynamics of composition ¢ = ¢(x, 7). Those
two PDEs recover the sharp interface problem Eqs. (la)—
(1c) when W — 0. The Gibbs-Thomson condition Eq. (1c)
is replaced by the phase-field equation which contains im-
plicitly the curvature term —dpk. By “implicitly” we mean
that the phase-field models always include the curvature-
driven motion when they derive from a double-well poten-
tial.

Various phase-field models have already been proposed
for simulating the processes of precipitation and dissolution
[9, 10, 11, 12]. The main feature of those works is the model
derivation from a free energy functional .# [, c]. The phase-
field models that derive from such a functional have been
successfully applied for solid/liquid phase change such as
those encountered in crystal growth (e.g. [13] for pure sub-
stance and [14, 15] for dilute binary mixture). For those
applications, the functional %[, T| depends on the phase-
field ¢ and the temperature 7', which is an intensive thermo-
dynamic variable. In spite of those successes for solid/liquid
phase change, an issue occurs for models involving com-
position. The composition is an extensive thermodynamic
quantity and the models do not necessarily insure the equal-
ity of chemical potentials at equilibrium. In order to fulfill
that condition, the Kim-Kim-Suzuki (KKS) model [16] in-
troduces two fictitious compositions ¢ (x, #) and ¢;(x, t) in
addition to the global composition ¢(x, ¢). The two PDEs are
formulated in ¢ and ¢ and the source term of ¢ depends on
¢y and ¢;. With a Newton method, those two compositions
are explicitly computed inside the interface by imposing the
equality of chemical potential [17, p. 126]. That model has
been applied for dissolution in [10, 12].

A formulation based on the grand-potential thermody-
namic functional Q[d, 4] avoids that supplementary numer-
ical stage. That approach, proposed in [18], yields a phase-

field model that is totally equivalent to the KKS model. That
theoretical framework contains the construction of common
tangent and insures the equality of chemical potential at equi-
librium. In the same way as they are derived from .#[¢, c],
the PDEs are established by minimizing Q[¢, u|. Hence,
we retrieve the same features in the definition of Q. The
density of grand-potential is composed of two terms. The
first one, noted ®;,; (¢, V@), contains the standard double-
well potential and the gradient energy term of the inter-
face. The second one, noted @y, (9, 1) is an interpola-
tion of bulk grand-potentials g (u). Those latter come from
the Legendre transform of free energy densities fo(c). The
main dynamical variables of Q are the phase-field ¢ and the
chemical potential u = u(x,t). The chemical potential is
the conjugate variable to ¢, and like temperature, it is an
intensive thermodynamic quantity. Whereas it is inappro-
priate to make an analogy between T and ¢ when deriving
models, an analogy can be done between 7 and u. Thus,
the asymptotics are quite similar for establishing the equiv-
alence between the sharp interface models and the phase-
field ones. That theoretical framework is already extended
to study multi-component phase transformation [19]. It has
been applied for dendritic electro-deposition in [20]. The
capability of grand-potential phase-field models to simulate
spinodal decomposition is presented in [21]. In reference
[22] effects are presented of introducing elasticity with dif-
ferent interpolation schemes in the grand-potential frame-
work.

Contrary to solidification, the curvature term —dpK is
often neglected in models of dissolution and precipitation.
For instance in [9], the Gibbs-Thomson condition simply
relates the normal velocity v, proportionally to (¢; —c;). In
[10] the normal velocity is only equal to the Tafel’s equa-
tion [10, Egs. (2)-(3)]. In [11], the curvature term ap-
pears in the sharp interface model but the coefficient in front
of the curvature is considered very small. However, the
curvature-driven motion plays a fundamental role in the Ost-
wald ripening [23]. The Ostwald ripening is the dissolu-
tion of matter that occurs at regions with small radius of
curvature. After diffusion of solute through the liquid, a
re-precipitation occurs at regions with larger radius of cur-
vature. The phenomenon originates from the difference of
chemical potentials between solid grains of different sizes
which is proportional to the surface tension and inversely
proportional to the radius (i.e. the curvature k). The larger
grains are energetically more favorable than smaller ones
which disappear in favor of bigger ones. The same process
occurs for two-phase systems composed of two immiscible
liquids. The drop of pressure is proportional to the ratio
of the surface tension over the radius (Laplace’s law). The
smallest droplets disappear whereas the larger ones growth.

As already mentioned, that motion is always contained
in the phase-field model. If it is undesired in the simulations,
itis necessary to add a counter term 7M¢K|V(])| in the phase-
field equation as proposed in the pioneer work [24]. The
counter term has been included for interface tracking in the
Allen-Cahn equation in reference [25]. For two-phase flows
a “conservative Allen-Cahn” equation has been formulated
in [26] and coupled with the incompressible Navier-Stokes
equations. For dissolution, the same term has been con-



sidered in the phase-field equation of [9]. Here, the effect
of the counter term is presented on the dissolution of a 2D
porous medium. That term has an impact on the shape of the
porous medium and the heterogeneity of composition inside
the solid phase.

In this paper, we derive in Section 2 a phase-field model
based on the grand-potential functional for simulating the
processes of dissolution and precipitation. In Section 2.1,
the phase-field equation is presented without counter term
—M¢K|V(])| for keeping the curvature-driven motion. Next,
in Section 2.2, the counter term is included in the phase-
field equation which is reformulated in conservative form.
Although the second main dynamical variable is the chemi-
cal potential i, we use in this work a mixed formulation be-
tween the composition ¢ and the chemical potential u (Sec-
tion 2.3). The reason of this choice is explained by a better
mass conservation when simulating the model. For the sake
of simplicity, the link to a thermodynamic database is not
considered in this work. The grand-potential densities of
each bulk phase derive from two analytical forms of free en-
ergy densities. We assume they are quadratic with different
curvatures € and € for each parabola (Section 2.3). Next,
Section 2.4 is dedicated to a discussion about the relation-
ships of phase-field parameters W, A and M, with the sharp
interface parameters, the capillary length dy and the kinetic
coefficient 3. Those relationships will give indications to set
the coupling parameter A in the simulations.

The model is implemented in LBM_saclay, a numerical
code running on various High Performance Computing ar-
chitectures. With simple modifications of compilation flags,
the code can run on CPUs (Central Process Units) or GPUs
(Graphics Process Units) [27]. The LBM schemes of phase-
field model are presented in Section 3. A special care is
taken for canceling diffusion in solid phase and accounting
for the anti-trapping current. Validations are carried out in
Section 4. LBM results are compared with analytical so-
lutions for precipitation and next for dissolution. The first
case is performed for D; ~ D; (Section 4.1) to show the dis-
continuity of composition on each side of interface. The
second one presents for Dy = 0 (Section 4.2) the impact of
anti-trapping current on the profiles of composition. Finally,
in Section 5, we present the dissolution of a porous medium
characterized by microtomography. Two simulations com-
pare the effect of the counter term on the composition and
the shape of porous medium.

2. Phase-field model of dissolution/precipitation

The purpose of this Section is to present the phase-field
model of dissolution and precipitation. Its derivation intro-
duces a great quantity of mathematical notations. The rea-
son is inherent to the whole methodology: the diffuse inter-
face method, which originates from out-of-equilibrium ther-
modynamics, recovers the sharp-interface model through the
matched asymptotic expansions. Each keyword introduces
its own mathematical notations. All those relative to physi-
cal modeling are summarized in Tab. 1.

In Section 2.1, we remind the theoretical framework of
grand-potential Q, and we present the general evolution equa-
tions on ¢ and u. Section 2.2 reminds the equilibrium prop-

erties of the phase-field equation and introduces the counter
term for canceling the curvature-driven motion. Equations
on ¢ and u require the densities of grand-potential for each
phase (i) and ;(u). In Section 2.3 their expressions
are derived from analytical forms of free energies f;(c) and
fi(c). The phase-field model will be re-written with a mixed
formulation between u and ¢ with the compositions of coex-
istence and the equilibrium chemical potential. Finally, in
Section 2.4 a discussion will be done regarding the links be-
tween phase-field model and free-boundary problem.

2.1. General equations on ¢ and u in the grand-potential
theoretical framework

The grand-potential Q[¢, u| is a thermodynamic func-
tional which depends on the phase-field ¢ = ¢(x, #) and the
chemical potential u = u(x, r), two functions of position x
and time 7. In comparison, ¢(x, ¢) and the composition c(x, )
are two main dynamical variables of free energy .#[¢, c|.
The functional of grand-potential contains the contribution
of two terms:

0o, = [ [00n(0.90) + 0pur(p. ]V @

The first term inside the brackets is the grand-potential den-
sity of interface ®;, (¢, Vo) which is defined by the contri-
bution of two terms depending respectively on ¢ and Vo:

Oint (0, Vo) = Hoog, (9) + % ’Vq)’z' (€)

In Eq. (3), the first term is the double-well potential @, (®)
and H is its height. The second term is the gradient energy
term which is proportional to the coefficient £. A quick di-
mensional analysis shows that the physical dimension of H
is an energy per volume unit ([E].[L]~3) and ¢ has the di-
mension of energy per length unit ([EL.[L]™ Y. Those two
contributions are identical for models that are formulated
with a free energy functional %[0, ¢|. The mathematical
form of the double-well used in this work will be specified
in Section 2.2.

In Eq. (2), the second term @y, (¢, 1) interpolates the
grand-potential densities of each bulk phase w;(u) and w; (u)
by:

Opuik (9, 1) = p(0) oy (1) + [1 — p()] @y (1) “)

where p(0) is an interpolation function. It is sufficient to
define it (see Section 2.4) as a monotonous function such as
p(0) =0 and p(1) = 1 in the bulk phases with null deriva-
tives (w.r.t. ¢) p’(0) = p’(1) = 0. In this work we choose

p(9) =0%(3-29) (52)
and its derivative w.r.t. ¢ is
P'(6) =66(1-0) (5b)

With that convention, if ¢ = 0 then o, (1) = @s(u) and if
¢ = 1 then @y (1) = 0y ().

In this paper, we work with the dimensionless compo-
sition ¢(¢, u) describing the local fraction of one chemical



Nomenclature of physical modeling

Symbol Definition Dimension Description

Thermodynamics

Q[o, y] [E] Grand-potential functional

u(x, 1) [E].[mol] ! Chemical potential

C(o, p) [mol].[L] 3 Global concentration depending on ¢ and u

O (0, VO) Eq. 3) [E].[L]3 Grand-potential density of interface

@y, (0) see Tab. 2 -] Double-well potential of minima ¢, and ¢;

Opui (0, 1) Eq. 4) [E].[L]3 Interpolation of bulk grand-potential density

Vin [L]3.[mol] ! Molar volume

X =09C(0,u)/ou  [mol]”.[L]3.[E]”"  Generalized susceptibility

o) -] Index for bulk phases: solid ® = s and liquid ® =/

% [LIP.[E] [Tt Mobility coefficient of the interface

do (x) -] Hyperbolic tangent solution

¢ [E].[L]~! Coefficient of gradient energy term

H [E].[L]3 Height of double-well function

c =(1/6)y/2CH [E].[L]"? Surface tension

Ja(c) [E].[L]3 Free energy density of bulk phases

me [-] Compositions for which fg is minimum

O (1) = fo —uC [E].[L]3 Grand-potential density of each bulk phase

£p [E].[L]3 Curvature of quadratic free energies

& = /€& [E].[L]3 Reference volumic energy for dimensionless quantities
A f’”i" = fs’,"m — 1’”[” [E].[L]3 Difference of minimum values of free energy densities
D =0p/8 [-] Dimensionless grand-potential of bulk phases

7(1) = fo/& [-] Dimensionless free energy densities

Phase-field model

0(x, 1) ] Phase-field ¢, < ¢ < ¢

Oy, O; -] values of ¢(x, ¢) in bulk phases: ¢; =0 and ¢; = 1

w =+/8(/H [L] Interface width of ¢-equation

M, = My( [L12.[T]! Diffusivity of ¢-equation

A =8&/H [-] Coupling coefficient of ¢-equation

n(x, 1) =Vo/|Vo| (-] Unit normal vector of interface

c(0, p) = VuC(0, 1) (-] Global composition depending on ¢ and u

H(x, 1) =u/(EVm) -] Dimensionless chemical potential

el =A™ /Am [-] Equilibrium chemical potential of interface Eq. (29a)
cg [-] Coexistence (or equilibrium) compositions of each phase
c“°(0) Eq. (29b) [-] Interpolation of coexistence compositions c° and c¢{°
Do [L12.[T]! Diffusion coefficient of solid (¥ = s) and liquid (® =)
p(0) see Tab. 2 [-] Interpolation function of derivative zero for ¢ =0 and ¢ = 1
h(0) see Tab. 2 -] Interpolation function for c(¢, u)

q(0) see Tab. 2 [-] Interpolation function for diffusion coefficients

Z5(0, 1) Eq. (25) -] Source term of phase-field equation

K(x, 1) =V.n [L]! Curvature

—Myx|V9| [T} Phenomenological counter term

Jar(x, 1) Eq. (32) [L].[T]! Phenomenological anti-trapping current

a 1/4 [-] Coefficient of anti-trapping current

Sharp interface

Vi =v-n [L1.[T]! Normal velocity of interface

doy Eq. (36a) [L] Capillary length in Gibbs-Thomson condition Eq. (35¢)
Be Eq. (36b) [L]~L[T] Kinetic coefficients in Gibbs-Thomson condition for ® = s, [
qs =D,/D, -] Ratio of diffusion

€ =W /dy [-] Small parameter of asymptotic expansions

Fo, Fo Do, 5 See Tab. 3 [-] Integrals (part 1) of interpolation functions (for ® = s, /)
I, KX, Jo See Tab. 3 -] Integrals (part 2)

Eq, E,, Es Error terms derived from the asymptotic analysis

Table 1: Main mathematical symbols with their physical dimensions. Unit convention: energy [E], length [L], time [T] and mole [mol].



species and varying between zero and one. It is related to
the concentration C(¢, u) (physical dimension [mol].[L] %)
by ¢(, u) = V,,C(0, u) where V,, is the molar volume of
(IL1?.[mol]™!). For both chemical species, the molar vol-
ume is assumed to be constant and identical. In the rest
of this paper V), will appear in the equations for reasons of
physical dimension, but it will be considered equal to V,,, = 1
for all numerical simulations.

The concentration C is now a function of ¢ and u. It is
related to the grand-potential by [18] C(d, ) = —0Q/du =
—0Wpy1x (0, 1) /du. The application of that relationship with
®pik (9, 1) defined by Eq. (4) yields:

doy (1)

Clous) =) - 25, 20

411 pio1 |- 25

The concentration C(¢, u) is defined by an interpolation of
derivatives of ®(u) and @;(u) w.r.t. u. Each derivative de-
fines the concentration of bulk phase C,(u) = —dw;(u)/du
and Cj(u) = —dwy; (1) /du.

In Eq. (4), the grand-potential densities of each bulk
phase ;(u) and o;(u) are defined by the Legendre trans-
form of free energy densities f;(c) and f;(c):

} (6)

Wo() = folc) —uC  for  @=s51  (7)

where y = dfp/dC. Finally, the phase-field equations are
obtained from the minimization of the grand-potential func-
tional Q[d, u]. The most general PDEs write (see [18, Eq.
(43) and Eq. (47)]):

0 _ 24 {ev20 - Ha, 0)

~P @) o) -]} 6

10,02 =V [D(0, (0.1 Vsd

—p'(0) {a(’gﬁ” ) _ acgl(l” )] % (b

ot

Eq. (8a) is the evolution equation on ¢(x, ¢) which tracks
the interface between solid and liquid. The phase-field equa-
tion is derived from d;¢ = —M,3Q/3¢ where M, is a co-
efficient of dimension [L]3.[E]"'.[T]~!. The equilibrium
properties of that equation are reminded in Section 2.2. The
derivative of the double-well function w.r.t. ¢ is noted /,,, =
0®g,,/09. Compared to the model of reference [18], we no-
tice the opposite sign of the last term because our convention
is ¢ = O for solid and ¢ = 1 for liquid. In the reference, ¢ = 1
is solid and ¢ = —1 is liquid and the interpolation function
p(0) is opposite. In order to reveal the diffusivity coefficient
My = My of dimension [L]?.[T]~", the coefficient { can be
put in factor of the right-hand side. In that case, the second
term is multiplied by H/{ whereas the last term is divided
by C.

Eq. (8b) is the evolution equation on chemical poten-
tial p(x,¢). It is obtained from the conservation equation
0,C(¢,u) = =V - jairs where the diffusive flux is given by
Jairf = —D(¢, 1)x (0, u)Vu. The time derivative term has
been expressed by the chain rule dC(¢, ut) /0t = (dC/du) s+

(aC/9¢)d;0. The function (0, i), called the generalized
susceptibility, is defined by the partial derivative of C(0, u)
with respect to u. For most general cases, the coefficient
D(0, u) is the diffusion coefficient which depends on ¢ and
. Here we assume that the diffusion coefficients D and D;
are only interpolated by ¢, i.e. D(¢, u) = D(d). Actually,
in section 2.3, that equation on u will be transformed back
to an equation on C (or ¢) for reasons of mass conservation
in simulations. Eq. (6) will be used to supply a relationship
between u and c.

For simulating Eqgs. (8a) and (8b), it is necessary to de-
fine the grand-potential densities of each bulk phase ®;(u)
and o;(u). They both derive from Legendre transforms (Eq.
(7)) which require the knowledge of free energy densities
fs(c) and fi(c). The free energy densities fi(c) and f(c)
depend on the phase diagram of chemical species (or mate-
rials), the temperature and the number of species involved in
the process (binary or ternary mixtures). When the model is
implemented in a numerical code coupled with a thermo-
dynamic database, those values are updated at each time
step of computation. A method for coupling a phase-field
model based on the grand-potential with a thermodynamic
database is proposed in [28]. A coupling of a phase-field
model with the “thermodynamics advanced fuel international
database” is presented in [29] with OpenCalphad [30, 31].
In this work, we assume in Section 2.3 that the densities of
free energies f;(c) and fj(c) are quadratic.

The variational formulation based on the grand-potential
yields to evolution equations on ¢ and u (Egs. (8a)-(8b)).
Two ingredients are missing in those equations: the first one
is the counter term —M¢K|V¢| and the second one is the
anti-trapping current j,. In our work, both are not con-
tained in the definition of grand-potential Q[¢, y] and have
no variational origin. The counter term has been derived in
[24]. Tt is used in the phase-field equation (Section 2.2.2) to
make vanish the curvature-driven motion. The anti-trapping
current has been derived in [32]. It is used in the chemical
potential equation (Section 2.3.4) to cancel spurious effects
at interface when the diffusion is supposed to be null in the
solid. Their use is justified by the matched asymptotic ex-
pansions carried out on the phase-field model. The links be-
tween the phase-field model and the free-boundary problem
will be discussed in Section 2.4.

2.2. Equilibrium properties of phase-field equation

The phase-field equation Eq. (8a) has the same structure
as those derived from functionals of free energy. Hence, the
equilibrium properties such as the hyperbolic tangent solu-
tion Qp, the interface width W and the surface tension G re-
main the same. Those equilibrium properties are reminded
in Section 2.2.1 with one particular choice of double-well
potential @, (0). This is done for two reasons. The phase-
field equation is written with “thermodynamic” parameters
C, H and M,. The phase-field equation is re-written with
“macroscopic” parameters My, W and the dimensionless cou-
pling coefficient A because they are directly related to the
capillary length dy and kinetic coefficient § of sharp inter-
face model. The equilibrium properties are also necessary
for introducing in Section 2.2.2 the kernel function ‘V({)‘ =
49(1 —¢)/W and the counter term —Myk|V¢|.



2.2.1. Hyperbolic tangent solution ¢o, width W and surface
tension

When the system is at equilibrium, the construction of
common tangent hold and the chemical potential is identi-
cal in both phases of value y?. The construction of common
tangent is mathematically equivalent to (1Y) = w;(u®?).
When the two phases are at equilibrium, we define the cor-
responding compositions of coexistence (or equilibrium) by
¢§? = ¢;(u?) and ¢§? = ¢;(u*?) for solid and liquid respec-
tively. Hence, the last term proportional to p’(¢) in Eq.
(8a) vanishes at equilibrium and the time derivative is zero
(90/dt = 0). We recognize the standard equilibrium equa-
tion for the interface (V2 — H o/, =01i.e. in one dimension
Cd?>¢/dx* — Hdo/dd = 0. After multiplying by d¢/dx, the
first term is the derivative d /dx of (d¢/dx)* and the second
term becomes a derivative of the double-well w.r.t. x. After
gathering those two terms inside the same brackets, it yields:

i (3) - o

] -0 ©)

In this work we define the double-well by

@(0) = ¢°(1-9)° (102)
for which the two minima are ¢; = 0 and ¢; = +1 and its
derivative w.r.t. ¢ is:

@, (9) = 20(1 - 0)(1 - 29) (10b)

For that form of double-well, the solution of Eq. (9) is the
usual hyperbolic tangent function

0p(x) = % {1 4+ tanh (;};)] (11)

where the interface width W and the surface tension G are
defined by

/ 1
W = % and 6:6

We can check that the square root of the ratio /H is homo-
geneous to a length as expected for the physical dimension
of the width W. Moreover, the square root of the product CH
is homogeneous to an energy per surface unit as expected for
the surface tension 6. The two relationships Eq. (12a) can
be easily inverted to yield

2H  (12a)

3
= EWG and

H=122 (12b)
W

From Eq. (12b), the ratio H/{ is equal to 8/W?2. Hence,

the factor in front of the double-well in Eq. (8a) can be

replaced by 8/W? and the factor of the last term is once

again expressed with W2 ie. 1/{ =8/(W?H).

As a matter of fact, the double-well function Eq. (10a)
is a special case of other popular choices of double-well.
For example in two-phase flows of immiscible fluids, the
double-well is @g, (0) = (0; — 9)*(0 — 05)? [33] with ¢, <
0 < ¢; for which the two minima are ¢; and ¢;. For that
form of double-well, the equilibrium solution is g (x) =
0.5[0; + 05 + (¢; — ¢5) tanh (2x/W)], the surface tension is

o = (1/6)(¢; — d5)*\/2CH and the interface width is W =

[1/(¢; — d5)] \/8C/H. Egs. (11) and (12a) can be recovered
by setting ¢; = 1 and ¢; = 0. Another popular choice of

double-well is @y, (0) = (0* — 0)?(¢ + ¢6*)? [34] for which
the two minima are +¢*. Once again, that double-well func-
tion is a particular case of the previous one by setting ¢; = ¢*
and ¢; = —0¢*. The equilibrium solution writes 0¢(x) =
o*tanh(2x/W), the surface tension is 6 = (4¢*3/3)/2CH
and the interface width W = (1/¢*)/2{/H. In this work
the choice of Eq. (10a) is done by simplicity.

2.2.2. Removing the curvature-driven motion in Eq. (8a)

Another useful relationship that derives from Eq. (9) is
the kernel function {V(M. The square root of the term inside
the brackets yields [V¢| = (4/W)./®q, where the coeffi-
cient 2H /{ was replaced by the interface width W with Eq.
(12b) (2H /{ = 16/W?). Thus, with a double-well function
defined by Eq. (10a), the kernel function writes:

Vo| = f«b 1-0) (13)

For canceling the curvature-driven interface motion, a
counter term —Mq,K’Vd)’ is simply added in the right-hand
side of the phase-field equation. The counter term is propor-
tional to the interface diffusivity My, the curvature x and the
kernel function ‘V¢|. The curvature is defined by k =V -n
where n is the unit normal vector of the interface

_ Vo
Vol

In Section 2.4.3, we check that adding such a counter
term in the phase-field equation cancels the curvature mo-
tion —dpK in the Gibbs-Thomson equation. In order to write
the phase-field equation in a more compact form, we remark
that the second term involving the derivative of the double-
well is equivalent to

(14)

8M¢

O 0l () = ~Myn V[V

(15a)

provided that the kernel function Eq. (13) is used for ‘Vq)‘
If the counter term M¢K‘V¢‘ is added in the right-hand
side of Eq. (8a) then

8M¢

W2 (l)dw(q)) —M¢K|V¢| = —M¢n~V‘V¢f —M¢(V-n) |V¢|

(15b)
where the definition of the curvature Kk = V -n has been
applied for the second term. The right-hand side of Eq.
(15b) is =M,V - [|V¢|n] and by using the kernel function

|VO| = (4/W)o(1 — ¢) the phase-field equation writes

%y

&M
Vo ol 0| — 3ty (@)a0 (6

ot W2H
where A® = ;(u) — @ (u). In simulations of Sections 4 and
5 two versions of the phase-field equation are used: Eq. (8a)
when the curvature-driven motion is desired and Eq. (16)
when that motion is undesired. When the source term of
that equation is null, and when an advective term V - (ud) is
considered, Eq. (16) is the conservative Allen-Cahn equa-
tion that is applied for interface tracking of two immiscible
fluids [26, 35].



2.3. Phase-field model derived from quadratic free energies

The source terms of Eqgs. (8a) and (8b) contain the bulk
densities of grand-potential «;(u) and @s(u). They need to
be specified. Here, we work with analytical expressions
which define explicitly ®; and ®; as functions of u. The
main advantage of that choice is to simplify their expres-
sions by involving several scalar parameters representative
of the thermodynamics. The densities of grand-potential are
defined by the Legendre transform of free energy densities
fs(c) and f;(c). In [18], several choices for fo(c) are pro-
posed in order to relate the grand-potential framework to the
well-known models derived from free energy. The simplest
phenomenological approximation is a quadratic free energy
for each phase ® = s and ® =[:

fole) = S(c=mel + [ for ®=sl  (T)
where €, of physical dimension [E].[L]73, are the curva-
ture of each parabola and mg are two values of composi-
tion for which fg(c) are minimum of values £, In other
words, when the phase diagram (i.e. the free energy ver-
sus composition) is available, it presents two regions (one
for each phase) of smallest free energy {g”‘ corresponding
to the composition me. Eq. (17) means that each region
is approximated by one parabola, where €4 is a parame-
ter for improving the curvature fit around each minimum.
As a comparison, the well-known Cahn-Hilliard equation is
derived from one single double-well potential. The Cahn-
Hilliard model is a fourth-order equation where the vari-
able plays the roles of interface tracking and composition.
Here, the single double-well is approximated by two sepa-
rated parabolas. The advantage of that splitting is to facil-
itate the thermodynamical fit around each minima by using
two functions with their own parameters. The double-well
Mgy, defined in ®;,; (Eq. (3)), is used for tracking the inter-
face between the bulk phases. With that approach, the pa-
rameters of ®;,, control the interface properties (width and
surface tension) whereas the parameters of fg control the
thermodynamics. As a drawback, the compositions of solid
and liquid must not be initialized too far from each com-
position mg. In particular, the spinodal decomposition can-
not be simulated without modification of the model. Let us
emphasize that the compositions mg do not correspond to
the coexistence compositions cg (also called compositions
of equilibrium). When a binary system is considered with
€, = g, the construction of common tangent yields a simple
relationship between mg and cg (see Section 2.3.2). But
this is not true for more general cases, in particular for a
system with two phases and three components.

In this Section, all terms of Egs. (8a) and (8b) involving
g are simplified with the hypothesis of Eq. (17). First,
Section 2.3.1 deals with the difference of grand-potential
densities ®;(u) — (1) which will be written with the di-
mensionless chemical potential u and the thermodynamical
parameters €q, me and 73",‘” of Eq. (17). Section 2.3.2 intro-
duces the coexistence compositions cg of interface and the
equilibrium chemical potential g°?. The difference o;(u) —
o (1) will be re-expressed with ¢g, i and fi?. In Section
2.3.3 the composition equation is re-written with a mixed

formulation between c(¢, u) and g, and in Section 2.3.4 the
anti-trapping current j,, will be formulated as a function of
cg - Finally, the complete model is summarized in Section
2.3.5.

2.3.1. Difference of grand-potential densities in ¢-equation

We start with the difference ;(u) — @;(u) where the
chemical potential is defined by u = dfe/dC = V,,dfs/dc
(for @ = s, ). By inverting those relationships to obtain c as
a function of y, the Legendre transforms of each bulk phase
yield the grand-potential densities as function of u (see in-
termediate steps in [18]):

2

H H min
— — —mp + for
Wieg Ve e

0o (1) = ®=s5,1 (18)

Before going further we set Af™" = fmin — fmin and we de-
fine the quantity & = /€€, (dimension [E].[L]7?) for in-
troducing the dimensionless quantities ®g, fi and AF™ by
0p = Dp& (With ® =, 1), = @V,,& and Af™n = EAF™.
With those reduced variables, the difference Aw = ®; () —
o, (1) writes

(& &) B

VEE 2
Finally, if we define the dimensionless coefficient of cou-
pling by A = 8&/H, the last term of Eq. (8a) writes

EAD =& (my—mg)a—AF"™ | (19)

8My& AM,
— P ©AB= -T2 A0 (20)

where for future use we have set .74 (0, i) = .%; defined by:

—&) P —min
So=0 @) | O mgm-a7™| - an

When the free energies are quadratic, the coupling term of
Eq. (8a) becomes Eq. (20) with .%(¢, i) defined by Eq.
(21). The dimensionless chemical potential z appears ex-
plicitly in that equation.

2.3.2. Coexistence compositions and chemical potential of
equilibrium
In Eq. (21), my and m; are two specific values of ¢ for
which the quadratic free energies f; and f; are minimum. A
close link exists between mg and the coexistence (or equi-
librium) compositions cg. Two relationships allow deriving
them: the first one is the equality of chemical potential y“?:

of| . o
e TV

(4 =V, (22a)

— CO _~CO
c=c§ c=cj

and the second one is the equality of grand-potential densi-
ties

0 (1) = (1), (22b)

The graphical representation of Eq. (22b) is the standard
construction of common tangent. When the curvature of



each parabola are identical €, = ¢ = ¢, Eq. (22a) yields
ul = c® —ms = c{° —my and Eq. (22b) yields
A?min
gl=—— 23
H A (23)
where Am = mg; — m; and Afmm has been defined in Section
2.3.1. Finally, those two conditions yield two simple rela-

tionships between cg’ and the parameters mg and 72’”:

Afmin

¢’ =my+ 7£m (24a)
Afmin

3 =mg+ i—m (24b)

In the binary case this couple of coexistence compo-
sitions is unique, and the mathematical model can be re-
defined with cg and u®?. More precisely in Eq. (21), m; and
mg are replaced with ¢j” and c{® by using Egs. (24a)-(24b).
In addition, the ratio Afmm /Am is simply replaced by u?.
The source term simplifies to

Fo=p'(9)(c5” — i) (m—a") (25)

Here the source term has been formulated with ¢ and
cj’ provided that &, = g, = €. If & = g; the relationships be-
tween me and cg are more complicated because they are
solutions of second degree equations. That case will be
studied in a future work. Finally, we can relate the com-
positions ¢(¢, i) to the chemical potential z. By using the
definition Cp (1) = co(u)/V,y and the dimensionless nota-
tion @ = u/V,,&, we obtain ¢;(7) = f(es/g)"/? + my and
cs(m) = m(e; /&5)"/? + my. Those relationships will be use-
ful in Section 4.

2.3.3. Mixed formulation and closure relationship between
c(0, f) and @ in c-equation

Even though the equation on chemical potential (Eq.
(8b)) could be directly simulated, we prefer using a mixed
formulation that involves both variables ¢ and u. The time
derivative is expressed with ¢ and the flux is expressed with
f. The advantage of such a formulation, inspired from [36,
p. 62], is explained by a better mass conservation. With the
chain rule, the PDE on u (Eq. (8b)) is transformed back to
the diffusion equation dC/dt =V - [y (0, u) D(¢, u)Vy]. Al-
though, the diffusion coefficient is a function of u in general
cases, here we assume that it is only a function of ¢ i.e.
D(d) = D;0+ (1 —¢)Dy. Tt is relevant to define D(¢p) =
Dq(¢) with g(¢) = 0+ (1 — ¢)(Ds/Dy) because the interpo-
lation function ¢(¢) appears naturally during the asymptotic
analysis of Section 2.4 when switching to a dimensionless
timescale. In addition, the coefficient % (¢, i) is defined by
% = 9C(9, 1) /du where C is defined by Eq. (27) when the
free energies are quadratic. When &; = €, = & that coeffi-
cient is simply equal to ) = 1/V.2& (see Eq. (27)). Finally,
with C(¢, ) = ¢(0, ¢)/Vin and u = @V, &, the composition
equation writes:

dc

5 =V Do)V 26)

The closure equation between f and (9, u) is simply ob-
tained with Egs. (6) and (18) for expressing the composition
¢(0, u). In Eq. (6), the interpolation function p(¢) can be re-
placed by another one h(0). The form of A(¢) is discussed
below. The closure equation writes:

(0.4 = @)+ [1 ~(9)]m+
(Cr RO

Vm € mEs

}.u 27)

Next, by inverting Eq. (27), we find a relationship that re-
lates the dimensionless chemical potential g = u/V,,& to
compositions (0, ), ms and m;:

€€

esh(0) +&[1—h(9)]

A= {c(0.8) ~n(oym,

~[1=h@)]m} @8

Once again, when g&; = g; that closure can be re-expressed
with ¢{°, ¢j” and . In that case, the factor of Eq. (28) is
equal to one, and we replace m; and m; by Eqs. (24a)-(24b)
to obtain:

A= E 4 c(0.1) — < (0) (299)

where:

c(9) = c["h(0) + <7 [1 — h(9)]

is the interpolation of coexistence compositions.

A special care must be taken for choosing the interpola-
tion functions ¢(¢) in Eq. (26) and A(0) in Eq. (28). Indeed,
the matched asymptotic expansions show that ¢(¢) and A (¢)
are involved in several pairs of integrals. Each pair of in-
tegrals must have identical values for canceling the spuri-
ous terms arising from expansions. The particular choices
h(9) = ¢ and () = 0 + (1 — d)g, with g, = Dy/D; ful-
fill those requirements. More details are given in Section
2.4. When D = 0, the interpolation function ¢(¢) is simply
equal to ¢.

(29b)

2.3.4. Anti-trapping current ju in Eq. (8b)

The anti-trapping current has been proposed in [32] in
order to counterbalance spurious solute trapping when Dy =
0 or when the ratio of diffusivities Dy/D; is very small.
The anti-trapping current is introduced for phenomenolog-
ical reasons in the mass balance equation and justified by
carrying out the matched asymptotic expansions. An al-
ternative justification for this current has been proposed in
[37, 38]. Thus, with anti-trapping current, the model be-
comes equivalent to the free-boundary problem without in-
troducing other thin interface effects [14]. In the framework
of grand-potential, the anti-trapping current is defined by
[18]:

doy () 0s(u) } % (30)

du ou | or

This current is proportional to the velocity (d,¢) and the
thickness W of the interface. It is normal to the interface

o = a0 |



and points from solid to liquid. The coefficient a is used
as a degree of freedom to remove the spurious terms aris-
ing from the matched asymptotic expansions. The coeffi-
cient a(¢) depends on the choice of interpolation functions
in the phase-field model. For our choice it is sufficient to
set a = 1/4 to fulfill the equality of integrals (see Section
2.4.2 for more details). When the quadratic free energies
are used, the term inside the brackets is simplified by deriv-
ing Eq. (19) w.r.t. . Using the dimensionless quantities, the
anti-trapping current writes:

1 € — & _ 20
ZW B sse,l"H_ms_ml o
When g; = g, the first term inside the brackets is zero. The
coefficients m, and m; are expressed with the coexistence
compositions (Egs. (24a)-(24b)) and the anti-trapping writes:

Ja = (31)

1 0
=W (& %)
The impact of that anti-trapping current will be empha-
sized in Section 4.2. The chemical potentials and compo-
sitions will be compared on one case of dissolution with
D, =0.

(32)

2.3.5. Summary of the phase-field model
The complete phase-field model is composed of two cou-
pled PDEs which write:

30 8M, AM _

5 = MoV - S el () - JE A0 (3
0

& =V [Dig(0)VE— ju(0.7)] (33b)

where the source term .% (¢, 1) is re-written below for con-
venience:

Zo(0, 1) = p'(0)(c5” — i) (a— )
In c-equation, the anti-trapping current j,, is defined by Eq.
(32).

The chemical potential u appears inside the ¢-equation
through the source term (Eq. (33c)). It also appears in the
c-equation through the laplacian term and the anti-trapping
current j,. The closure equation between u and c is given
by Eqgs. (29a)-(29b). The derivatives p’(¢) and @/, (¢) of
interpolation function and double-well have been defined by
Egs. (10b) and (5b). All functions depending on ¢ are sum-
marized in Tab. 2.

The phase-field equation Eq. (33a) includes the curvature-
driven motion (see Section 2.4.1). In order to cancel it, the
following PDE is solved for simulations:

(33¢)

d 4 AM,

In that equation the counter term 7M¢K|V¢| has been in-
cluded in the first term of the right-hand side.

Several scalar parameters appear in that model. The ¢-
equation involves the diffusivity coefficient My, the inter-
face width W, and the coupling parameter A. Those three

parameters have a close link with the capillary length d
and the kinetic coefficient B of the Gibbs-Thomson condi-
tion. Their relationships will be discussed in Section 2.4.1.
They will indicate us how to set their values for simulations.
The model also requires providing the triplet of values
(c5?, ¢, u?). The phase-field model can simulate the dis-
solution processes as well as the precipitation ones. The dif-
ference lies in the sign of (¢{” — ¢{”)(u —u‘?) in the source
term .%. If we suppose that fi(x, 0) = 7 in the solid with
Dy = 0, then the processes of dissolution or precipitation
depend on the choice of the initial condition for the liquid
phase. For instance, in the simulations of Sections 4 and 5,
with the convention ¢{” — ¢ > 0, the dissolution process oc-
curs when f(x, 0) < 77 in the liquid whereas the precipita-
tion occurs when fi(x, 0) > . In terms of composition, the
dissolution occurs when the composition of liquid is lower
than its coexistence value: c(x, 0) < ¢{°. The precipitation
process occurs if its value is greater: ¢’ < c(x, 0) < ¢{°.

2.4. Discussion on the matched asymptotic expansions

The equivalence between the phase-field model and the
free-boundary problem is classically established with the
method of “matched asymptotic expansions” [39, 40]. The
method has been presented for solid/liquid phase change for
identical conductivity in the solid and the liquid in [13], and
for unequal conductivity in [41, 42]. That approach con-
siders the ratio € = W /dj as small parameter of expansion
where dj is the capillary length. This choice of € yields a
correction of second order on the kinetic coefficient 3. That
correction makes possible to cancel B, if desired, by choos-
ing appropriately the parameters A, W and M, of the phase-
field model. Based on that analysis, the anti-trapping current
was derived in [32].

The matched asymptotic expansions have been applied
in [14] for dilute binary mixture with anti-trapping current
and Dy = 0. In [15] the analysis has been done for coupling
with temperature. The case Ds # 0 with anti-trapping cur-
rent has been studied in [43]. In reference [44] the method
has been applied to investigate the impact of one additional
term in the phase-field equation which is derived from a
variational formulation. Finally, the method has been ap-
plied recently for coupling with fluid flow in [45]. A ped-
agogical presentation of that method can be found in the
Appendix of [17] which takes into account the anti-trapping
current with Dy = 0.

2.4.1. Results of the asymptotic analysis

In this paper, the details of the matched asymptotic ex-
pansions are presented in Appendix A (equations of order
€%, ¢! and €? and their respective solutions ¢ j and p; for
0 < j <2). The stages and the results remain essentially the
same as those already published in [14] and [17, Appendix
Al. In those references, the analyses are carried out in the
theoretical framework of free energy with anti-trapping cur-
rent and Dy = 0. In this Section, we focus the discussion
on the main assumptions and results (Section 2.4.1). In our
model, the use of grand-potential simplifies the source term
analysis (see Appendix A). Two modifications have also an
influence on the relationships relating the phase-field param-
eters to the interface conditions. The first one is our choice



Description Functions Derivatives
Double-well potential of minima ¢y = 0and ¢; = +1 g, (0) = 0% (1—0)> o, (0) =20(1—¢)(1—-2¢)
Interpolation of coupling in Eq. (33a) p(9) =¢2(3-20) P (9) =60(1—9)
Interpolation of c(¢, 1) h(0) =0 H () =1

Equilibrium solution 0o (x) = % [1+ tanh (%)] % = %({)O(l —do)
Interpolation of bulk diffusivities D() =D;q(9)

Interpolation of g(¢) q(9) =0+ (1—9) %;

Table 2: All functions depending on ¢ in this work.

of interpolation functions (Tab. 2) which impact the co-
efficient a(¢) of the anti-trapping current j,. The second
one concerns the counter term —M¢K|V¢| for canceling the
curvature-driven motion. Those two modifications are dis-
cussed respectively in Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3.

In Appendix A, the phase-field model is expanded with
anti-trapping j, with €, =¢&; and Dy # D;. By setting d,,u|; =
dncl; and g;0,M1s = 9pcls, the equivalent sharp interface model
writes for & = s, [

% = DeV?c (35a)

D;0yc|; — DyOycls = —vpAc” —ExAA —FE3A_#  (35b)
(g —u*?) Ac® = —doK — Bov,+

+E| [AF — AYp] A (35c¢)

Eq. (35a) is the mass balance for each bulk phase and Eqgs.
(35b)-(35¢) are the two interface conditions, respectively
the mass conservation (or Stefan condition) and the Gibbs-
Thomson condition.

The right-hand sides of the last two equations contain
three error terms: [E; in Eq. (35¢c) and E;, E3 in Eq. (35b).
The accurate form of those error terms are written in Ap-
pendix A. The E-terms are multiplied by integrals defined in
Tab. 3: Ao =] -, A ¢ = 71— ZsinEq. (35b) and
AF =F)— Fy, A9 =4 — 9 in Eq. (35¢). The integrals
vanish with an appropriate choice of interpolation functions
p(0), h(¢) and ¢(0). Those summarized in Tab. 2 fulfill
the requirements %4 = 4 and _#; = _Z,. For satisfying
the conditions .%; = %, and ¥, = ¥%,, we must also consider
identical diffusivities for each phase (i.e. g; = D;/D; = 1).
When D; = 0, the discussion with anti-trapping current (i.e.
a(do) # 0 in Tab. 3) is detailed in Section 2.4.2.

As expected, the term in the left-hand side of the Gibbs-
Thomson condition (Eq. (35¢)), appears in the source term
Zp of ¢-equation (Eq. (33c)). Let us emphasize that the
index @ appears in Eq. (35c) because the condition is not
necessarily the same for each side of the interface: the ki-
netic coefficient B; can be different of B (see Egs. (A.25a)
and (A.25b) in Appendix A.3.5). More precisely, the cap-
illary length dy and the kinetic coefficient g are related to
W, A and M, of the phase-field equation by:

dyp = f% (36a)
- w7 M, K+ Fo con2
Be = Mq)}\’ 1—-A ) ¥ (Ac*?) (36b)
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The two different values of B and 3; come from the integral
Z¢ in Eq. (36b). A single value B; = s = is obtained
provided that .%; = %, = .%. The integrals %¢, . and ¢
of Egs. (36a)-(36b) are defined in Tab. 3.

For validations of Section 4, the comparisons between
the numerical simulations of phase-field model and the ana-
lytical solutions of Stefan’s problem are carried out by con-
sidering p = 0. The particular value of A that fulfills that
requirement is noted A* and writes:

. Dy I
My (Ac0)? K+ T

37)

Finally, Eq. (36a) relates the capillary length dj to the
interface width W and the coupling coefficient A. The counter
term 7M¢K|Vq)| must be considered in the phase-field equa-
tion when dj is negligible in the Gibbs-Thomson Eq. (35c¢).
The capillary length dy is directly related to the surface ten-
sion 6. Indeed, from its definition Eq. (12a), we have ¢ =
(1/6)+/2CH and we use the relationships 1/{ = 8/(W?2H)
and H =2& /A to find 6 = [(2/3)W/A]&. The term inside
the brackets is Eq. (36a) with . =2/3 ie. 6 =dp&. If
the surface tension of the system can be neglected, then the
counter term must be considered in ¢-equation. Its impact is
illustrated in the simulation of Section 5.

2.4.2. Analysis of anti-trapping current j, in c-equation
When g; = Dy/D; # 1, the model does not satisfy the
conditions .%; = .%; and ¢, = ¥ (see Tab. 3 with a(¢g) = 0).
The reason is that the diffusive behavior is not symmet-
ric anymore inside the interface. Adding an anti-trapping
current jg, (Eq. (30) inside the composition equation be-
comes necessary to correct this asymmetry. In the most
general cases, the coefficient a(¢) is a function of ¢ which
adds a supplementary freedom degree in the model to can-
cel AZ. In this work, the asymptotic expansions were per-
formed with j, in order to determine the correct form of
a(0). From Tab. (3) we can see that a(¢) is involved in three
integrals .%;, %, and #. Computing the integrals with the
functions p(0) = ¢2(3 —20). h(9) = ¢ and (0) = 0+ (1 —
$)gs yields a = (1 —g5)/4. When Ds = 0, that condition
simplifies to @ = 1/4. Another way to derive that value is to
consider that the integrands of condition .%; = % (see Tab.
3) must be identical to those of condition 7] = 7 yielding
the relationship [2(0g) — a(do)0dg/IE] /q(do) = h(dg). The
value a = 1/4 directly arises from that equality (see Ap-
pendix A.4). When g, # 1, the condition &; = ¥, cannot be
satisfied with the current model, even with the anti-trapping
current. However, the spurious term E; in Eq. (35¢) van-
ishes when Dy = 0. Finally, the sharp interface model is
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Table 3: Definition of integrals involved in Egs. (35b), (35¢), (36a) and (36b). Their values are computed with g; = 0 (except ¢; and %, discussed in
Appendix A.4) and the interpolation functions defined in Tab. 2. Here § = x/W and ¢y is defined by Eq. (11).

recovered for Dy = D; and when D = 0 with anti-trapping.
When D;/D; ~ 1, the error term [E{A%gp remains very small
as confirmed by Section 4.1.

2.4.3. Analysis of counter term —M¢K’V¢’ in ¢-equation

The references [24] and [46] have proved that adding the
counter term —Myk|V¢| cancels the curvature motion —dok
in the Gibbs-Thomson condition. As a matter of fact, the
curvature-driven term —doX arises from the asymptotic ex-
pansions of standard ¢-equation (Eq. (33a)). More precisely
it arises from the expansion of two terms: the laplacian term
and the double-well one. In references [24] and [46] such an
analysis has been performed directly by adding —M¢K|V¢|
to those two terms.

Here, the phase-field equation (Eq. (34)) differs slightly
of ¢-equations of those references. It has been reformu-
lated in Section 2.2.2 by using the kernel function |V¢| =
(4/W){/®4y, (Eq. (13)) and the chain rule of the divergence
operator. The manipulations made to obtain Eq. (34) con-
serves the structure of order zero of the phase-field equa-
tion and the Gibbs-Thomson condition. The results of the
asymptotic expansions of Eq. (34) were found to be equiv-
alent to those of the previous references: the equation guar-
antees canceling the curvature motion of the interface.

3. Lattice Boltzmann methods

The phase-field model of section 2.3.5 is implemented
in LBM_saclay, a 3D numerical code written in C++ lan-
guage. The main advantage of this code is its portability on
all major HPC architectures (especially GPUs and CPUs). It
has already been used to study two-phase flows with phase
change in the framework of the phase-field method in refer-
ence [27]. Section 3.1 introduces the main notations and the
lattice. The LBM schemes for ¢-equation are presented in
Section 3.2 and those for c-equation in Section 3.3.

3.1. LBM notations

Several standard lattices have already been implemented
in top-level files of LBM_saclay. The two-dimensional lat-
tices are D2Q5 and D2Q9 and the three-dimensional ones
are D3Q7, D3Q15 and D3Q19. The lattice speed is s = dx/0¢
where dx and ot are respectively the space- and time-steps.
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Among all those lattices, we only use in this work the stan-
dard D2Q9 one. It is defined by nine directions of displace-
ment, each one of them is indexed by k =0, ..., Ny, with
Nyop = 8. The nine vectors are eg = (0,0)7, e; = (1,0)7,

= (0, I)T, e; = (—I,O)T, ey = (0, —l)T, es = (1, ])T,
es=(—1,1),e7=(—1,—1)" andeg = (1, —1)7. The lat-
tice velocities are defined by &; = se;. and the lattice weights
are wo =4/9, wi__4 =1/9 and ws__g = 1/36. The lattice
coefficient is noted £2 = s2/3.

On that lattice, two distribution functions gi(x,¢) and
hi(x, t) are defined, for updating respectively the phase-field
¢(x,7) and the composition c¢(x,¢) at each time-step. No
distribution function is introduced for the chemical poten-
tial u(x, ¢). Here @ is simply an additional macroscopic field
which is kept in memory for updating c(x, ). A LBM us-
ing i as main variable instead of ¢ could have been possible.
Indeed, the mathematical form of Eq. (8b) is similar to the
supersaturation equation of reference [47]. But here, we use
¢ as main computational variable for reason of mass conser-
vation.

The evolution of distribution functions g; and /; obeys
the “discrete velocity lattice Boltzmann equations” with a
collision approximated by the BGK operator. With that form
of collision, each distribution function relaxes toward an
equilibrium ng and hiq proportionally to collision times T,
and T,. For each LBE, the source terms are noted G and
H.. The space and time discretizations are performed by
method of characteristics. The BGK collision operators and
the source terms are integrated with the trapezoidal rule, a
method of second-order accuracy. In order to keep an ex-
plicit algorithm, the variable changes of gx and hy are de-
fined by g = gx + (SI/Z‘Cg)(gk — ) G (3t/2) and hy =
i+ (81 /2% (hye — hyT) — (8t/2) The ratios T,/8 and
1),/ Ot are the dimensionless collision rates respectively noted
T and Tj,. All details of that variable change can be found
in [27, Appendix C].

3.2. LBM for ¢-equation

The lattice Boltzmann method for the phase-field equa-
tion acts on the distribution function g;. The evolution equa-
tion is:

~k

8k

=& — & — & + Gidr (38)

L
T+ 1/2



Nomenclature for lattice Boltzmann

Symbol Definition Dimension Description

ey Sec. 3.1 [-] Vectors of displacement on the lattice

k 0 <k < Npop [-] Index for each direction of propagation

Npop Npop = 8 for D2Q9 [-] Total number directions

ox [L] Spatial discretization

ot [T] Time discretization

s =8x/8t [L1.[T]"!  Lattice speed

& = sey [L].[T]! Velocities associated to the vectors of displacement
2 =52/3 [L12.[T]~2 Lattice coefficient

gr(x, 1), hi(x, 1) [-] Distribution function for ¢ and for ¢

g,iq, hiq Eq. (39) and Eq. (46) [-] Equilibrium distribution functions in LBE for g; and /Ay

Tg, Th [-] Collision rate in LBE for g; and &

G, Hy Eq. (40) and Eq. (47) [T]! Source terms in LBE for g; and Ay

Wi [-] Weights (constant) for each LBE

Y Ty, = 35t/ (y8x?) [L]72.[T]  Parameter related to T, in LBE for /

Table 4: Main mathematical symbols for the lattice Boltzmann schemes (LBE: lattice Boltzmann equation).

where g7 = g (x+&dt, £ +8¢) and the variable change g,
g1 — 81 Gy /2 has been used. The equilibrium distribution
function gzq is defined by:

g = owi (39)

for which its moments are ¢ (moment of order zero), O (or-
der one) and ¢I (order two) where I is the identity tensor
of second-order. The diffusivity coefficient is related to the
collision rate by My = fgfg?&t. The source term Gy contains
two contributions:

gk = wy (gst 4 gcurv) (40)

The first one G* involves the source term .4 (¢, 1) defined
by Eq. (41a). The second one GV is either equal to the
double-well term G?* or equal to the counter term G¢'. The
three source terms are defined by:

AM

G" =2 Ze(0.) (“1a)
&M

G = 3 @(0) (41b)
4

(= 01— 0 n (410)

The choice between G*" or G' depends on the curvature-
driven motion term i.e. the version of the phase-field equa-
tion we wish to simulate. For simulating Eq. (33a), the
curvature term must contain the double-well @4, (¢). In that
case G is equal to Eq. (41b). If the curvature-driven mo-
tion is undesired, the term must involve the kernel function
|Vo| = (4/W)o(1—¢) with the normal vector n. In that case
G is equal to Eq. (41c).

After the stages of collision and streaming, the new phase-
field is obtained by the zeroth-order moment of g; which
must be corrected with the source term Gy:

&
0=Ya+5 ¥ G “2)
k k
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The unit normal vector n requires the computation of
gradients of ¢. The gradients are discretized by using the
method of directional derivatives. The method has already
demonstrated its performance in hydrodynamics in order to
reduce parasitic currents for two-phase flow problems [48,
49]. The directional derivative is the derivative along each
moving direction on the lattice. The Taylor expansions at
second-order of a differentiable scalar function ¢(x) at x +
e;.0x and x — e;Ox yields the following approximation of di-
rectional derivatives:

1

er-Vo| = 75 [0(x + e, 0x) — O(x — e 0x)] (43a)
The number of directional derivatives is equal to the
number of moving directions ey on the lattice i.e. Np,p. The

gradient is obtained by:
Vo[, =3Y wier (ex-Vol,) - (43b)

k

The two components of gradient d,¢ and d,¢ are com-

puted by the moment of first-order of each directional deriva-
tive e - Vo) .

3.3. LBM for c-equation

The basic LB algorithm for composition equation works
on a new distribution function h;. The specificity of Eq.
(33b) is the mixed formulation between c and u. The closure
relationship is given by Eq. (28). The equilibrium distribu-
tion th must be designed such as its moment of zeroth-order
is ¢ and its moment of second-order is Iu. That equation is
quite close to the Cahn-Hilliard (CH) equation with a sim-
pler closure (Eq. (28)) which does not involve the laplacian
of ¢ (case of CH equation). The numerical scheme can be
inspired from what is done for CH equation for two-phase
flows of two immiscible fluids [34, 50]. For anti-trapping
current j,, the methods are the same as those presented in
[47] for crystal growth applications of binary mixture.

In the usual BGK operator, the diffusion coefficient D(¢)
is related to the relaxation time T, (¢) with the relationship



D(9) = (1/3)7,(0)dx>/8t. However, the interpolation of
diffusion D(¢) = D;¢ means that the diffusion is null in
the solid phase. In that case, the relaxation time would be
equal to 0 leading to the occurrence of instabilities in the
algorithm. In order to overcome the instability, the diffu-
sive term is reformulated with the chain rule by V [D(0)u] =
D(0)Vu+ D' (¢)uVo with D'(¢) = D;. Eq. (33b) becomes:

dc

ot

Moreover, the laplacian term is reformulated as V> [D(¢)z]
(1/7)V? [yD(d)u] where v is a supplementary parameter al-
lowing a better control of the relaxation rate. When the pa-
rameters My and D(¢) presents a ratio of several order of
magnitude, it is useful to set y = 1/M,. The stability con-
dition of the relaxation rates will be the same for both LBE.
The discrete lattice Boltzmann equation writes

+V-[aD (0)VO] +V - ju =V [D(O)E (44

By =i — = (45)

1
Th + 1/2
where A} = hy(x+&8t, 1+ 8t) and by = b} — #H8t/2. The

equilibrium distribution function writes:

(9, 1) — (1 —wo)yD(¢)u(x, 1)
wk’Y@(Q))ﬁ(x, t)

The first line of Eq. (46) corresponds to a moment of order
zero that is equal to ¢. The second line corresponds to a
second-order moment equal to D(0)ul. The anti-trapping
current j,, and the term 2’ (¢)uV ¢ appear in the source term
Hy = H(x, t) defined by:

[ — F9) + 24t

if k=0
if k0

eq _
k

(46)

He =ik - [1D' (0)VO+ jur (0, )] (47)

The relaxation rate T, is related to y by T, = 35t/ (yx?).
After the stages of collision and streaming the composition
c(d, @) is updated by:

c=Y I (48)
k

The moment of zeroth-order of Eq. (47) is null. For this
reason, % does not appear in the calculation of ¢. Once
the new composition is known, the chemical potential u is
computed by Eq. (29a) and used in equilibrium function
(Eq. (46)). The anti-trapping current j, is computed by Eq.
(32) where the normal vector n and the time derivative d¢ /¢
are required. The normal vector has already been computed
in Section 3.2. The time derivative of ¢ is computed by an
explicit Euler scheme of first-order. Hence, the LBE on ﬁk
must be solved after the LBE on g;. At first time-step the
term d¢/dr in Eq. (31) is obtained by ¢(x, &) — d(x,t =
0) /6t where ¢(x, t = 0) is the initial condition and ¢(x, o)
is the phase-field after the first time-step.

Another formulation is possible for j, and g2’ (¢)V¢.
They could have been included inside an alternative equilib-
rium distribution function hiq’“l’ with #;, = 0. In that case,
the scheme writes

o 1 . .
it = — [ — i (49a)

f11“!‘1/2
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with 29" defined by

eq,alt C(¢’ ’H) - (1 - WO)Y@@)),H iftk=0
hy - Wk [’yﬂ)(q)),u+ M ifk+£0 (49b)

The computational stages for u and j, remain the same as
those presented above.

4. Validations

The implementation of lattice Boltzmann schemes is val-
idated with several analytical solutions. The solutions are
obtained from the classical Stefan’s problem. We present
one case of precipitation in Section 4.1 for D; >~ D, and one
case of dissolution in Section 4.2 for D; = 0. The domain
is one-dimensional with x varying between [—L,, L,| where
L, = 0.25. The initial configuration states an interface posi-
tion located at x;(0) = 0 with a solid phase on the left side
(interval [—L,, O]) and a liquid phase on the right side (in-
terval 0, L,]). For the phase-field model, the first test is
simulated without anti-trapping. Next, the second one is
simulated successively with and without j, to present its
impact on the profiles of composition and chemical poten-
tial. For each validation, the relative Lz-errors, defined by
|| OLEM — s ||2 /19%]|,, are indicated in the caption of fig-
ures. The function ¥ corresponds to ¢ or u. The errors are
computed only over the range shown on each graph and the
superscript as means “analytical solution”.

The LBM simulations are carried out on a 2D compu-
tational domain varying between [—Ly, Ly| X [{y, L,] with
£, =0 and L, = 0.0036. The D2Q9 lattice is used with
N, x N, nodes with N, = 5000 and N, = 36. The space-
and times-steps are dx = 10~* and & = 5 x 10~°. The ini-
tial conditions for ¢-equation and c-equation are two hyper-
bolic tangent functions: ¢0(x, 0) is initialized by Eq. (11) and
c(x, 0) by

c(x,0) = % e+ ¢+ (¢f — ¢y ) tanh (;x)} (50)
where ¢ and ¢} are the compositions of bulk far from in-
terface. For horizontal walls at y = 0 and y = L,, the bound-
ary conditions are periodic. For vertical walls at x = £L,,
the boundary conditions are imposed with the bounce-back
method. A preliminary test was carried out to check that so-
lutions of both ¢-equations (Egs. (33a) and (34)) are identi-

cal on that one-dimensional case.

4.1. Validation with D; ~ Dy

We first check the LBM implementation with two coef-
ficients of diffusion: Dy = 0.9 and D; = 1. The analytical
solution of such a problem can be found in [51, Chap. 12].
Howeyver, in that reference, the mathematical formulation of
this problem is done by using the temperature as main vari-
able. The equivalent intensive quantity in our model is the
chemical potential. The validations using that quantity will
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Figure 1: Analytical solutions Egs. (52a)—(52c) (lines) compared to LBM (symbols) for one case of precipitation with Dy = 0.9 and D; = 1. The system is
initialized with an interface located at x = 0. The solid and liquid are respectively on left- and right-side.

be presented in next section. Here, we prefer use the solu-
tions of reference [52] which are written in terms of com-
positions. The numerical implementation must reproduce
correctly the discontinuity of compositions at interface.

In [52], the solutions are derived for a ternary case. For
binary case, the transcendental equation reduces to:

_%uAm = A" [ug(—0t) + y (00)] +

Am[(mg— ¢ )ug(—a)+
(my = ") ui ()] (51a)
where the function ug (o) is defined by
2
Dq) e*(l /4Dq>

up(0) =\ — ——F———F— ford=y,1 51b
2(@) T erfc (a,/2v/Do) (>10)

The compositions far from the interface are ¢y = 0.75

mzn

andc¢;”=0.4. Form;=0.2,m;=0.1,Am=0.1 and Af
0.04, the root of the transcendental equation is a0 = 0.1 84841 .
The three solutions are the interface position x;(z), the com-
position of solid ¢,(x, t) and the composition of liquid ¢;(x, ¢).
The interface position writes as a function of ¢ and #:

x,»(t) = O(,\ﬁ

Since o > 0, the interface moves from x;(0) = 0 towards
positive values of x, meaning that a precipitation process
occurs. The two analytical solutions in the solid and the
liquid write:

(52a)

erfc [—x/2+/Dyt]

P x, 1) =cg + (5 — erfc “o/2vDy] (52b)
erfc [x/2+/Dyt]
i’ (x, 1) = ¢ + (" — )erfc [0/2D)] (52¢)
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where Eq. (52b) is defined for x € [—L,, x;(¢)[ and Eq. (52¢)
for x €]x;(¢)], Ly]. On the whole domain, the composition ¢
is discontinuous at interface x;(¢), of value c£° = 0.6 on solid
side and ¢;” = 0.5 on liquid side. From those values, each
profile of composition diffuses until ¢§° for x — —L, and ¢}’
for x — L,.

The simulations are performed without anti-trapping cur-
rent. The interpolation of diffusion coefficients is simply
done by D(¢) = ¢D; + (1 — 0)Dy. In ¢-equation the param-
eters are My = 1.2, W = 1.2 x 1073 and A* = 277. The com-
parisons between the analytical solutions and the LBM sim-
ulation are presented on Fig. 1. As expected from the the-
ory, the interface position x;(¢) is an increasing function of
time (Fig. 1a). On the profiles of composition (Fig. 1b), the
jump on each side of the interface is also well-reproduced
by the numerical model. The coexistence values ¢’ = 0.6
and ¢{’ = 0.5 remain the same at two times ¢; = 2.5 X 107
and 1, = 5 x 1074, The LBM simulations fit perfectly with
the analytical solutions.

The two solutions Eqgs. (52b)—(52c) can be easily ex-
pressed in terms of chemical potential 7" (x, £) and & (x, 7).
For instance, we add —m, on both 51des of Eq. (52b) and
add my; — my inside the term (¢ — ¢§°). Thanks to Egs.
(24a)—(24b) we obtain (¢S° — ) = (u*? —py’) for solid and
(¢f? =) = (u* —pp) for liquid. When expressed in terms
of chemical potential, the solution does not present a jump
at interface x;(¢). The single value is u*? and each profile
diffuse from that value until zi; when x — —L, (solid) and
u;” when x — L, (liquid). The next section presents a valida-
tion using i as main variable for discussing the analogy with
temperature and comparing with solidification problems.

4.2. Validation with Dy = O: effect of anti-trapping current

The analytical solution of the one-sided diffusion is pre-
sented in [51, Sec. 12-1]. Now a direct analogy is done
between the temperature of that reference and the chemical
potential of our model. The two solutions are x;(#), the inter-
face position, and 1" (x, t) the chemical potential of liquid.



The chemical potential of solid is set equal to the equilib-
rium value u°? = 0.4. Its value remains constant during the
simulation because D; = 0. The transcendental equation of
that problem writes:

(e —Hy)
(e —c")/m
where o is the root of this equation, and g;° is the value
of chemical potential far from the interface. By analogy
with problems of phase change (solidification or melting),
the equilibrium chemical potential zi°¢ plays the role of melt-
ing temperature. The term Ac®’ = ¢° — c{° can be compared
to the latent heat. For phase change problems, that quantity
is released (resp. absorbed) at interface during solidifica-
tion (resp. melting). Here for our convention ¢’ > ¢{°, the
quantity Ac“ is released at interface during dissolution and
absorbed during precipitation. Finally, the quantity ¥ = 1
plays the role of specific heat.

In Eq. (53), the dissolution or precipitation processes
can occur depending on the sign of second term. We keep
c;? = 0.6 and ¢j° = 0.5 (i.e. Ac®” > 0), and we set ti° = 0.3
meaning that u°? —pu;° > 0. The root of this equation is equal
to o = —0.357835. The interface position x;(¢) is a function
of a, t and D; which writes:

x,»(t) = Z(X\/ITIZ‘

Since o < 0, the interface position moves from x;(0) = 0 to-
wards negative values of x, meaning that a dissolution pro-
cess occurs. The chemical potential of liquid is

o™ erfe(o) + =0 (53)

(54a)

erfc[x/2v/Dyt]

erfc(a) (54b)

A (x, 1) = 7 + (8~ )
for x €]x;(t), Ly]. In the liquid, @ (x, ) diffuses from the
equilibrium value *? at the interface until zi;” when x — L.
In the solid, the chemical potential % (x, ) is constant of
value ¢ for x € [—Ly, x;(1)[.

For LBM simulations, the parameters of ¢-equation are
W =5x 1073, A* =230 and My = 1.2. In c-equation, the
diffusion is interpolated by D(¢) = ¢D; and the anti-trapping
current is considered. The initial condition of composition
is imposed by Eq. (50) with ¢;” = @° +m; = 0.4 and ¢ =
iy +mg = 0.6 with my = 0.2 and m; = 0.1. The compar-
isons between the analytical solutions and the LBM simu-
lation are presented in Fig. 2. Compared to the previous
section, now the curve of the interface position decreases
with time (Fig. 2a) because the dissolution process occurs.
The results of LBM are in good agreement with the analyt-
ical solutions for three times #; = 35 x 1077, 1, = 2.5 x 10~*
and 13 = 5 x 10~* (Fig. 2b).

The anti-trapping effect is compared on the profiles of
composition and chemical potential (Fig. 3). For composi-
tion, the analytical solution can be derived from Eq. (54b)
by adding m; on both sides and by adding and subtracting
my inside (¢ — ;). We obtain:

- erfc[x/2+/Dyt]

i (x, 1) =7+ (¢f° —cf erfo(o) (55a)
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where ¢{° = u*? +m; = 0.5. In the solid phase, the compo-
sition is a constant of value c,(x, 1) = u®? 4+ my = 0.6 corre-
sponding to its value of coexistence c¢;’. The compositions
¢ (x, t) and ¢4 (x, 1) are plotted with dashed lines on Fig. 3a.

The LBM simulations are carried out successively with
and without anti-trapping current. The profiles of composi-
tion are reported on Fig. 3a at t = 10~* (symbols). With-
out anti-trapping, the theory cannot provide a value of A*
because the phase-field model is not strictly equivalent to
the sharp interface one (see Section 2.4). Hence, the value
of A* =500 is chosen such as the displacement of the in-
terface is close to the analytical solution. The simulation
corresponds to the best fit that is possible to obtain when
D; =0 and j, = 0 in c-equation (squares on Fig. 3a). On
that figure, the semi-analytical solution (sas) is plotted for
comparison:

EP(0) = (x, 1)0(x, 1) +¢5 [1 — 0(x, 1))

The sas-solution corresponds to an interpolation of ¢{*(x, t)
and ¢; with ¢. When j is not considered in c-equation, the
compositions fit well far from the interface. However, inside
the interface region, the compositions are over-estimated on
the solid side whereas they are under-estimated on the liquid
side. On the interval [—Ly, x;(¢)[ (solid), the profile slightly
oscillates above the composition of coexistence. That oscil-
lation is more visible when we plot the chemical potential
(Fig. 3b). That lack of accuracy slows down the displace-
ment of interface compared to the analytical solution Eq.
(54a).

(55b)

5. Dissolution of porous medium: counter term effect

In Section 4, the initial conditions of ¢ and c are de-
fined by two hyperbolic tangent functions. Here, the phase-
field is initialized with an input datafile which comes from
the characterization of a 3D porous sample with X-ray to-
mography. The datafile contains 256 x 256 x 236 rows with
three indices of position (x, y and z) and one additional in-
dex describing the solid (value 0) or the pore (value 255).
For simulating the dissolution, we assume that the poral
volume is filled with a solute of smaller composition than
the coexistence composition of liquid. A two-dimensional
slice of size 256 x 256 has been extracted from the datafile
and rescaled to 1024 x 1024 nodes covering a square of size
[0, 1]% (8x 2 9.76 x 10~*). The time-step of discretization is
8t =5 x 107", The type of all boundary conditions is zero
flux.

For the parameters of ¢-equation, the diffusivity is My =
1.2 and the interface width is set equal to W = 0.02 (i.e.
~ 200x). The value of coupling coefficient A* = 230 (cor-
responding to B = 0) is computed by using Eq. (37) with
values of %, % and .¢ = 2/3 defined in Tab. 3. For c-
equation, the coexistence compositions of solid and liquid
are respectively equal to ¢;” = 0.6 and ¢j* = 0.5 (Ac® = 0.1)
and the chemical potential of equilibrium is g/ = 0.4. The
diffusion coefficients are zero in the solid (Dy = 0) and one
in the liquid (D; = 1). The anti-trapping current j,, is used
in the simulations.
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Figure 2: Analytical solutions Eqs. (54a), (54b), (55a) (lines) compared with LBM (symbols) for a case of dissolution with Dy = 0 and D; = 1. The
anti-trapping current j, is considered in the simulation. The system is initialized with an interface located at x = 0. The solid and liquid are respectively on

left- and right-side.
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Figure 3: LB simulations with (dots) and without (squares) j, in c-equation.

3b). Zoom between [—0.015, 0.002] at 7 = 1074,

The phase-field is simply initialized at fp = 0 with two
discontinuous values: for solid ¢(x;, 79) = ¢; = 0 and for
liquid ¢(x;, 79) = ¢; = 1. The composition of the solid phase
c(xs, o) is set equal to the coexistence composition of solid
¢°. For liquid, the initial condition is below its coexistence
composition: ¢(x;, fp) = 0.4 < 0.5. Those initializations are
presented on Fig. 4a for ¢ and Fig. 4b for ¢. On both figures,
three squares are sketched for comparing the evolution of
small pores which are enclosed inside the solid.

With those initial conditions, the dissolution process oc-
curs until the composition of the liquid phase is equal to
c;’. Two simulations are compared. In the first one, the ¢-
equation is Eq. (34) which accounts for the counter term
—M¢K|V(])|. In the second one, the curvature-driven motion
is possible because the ¢-equation is Eq. (33a). For both
simulations, a diffuse interface replaces at first time-steps
the initial discontinuity between the solid and liquid phases.

(b) Profiles of chemical potential compared between LBM (symbols) and
analytical solution (line). The L>-errors are 3.5 x 10~3 with anti-trapping
and 6.8 x 1073 without.

Comparison on profiles of composition (Fig. 3a) and chemical potential (Fig.
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The code ran 70 seconds on a single GPU (Volta 100) until
the steady state is reached after 10* time steps.

The results are presented in Fig. 5 for three times: #; =
10%8¢ (left), t, = 103t (middle) and ¢ty = 10*8¢ (right). At
first sight, the difference concerns the shapes of the solid
phase at the end of simulations. When the counter term is
considered, the interface is much more irregular (Fig. Sa-
right) than that obtained without counter term (Fig. Sb-
right). The reason is that, with counter term, the interface
motion is only caused by differences of composition in lig-
uid and solid. The dissolution occurs in isotropic way un-
til the equilibrium is reached. Without counter term, the
irregularities of solid disappear because of the curvature-
driven motion. Finally, the shape of the solid phase is much
smoother.

For both simulations, when the steady state is reached,
the composition of liquid phase is equal to the coexistence
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c(x;,19) = 0.4 (dark blue) i.e. below the composition of coexistence cf’ =
0.5.

Figure 4: Positions x; and x; of datafile used to define the initial conditions for ¢ (Fig. 4a) and ¢ (Fig. 4b). Three squares are sketched for comparing the

evolution of small pores enclosed inside the solid.

composition of liquid ¢(x;, #) = ¢{° (gray areas in the right
figures of S5c and 5d). However, the composition inside the
solid phase is different. When the curvature-driven motion
is canceled, the composition c(xy, ) is homogeneous of
value ¢{° (see Fig. Sc-right). When that motion is taken into
account, the solid composition c(xy, t7) is heterogeneous as
revealed by the presence of areas of composition lower than
¢? (gray areas inside squares in Fig. 5d-right). Those areas
correspond to solid phases as confirmed by Fig. 5b-right.

That heterogeneity of composition is explained by the
curvature-driven motion occurring when the counter term is
not considered in ¢-equation. That interface motion makes
disappear the small pores embedded in the solid phase. For
instance at 71, the small one inside the white square has dis-
appeared (Fig. Sb-left) and the pore inside the cyan square
has almost disappeared (red dot). That same pore has fully
disappeared at #, (Fig. Sb-middle) and one of the two pores
inside the magenta square has also disappeared. At last both
of them have disappeared at ¢; (Fig. 5b-right). With counter
term, all those pores still exist at the end of simulation (Fig.
Sa-right).

With the curvature-driven motion a special area which
is initially liquid (¢ = 1) may become solid (¢ = 0) even
though the local composition c(x;, ) is not greater than ¢{°.
That curvature motion acts like a precipitation process. For
those areas, the diffusion coefficient changes from D; to
D; = 0 meaning that the diffusion process does not occur
anymore. The value of composition is “frozen” explaining
why small islands of lower composition are embedded in the
solid phase.

An in-depth physical analysis is based on the Gibbs-
Thomson condition Eq. (35c¢) i.e. u = — dpk (with § =
0). When two phases coexist, the interface will move to-
wards the position where the chemical potential fi is closer to
4. In the first case, the counter term cancels the motion dpk
whereas in the second case that motion exists. In our simu-
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lations fi(xy, 1) = u°? = 0.4 in the solid and z(x;, #) = 0.3 in
the liquid. For small pores trapped in the solid, the interface
will move towards the liquid phase and the physical process
acts like precipitation. The interface disappears because it
is the unique way to reach the equilibrium value u°?. On
the contrary, for outgrowths, the curvature is opposite and
the interface will move towards the solid phase, dissolution
occurs.

6. Conclusion

In this work we have presented a phase-field model of
dissolution and precipitation. Its main feature lies in its
derivation which is based on the functional of grand-potential
Q[0, y]. In that theoretical framework, the phase-field ¢ and
the chemical potential u are the two main dynamical vari-
ables. In models based on free energy, ¢ and the compo-
sition ¢ are the two main variables. The benefits of using
the grand-potential are twofold. First, for models based on
free-energy, two additional conditions must be solved inside
the diffuse zone in order to ensure the equality of chem-
ical potential at interface. In grand-potential theory, it is
not necessary because the model includes that assumption in
its formulation. Second, the chemical potential is an inten-
sive thermodynamic quantity like temperature so that many
analogies can be done with solidification problems. Hence,
the analytical solutions of the Stefan problem can be used
for validation by comparing directly the temperature and the
chemical potential. Besides, the matched asymptotic expan-
sions can be directly inspired from those already performed
for solidification problems. The phase-field model is com-
posed of two PDEs. The first equation computes the evolu-
tion of the interface position ¢. The second one is a mixed
formulation using the composition and chemical potential.
Although that equation requires a closure relationship be-
tween ¢ and y, that formulation improves the mass conser-
vation.
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(b) Phase-field at same time steps without counter term. Because of the curvature-driven motion the final shape of solid is smoother and the small pores inside
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(c) Fields of composition at same time steps with counter term in ¢-equation. At final time the composition is homogeneous in the solid phase of value ¢{°.
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(d) Fields of composition without counter term at same time steps. The composition of solid is heterogeneous because the small pores have disappeared and
the diffusion is zero. Several areas of smaller composition than ¢{° are trapped in the solid phase (e.g. inside the squares).

Figure 5: Dissolution of porous medium simulated by a phase-field model based on the grand-potential. Snapshots of phase-field and composition at
1 = 2 x 1028t (left), r, = 1038t (middle) and final time of simulation ty = 10*5¢ (right). Two simulations are carried out: in Figs. 5a and 5c the ¢-equation
is Eq. (34) whereas in Figs. 5b and 5d the ¢-equation is Eq. (33a). The iso-contour ¢ = 0.5 (black line) is super-imposed on Figs. 5c and 5d.
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In many simulations of dissolution or precipitation, two
main hypotheses are often considered. First, the interface
is assumed to move because of chemical reactions, which is
often considered by a kinetics of first-order. That assump-
tion means that the curvature-driven motion is neglected in
the Gibbs-Thomson condition. In the phase-field theory,
that motion is always contained in the ¢-equation. In order
to cancel it, a counter term —M¢K’V¢| must be added in ¢-
equation. The second hypothesis is the diffusion that is ne-
glected in the solid phase. In that case, the anti-trapping cur-
rent j, must be considered in c-equation. Those two terms
are not contained in the functional of grand-potential, they
are added for phenomenological reasons. Without them,
the phase-field model is not equivalent to the sharp inter-
face model because several spurious terms arise from the
matched asymptotic expansions.

The model has been implemented with lattice Boltzmann
schemes in the LBM_saclay code. The one-dimensional val-
idations have been carried out with two analytical solutions
of the Stefan problem. The test cases present one process
of precipitation with Dg ~ D; and another one of dissolution
for Dy = 0. The first one is performed without anti-trapping
and compares the profiles of composition. The jump of com-
position is well-reproduced by the model at interface. The
diffusive behavior is also perfectly fitted for each phase. The
second test emphasizes the analogy with problems of solidi-
fication (or melting) where the equilibrium chemical poten-
tial u°? plays the role of melting temperature and Ac“ is
compared to the latent heat. For that test, the use of anti-
trapping current avoids the oscillations of algorithm and im-
proves the accuracy of composition profiles.

Finally, the numerical model has been applied for simu-
lating the dissolution process of a porous medium. The rock
sample has been characterized by X-ray microtomography.
The datafile has been used for defining the initial conditions
for ¢ and c. Two simulations have compared the impact
of counter term on the shape of solid. When the counter
term is not considered in ¢-equation, the curvature-driven
motion makes disappear small areas of liquid trapped inside
the solid phase. The main consequence of that effect, acting
like precipitation, is the heterogeneity of composition inside
the solid phase. When the counter term is taken into ac-
count, the solid/liquid interface is much more irregular and
the composition is homogeneous inside the solid phase.

The grand-potential densities ®g of each phase are de-
fined by the Legendre transform of free energy densities fg.
In this work, the main assumption is that f; and f; are de-
fined by two parabolas with identical curvature €, = €;. That
hypothesis simplifies the link between the thermodynamic
parameters me, €p and f]qn)mand the properties of equilib-
rium i.e. the coexistence compositions cg’, ¢, and the equi-
librium chemical potential y°?. Nevertheless, for real ma-
terials the thermodynamics does not fulfill necessarily that
condition. An in-depth study with &; # €; is planned for fu-
ture work for binary and ternary mixtures.
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Appendix A. Matched asymptotic expansions

The starting point of this Appendix is the phase-field
model composed of Eqs. (33a)—-(33c). The analysis is per-
formed into two main stages. First, the whole computa-
tional domain is divided into two regions. The first region
is located far from the interface (bulk phases) and called
the “outer domain”. The second region is the diffuse in-
terface and called the “inner domain”. In Appendix A.1, we
define the dimensionless variables and the matching condi-
tions between both regions. Next, we present the analysis
of the outer domain in Appendix A.2 and the inner domain
in Appendix A.3. Finally a discussion is carried out in Ap-
pendix A.4 to remove the error terms.

Appendix A.1. Main definitions

Appendix A.1.1. Outer domain and inner domain

The unknown are ¢°%, u®“, ¢ for the outer domain,
and ¢, u™, ¢ for the inner domain. They are expanded as
power of a small parameter € < 1:

out ~_ wout out 2 yout in ~ nin in 2 nin
07 ~ 0" +07" +€705, 9" = 0p +€¢7" +€70;
C(mt ~ Cgut + EC?M + 826‘(2)"”, Cin ~ Cgl + Sciln + EZng

2 in

Hy

out out 2 out

R I T R

The small parameter of expansions is defined by € =
W /dy, where dy = W /(o) is the capillary length, and o is
a parameter to be determined. The two coefficients D; and
dy define a characteristic speed v. = D;/dy = €D;/W, and a
characteristic time ¢, = dg /Dy =dp/v.. For the expansions,
we also assume 1/x ~ dy i.e. Wk~ €. In the phase-field
equation, the coefficient A is replaced by €/c. Finally, we
define the following dimensionless quantities: the interface
speed v, = v, /v, the interface curvature K = dyk, the time
f =t/1,, the spatial coordinate X = x/dy, and the dimension-
less diffusivity D = D;/My. Finally g, = D;/D is the ratio
of diffusion coefficients.

For each domain, the model is re-written with the curvi-
linear coordinates r and s, where r is the signed distance to
the level line ¢ = 0.5, and s the arc length along the interface.
The dimensionless coordinates are also defined by: N1 =r/dj
and 5 = s/dy. The spatial operators (divergence, gradient,
laplacian) and the time derivatives are also expressed in this
new system of coordinates, and next expanded in power of
€. Finally, the terms of same order are gathered and the solu-
tions of all orders can be calculated with appropriate bound-
ary conditions: the “matching conditions”.

Appendix A.1.2. Matching conditions

The matching conditions are established by comparing
the limits of inner variables far from the interface with the
limits of outer variables near the interface. For that pur-
pose we define & = r/W, a “stretched” normal coordinate in



the inner region. Let us notice that the curvilinear coordi-
nates r and s have been made dimensionless by introducing
N =r/dy and 5 = s/dy in the outer domain, we observe that
n/& = € < 1. This motivates us to compare the limits of
inner variables when & — dteo with the limits of outer vari-
ables when 1 — 0*. For the phase-fields (])6" and 0", we
define the matching conditions:

lim ¢ = 11m ¢”’”
E— oo

and gllm of = lm L ¢

For the chemical potentials ,u;" and ,u?‘” (0 <j<2), the
matching conditions are:

lim ' = 1" (0%)
S
};llm ‘um ()ut(Oi)+an out(():l:)é

lim Qg = " (0%) + 03 (072

where ¢ (0%) = limy_,g+ 4 for j=0, 1 and dnug* (0%) =
llmnﬁoi an[.lo .

Appendix A.2. Analysis of outer domain

In the outer domain, the use of curvilinear coordinates
is not necessary because the region is far from the interface.
Thus, the model is written with the dimensionless cartesian
coordinates X, the dimensionless time 7 and the parameter of
expansion €. The model writes:

De? 070" = ¢
dc=V

= €
2V2¢out o wiiw (¢0th) o &aq)(op(q)out”uout)

. [q(q)out)e‘uout _jar(q)om)]

= p(¢)oy(u) + [1 — p(9)]wy(u) and
(0°)Ac®970°“ n with the normal vector n =

(A.1)

where the notation ®w”

jat (q)out) = —a

Voo | W(I)”“’ |. The expansions of ¢-equation write for each
order:
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According to Eq. (A.2a), wg,(¢f") takes a minimal
value in the outer domain, i.e. ¢¢* is either equal to ¢; =0
or ¢; = 1. In addition, p(¢) must be chosen such that its
derivatives Vanish in the bulk phases. Then Eq. (A.2b) be-
comes simply o, (05 )09* = 0, implying ¢{* = 0. Simi-
larly, Eq. (A. 2c) 51mp11ﬁes to @, (95")9%" = 0 involving
¢5"" = 0. Finally, the analysis of ¢ equation in the outer do-
main yields

00" =0p and O =¢3"=0 for®=s5,1 (A3)
We can complete the matching conditions with the addi-

tional relation limg 1. ¢ = 0 for j > 1. Because of Eq.
(A.3), the term 97" is null in Eq. (A.1), and the c-equation
simplifies to:

for ®=ys,1

drc =V - [q(00) V™| (A.4)

The analysis of the outer domain recovers the standard dif-
fusion equation Eq. (A.4) with a constant phase-field Eq.
(A.3) for each bulk phase.

Appendix A.3. Analysis of inner domain

Now we focus on the analysis of the inner domain. After
expansions of each PDE (Appendix A.3.1), the solutions are
calculated order-by-order and used to derive the interface
conditions (Appendix A.3.2—Appendix A.3.6).

Appendix A.3.1. Expanded equations
The expansions of ¢-equation and c-equation write:

o(1): R0l — 0, (0f) =0 (A.52)
O(e) : ééqyl'l—mdw(cpo )OI = — (D, + &) 0o + 00 D (0f, 1)) (A.5b)
0(¢?) 0Z: 05" — @iy, (0F') é" = (1/2) (07", (07') + D30 — 35,05 — (Dv, + )90
HERPI: 0" + o 9300 (0 )0 + 09, 00 (07 iy ! (A.50)

O(1): 0 [q(of)oeuly] =0 (A.62)
O(e): 9 [q(0f)oeui"] =—8g [07'909(07)0eit'] — Pndech’ — Rq(9f')deuy +0g [a(9F)Ac7,0:05']  (A.6b)
O(e): I [q(0)0erd'] = 9l +ERq(0F)euty' — Pndect' — Rq (97 )eu’

—35 [4(0F") sﬂo] &0'99q(05') ety — g [07'90q(00')ert']

— 95 {03000 + (01 /2)95q(85")] gt} + AcRa(06')7d0(

+Ac0 [a( O)Vnaéq)’l"—i—a( ) 5,0 agq)'”} (A.6¢)

20



The closure equation writes (only O(1) is necessary):

in __

o(1):  cf =—0,0"(0F 1) (A7)

In the rest of this section, the superscript “in” will be
removed for all inner variables i.e. for 0 < j <2 we note
o= q)’j" U= ,uj." andc; = cj.". The superscript “out” is kept
for the variables of outer domain.

Appendix A.3.2. Analysis of terms O(1)
For ¢-equation, Eq. (A.5a) can be easily solved by using

®y4,. At order zero, we obtain the hyperbolic tangent profile
of the phase-field:

o0(E) = | +ta121h(2§)

For c-equation, two successive integrations of Eq. (A.6a)
yield degio = A(5)/q(90) and o = B(5) +A(5) f5 ¢~ (90)dE.
Both constants of integration A and B can depend on 5. We
can see that A = 0 is necessary because the integral does not
converge when & — —+oo (because ¢ — 1 when & — +o0).
Hence, py depends only on the position along the interface
s, and the matching conditions yield:

(A.8)

1" (07) = g (07) (A.9)

i.e. the continuity of the chemical potential at order zero.

Appendix A.3.3. §-equation: analysis of terms O(€)

The Gibbs-Thomson condition at order zero arises from
the analysis of terms O(€) of ¢-equation. After multiplica-
tion of Eq. (A.5b) by a§¢o and integration wrt & from —oo to
~+o0, we obtain:

+oo +oo
[ conaeonds = 0, +%) [ @co0)det
1

Yoo
- 9 009o®” (0o, 10)dE (A.10)

where we set L(¢;) = a§§¢1 — @}, (90)¢1. The left-hand
side (LHS) of Eq. (A.10) is integrated by parts (using O(1)
phase field for the last equality), we find:

o0 +oo
[ agesionde=— [ aeo1L(00)dE =0
In the right-hand side (RHS) of Eq. (A.10), the first integral
is noted .# = [1~ (agq)o)%ia = 2/3. The second integral
can be calculated because yg is independent of &. Finally
Eq. (A.10) becomes:

_ _ 1
0= —(D\7,,+K)/+&[0)1(;10)—005(;10)] (A.11)
Using the expression o (uo) — @y(uo) = —(cf — ¢5°) (1o —
u°4) and the definitions of D, ¥, and K, we obtain:
. IW IW
— DA’ = ———K— —— A.12
(o — p*?)Ac n M (A.12)

where Ac®’ = ¢f? — ¢§{°. We identify dy = .#W /), meaning
that o0 = l/f, and Bo = d()/M¢.
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Another useful result for simplifying the future analyses
is the first-order phase-field ¢;. The bilinear form (y, ¢) —
JwL(d) is continuous and coercive where y and ¢ are two
functions vanishing at 4o and —co. This means that the
operator L is invertible in this space. Combined with Eq.
(A.11), this indicates that ¢ is determined by:

A(‘)('UO) -1,/ 1
O1r=—_— L (%)~
With the derivatives of p(¢) and ¢y defined in Tab 2 and
. =2/3, the term inside the brackets vanishes. The unique
solution is ¢; = 0 meaning that all terms depending on ¢; in

Egs. (A.5¢), (A.6b) and (A.6¢) can be removed.

Appendix A.3.4. c-equation: analysis of terms O(€)

The Stefan condition at order zero arises from the anal-
ysis of terms O(g) of c-equation. However, the analysis also
reveals two spurious terms for the chemical potential: the
chemical potentials of first-order x*(07) and " (0~) are
not identical on both sides of the interface.

We start with a simplification of c-equation Eq. (A.6b)
with the previous result dgpp = 0:

9z [q(00) 0z |

After one integration, we obtain:

7\7na§C0 + ag [Accoa((b())ﬁnag(])()]

q(00)9eur = —Vpco +A+Aca($o)vnde 0o (A.13)
Considering the limit § — —eoo, the integration constant A is
found equal to A = A + V¢ (o) Where Ag = g;0qug (07).
The closure relation Eq. (A.7) writes co = h(¢o)c; (o) +
[1—h(do)] cs(to). Eq. (A.13) becomes

@ [—V,,/’l((l)o)ACo +Ag+ Accoa((bo)ﬁnaé(bo]
(A.14)

where Aco = ¢;(uo) — ¢s(1o). Because of the choice of free
energies, we also have Aco = Ac“’ (see Eqgs. (24a)-(24b)).
Integrating once again from 0 to &, we obtain

deuy =

v - S h(do)
= Y=o [
1 _ & a((D())Accoaaq)o
A e A1)

where T is a constant of integration that will be determined
in Appendix A.3.5. Now the matching conditions are used
when § — Heo. When  — +o0, we ensure the convergence
of the first two integrals by adding +1 — 1 i.e. the first in-

tegral considered is f§h(¢0) /q(¢o) +1—1 and the second
one is Ag foé g '(0o) + 1 — 1. This yields:

w3 (07) + i (07)& = Y + Acoin 7

—TpAco§ +qsonug" (07)[4 +E]  (A.16a)
H7"(07) 4 Onug (07)& =Y + Acov,.Fs
+q5Omug" (07)[% + (§/q5)]  (A.16b)



where .7, Fs, 4 and ¥, are four integrals which are defined
in Tab. 3. In Egs. (A.16a)-(A.16b), the &-terms are consid-
ered separately and gathered in one additional equation. The
three equations write:

p(07) =Y +5,Ac0.F1 + qsomuid (07)4 (A.17a)
1 (07) =Y+ 9,Ac0.F + qsonud (07)%,  (A.17b)
O™ (07) = =¥, Aco + gsOnul™ (07) (A.17¢)

The last relationship Eq. (A.17c¢) is the Stefan condition at
order zero:

Inug" (0) — gsOnug™ (07) = —7nAco (A.18)
Eq. (A.17a) minus Eq. (A.17b) yields the jump of the first-

order chemical potential:

B4 (0%) — 10 (07) = TAcoAT + il (07)AY
(A.19)
where A¥ = % — % and AY = 4, — 4,. The first-order
chemical potentials are not the same on both side of the in-
terface. The discontinuity contains two terms proportional

to v,Aco and gsdnud (07).

Appendix A.3.5. ¢-equation: analysis of terms O(€?)

The analysis of terms O(e?) of ¢-equation reveals that
the discontinuity of the first-order chemical potential adds
an error term in the Gibbs-Thomson condition. Since ¢; =0
and ¢g does not depend on 7 and 5, Eq. (A.5¢) simplifies to:

e 02 — 07, (90)02 = 0™, 0 (90, o )11 + &R 0o

We use the same method applied to ¢-eq of order O(g): the
LHS is noted L(¢,) and we multiply the two sides by dg 0o
before integrating over & varying from —eo to +oo:

/ 0oL (02)dE = 00! /+w 350092, (00, o) dE

) F
With the same arguments as the O(€)-equation, the LHS of

Eq. (A.20) is null. The last integral on the RHS vanishes
because the integrand is odd. Eq. (A.20) is reduced to:

&(0:00)>dE (A.20)

~+oo
[ [0:0003,07 (60, 0)un] dE =0 (A21)
From this point, the analysis is straightforward. Compara-
tively, during the analysis of a KKS-type formulation of the
model (like in [17, Appendix A]), a similar integral would
have been obtained, but with the interpolation of grand po-
tentials ®” which is replaced by the free energy of an in-
terpolation of compositions. A lengthy analysis involving
the closure equation A.7 expanded at first-order would have
been required to get to the same point. Here, the use of
the grand-potential formulation significantly simplifies the
analysis. It can also be noted that such a simplification has
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already been used for the O(€)-terms of ¢-equation in Sec.
Appendix A.3.3 because the integration of dg0odo®” (o, o)
is much easier than de09do f (o, co) (since iy is constant and
not cp). In Eq. (A.21), we replace y; by its expression Eq.
(A.15):

oo X +oo /
[m 959005, @ (90, o)1 = —/M [9e00p" (90)Aco] X

o aee [F[7(90)  a(90)9:00 e 1

{Y aeo | LI(%) 4(00) ] A, q<¢o>}
= 7, (Aco)* H —YAco

—As()+ F1 — F) Aco

where the three integrals 7, j} and .Z, are defined in Tab.

3. For that result we used the two relations [ 9:00p’ (¢0) =
p(1)—p(0) =1 and [*Z3ed0p'(90) 54 (00) =%+ Fi —

Z5. From Eq. (A.21) the integral is zero, so Y is given by:

Y = v, Aco. X — A(G) + .F1 — Fy) (A.22)

That relation is used to replace Y in Egs. (A.17a)-(A.17b):

Iuout (0+) VAo [e%/ g[] Ay AF (A.23a)
p(07) = VpAco[ A + F] — AJAY +AF]  (A23b)
where we have set AZ = %, — %, and AY =94 — %,.

By summing Eq. (A.12) with exEqgs. (A.23a)-(A.23b)
such as u® (0%) = o (0%) +€ug™ (0*), we get the disconti-
nuity of chemical potential at interface:

IW
Uy — ts = €vy AF + qgsWo,ud" (0

Do T)AY

(A.24)

where g = ¢ (07) and y; = ' (0~). That jump involves
two Gibbs-Thomson conditions, one for each side of the in-
terface:

e do
M — U 9= _ Acco K— ABCO v+ EIAJ (A25a)
=B B [AF - a9] (A25b)
Mg —H " = Acco Acco Vn 1 .
where the first error term is noted E| = ¢,Wo,u3" (0~) which

cancels if g, = 0 i.e. Dy = 0. Those two relations are simply
written for ® = s, [:

do
ACCU K

where AY%p = ¢ — Yp. The capillary length dj and the ki-
netic coefficient Bg are defined by:

P
AC{J

up —ud = — vp+E; [Aﬁ qu:.] (A.26a)

do = ? (A.26b)
_ IW % K+ T coN?
Bo = qu, A D 7 (Ac*?) (A.26¢)



Appendix A.3.6. c-equation: analysis of terms O(g?*)

For c-equation, two spurious terms in the Stefan condi-
tion arise from the analysis of terms O(g?). After consider-
ing ¢1 = 0, depp = 0, and dycp = 0 (because ¢ is constant),
Eq. (A.6¢c) becomes:

9 [q(00)0x ] — q(00)0% 410

= —Pu0¢c1 — Kq(9o)den

+ Ka(¢0)ACCOﬁna§¢o

In the RHS, the second term g(o)dgu; is replaced by its
expression Eq. (A.14). After integration w.r.t. &, we obtain:

&
q(90)depr = —Vpc +Acof<§n/ h(o) — KA

ssﬂo/ q(9o) + B(5)
where B(5) is a constant of integration. Then we use the

matching conditions and look at the limits when & tends to
+o0 and —oo. For § — +0, we obtain:

Ot (07) + et (07)8 = —7ine1 (07)
+AcoRP, /0 [h(00) — 1] + AcoRnE + B(3)

~RAE 20 | {la(00) - 1148}

and for § — —co:

out (

") +‘1saznﬂ?m( T)E=—Tpc1(07)

+AcoKv, /_W h(¢0) - KAS& + B(E)

qsOnu]

ss‘uO/ { (00) CIS] =+ Qsé}

We focus on the terms independent of &:

out (

O (0F) = —vpe1 (07) — /195410
gsOnqui" (07) = —v,c1(07) — fx sHo

where the integrals 777, 7%, #; and ¢ are defined in Tab.
3. The first equation minus the second one yields:

— AcoKio.74 + B(s)
AcoKig +B S

dnui (0F) —

oul(

) = —V,Act — AcoKv, AT
—2uA 7 (A27)
where A = 7] — ;5 and A ¢ = 7, — Z;. To obtain

the Stefan condition, we recombine Eq. (A.18) with exEq.
(A.27):

qsOni

Dy0yu|; — Dy0ppts = —vpAc® — A —E3A ¢ (A28)

where E, = WxvpAcy and E3 = WDlags,uo.
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Appendix A.4. Removal of error terms Eq, Ej, E3

Three error terms appear in the sharp interface model
which is recovered by the analysis: E; in the Gibbs-Thomson
condition Eq. (A.26a) and E,, E3 in the Stefan condition Eq.
(A.28). The errors E;, [E5 disappear provided that A7Z =0
and A_¢ = 0. The condition AJZ = 0 is fulfilled for i (¢)
defined in Tab. 2. As a matter of fact, that stays true as long
as h(0) is an odd function of ¢. For A_#, the same property
of the interpolation function ¢(¢): A_# =0 as long as an
odd function is used to interpolate the diffusivities.

The condition A.# = 0 cannot be ensured in the model
without antitrapping current (i.e. a(¢) = 0). However, the
condition can be respected by choosing appropriately the
function a(¢) of j,. We already know that the integrand
h(do) verifies A7 = 0. To fulfill the condition A.# = 0,
the minimal requirement is to equalize the integrand of A%
with h(¢0)2

h(9o) — a(90)dedo
q(%o)

Knowing dg 0o = 49o(1 —¢p), we have to define the function

a(dg) as:

= h(¢o)

[1—q(¢o)]
400(1 — o)

As already mentioned, the error term [E; is proportional
to g and vanishes if g; = 0 (i.e. Dy =0). If g5 # 0 then the
error term disappears if A.% = 0 and A% = 0. Cancelling the
term AY is possible by using one harmonic interpolation for
the diffusion coefficients instead of the linear interpolation
q(¢) of Tab. 2. However, in that case, A_# is no longer zero.
To cancel both, one solution is to use a tensorial diffusivity
so as to set the interpolation as linear in the direction tangent
to the interface and harmonic in the normal direction (see
[53, 44]). In our model, ¥ = ¥4, =0 if g, = 1 (see Tab.
3) i.e. for identical diffusivities of bulk phases. Finally the
error term [E| disappears for two cases: Dy =0 and Dy = D;.

]_QS

a(do) = 1

————<h(do) =
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