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H I G H L I G H T S

3D microstructures of Freudenberg GDLs are reconstructed from high-resolution μ-CT.
An in-house algorithm is developed to distinguish PTFE and carbon fibers.
Multiphase flow is modeled with a 3D Color-Gradient Lattice Boltzmann method.
Capillary hysteresis is simulated and studied under parameter variation.
Simulated cap. pressure–saturation curves are validated against experimental data.
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A B S T R A C T

Water management is crucial for reliable operation of Polymer Electrolyte Membrane Fuel Cells (PEMFC).
Here, the gas diffusion layer (GDL) plays an essential role as it has to ensure efficient water removal from and
oxygen transport to the catalyst layer.

In this study water transport through porous carbon felt GDLs was simulated using a 3D Color-Gradient
Lattice Boltzmann model. Simulations were carried out on microstructures of plain and impregnated fiber
substrates of a Freudenberg H14. The GDL microstructures were reconstructed from high-resolution X-ray
micro-computed tomography (μ-CT). For the distinction of carbon fibers and polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) in
the binarized microstructures an in-house algorithm was developed. The additive was specified heterogeneously
in the GDL through-plane direction employing a PTFE loading profile as derived based on μ-CT image data. In
the in-plane direction the additive was furthermore defined in a realistic fashion near carbon fiber intersections.
Prior to parametric studies on capillary behavior a sophisticated modeling approach for semipermeable
membranes had to be developed to account for experimental boundary conditions. Capillary hysteresis was
then investigated by simulation of intrusion and drainage curves and subsequent comparison to testbench data.
1. Introduction

In the wake of proceeding climate change, reduction of greenhouse
gas emissions becomes an increasingly urgent task. As the transporta-
tion sector is responsible for more than 20% of global emissions [1,2],
the automotive industry is recently undergoing a disruptive tech-
nological transition from conventional combustion engines towards
emission-free electrical motors. In the e-Mobility sector clean drivetrain
solutions are found in battery-electric (BEV) and fuel cell-electric
vehicles (FCEV). The latter is especially compelling for heavy-duty

∗ Corresponding author.
E-mail address: thomas.jahnke@dlr.de (T. Jahnke).

applications in commercial vehicles (CV), as PEMFC’s are offering high
efficiency and dynamic response up to high loads and fast refuel-
ing [3,4]. Widespread commercialization of PEM fuel cells, however,
is to this day still limited by reliability, lifetime and high costs [5,6].
Stable long-term operation within the PEMFC can be only sustained,
though, by maintaining a proper water management. In this regard
the gas diffusion layer (GDL) acts as a key component in the fuel
cell, as it has to provide sufficient oxygen to the catalyst layer while
simultaneously removing product water from it. The porous GDL is
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typically a carbon-based cloth, paper or felt, which is commonly treated
with a hydrophobic agent such as polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) to
promote its water removal efficiency [7].

Liquid water transport through these GDL microstructures is com-
plex and experimental investigations on the underlying mechanisms
are costly and time-consuming. Modeling and simulation of multiphase
flows have gained therefore increasing attention in the scientific field
within the past decades. The GDL microstructures for such simula-
tions are generally reconstructed from μ-CT imaging data or gener-
ated by stochastic methods [8–10]. In recent years also modeling of
additive distributions has increasingly approached researchers’ focus,
as the hydrophobicity of PTFE is majorly affecting water transport
through GDLs. According to Mathias et al. [7] PTFE is distributed
rather homogeneously or heterogeneously along the material thickness,
depending on the GDL manufacturing procedure. In previous works
such through-plane additive profiles were approximated using either
artificial functions [11,12] or experimental data based on SEM-EDX
analysis [13,14]. In the in-plane direction PTFE is furthermore pre-
dominantly observed in the vicinity of carbon fiber intersections, as it
was also visualized in SEM images by Zamel et al. [15]. Most mod-
eling works followed a phenomenological approach, where additive is
distributed within these intersecting areas by utilizing morphological
image opening [16–18]. Other researchers defined distance-based prob-
ability functions [12,19] or employed simulated annealing to distribute
additives accordingly [20].

In recent years researchers have developed powerful simulation
techniques to predict multiphase flows in reconstructed microstruc-
tures. Pore scale modeling approaches such as Full Morphology (FM),
Lattice Boltzmann method (LBM), Pore Network Modeling (PNM) or
Volume-of-Fluid (VOF) method have gained increasing popularity in
the scientific field. For more information on different pore scale mod-
eling approaches the reader is referred to [21–25]. Among these meth-
ods LBM is especially compelling with respect to numerical stability,
suitability for massive parallelization and applicability to arbitrary ge-
ometries [26,27]. The latter is particularly advantageous with regard to
parametric uncertainty, as simulations can be conducted on lattice rep-
resentations of real geometries. Modeling of structural effects, e.g., the
capillary valve effect [28], thus does not necessarily require additional
geometric parameters. To this day a multitude of numerical studies has
been conducted, in which liquid water transport through the porous
GDL was simulated using the Lattice Boltzmann method. Most of these
works focus on investigating liquid water distributions for the intrusion
up to breakthrough under variation of parameters such as compression
rate [29–31], wettability [11,14,29,32–39] or inlet conditions [40–42].
In other studies LBM is utilized to derive effective transport proper-
ties based on simulated [37,43,44] or experimentally observed [45,
46] saturation profiles. Capillary pressure–saturation characteristics of
GDLs, on the other hand, are only very rarely investigated with LBM.
Hao et al. [47] employed a free-energy LB model to simulate liquid
water transport through stochastic reconstructions of Toray TGP-H-
090 carbon papers. The GDL microstructures were modeled with 10
and 30 wt% PTFE, which was randomly distributed on the carbon
fiber surfaces. Simulated intrusion and drainage curves showed a fair
agreement with experimental data in the intermediate saturation range.
Towards low and high saturations the deviations from the measurement
increased, which was accredited to the effect of surface pores and
deficiencies in the stochastic reconstruction. The simulated curves were
furthermore fitted and a modified Leverett function was presented. In
addition, a grid resolution of 2.5 μm per voxel was found to be suffi-
cient. This conclusion was, however, drawn solely from a comparison
of simulated primary drainage curves for different lattice resolutions.

Yang et al. [36] investigated capillary behavior of Toray TGP-H-090
as well and utilized a pseudopotential LB model. The GDL microstruc-
ture was reconstructed using stochastic methods and PTFE contents
of 10 and 20 wt% were distributed randomly on the solid surfaces.
2

Depending on the additive load, the GDL reconstruction exhibited a
lattice resolution of 1.8 and 2.0 μm per voxel respectively. For the
given additive loadings transport of liquid water was then simulated.
However, a complete hysteresis was not recovered, as only the intru-
sion process was investigated. In comparison to experimental data the
simulation results showed for both, 10 and 20 wt% PTFE, only a rough
qualitative agreement.

Lately Zhu et al. [48] employed a diffuse-interface Lattice Boltz-
mann model to investigate compression effects on liquid water intru-
sion. For this, a GDL-type microstructure was randomly generated with
stochastic methods and compressed by ratios of 10 and 20% using
solid mechanics simulations. The lattice resolution was 2 μm per voxel,
an additive was not considered. Comparison of the capillary-pressure
saturation characteristics upon intrusion showed an impeding effect of
compression on liquid water transport, owing to pore space constric-
tion. The results were, however, not compared to neither experimental
nor other simulation data. Capillary hysteresis was furthermore not
recovered, as the drainage process was not investigated.

Most recently Zhang et al. [49] studied the intrusion process for
a Toray TGP-H-060 carbon paper and a Freudenberg H2315 carbon
felt. In the former case the GDL microstructure was generated using
stochastic methods whereas in the latter case it was reconstructed from
μ-CT image data with a resolution of 1.86 μm per pixel. A PTFE loading
of 7 wt% was realized by morphological opening, for the TGP-H-060
furthermore a binder phase was added. Liquid water transport was
then simulated for both, in-plane and through-plane direction, using
a diffuse-interface LB model. For the Toray carbon paper capillary
resistance to water flow was observed to be higher in the through-
plane as compared to the in-plane direction. That trend appeared
to be reversed for the Freudenberg carbon felt. These findings were
explained with different pore size and tortuosity distributions for the
two GDLs under investigation. Capillary hysteresis was, again, not part
of the study and the simulated behavior was also not compared to any
reference.

This research work presents a novel contribution to the field of mul-
tiphase flow simulations through porous carbon felt GDLs in following
new modeling approaches and elucidating new parametric influences
on capillary behavior. For this, a numerical framework is developed to
simulate liquid water transport through carbon fiber felts utilizing a 3D
Color-Gradient Lattice Boltzmann model and real GDL microstructural
data. The carbon felt GDLs are reconstructed from μ-CT image data by
manual thresholding and with a lattice resolution of 0.96 μm per voxel,
which is at least by a factor of two finer as compared to related previous
works [36,47–49]. For the simulations GDL subsets are selected and
domain sizes are chosen according to a new approach based on the
analysis of porosity profiles for the binarized GDL microstructures.
Distinction of PTFE from carbon fibers is also included in this study
by development of an algorithm specifying the additive in a realistic
fashion near fiber intersections. The differentiation of PTFE and carbon
fibers is, in addition, carried out according to a through-plane loading
profile, as derived based on μ-CT image data. This combined approach
for the distinction of PTFE and carbon fibers in GDL microstructure
reconstructions from μ-CT presents a novelty, to our knowledge a
comparable route has yet only been taken for stochastic reconstruc-
tions [12]. Inspite being usually neglected, are surface effects addressed
in this study, as well, by development of two different approaches to
model semipermeable membranes according to an experimental setup.
Capillary behavior is then thoroughly investigated by simulating both
intrusion and drainage of liquid water to recover the complete hys-
teresis. Relations for the capillary pressure–saturation characteristics
are furthermore analyzed upon variation of parameters such as lattice
resolution and contact angle. The simulation results are lastly not just
validated against theory, but to a meaningful reference of experimental

capillary-pressure saturation curves as well.
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Table 1
Measurement conditions of the μ-CT imaging and the subsequent grayscale
reconstruction process.

Parameter/Unit Value

Acceleration voltage/kV 54
Current/μA 85
Rotation step/◦ 0.25
Random movement 4
Averaging frames 10
Resolution/μm px−1 0.96
Exposure time/ms 3015
Stage temperature/◦C 23–25
Reconstruction gray scale/– −0.05–0.05
Beam hardening correction/% 15
Ring artifact correction/– 19

2. Experimental

2.1. 𝜇-CT image acquisition

As the basis for microstructure reconstruction μ-CT imaging is per-
ormed on plain and impregnated fibers of a H14 carbon felt GDL by
reudenberg. The scanning is conducted using a SkyScan 1172 desktop
-CT by Bruker MicroCT (Belgium) and applying the experimental
onditions as listed in Table 1. From the raw data single grayscale
mages with a high resolution of 0.96 μm/pixel are reconstructed using
he software NRecon by Bruker MicroCT (Belgium). All reconstruction
arameters and correction factors (gray scale, beam hardening correc-
ion, ring artifact correction) are kept identical for the different samples
s listed in Table 1.

.2. Measurement of capillary pressure–saturation relations

Capillary pressure–saturation (pcS) curves for the carbon fiber felts
re measured with an in-house apparatus (pcS testbench) as shown in

Fig. 1(a). For this, the GDL sample is sandwiched between a hydrophilic
membrane (Merck Durapore Membrane Filter 0.45 μm HV) and a hy-
drophobic membrane (Whatman Membrane Filter 0.2 μm WTP Type)
on the water and gas side respectively. After sealing the micro-fluidic
device with tightening screws gas pressure is then controlled using
a syringe (Hamilton 1005TLL 5.0 ml) mounted onto a syringe pump
(NE-500). A pressure transducer (DMP 311 from BD sensors, ±0.5 bar,
±0.1%) is used with a data logger (Agilent 34970 A Data Acquisition)
to record the gas phase pressure during the measurement. Homogeneity
in the gas phase pressure across the sample surface is established
using a gas distributor on top of the hydrophobic membrane. On the
water side pressure is kept constant at 1 atm by providing the liquid
via a basin, which is sealed to prevent evaporation. This container is
placed on a balance (OHAUS Explorer EX225) to monitor the amount
of water intruding into the porous sample. By changing the volume
inside the syringe with a constant rate of 50 μl/min, gas pressure is then
ramped between +25 kPa and −25 kPa to impose a capillary pressure
equivalent to 𝑝cap = 𝑝gas − 𝑝liq across the GDL sample and enforce
ubsequent intrusion and drainage of liquid water. In preliminary tests
t was ensured, that the gas pressure ramp rate was sufficiently low to
btain a quasi-stationary saturation for any given capillary pressure.
ith this experimental setup capillary pressure–saturation curves are

ecorded, whereat each measurement consists of 5 subsequent intrusion
nd drainage cycles to assure reproducibility. For the comparison with
imulation results in the further sections of this work only the last cycles
re considered.

. Geometry generation

.1. Binarization of carbon felt GDLs

Microstructures of plain and impregnated fibers are reconstructed
3

rom μ-CT image data derived as described in prior subsection. For
this, 2D grayscale image stacks from μ-CT (Fig. 2(a)) are imported
into GeoDict [50] and further post-processed. At first, the quality of
the raw image data is enhanced by using a sharpening [51] and a
median filter [52], each with a radius of one voxel. The filtered data
is afterwards binarized using manual thresholding. For the binarization
of the fiber substrate a threshold value is chosen to achieve a porosity
of 75%. This value is estimated by utilizing manufacturer specifica-
tions on an areal weight of 65 g/m2 and thickness of 150 μm for the
H14 carbon fiber felt [53] and an estimated carbon fiber density of
1.75 g/cm3 based on the measurements of Rashapov et al. [54]. The
binarized 3D microstructure of the GDL fibers is visualized in Fig. 2(b).
This binarization workflow is the same for the plain and impregnated
fibers except for the manual thresholding. Due to lack of a porosity
value from literature for the impregnated fibers it is assumed that the
additive component (PTFE, conducting soot) is mainly located towards
the GDL surface areas, as observed in other works [12,55,56]. The
threshold for binarization is hence chosen such as to achieve for the
GDL core area a local porosity similar to the unimpregnated fibers.
Following this approach resulted in an overall porosity of 71.41% for
the impregnated fibers. A comparison of the porosity profiles for the
plain and impregnated fiber substrate is shown in Fig. 5(b).

3.2. Domain sizes and porosity profiles

In the field of microstructure-resolved simulations it is an ever-
present challenge to find a representative elementary volume (REV) being
the smallest microstructure subset still recovering the overall macro-
scopic structural properties [57,58]. In this work a smaller cutout
is selected as REV based on an analysis of the porosity profiles for
the whole microstructure (Fig. 2(b)) of the binarized fiber substrate.
This approach of REV selection presents, to the best of the authors’
knowledge, a novel contribution to the scientific field. Fig. 3 shows
the porosity profiles along the two in-plane as well as the through-
plane direction of the GDL. The first in-plane direction (Fig. 3(a))
exhibits a porosity profile with periodic fluctuations. In accordance
with the observations on a Freudenberg H2315 by Fishman et al. [59],
we also detect locally alternating minima and maxima in the poros-
ity for roughly every 500 μm. This characteristic can be related to
the carbon felt manufacturing technique of hydro-entangling, where
loose carbon fibers are mechanically intertwined by arrays of water
jets [7,12,55,60]. The second in-plane direction (Fig. 3(b)) is parallel
to the production direction and exhibits no comparable periodicity,
resulting in a rather uniform porosity profile. The porosity profile
through the GDL thickness (Fig. 3(c)) exhibits a U-type shape typical
for carbon felt GDLs [59,61]. Based on this porosity analysis a GDL
subset with a domain size of 500 × 200 × 156 voxels is selected as
REV. The rationale for this choice is on one hand to cover at least
one period of the porosity fluctuations in the in-plane X direction.
Due to the uniformity of the porosity in the in-plane Y direction,
on the other hand, the system size in the second dimension is kept
smaller to reduce computational expense in the simulations. Exploiting
the periodicity of the porosity in the in-plane X direction a subset is
chosen to encompass a local minimum in the domain center. For the
in-plane Y direction the cutout is selected from the center of the full
binarized GDL microstructure (Fig. 2(b)). The cutout positions for the
GDL subset are indicated as blue dashed lines in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b).
In the through-plane direction the whole GDL thickness is considered.
As discussed in Section 5.2 and in the Supplement material, provides
this novel approach a GDL subset, which is representative for the two-
phase transport characteristics of the overall GDL. Fig. 3(c) shows the
porosity profiles for the selected subset as blue solid line, the increase in
fluctuations arises from the domain size reduction in the two in-plane
directions. For the impregnated fibers an appropriate subset (Fig. 5(a))
was selected as well, following the same approach as described above.
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Fig. 1. (a) Schematic view of the pcS testbench used to measure capillary pressure–saturation curves. The sample is colored in red whereas the hydrophobic and hydrophilic
semipermeable membranes are depicted in yellow. The pressure on the water side is given as the atmospheric pressure, the pressure on the gas side is varied over time by the
syringe. Liquid water intrusion/drainage is then established by adjustment of the capillary pressure across the GDL sample, given as 𝑝cap = 𝑝gas−𝑝liq. (b) Closeup of the experimental
boundary conditions in the testbench. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
Fig. 2. Microstructure reconstruction for the carbon fiber substrate: 2D grayscale image stacks from μ-CT with a resolution of 0.96 μm per pixel (a) are converted into binarized
3D microstructures (b) by manual thresholding. For the subsequent investigations of this work the smaller cutout (c) is aspected, which is marked as blue area in (b). (For
interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
Fig. 3. In-plane and through-plane porosity profiles for the binarized GDL microstructure (Fig. 2(b)) of the plain carbon fiber substrate. The positions for the cutout along the
two in-plane directions are indicated by blue dashed lines in (a) and (b). A blue solid line in (c) shows the through-plane porosity profile for the GDL subset.
3.3. Modeling of surface effects

According to sketch Fig. 1(b) GDL samples in the pcS testbench are
sandwiched between a hydrophilic and a hydrophobic semipermeable
membrane on the liquid and gas inlet side respectively. To achieve a
simulation setup similar to the experimental conditions, these mem-
branes are considered in our modeling as well. In a simple approach
these membranes are modeled by adding two monolayers to the GDL
microstructure surfaces (Fig. 4(b)). Assuming, however, that inspite
the absence of a nominal compression pressure the membranes face
a certain bending force from the air-tight testbench sealing, they are
possibly squeezed into the largest pores of the GDL sample surface. In
such a scenario a more sophisticated membrane model is required and
hence developed in this work. For the binarized GDL subset median
4

and maximum pore diameters are determined by calculating 2D pore
size distributions (PSDs) with the Granulometry module in GeoDict for
each individual layer along the through-plane direction. At this point
it is noted, that this tool calculates geometric pore size distributions
(gPSDs) by finding for each individual pore a sphere of maximum
diameter, which still can be fitted into the pore volume. When the
investigated porous structure, however, is reduced to a thickness of
only one single layer, the pore volume essentially becomes a pore
area and the sphere of maximum diameter effectively is a circular
disk. For anisotropic GDL microstructures it is hence possible that the
2D-gPSDs of individual single slices (2D) are vastly different to the
3D-gPSD of the whole structure (3D). As the GDL porosity increases
strongly towards the structure’s surface it is furthermore possible that
the 2D pore sizes for the individual GDL surface layers increase by
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Fig. 4. Modeling of semipermeable membranes: Local median and maximum pore diameter in (a) from 2D geometric pore size distributions (2D-gPSDs) calculated with the
Granulometry module in GeoDict and porosity profile along the thickness of the fiber substrate (Fig. 2(c)). The yellow solid line indicates a threshold value of 75 μm above which
pores are considered to be occupied with membrane material in the sophisticated membrane modeling approach in (c). Gray dashed vertical lines indicate the GDL core area
according to the porosity profile. (b) shows the simple membrane modeling approach where the membranes are modeled as monolayers on the respective GDL surfaces. A more
sophisticated approach with the membranes being partly squeezed into the GDL surface pores based on (a) is visualized in (c). (For interpretation of the references to color in
this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
orders of magnitude as compared to the GDL core area and might even
exceed the thickness of the whole 3D microstructure. Fig. 4(a) shows
the 2D pore diameter profiles as well as the porosity profile along the
thickness of the GDL subset for the fiber substrate (Fig. 2(c)). In the
core area (enclosed by dashed vertical lines) values fluctuate around
17–20 μm for the median and 40–80 μm for the maximum in the 2D-
gPSDs. Towards the GDL surface, however, the 2D diameters increase
strongly and concomitantly with the porosity gradient. Based on the
through-plane profile of the 2D maximum pore diameter a threshold
value of 75 μm is then defined above which pores should be occupied
with the respective semipermeable membrane. In applying this rule to
the simple membrane monolayer approach (Fig. 4(b)) results in the
more sophisticated membrane model in Fig. 4(c). Even though the
difference in the two geometries might look small, it plays a crucial
role for the hysteresis behavior as will be discussed in Section 5.1.
For the 3D-gPSD of the whole fiber subset (Fig. 2(c)) the median is
furthermore determined around 𝑑physpore ∼ 21 μm which is in range of
common literature values [62,63].

3.4. Derivation of PTFE volume fraction profiles

Depending on the manufacturing procedure, PTFE is observed to
be distributed rather homogeneous or inhomogeneous along the GDL
thickness [7,64,65]. In this work such a through-plane loading profile is
derived based on μ-CT image data. This is accomplished by comparing
the through-plane porosity profiles of the binarizations for the plain
and impregnated fibers. The PTFE volume fraction profile is then
derived as the through-plane porosity difference for the plain and
impregnated fibers (Fig. 5(b)). This analysis yields a volume fraction
of 3.68% for the additive. With carbon fiber and PTFE densities of 𝜌CF
= 1.75 g/cm3 [54,66] and 𝜌PTFE = 2.15 g/cm3 [67], this corresponds
to an additive loading of 16.36 wt%. This complies to the range of 5–
30 wt% commonly denoted in literature [7,9,68]. However, it is noted,
that the impregnation solution is assumed to consist solely of PTFE and
additional components such as conducting soot are neglected in being
out of the scope of this study. For improved readability the terms PTFE
and additive are from here on used interchangeably.
5

3.5. Distinction of PTFE and carbon fibers in binarized microstructures

In μ-CT imaging it is usually not possible to differentiate carbon
fibers and PTFE due to similar gray-scale values in the images [69,70].
For impregnated fibers a standalone segmentation procedure thus leads
to a binarized microstructure of a a void phase and a solid phase
mixture of indistinguishable carbon fibers and additive. To alleviate
this issue, an in-house algorithm is developed in this work to distinguish
carbon fibers and PTFE in binarized microstructures of impregnated
fibers. The algorithm mimics realistic additive distributions by spec-
ifying the solid material near fiber intersections as PTFE, which is
according to experimental surface analysis a preferred location for ad-
ditive deposition [12,15,55,71,72]. In a first step identification of these
fiber intersections is achieved by application of a morphological open-
ing operator [73] on the binarized microstructure of the impregnated
fibers (Fig. 5(a)). For this, a sphere is used as a structuring element with
a radius of 6 voxels. This one-step approach, however, would lead to
the definition of PTFE as bulky clusters falsely encompassing the whole
fiber intersections, including not just additive but also carbon fibers.
In a second step PTFE is hence not specified in the bulk of the fiber
intersections, but on the solid surfaces in their vicinity. This procedure
is carried out under two conditions:

• In the through-plane direction additive is assigned with a proba-
bility according to the derived volume fraction profile (Fig. 5(b)).

• PTFE is only specified on solid surface sites, which are either part
of a fiber intersection cluster or neighboring an already present
additive surface site. In this way a branch-like propagation of
surface PTFE emanating from the fiber intersections is achieved.

As above algorithm only differentiates additive from the overall solid,
the porosity of the binarized microstructure is kept constant. Consid-
eration of PTFE as a second solid phase does thus not alter the pore
morphology from μ-CT and additional geometric effects such as pore
constriction do not occur. Under these conditions PTFE is then differen-
tiated from carbon fibers until the additive covers a desired percentage
of the overall solid surface on the impregnated fibers. Experimental
investigation of spatial distributions of PTFE, however, is still difficult.
SEM-EDX provides in general the technical capability to distinguish
PTFE and carbon fibers in GDL samples [7,64,65], but the analysis is

oftentimes restricted to higher additive contents due to deteriorating
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Fig. 5. Distinction of PTFE and carbon fibers in GDL microstructures: An in-house algorithm (c) identifies fiber intersections in a binarized microstructure of impregnated fibers
(a) via morphological opening. According to the volume fraction profile in (b) PTFE is then specified at the solid surface in vicinity of the fiber intersections (c). As a result a
GDL microstructure is obtained with carbon fibers and additive as two separate solid phases (d) and with a local PTFE surface coverage as shown in (e).
surface effects [69]. In front of these experimental limitations the PTFE
surface coverage is therefore estimated in this work with 50%, a value
which is amongst others also used by Yu et al. [34]. The final binarized
microstructure of the impregnated fiber substrate with separated fibers
and PTFE is visualized in Fig. 5(d). As a result of the porosity and
additive loading profile (Fig. 5(b)) the local PTFE surface coverage
is heterogeneous (Fig. 5(e)). With regard to additive modeling and
simulative studies it is noted, that the PTFE surface coverage provides a
more meaningful parameter describing mixed wettability as compared
to its loading. This is given by the fact, that hydrophobic additive only
affects capillary behavior when it is in contact with the pore space.

4. Numerical model

4.1. Governing equations

4.1.1. Single-phase LBM
In this work liquid water transport through porous GDL microstruc-

tures is simulated with the Lattice Boltzmann method (LBM) in a
3-dimensional model with 19 lattice velocities (D3Q19). In LB methods
fluid states are modeled by particle distribution functions 𝑓𝑖 (𝐱, 𝑡) at
lattice position 𝐱 and time 𝑡. For each time step these distributions
undergo a collision step

𝑓 ∗
𝑖
(

𝐱, 𝑡∗
)

= 𝑓𝑖 (𝐱, 𝑡) +𝛺
(

𝑓𝑖 (𝐱, 𝑡)
)

(1)

according to a single-phase collision term 𝛺. In this work a single
relaxation time operator (SRT) [74] is employed

𝛺
(

𝑓𝑖 (𝐱, 𝑡)
)

= −

[

𝑓𝑖 (𝐱, 𝑡) − 𝑓𝑖eq (𝐱, 𝑡)
]

𝜏
= −𝜔

[

𝑓𝑖 (𝐱, 𝑡) − 𝑓𝑖
eq (𝐱, 𝑡)

]

(2)

with the relaxation rate 𝜔 = 2∕(6𝜈 + 1) setting the time 𝜏 = 1∕𝜔
of approaching local equilibrium depending on the fluid’s kinematic
viscosity 𝜈. The equilibrium distributions 𝑓𝑖eq are derived from kinetic
theory [75] as

𝑓𝑖
eq (𝐱, 𝑡) = 𝜌

(

𝜙𝑖 +𝑊𝑖

[

3
𝐞𝑖 ⋅ 𝐮

2
+ 9

(

𝐞𝑖 ⋅ 𝐮
)2

4
− 3 𝐮 ⋅ 𝐮

2

])

(3)
6

𝐜 2 𝐜 2 𝐜
with a lattice-specific set 𝐞 of discrete velocities

𝐞 = 𝐜
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

0 1 −1 0 0 0 0 1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 −1 0 0 1 1 −1 −1 0 0 0 0 1 −1 1 −1
0 0 0 0 0 1 −1 0 0 0 0 1 1 −1 −1 1 1 −1 −1

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

(4)

and the lattice speed 𝐜 = 𝛥𝐱∕𝛥𝑡. In this work the latter is set with
𝛥𝐱 = 𝛥𝑡 = 1 to 𝐜 = 1. The equilibrium distributions 𝑓𝑖eq are furthermore
functions of the lattice-specific weights 𝑊𝑖

𝑊𝑖 =

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

1∕3 𝑖 = 0
1∕18 𝑖 = 1...6
1∕36 𝑖 = 7...18

(5)

and 𝜙𝑖 controlling the fluid’s compressibility

𝜙𝑖 =

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

0 𝑖 = 0
1∕12 𝑖 = 1...6
1∕24 𝑖 = 7...18.

(6)

Macroscopic local density and velocity entering Eq. (3) are recov-
ered by zeroth and first order distribution moments.

𝜌 =
18
∑

𝑖=0
𝑓𝑖 𝜌𝐮 =

18
∑

𝑖=0
𝑓𝑖𝐞𝑖 (7)

The fluid phase pressure is linked to the density via

𝑝 = 𝜌𝑐2𝑠 (8)

with a speed of sound of 𝑐𝑠 =
√

1∕3 for the D3Q19 lattice.
After the collision step the evolved fluid distributions are then prop-

agated in a streaming step to neighboring lattice sites in the directions
𝐞𝑖𝛥𝑡.

𝑓𝑖
(

𝐱 + 𝐞𝑖𝛥𝑡, 𝑡 + 𝛥𝑡
)

= 𝑓 ∗
𝑖
(

𝐱, 𝑡∗
)

(9)

4.1.2. Multiphase LBM
Multiphase flow is modeled using the Color-Gradient Model (CGM)

by Rothman & Keller [76]. In this phenomenological ansatz two phases
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are described as a ‘red (r)’ and a ‘blue (b)’ fluid.

𝑓𝑖 (𝐱, 𝑡) = 𝑓𝑖
𝑟 (𝐱, 𝑡) + 𝑓𝑖

𝑏 (𝐱, 𝑡) (10)

In the CGM the location of the fluid–fluid interface is described by
he phase-field parameter 𝜑,

=
𝜌𝑟 − 𝜌𝑏
𝜌𝑟 + 𝜌𝑏

. (11)

he orientation of the interface is approximated by the color-gradient

= ∇𝜑 = ∇
(

𝜌𝑟 − 𝜌𝑏
𝜌𝑟 + 𝜌𝑏

)

, (12)

which is calculated using a fourth order isotropic discretization scheme
[77]

∇𝜑 = 3
18
∑

𝑖=0
𝑊𝑖𝐞𝑖𝛥𝑡𝜑

(

𝐱 + 𝐞𝑖𝛥𝑡
)

. (13)

As the kinematic viscosities 𝜈𝑘 of the respective fluid phases 𝑘 ∈
{𝑟, 𝑏} are in general unequal, an effective relaxation parameter (Eq. (2))
has to be defined

𝜔 = 𝜔eff =
2

6�̄� + 1
(14)

with �̄� as an averaged kinematic viscosity. In the bulk of the respective
phase 𝑘 the effective relaxation parameter is simply given as 𝜔eff =
𝜔𝑘. Throughout the multiphase region near the fluid–fluid interface,
however, an interpolation scheme has to be employed to ensure a
smooth transition from 𝜔𝑟 to 𝜔𝑏 and vice-versa. In this work 𝜔eff is
determined by interpolation of the relaxation time 𝜏eff = 1∕𝜔eff along
he interface position given by 𝜑 according to the formula of Grunau
t al. [78].

Surface tension 𝜎 is generated by utilizing a perturbation opera-
or [79,80] after the single-phase collision step (Eq. (1))
∗∗
𝑖

(

𝐱, 𝑡∗∗
)

= 𝑓 ∗
𝑖
(

𝐱, 𝑡∗
)

+ 𝛥𝑓𝑖
pert (𝐱, 𝑡) (15)

𝑓𝑖
pert (𝐱, 𝑡) = 𝐴|𝐅|

[

𝑊𝑖

(

𝐅 ⋅ 𝐞𝑖
)2

|𝐅|2
− 𝐵𝑖

]

(16)

nd parameter 𝐴 = 9𝜔eff𝜎∕4. Mass conservation is maintained by the
attice-dependent parameter 𝐵𝑖 [80,81]

𝑖 =

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

−2∕9 𝑖 = 0
1∕54 𝑖 = 1...6
1∕27 𝑖 = 7...18.

(17)

The perturbation step generates surface tension, but does not pro-
ide phase immiscibility. Thus a recoloring operator [82,83] has to be
mployed in succession
𝑟,∗∗∗
𝑖

(

𝐱, 𝑡∗∗∗
)

=
𝜌𝑟
𝜌
𝑓 ∗∗
𝑖

(

𝐱, 𝑡∗∗
)

+ 𝛽
𝜌𝑟𝜌𝑏
𝜌2

cos
(

𝜈𝑖
)

𝑓𝑖
eq (𝐱𝐮=0, 𝑡

)

(18)

𝑓 𝑏,∗∗∗
𝑖

(

𝐱, 𝑡∗∗∗
)

=
𝜌𝑏
𝜌
𝑓 ∗∗
𝑖

(

𝐱, 𝑡∗∗
)

− 𝛽
𝜌𝑟𝜌𝑏
𝜌2

cos
(

𝜈𝑖
)

𝑓𝑖
eq (𝐱𝐮=0, 𝑡

)

. (19)

The parameter 𝛽 controls the thickness of the fluid–fluid interface
nd is set to 0.85 in this work. In the streaming step the new distribu-
ions of both fluid phases are lastly assigned to the lattice neighbors,
imilar to Eq. (9)

𝑖
𝑘 (𝐱 + 𝐞𝑖𝛥𝑡, 𝑡 + 𝛥𝑡

)

= 𝑓𝑖
𝑘,∗∗∗ (𝐱, 𝑡∗∗∗

)

. (20)

Fluid–solid interactions are primarily governed by the definition of
ropagation rules near solid boundaries. At ordinary solid surfaces the
ull-way bounceback rule [75] is employed on both fluid phases. In the
ase of semipermeable membranes, however, it is only applied to one of
he respective phases, allowing only the other fluid phase to permeate
he membrane. Wettability is furthermore modeled utilizing the wetting
oundary condition by Leclaire et al. [84]. In this formulation the
ontact angle is imposed locally on the fluid sites neighboring the solid
7

b

urface by adjusting the angle between the fluid–fluid interface normal
𝑐 = 𝐅∕ |𝐅| and the wall normal 𝐧𝑤 of the solid surface. The adjustment
s carried out every time step by minimizing the objective function
(

𝐯𝑐
)

= 𝐯𝑐 ⋅ 𝐧𝑤 − |

|

𝐯𝑐 || cos (𝜃)
!
= 0 (21)

or the current orientation of the color-gradient 𝐯𝑐 , wall normal 𝐧𝑤 and
he desired contact angle 𝜃. Eq. (21) is solved iteratively utilizing the
ecant method
(0)
𝑐 = 𝐧𝑐 (22)

(1)
𝑐 = 𝐧𝑐 − 𝜆

(

𝐧𝑐 − 𝐧𝑤
)

(23)

(𝑛)
𝑐 =

𝐯(𝑛−2)𝑐 𝑔
(

𝐯(𝑛−1)𝑐

)

− 𝐯(𝑛−1)𝑐 𝑔
(

𝐯(𝑛−2)𝑐

)

𝑔
(

𝐯(𝑛−1)𝑐

)

− 𝑔
(

𝐯(𝑛−2)𝑐

) . (24)

Following Leclaire et al. [84] we also set 𝜆 = 1∕2 and 𝑛 = 2.
q. (23), however, is different to 𝐯(1)𝑐 = 𝐧𝑐 − 𝜆

(

𝐧𝑐 + 𝐧𝑤
)

in [84], as
slightly improved convergence is observed. For the calculation of

𝑐 , fluid densities have to be provided on the solid surface. This is
ccomplished with the following scheme [85]

𝑘
(

𝐱𝑠
)

=
∑

𝑓 𝑊𝑓
(

𝐱𝑠
)

⋅ 𝜌𝑘
(

𝐱𝑠 + 𝐞𝑓𝛥𝑡
)

∑

𝑓 𝑊𝑓
(

𝐱𝑠
) (25)

xtrapolating the fluid density 𝜌𝑘 of the 𝑘th phase from adjacent fluid
ites (index 𝑓 ) to a solid surface site 𝐱𝑠. The weights 𝑊𝑓

(

𝐱𝑠
)

correspond
o the standard lattice weights for the respective lattice direction 𝐞𝑓𝛥𝑡

to a neighboring fluid surface site.
The wall normal 𝐧𝑤 is calculated a priori by applying the isotropic

gradient operator (Eq. (13)) on the binary fluid–solid matrix h (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧)

𝑤 = ∇h (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) . (26)

To improve the staircase approximation of the solid surface the
atrix h (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) is smoothened beforehand the calculation of 𝐧𝑤

(𝛼, 𝛽, 𝛾)(𝑛) =
𝑘=1
∑

𝑘=−1

𝑗=1
∑

𝑗=−1

𝑖=1
∑

𝑖=−1
𝑤
(

𝑖2 + 𝑗2 + 𝑘2
)

× h (𝛼 + 𝑖, 𝛽 + 𝑘, 𝛾 + 𝑘)(𝑛−1)

(27)

sing 𝑛 = 3 iterations in accordance to [84] and the standard D3Q19
attice weights for 𝑤

(

𝑖2 + 𝑗2 + 𝑘2
)

.
Above presented LB model is validated against the theoretical test

ases of Jurin’s [86] and Washburn’s [87] law, further details are
rovided in the Supplement material.

.2. Computational domain and boundary conditions

The simulation setup is generated with the aim to be as close to the
xperiment as possible, hence applying similar boundary conditions as
n the pcS testbench (Fig. 1(b)). The reconstructed GDL microstructure is
andwiched between a hydrophilic and a hydrophobic semipermeable
embrane on the water and gas side, as described in Section 3.3. In

he default setup the domain of the porous GDL sample consists of
00 × 200 × 156 voxels with a lattice resolution of 𝛥𝑥 = 0.96 μm
er voxel. The membranes consist of single layers in the case of the
implified model (Fig. 4(b)). In the more sophisticated membrane
odel they also partly occupy the pore space in the GDL surface areas
ith variable penetration depth (Fig. 4(c)).

At the bottom and top boundaries of the computational domain
iquid and gas phase pressures are imposed using the pressure boundary
ondition originally proposed in 2D by Zou and He [88] and imple-
ented by Hecht and Harting [89] for the D3Q19 lattice. In the two

n-plane directions the domain boundaries are governed by periodic

oundary conditions.
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Both fluid phases are initialized with a density ratio 𝛾 = 𝜌0liq∕𝜌
0
gas

of unity for 𝜌0liq = 𝜌0gas = 1. Kinematic viscosities are chosen as
𝜈liq = 1∕6 and 𝜈gas = 1∕12 to set a dynamic viscosity ratio of 𝑀 =
𝜌liq𝜈liq∕(𝜌gas𝜈gas) = 2. The real ratios in the physical air–water system
are with 𝛾phys ∼ 1000 and 𝑀phys ∼ 17.5 different, but are not applica-
ble in the LBM simulations due to numerical instability. Application
of these real ratios in density and viscosity is, however, not strictly
necessary, since water transport within the GDL is known to be a
capillary-dominated process and hence inertial and viscous effects are
negligible [90,91]. In the simulations this dominance of capillary forces
is ensured by setting a high Laplace number of La = 𝜎𝑑pore∕(2𝜌liq𝜈2liq) ≈
49.5 with a surface tension of 𝜎 = 0.125 and median pore diameter of
𝑑pore = 𝑑physpore∕𝛥𝑥 ≈ 22. In preliminary numerical studies it is furthermore
observed that viscosity ratios of 𝑀 > 2 do not affect the capillary
behavior within this numerical setup significantly.

With above parameters subsequent intrusion and drainage of liquid
water is simulated, starting from an initially dry GDL microstructure
reconstruction. In accordance with the experiment, liquid water trans-
port is established by imposing a capillary pressure (𝑝cap = 𝑝gas − 𝑝liq)
across the GDL via the pressure boundary conditions. Whereas liquid
phase pressure is kept constant at 𝑝liq = 1 atm, gas phase pressure is
varied over time via an adaptive pressure ramp.

4.2.1. Adaptive pressure ramp
In the pcS testbench gas pressure is controlled by changing the

gas volume inside the syringe. Implementation of such a boundary
condition in a numerical setup, however, would be time consuming and
with questionable benefit. In addition is an experimental timescale of
hours not accessible to LBM simulations, due to the high computational
expense. An unreasonable choice of a significantly higher ramp rate,
however, is prohibited since quasi-stationarity has to be ensured to
prevent dynamic effects in the ramping procedure. Another route is
therefore taken, in which the capillary pressure is ramped adaptively
as a function of the saturation change in a given time interval. This
approach is advantageous with respect to the computational expense, as
low ramp rates would be only employed where the saturation responds
very sensitive to changes in the capillary pressure, which is usually in
the intermediate saturation range. For low and high saturations both,
intrusion and drainage curve, generally exhibit flat profiles for which
the ramp rate can be increased significantly to reduce the simulation
duration. The adaptive ramp for the gas pressure is implemented with
the following formula:

𝑝BCgas (𝑡 + 𝛥𝑡) = 𝑝BCgas (𝑡) + 𝛥𝑝BCgas (𝑡) (28)

The gas pressure for the pressure boundary condition at the gas side
is hence updated every time step with a ramp rate 𝛥𝑝BC. For intervals
of 𝛥𝑡sat = 1000 time steps this rate is adjusted

𝛥𝑝BCgas (𝑡 + 𝛥𝑡) = 𝛥𝑝BCgas (𝑡) ⋅
𝐶sat

𝛥𝑆𝑊 (𝑡) ∕𝛥𝑡sat
(29)

y rescaling it with the ratio of the desired saturation change 𝐶sat and
he average saturation change per time step 𝛥𝑆𝑊 (𝑡) ∕𝛥𝑡sat determined
or the preceding interval.

. Results and discussion

.1. Effect of membrane modeling

In a first computational study the effect of the different membrane
odels on the capillary behavior of the GDL subset for the plain fibers

Fig. 2(c)) is investigated. Liquid water intrusion and drainage are
imulated using both numerical setups as presented in Section 3.3 and
ompared to experimental data. The simulated hysteresis curves are
hown in Fig. 6(a) and major differences become apparent. As indicated
y dashed colored lines deviates the first intrusion into the initially dry
DL from the subsequent intrusion for both simulation setups, similar
8

bservations are made for the measurement. As this work focuses on the
nvestigation of stationary transport properties, this different capillary
ehavior upon first intrusion is from here on neglected.

When considering the semipermeable membranes in the GDL sur-
ace pores a good agreement between simulation and experiment is
chieved. The width of the hysteretic area enclosed by the intrusion
nd drainage curves also matches well with the experiment. Only minor
eviations in the low and high saturation range are found, which
ould be due to unknown experimental conditions or insufficient lattice
esolution in the reconstructed microstructure.

For the simplified membrane model, however, the simulation results
eviate significantly from the experiment. As the hysteresis width
ppears to be similar, both intrusion and drainage curve are shifted
owards lower capillary pressures. More crucially, the drainage curve
nds at a residual saturation of ∼30%, which is three times higher as
ompared to the other numerical setup.

To understand this different capillary behavior, it is useful to vi-
ualize the liquid water distributions (Figs. 6(b), 6(c)) near the end
f the respective drainage curves (red circles in Fig. 6(a)). When the
embranes are present in the surface pores, liquid water is drained
niformly from the GDL for increasing capillary pressures and only a
ew water clusters remain in narrowings inside the porous microstruc-
ure. In the simplified membrane model, however, major portions of
ater are entrapped in the GDL core area, having lost capillary contact

o the liquid phase inlet. This observation can be further rationalized
ith the 2D pore diameter profile in Fig. 4(a) and Laplace’s law

cap =
𝜎 cos

(

𝜃CF
)

𝑑pore
(30)

with the surface tension 𝜎, carbon fiber contact angle 𝜃CF and pore
diameter 𝑑pore. During drainage, the non-wetting gas phase finds its way
through the GDL along preferential paths with large pores exhibiting
the lowest capillary barrier. Starting from the gas inlet side, gas phase
first invades large surface pores with little effort. Towards the GDL
core area gas phase then progressively has to infiltrate smaller pores,
and hence faces increasing capillary resistance. After having passed
the GDL core area with the smallest pores representing a capillary
bottleneck, gas phase then quickly invades increasingly larger surface
pores towards the water inlet side. Once having reached the hydrophilic
semipermeable membrane at the water inlet side via the largest avail-
able pores, gas phase is pushed back and redistributes in the in-plane
direction. Lateral expulsion of liquid water from the surface pores then
eventually causes a loss of capillary contact between liquid water at the
inlet and inside the pores, resulting in a liquid phase entrapment inside
the GDL core area. This scenario is found in Fig. 6(b), the preferential
pathway for the gas phase in the midsection of the GDL can be fur-
thermore related to the high porosity in the in-plane porosity profile in
Fig. 3(a). For the sophisticated membrane model this behavior is not
observed, since the large surface pores are covered by the respective
membranes.

From this first study it is evident that the residual saturation upon
drainage is mainly influenced by gradients in the porosity and pore
size profiles and hence surface effects of the GDL. It is furthermore
observed, that the sophisticated model of flexible semipermeable mem-
branes being bent into the GDL surface pores provides a more realistic
representation of the experimental boundary conditions, leading to a
better agreement with the experimental data. For all further studies it
is therefore set as default.

5.2. Influence of lattice resolution

In microstructure-reconstructed simulations it is of high importance
to account for all relevant structural details and thus a high resolution is
desirable. Concomitantly the aspected physical domain should be large
enough to be representative for the macroscopic sample properties.
Delimited by the computational expense of simulation techniques such
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Fig. 6. Capillary hysteresis for the plain fibers as simulated with LBM for two different membrane model and compared with experimental data (a). Dashed colored lines show
the first intrusion for the respective simulation setups. In both cases the simulations are carried out on a GDL subset for the plain fibers with 200 × 500 × 156 voxels and 𝛥𝑥 =
0.96 μm (Fig. 2(c)). The carbon fiber contact angle is set to 𝜃CF = 65◦. For the data points marked with red circles liquid water distribution is visualized in (b) and (c). The color
code for the respective phases is as follows: Semipermeable membrane (yellow), carbon fiber (gray), gas (light-gray), liquid water (blue). (For interpretation of the references to
color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
as LBM, a compromise often has to be found between richness in detail
and system size. In a second study the lattice resolution of the default
numerical setup is halved from 0.96 to 1.92 μm per voxel by employing
the Rescale module of GeoDict. This leads to a reduced domain size
of 250 × 100 × 78 voxels for the plain fiber GDL subset (Fig. 2(c)).
In analyzing the influence of the lattice resolution on the simulated
capillary behavior it is investigated, if a lower resolution would suffice
to account for all relevant details. In that case computational expense
could be reduced and a larger physical domain size for the GDL subset
would be accessible to LBM simulations.

Fig. 7(a) shows simulated intrusion and drainage curves for the
GDL subset using a coarse lattice in comparison to the results for
the fine resolution and the experimental data. In the simulations on
the coarse lattice the surface tension is set to 𝜎 = 0.25 in order to
maintain the same Laplace number as on the fine lattice. While the
intrusion curves are similar for saturations below 50%, the drainage
curves appear comparable in the saturation range above 50%. For
the coarse lattice, the curves then deviate increasingly towards higher
saturations for the intrusion, and towards lower saturations for the
drainage process respectively. These trends render the overall hysteresis
width too narrow for the lower resolution. In addition is the residual
saturation with ∼5% almost halved, as compared to ∼10% for the
fine lattice. Such differences can be related to the lack of structural
detail in the staircase approximation of the pore-throat geometry within
the coarse lattice. The fact that the deviations in the intrusion and
drainage curves do not appear equally along the whole saturation
range can be linked to different complexity of local pore morphology,
i.e., not all pores and throats require a high-resolution representation.
This analysis reveals that a coarse lattice with a resolution of ∼2 μm
per voxel is insufficient to recover relevant structural details for an
appropriate hysteretic behavior. It is thus decided to use a fine lattice
resolution of 0.96 μm per voxel for all subsequent studies. For the fine
lattice resolution the plain fiber GDL subset is furthermore found to
be representative for the overall two-phase transport characteristics of
the GDL. This is confirmed by a similarity in the simulated capillary
behavior for different GDL cutouts. Further information is provided
in the Supplement material. At this point it is noted, that this second
parametric study did not ensure for a resolution of ∼0.96 μm to be
already sufficiently high. A grid refinement beyond the μ-CT resolution
is technically possible, but would lead to a massive increase in compu-
tational expense without providing more structural information of the
GDL microstructure.
9

5.3. Contact angle variation

Literature provides a bandwidth of contact angles for water on
carbon fibers ranging from mostly 65◦ up to 90◦ [92–95]. This might be
on the one hand due to a variety in material properties of carbon fibers
per se. On the other hand are the derived values also depending on
the utilized measurement technique such as, e.g., sessile drop method
or Wilhelmy-Plate method. Lastly are measured contact angles usually
effective values, since they not just include wetting but structural
properties such as surface roughness as well. For an overview on
aforementioned aspects the reader is referred to the reviews of Arvay
et al. [96] and Ozden et al. [97]. In LBM, however, the contact angle is
imposed locally and it should not account for structural properties as
they result naturally from the microstructure geometry in the lattice
representation. In front of all these parametric insecurities a third
numerical study is conducted. Capillary hysteresis is simulated for the
plain fiber GDL subset using a carbon fiber contact angle 𝜃CF of 65◦, 75◦

and 90◦ respectively. Goal of this investigation is to cover a range of
possible hysteretic behavior given by the bandwidth of literature values
for 𝜃CF. Furthermore, it has to be verified, that the preliminary choice
𝜃CF = 65◦ provides the best agreement in simulated and measured
capillary hysteresis curve.

Fig. 7(b) shows simulated hysteresis curves for the different con-
tact angles. In comparing the simulation data with the experiment it
becomes evident, that the best agreement is found for a contact angle
of 65◦. Secondly, it is observed that for increasing contact angles the
simulation results are striding further away from the measurement, and
towards lower capillary pressures. This behavior is as expected, since
a lower hydrophilicity leads to hindered intrusion and equivalently
promoted drainage of the wetting fluid. For a contact angle of 90◦ the
carbon fibers become neutrally wetting, which is also reflected in the
simulated hysteresis curve being symmetrically centered around 0 kPa,
i.e., intrusion and drainage require the same net effort to establish
transport through the porous structure. In achieving the best agreement
with the experiment for a carbon fiber contact angle of 𝜃CF = 65◦, this
value is set as default for all subsequent studies.

5.4. Impact of heterogeneous PTFE distribution

In a final investigation capillary hysteresis is simulated for impreg-

nated fibers to analyze the effect of a hydrophobic additive. For this,
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Fig. 7. Parametric LBM studies on capillary pressure–saturation hysteresis for the plain fibers and comparison to experimental data. In all simulations the sophisticated membrane
model is employed, considering membrane material in the GDL surface pores. The LBM results for the default numerical setup of a GDL subset (Fig. 2(c)) with a domain size of
500 × 200 × 156 voxels, a lattice resolution of 0.96 μm and 𝜃CF = 65◦, serves as a reference and is depicted as solid line in dark-violet. For each of the investigations only one
simulation parameter is changed with respect to the reference setup. In (a) lattice resolution is halved to 1.92 μm, leading to a reduced domain size of 250 × 100 × 78 voxels.
In (b) the carbon fiber contact angle 𝜃CF is varied.
intrusion and drainage simulations are carried out on a GDL subset of
segmented fibers and PTFE (Fig. 5(d)). Similar to the default numerical
setup for the unimpregnated fibers, the domain size is 500 × 200 × 156
voxels with a lattice resolution of 0.96 μm per voxel. Different wet-
ting behavior is furthermore modeled with contact angles of 𝜃CF =
65◦ and 𝜃PTFE = 115◦ for carbon fibers and PTFE respectively. In
Fig. 8(a) capillary hysteresis is compared for plain and impregnated
fibers. In both, simulation and experiment, leads PTFE inclusion to a
shift of the hysteresis towards lower capillary pressures, owing to the
hydrophobic effect of the additive. Another indication for the impeding
effect of PTFE on liquid water transport is found in the intrusion curve
never reaching a maximum saturation of 100% in neither experiment
nor simulation. This can be explained with gas phase entrapment
in hydrophobic pores. The hindrance of the wetting fluid’s transport
through the porous GDL becomes also crucially apparent in visualizing
two simulation snapshots marked with red circles in Fig. 8(a). For a
capillary pressure of ∼1.37 kPa the plain fibers are already saturated
by almost two thirds upon intrusion (Fig. 8(b)), whereas for a similar
capillary pressure of ∼1.25 kPa only ∼13% of the pores are filled in the
impregnated fibers (Fig. 8(c)).

With regard to the hysteresis width, the LBM results differ sig-
nificantly from the measurement for the impregnated fibers. In the
simulations the span between intrusion and drainage curve remains
similar, despite consideration of PTFE. This is in accordance with
observations in previous numerical [47] and experimental studies [98].
In contrast to the simulations appears the hysteresis width to have in-
creased significantly in the measurement. Parametric simulative studies
on the effect of additive distributions with different loading profiles
and surface coverages of PTFE (not shown) revealed, however, only
a minor influence on the hysteresis. The additive distribution can be
therefore excluded as a reason for this significant deviation between
simulation and experiment. The reliability of the experimental data
for the impregnated fibers, however, is to some extend questionable,
as the intrusion curve exhibits an intermediate change in curvature
between ∼30 and 40% saturation. This characteristic has been also
observed in other research works, where it is identified as an artifact
from contacting issues between the hydrophilic membrane and the GDL
sample. In referring to it as ‘shoulder’, Gostick et al. [98] accounted
this artifact to finite size effects only appearing for thin GDL samples
of ≤200 μm thickness. Tranter et al. [99], on the other hand, stated
that the ‘shoulder’ would be mitigated upon increasing compression
of the GDL sample. An (unknown) sample compression leading to
10
a narrowing of the pore space could eventually be also responsible
for an increase in the hysteresis, as this was also observed in other
experimental works [98]. The pcS testbench (Fig. 1) utilized for this
work was designed to exert no compressive forces on the GDL sample
under investigation. However, this is difficult to warrant, since at the
same time the assembly has to be air-tight. Due to the non-linear
stress strain relation of the GDL [100] relatively small pressures might
already lead to noticeable compression effects.

6. Conclusion

In this work a new numerical framework was developed to simulate
capillary transport of liquid water through porous GDL microstructures
using a 3D Color-Gradient Lattice Boltzmann model. Microstructures
of plain and impregnated fibers of Freudenberg carbon felt GDLs were
reconstructed via binarization from μ-CT images with a high-resolution
of 0.96 μm per pixel. For the binarized microstructure of impregnated
fibers PTFE was differentiated from carbon fibers with an in-house
algorithm specifying the additive near fiber intersections. This was
done according to a heterogeneous additive loading profile as derived
based on μ-CT image data. Such combined approach for the distinction
of PTFE and carbon fibers in GDL microstructure reconstructions from
μ-CT presents a novelty. For the simulations GDL cutouts were selected
and domain sizes were chosen according to a new approach based on
the analysis of porosity profiles for the binarized GDL microstructures.
These subsets proved to be representative for the overall two-phase
transport characteristics of the GDL. Capillary behavior was then inves-
tigated in simulating intrusion and drainage using an adaptive pressure
ramp in the numerical setup. The results were compared to experi-
mental data. Moreover, also the width of the hysteresis area spanned
by the intrusion and drainage curves was thoroughly analyzed. In
several numerical studies different simulation parameters were varied
to investigate their impact on the capillary behavior and following key
observations were made:

• The GDL surface area has a strong influence on the capillary
pressure–saturation characteristics owing to a steep pore diameter
gradient in the through-plane direction. To recover the same
capillary behavior as determined experimentally it is thus impor-
tant to model surface effects appropriately. In the present work
capillary hysteresis was simulated for GDL samples sandwiched
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Fig. 8. Comparison of simulated capillary pressure–saturation curves for plain and PTFE-impregnated fibers with experimental data (a). The simulations are carried out on GDL
subsets for the plain (Fig. 2(c)) and impregnated fibers (Fig. 5(d)). In both setups equal domain sizes of 500 × 200 × 156 voxels are used, with a lattice resolution of 0.96 μm
per voxel. The contact angles for carbon fibers and additive are set to 𝜃CF = 65◦ and 𝜃PTFE = 115◦ respectively. For the data points circled in red, liquid water distribution is
visualized for the plain (b) and impregnated fibers (c). The color code for the respective phases is as follows: Carbon fiber (gray), PTFE (green), liquid water (blue). For better
visualization of the liquid water distribution both, gas phase and semipermeable membranes, are not displayed. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend,
the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
between two semipermeable membranes according to the bound-
ary conditions in the pcS testbench. Modeling these membranes
as monolayers on the respective sample surface, however, led
to massive liquid phase entrapment in the GDL core area upon
drainage, overestimating the residual saturation. A more sophis-
ticated approach was necessary, in which the membranes were
modeled as being partly bent into the GDL surface area occupying
the largest GDL pores.

• Lattice resolution is a key parameter for deriving valuable results
in microstructure-resolved simulations. In the scope of this work
a lattice resolution of 𝛥𝑥 ≥ 1.92 μm was found to be too coarse
to account for all relevant structural details, resulting in a too
narrow hysteresis area between intrusion and drainage curve
as compared to the experiment. Since even for a fine lattice
with 𝛥𝑥 = 0.96 μm (μ-CT resolution), the simulation results still
exhibited minor deviations from the measurement, it is to this
point unclear if this is already a sufficiently high resolution.

• The contact angle is a fundamental LBM parameter for simulating
multiphase flows in porous structures. Experimental assessment
of reliable values, however, is difficult owing to the complexity
of isolating the wetting properties from structural effects. In a
sensitivity study on the carbon fiber contact angle a value of
65◦ proved to achieve the best agreement of simulated and mea-
sured hysteresis curve. Higher contact angles (75◦, 90◦) led to
increasing deviation from experiment, with a shift towards lower
capillary pressures due to increased hydrophobicity of the solid
material. The different contact angle values did not affect the
hysteresis width.

• A hydrophobic additive in the impregnated fibers led in both,
experiment and simulation, to a shift of the capillary hysteresis
towards lower capillary pressures indicating a hindrance of water
transport. In the numerical setup this impeding effect was realized
in modeling mixed wettability of the solid material by assigning
different contact angles of 𝜃CF = 65◦ and 𝜃PTFE = 115◦ for
the carbon fibers and PTFE respectively. For the experiment the
hysteresis width increased significantly upon additive inclusion,
whereas this could not be observed in the simulation results.
11
CRediT authorship contribution statement

Patrick Sarkezi-Selsky: Conceptualization, Formal Analysis, Inves-
tigation, Methodology, Software, Writing – Original Draft, Visualiza-
tion. Henrike Schmies: Investigation, Validation. Alexander Kube: In-
vestigation, Validation. Arnulf Latz: Supervision, Writing – Reviewing
& Editing. Thomas Jahnke: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition,
Methodology, Project administration, Supervision, Writing – Reviewing
& Editing.

Declaration of competing interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing finan-
cial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to
influence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgments

This research work has received funding from the Fuel Cells and
Hydrogen 2 Joint Undertaking under grant agreement No (779565)
(project ID-FAST). The Joint Undertaking receives support from the
European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme,
Hydrogen Europe and Hydrogen Europe Research. Furthermore the au-
thors acknowledge support by the state of Baden-Württemberg through
bwHPC and the German Research Foundation (DFG) through grant no
INST 40/575-1 FUGG (JUSTUS 2 cluster).

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary material related to this article can be found online
at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2022.231381.

References

[1] F.D. Pero, M. Delogu, M. Pierini, Life cycle assessment in the automotive sector:
a comparative case study of Internal Combustion Engine (ICE) and electric car,
Procedia Struct. Integr. 12 (2018) 521–537, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.prostr.
2018.11.066.

[2] P. Ahmadi, E. Kjeang, Realistic simulation of fuel economy and life cycle metrics
for hydrogen fuel cell vehicles, Int. J. Energy Res. 41 (5) (2017) 714–727,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/er.3672.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2022.231381
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.prostr.2018.11.066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.prostr.2018.11.066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.prostr.2018.11.066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/er.3672


Journal of Power Sources 535 (2022) 231381P. Sarkezi-Selsky et al.
[3] Y. Wang, K.S. Chen, J. Mishler, S.C. Cho, X.C. Adroher, A review of polymer
electrolyte membrane fuel cells: Technology, applications, and needs on funda-
mental research, Appl. Energy 88 (4) (2011) 981–1007, http://dx.doi.org/10.
1016/j.apenergy.2010.09.030.

[4] D. Cullen, K. Neyerlin, R. Ahluwalia, New roads and challenges for fuel cells
in heavy-duty transportation, Nat. Energy 6 (2021) 462–474, http://dx.doi.org/
10.1038/s41560-021-00775-z.

[5] J. Wang, Barriers of scaling-up fuel cells: Cost, durability and reliability, Energy
80 (2015) 509–521, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2014.12.007.

[6] R.L. Borup, A. Kusoglu, K.C. Neyerlin, R. Mukundan, R.K. Ahluwalia, D.A.
Cullen, K.L. More, A.Z. Weber, D.J. Myers, Recent developments in catalyst-
related PEM fuel cell durability, Curr. Opin. Electrochem. 21 (2020) 192–200,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coelec.2020.02.007.

[7] M.F. Mathias, J. Roth, J. Fleming, W. Lehnert, Diffusion media materials and
characterisation, in: Handbook of Fuel Cells, John Wiley & Sons, Ltd, 2010,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9780470974001.f303046.

[8] D. Fadzillah, M. Rosli, M. Talib, S. Kamarudin, W. Daud, Review on microstruc-
ture modelling of a gas diffusion layer for proton exchange membrane fuel cells,
Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 77 (2017) 1001–1009, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/
j.rser.2016.11.235.

[9] Q. Chen, Z. Niu, H. Li, K. Jiao, Y. Wang, Recent progress of gas diffusion
layer in proton exchange membrane fuel cell: Two-phase flow and material
properties, Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 46 (12) (2021) 8640–8671, http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2020.12.076.

[10] M. Shojaeefard, G. Molaeimanesh, M. Nazemian, M. Moqaddari, A review on
microstructure reconstruction of PEM fuel cells porous electrodes for pore
scale simulation, Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 41 (44) (2016) 20276–20293, http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2016.08.179.

[11] D. Froning, U. Reimer, W. Lehnert, Inhomogeneous distribution of polytetrafluo-
rethylene in gas diffusion layers of polymer electrolyte fuel cells, Transp. Porous
Media 136 (2021) 843–862, http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11242-021-01542-0.

[12] G. Gaiselmann, D. Froning, C. Tötzke, C. Quick, I. Manke, W. Lehnert, V.
Schmidt, Stochastic 3D modeling of non-woven materials with wet-proofing
agent, Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 38 (20) (2013) 8448–8460, http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.ijhydene.2013.04.144.

[13] Z. Niu, Z. Bao, J. Wu, Y. Wang, K. Jiao, Two-phase flow in the mixed-wettability
gas diffusion layer of proton exchange membrane fuel cells, Appl. Energy 232
(2018) 443–450, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.09.209.

[14] H. Deng, Y. Hou, K. Jiao, Lattice Boltzmann simulation of liquid water transport
inside and at interface of gas diffusion and micro-porous layers of PEM fuel
cells, Int. J. Heat Mass Transfer 140 (2019) 1074–1090, http://dx.doi.org/10.
1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2019.05.097.

[15] N. Zamel, X. Li, J. Shen, Correlation for the effective gas diffusion coefficient
in carbon paper diffusion media, Energy & Fuels 23 (12) (2009) 6070–6078,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ef900653x.

[16] J. Becker, R. Flückiger, M. Reum, F.N. Büchi, F. Marone, M. Stampanoni,
Determination of material properties of gas diffusion layers: Experiments and
simulations using phase contrast tomographic microscopy, J. Electrochem. Soc.
156 (10) (2009) B1175, http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3176876.

[17] M.M. Daino, S.G. Kandlikar, 3D phase-differentiated GDL microstructure gen-
eration with binder and PTFE distributions, Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 37 (6)
(2012) 5180–5189, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2011.12.050.

[18] J. Hinebaugh, J. Gostick, A. Bazylak, Stochastic modeling of polymer electrolyte
membrane fuel cell gas diffusion layers – Part 2: A comprehensive substrate
model with pore size distribution and heterogeneity effects, Int. J. Hydrogen
Energy 42 (24) (2017) 15872–15886, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.
2017.04.269.

[19] Y. Wang, S. Cho, R. Thiedmann, V. Schmidt, W. Lehnert, X. Feng, Stochastic
modeling and direct simulation of the diffusion media for polymer electrolyte
fuel cells, Int. J. Heat Mass Transfer 53 (5) (2010) 1128–1138, http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2009.10.044.

[20] A.G. Yiotis, M.E. Kainourgiakis, G.C. Charalambopoulou, A.K. Stubos, Mi-
croscale characterisation of stochastically reconstructed carbon fiber-based Gas
Diffusion Layers; effects of anisotropy and resin content, J. Power Sources 320
(2016) 153–167, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.04.096.

[21] H.-J. Vogel, J. Tölke, V.P. Schulz, M. Krafczyk, K. Roth, Comparison of a Lattice-
Boltzmann model, a full-morphology model, and a pore network model for
determining capillary pressure–saturation relationships, Vadose Zone J. 4 (2)
(2005) 380–388, http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/vzj2004.0114.

[22] P.K. Sinha, P.P. Mukherjee, C.-Y. Wang, Impact of GDL structure and wettability
on water management in polymer electrolyte fuel cells, J. Mater. Chem. 17
(2007) 3089–3103, http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/B703485G.

[23] A. Golparvar, Y. Zhou, K. Wu, J. Ma, Z.A. Yu, Comprehensive review of
pore scale modeling methodologies for multiphase flow in porous media, Adv.
Geo-Energy Res. 2 (2018) 418–440, http://dx.doi.org/10.26804/ager.2018.04.
07.

[24] B. Zhao, C.W. MacMinn, B.K. Primkulov, Y. Chen, A.J. Valocchi, J. Zhao, Q.
Kang, K. Bruning, J.E. McClure, C.T. Miller, A. Fakhari, D. Bolster, T. Hiller,
M. Brinkmann, L. Cueto-Felgueroso, D.A. Cogswell, R. Verma, M. Prodanović,
J. Maes, S. Geiger, M. Vassvik, A. Hansen, E. Segre, R. Holtzman, Z. Yang, C.
12
Yuan, B. Chareyre, R. Juanes, Comprehensive comparison of pore-scale models
for multiphase flow in porous media, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 116 (28) (2019)
13799–13806, http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1901619116.

[25] L. Chen, A. He, J. Zhao, Q. Kang, Z.-Y. Li, J. Carmeliet, N. Shikazono, W.-Q.
Tao, Pore-scale modeling of complex transport phenomena in porous media,
Prog. Energy Combust. Sci. 88 (2022) 100968, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
pecs.2021.100968.

[26] U.R. Salomov, E. Chiavazzo, P. Asinari, Pore-scale modeling of fluid flow
through gas diffusion and catalyst layers for high temperature proton exchange
membrane (HT-PEM) fuel cells, Comput. Math. Appl. 67 (2) (2014) 393–411,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.camwa.2013.08.006.

[27] P.P. Mukherjee, Q. Kang, C.-Y. Wang, Pore-scale modeling of two-phase
transport in polymer electrolyte fuel cells—progress and perspective, Energy
Environ. Sci. 4 (2011) 346–369, http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/B926077C.

[28] Z. Xu, H. Liu, A.J. Valocchi, Lattice Boltzmann simulation of immiscible two-
phase flow with capillary valve effect in porous media, Water Resour. Res. 53
(5) (2017) 3770–3790, http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2017WR020373.

[29] Y. Ira, Y. Bakhshan, J. Khorshidimalahmadi, Effect of wettability heterogeneity
and compression on liquid water transport in gas diffusion layer coated
with microporous layer of PEMFC, Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 46 (33) (2021)
17397–17413, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2021.02.160.

[30] D.H. Jeon, H. Kim, Effect of compression on water transport in gas diffusion
layer of polymer electrolyte membrane fuel cell using lattice Boltzmann method,
J. Power Sources 294 (2015) 393–405, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.
2015.06.080.

[31] G. Molaeimanesh, M. Nazemian, Investigation of GDL compression effects on
the performance of a PEM fuel cell cathode by lattice Boltzmann method,
J. Power Sources 359 (2017) 494–506, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.
2017.05.078.

[32] K.N. Kim, J.H. Kang, S.G. Lee, J.H. Nam, C.-J. Kim, Lattice Boltzmann
simulation of liquid water transport in microporous and gas diffusion layers of
polymer electrolyte membrane fuel cells, J. Power Sources 278 (2015) 703–717,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2014.12.044.

[33] Y. Gao, X. Zhang, P. Rama, R. Chen, H. Ostadi, K. Jiang, Lattice Boltzmann
simulation of water and gas flow in porous gas diffusion layers in fuel cells
reconstructed from micro-tomography, Comput. Math. Appl. 65 (6) (2013)
891–900, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.camwa.2012.08.006.

[34] J. Yu, D. Froning, U. Reimer, W. Lehnert, Polytetrafluorethylene effects on
liquid water flowing through the gas diffusion layer of polymer electrolyte
membrane fuel cells, J. Power Sources 438 (2019) 226975, http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.jpowsour.2019.226975.

[35] G. Molaeimanesh, M. Akbari, Impact of PTFE distribution on the removal
of liquid water from a PEMFC electrode by lattice Boltzmann method, Int.
J. Hydrogen Energy 39 (16) (2014) 8401–8409, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
ijhydene.2014.03.089.

[36] J. Yang, L. Fei, X. Zhang, X. Ma, K.H. Luo, S. Shuai, Improved pseudopotential
lattice Boltzmann model for liquid water transport inside gas diffusion layers,
Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 46 (29) (2021) 15938–15950, http://dx.doi.org/10.
1016/j.ijhydene.2021.02.067.

[37] W. Chen, F. Jiang, Impact of PTFE content and distribution on liquid–gas flow
in PEMFC carbon paper gas distribution layer: 3D lattice Boltzmann simulations,
Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 41 (20) (2016) 8550–8562, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/
j.ijhydene.2016.02.159.

[38] F. Jinuntuya, M. Whiteley, R. Chen, A. Fly, The effects of gas diffusion
layers structure on water transportation using X-ray computed tomography
based Lattice Boltzmann method, J. Power Sources 378 (2018) 53–65, http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.12.016.

[39] P. Satjaritanun, J.W. Weidner, S. Hirano, Z. Lu, Y. Khunatorn, S. Ogawa, S.E.
Litster, A.D. Shum, I.V. Zenyuk, S. Shimpalee, Micro-scale analysis of liquid
water breakthrough inside gas diffusion layer for PEMFC using X-ray computed
tomography and Lattice Boltzmann method, J. Electrochem. Soc. 164 (11)
(2017) E3359–E3371, http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0391711jes.

[40] M. Sepe, P. Satjaritanun, S. Hirano, I.V. Zenyuk, N. Tippayawong, S. Shimpalee,
Investigating liquid water transport in different pore structure of gas diffusion
layers for PEMFC using Lattice Boltzmann method, J. Electrochem. Soc. 167
(10) (2020) 104516, http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1945-7111/ab9d13.

[41] P. Satjaritanun, S. Hirano, A.D. Shum, I.V. Zenyuk, A.Z. Weber, J.W. Weidner,
S. Shimpalee, Fundamental understanding of water movement in gas diffusion
layer under different arrangements using combination of direct modeling and
experimental visualization, J. Electrochem. Soc. 165 (13) (2018) F1115–F1126,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0201814jes.

[42] D. Zhang, Q. Cai, S. Gu, Three-dimensional lattice-Boltzmann model for
liquid water transport and oxygen diffusion in cathode of polymer electrolyte
membrane fuel cell with electrochemical reaction, Electrochim. Acta 262 (2018)
282–296, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2017.12.189.

[43] W.-Z. Fang, Y.-Q. Tang, L. Chen, Q.-J. Kang, W.-Q. Tao, Influences of the perfo-
ration on effective transport properties of gas diffusion layers, Int. J. Heat Mass
Transfer 126 (2018) 243–255, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.
2018.05.016.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2010.09.030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2010.09.030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2010.09.030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41560-021-00775-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41560-021-00775-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41560-021-00775-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2014.12.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coelec.2020.02.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9780470974001.f303046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2016.11.235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2016.11.235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2016.11.235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2020.12.076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2020.12.076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2020.12.076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2016.08.179
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2016.08.179
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2016.08.179
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11242-021-01542-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2013.04.144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2013.04.144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2013.04.144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.09.209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2019.05.097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2019.05.097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2019.05.097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ef900653x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3176876
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2011.12.050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2017.04.269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2017.04.269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2017.04.269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2009.10.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2009.10.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2009.10.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.04.096
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/vzj2004.0114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/B703485G
http://dx.doi.org/10.26804/ager.2018.04.07
http://dx.doi.org/10.26804/ager.2018.04.07
http://dx.doi.org/10.26804/ager.2018.04.07
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1901619116
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pecs.2021.100968
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pecs.2021.100968
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pecs.2021.100968
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.camwa.2013.08.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/B926077C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2017WR020373
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2021.02.160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2015.06.080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2015.06.080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2015.06.080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.05.078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.05.078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.05.078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2014.12.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.camwa.2012.08.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2019.226975
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2019.226975
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2019.226975
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2014.03.089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2014.03.089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2014.03.089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2021.02.067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2021.02.067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2021.02.067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2016.02.159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2016.02.159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2016.02.159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.12.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.12.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.12.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0391711jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1945-7111/ab9d13
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0201814jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2017.12.189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2018.05.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2018.05.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2018.05.016


Journal of Power Sources 535 (2022) 231381P. Sarkezi-Selsky et al.
[44] T. Bednarek, G. Tsotridis, Calculation of effective transport properties of
partially saturated gas diffusion layers, J. Power Sources 340 (2017) 111–120,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.10.098.

[45] P.A. García-Salaberri, G. Hwang, M. Vera, A.Z. Weber, J.T. Gostick, Effective
diffusivity in partially-saturated carbon-fiber gas diffusion layers: Effect of
through-plane saturation distribution, Int. J. Heat Mass Transfer 86 (2015)
319–333, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2015.02.073.

[46] T. Rosén, J. Eller, J. Kang, N.I. Prasianakis, J. Mantzaras, F.N. Büchi, Satu-
ration dependent effective transport properties of PEFC gas diffusion layers,
J. Electrochem. Soc. 159 (9) (2012) F536–F544, http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.
005209jes.

[47] L. Hao, P. Cheng, Capillary pressures in carbon paper gas diffusion layers having
hydrophilic and hydrophobic pores, Int. J. Heat Mass Transfer 55 (1) (2012)
133–139, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2011.08.049.

[48] L. Zhu, H. Zhang, L. Xiao, A. Bazylak, X. Gao, P.-C. Sui, Pore-scale modeling
of gas diffusion layers: Effects of compression on transport properties, J.
Power Sources 496 (2021) 229822, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2021.
229822.

[49] H. Zhang, L. Zhu, H.B. Harandi, K. Duan, R. Zeis, P.-C. Sui, P.-Y.A. Chuang,
Microstructure reconstruction of the gas diffusion layer and analyses of the
anisotropic transport properties, Energy Convers. Manage. 241 (2021) 114293,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2021.114293.

[50] GeoDict, 2021, https://www.geodict.com.
[51] L. Levi, Unsharp masking and related image enhancement techniques, Comput.

Graph. Image Process. 3 (2) (1974) 163–177, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0146-
664X(74)80005-5.

[52] Y. Zhu, C. Huang, An improved median filtering algorithm for image noise
reduction, Physics Procedia 25 (2012) 609–616, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
phpro.2012.03.133.

[53] Freudenberg gas diffusion layers technical data, 2021, https://
fuelcellcomponents.freudenberg-pm.com/-/media/Files/fuelcellcomponents,-d-
,freudenbergpm,-d-,com/FPM_technical_data_sheet_gdl_ENG_2018-07-04.pdf.

[54] R.R. Rashapov, J. Unno, J.T. Gostick, Characterization of PEMFC gas diffusion
layer porosity, J. Electrochem. Soc. 162 (6) (2015) F603–F612, http://dx.doi.
org/10.1149/2.0921506jes.

[55] C. Tötzke, G. Gaiselmann, M. Osenberg, T. Arlt, H. Markötter, A. Hilger, A.
Kupsch, B. Müller, V. Schmidt, W. Lehnert, I. Manke, Influence of hydrophobic
treatment on the structure of compressed gas diffusion layers, J. Power Sources
324 (2016) 625–636, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.05.118.

[56] Z. Fishman, A. Bazylak, Heterogeneous through-plane porosity distributions for
treated PEMFC GDLs I. PTFE effect, J. Electrochem. Soc. 158 (8) (2011) B841,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3594578.

[57] J. Bear, Fundamentals of transport phenomena in porous media, J. Fluid Mech.
61 (1973) 206–208, http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112073210662.

[58] J. Bear, Y. Bachmat, Introduction to modeling of transport phenomena in
porous media, Geol. Mag. 129 (1992) 373–374, http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/
S0016756800019336.

[59] Z. Fishman, J. Hinebaugh, A. Bazylak, Microscale tomography investigations of
heterogeneous porosity distributions of PEMFC GDLs, J. Electrochem. Soc. 157
(11) (2010) B1643, http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3481443.

[60] M. Göbel, M. Godehardt, K. Schladitz, Multi-scale structural analysis of gas
diffusion layers, J. Power Sources 355 (2017) 8–17, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/
j.jpowsour.2017.03.086.

[61] J. Hinebaugh, Z. Fishman, A. Bazylak, Unstructured pore network modeling
with heterogeneous PEMFC GDL porosity distributions, J. Electrochem. Soc.
157 (2010) B1651–B1657, http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3486095.

[62] N. Parikh, J.S. Allen, R.S. Yassar, Microstructure of gas diffusion layers for
PEM fuel cells, Fuel Cells 12 (3) (2012) 382–390, http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/
fuce.201100014.

[63] H. Xu, M. Bührer, F. Marone, T.J. Schmidt, F.N. Büchi, J. Eller, Effects of
gas diffusion layer substrates on PEFC water management: Part I. Operando
liquid water saturation and gas diffusion properties, J. Electrochem. Soc. 168
(7) (2021) 074505, http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1945-7111/ac1035.

[64] H. Ito, T. Iwamura, S. Someya, T. Munakata, A. Nakano, Y. Heo, M. Ishida,
H. Nakajima, T. Kitahara, Effect of through-plane polytetrafluoroethylene dis-
tribution in gas diffusion layers on performance of proton exchange membrane
fuel cells, J. Power Sources 306 (2016) 289–299, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
jpowsour.2015.12.020.

[65] A. Rofaiel, J. Ellis, P. Challa, A. Bazylak, Heterogeneous through-plane distri-
butions of polytetrafluoroethylene in polymer electrolyte membrane fuel cell
gas diffusion layers, J. Power Sources 201 (2012) 219–225, http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.jpowsour.2011.11.005.

[66] M. Minus, S. Kumar, The processing, properties, and structure of carbon fibers,
JOM 57 (2005) 52–58, http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11837-005-0217-8.

[67] A.D. Santamaria, P.K. Das, J.C. MacDonald, A.Z. Weber, Liquid-water interac-
tions with gas-diffusion-layer surfaces, J. Electrochem. Soc. 161 (12) (2014)
F1184–F1193, http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0321412jes.

[68] S. Hasanpour, M. Hoorfar, A. Phillion, Characterization of transport phenomena
in porous transport layers using X-ray microtomography, J. Power Sources 353
(2017) 221–229, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.03.153.
13
[69] V. Manzi-Orezzoli, A. Mularczyk, P. Trtik, J. Halter, J. Eller, T.J. Schmidt, P.
Boillat, Coating distribution analysis on gas diffusion layers for polymer elec-
trolyte fuel cells by neutron and X-ray high-resolution tomography, ACS Omega
4 (17) (2019) 17236–17243, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.9b01763.

[70] S. Odaya, R. Phillips, Y. Sharma, J. Bellerive, A. Phillion, M. Hoorfar, X-
ray tomographic analysis of porosity distributions in gas diffusion layers of
proton exchange membrane fuel cells, Electrochim. Acta 152 (2015) 464–472,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2014.11.143.

[71] M. Sarker, M.A. Rahman, F. Mojica, S. Mehrazi, W.J. Kort-Kamp, P.-Y.A.
Chuang, Experimental and computational study of the microporous layer
and hydrophobic treatment in the gas diffusion layer of a proton exchange
membrane fuel cell, J. Power Sources 509 (2021) 230350, http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.jpowsour.2021.230350.

[72] A.J. Mendoza, M.A. Hickner, J. Morgan, K. Rutter, C. Legzdins, Raman spec-
troscopic mapping of the carbon and PTFE distribution in gas diffusion layers,
Fuel Cells 11 (2) (2011) 248–254, http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fuce.201000096.

[73] J. Serra, Introduction to mathematical morphology, Comput. Vis. Graph. Image
Process. 35 (3) (1986) 283–305, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0734-189X(86)
90002-2.

[74] P.L. Bhatnagar, E.P. Gross, M. Krook, A model for collision processes in gases.
I. Small amplitude processes in charged and neutral one-component systems,
Phys. Rev. 94 (1954) 511–525, http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.94.511.

[75] M.C. Sukop, D.T.T. Jr., Lattice Boltzmann Modeling: An Introduction for
Geoscientists and Engineers, in: International Series of Monographs on Physics,
Springer, Heidelberg, 2006.

[76] D.H. Rothman, J.M. Keller, Immiscible cellular-automaton fluids, J. Stat. Phys.
52 (1988) 1119–1127, http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01019743.

[77] S. Leclaire, M. Reggio, J.-Y. Trépanier, Isotropic color gradient for simulating
very high-density ratios with a two-phase flow lattice Boltzmann model,
Comput. & Fluids 48 (1) (2011) 98–112, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compfluid.
2011.04.001.

[78] D. Grunau, S. Chen, K. Eggert, A lattice Boltzmann model for multiphase
fluid flows, Phys. Fluids A 5 (1993) 2557–2562, http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/
1.858769.

[79] A.K. Gunstensen, D.H. Rothman, S. Zaleski, G. Zanetti, Lattice Boltzmann model
of immiscible fluids, Phys. Rev. A 43 (1991) 4320–4327, http://dx.doi.org/10.
1103/PhysRevA.43.4320.

[80] T. Reis, T.N. Phillips, Lattice Boltzmann model for simulating immiscible two-
phase flows, J. Phys. A 40 (14) (2007) 4033–4053, http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/
1751-8113/40/14/018.

[81] H. Liu, A.J. Valocchi, Q. Kang, Three-dimensional lattice Boltzmann model
for immiscible two-phase flow simulations, Phys. Rev. E 85 (2012) 046309,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.85.046309.

[82] M. Latva-Kokko, D.H. Rothman, Diffusion properties of gradient-based lattice
Boltzmann models of immiscible fluids, Phys. Rev. E 71 (2005) 056702, http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.71.056702.

[83] S. Leclaire, M. Reggio, J.-Y. Trépanier, Numerical evaluation of two recoloring
operators for an immiscible two-phase flow lattice Boltzmann model, Appl.
Math. Model. 36 (5) (2012) 2237–2252, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apm.2011.
08.027.

[84] S. Leclaire, A. Parmigiani, O. Malaspinas, B. Chopard, J. Latt, Generalized three-
dimensional lattice Boltzmann color-gradient method for immiscible two-phase
pore-scale imbibition and drainage in porous media, Phys. Rev. E 95 3-1 (2017)
033306, http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physreve.95.033306.

[85] S. Leclaire, K. Abahri, R. Belarbi, R. Bennacer, Modeling of static contact angles
with curved boundaries using a multiphase lattice Boltzmann method with
variable density and viscosity ratios, Internat. J. Numer. Methods Fluids 82
(8) (2016) 451–470, http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fld.4226.

[86] J. Jurin, II. An account of some experiments shown before the Royal Society;
with an enquiry into the cause of the ascent and suspension of water in capillary
tubes, Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. 30 (1719) 739–747, http://dx.doi.org/10.
1098/rstl.1717.0026.

[87] E.W. Washburn, The dynamics of capillary flow, Phys. Rev. 17 (1921) 273–283,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.17.273.

[88] Q. Zou, X. He, On pressure and velocity boundary conditions for the lattice
Boltzmann BGK model, Phys. Fluids 9 (6) (1997) 1591–1598, http://dx.doi.
org/10.1063/1.869307.

[89] M. Hecht, J. Harting, Implementation of on-site velocity boundary conditions
for D3Q19 lattice Boltzmann simulations, J. Stat. Mech. Theory Exp. 2010 (01)
(2010) P01018, http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2010/01/p01018.

[90] P.P. Mukherjee, C.-Y. Wang, Q. Kang, Mesoscopic modeling of two-phase
behavior and flooding phenomena in polymer electrolyte fuel cells, Electrochim.
Acta 54 (27) (2009) 6861–6875, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2009.06.
066.

[91] L. Chen, H.-B. Luan, Y.-L. He, W.-Q. Tao, Numerical investigation of liquid wa-
ter transport and distribution in porous gas diffusion layer of a proton exchange
membrane fuel cell using lattice Boltzmann method, Russ. J. Electrochem. 48
(2012) http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1023193512070026.

[92] S. Qiu, C.A. Fuentes, D. Zhang, A.W.V. Vuure, D. Seveno, Wettability of a single
carbon fiber, Langmuir 32 (2016) 9697–9705, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.
langmuir.6b02072.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.10.098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2015.02.073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.005209jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.005209jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.005209jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2011.08.049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2021.229822
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2021.229822
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2021.229822
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2021.114293
https://www.geodict.com
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0146-664X(74)80005-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0146-664X(74)80005-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0146-664X(74)80005-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.phpro.2012.03.133
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.phpro.2012.03.133
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.phpro.2012.03.133
https://fuelcellcomponents.freudenberg-pm.com/-/media/Files/fuelcellcomponents,-d-,freudenbergpm,-d-,com/FPM_technical_data_sheet_gdl_ENG_2018-07-04.pdf
https://fuelcellcomponents.freudenberg-pm.com/-/media/Files/fuelcellcomponents,-d-,freudenbergpm,-d-,com/FPM_technical_data_sheet_gdl_ENG_2018-07-04.pdf
https://fuelcellcomponents.freudenberg-pm.com/-/media/Files/fuelcellcomponents,-d-,freudenbergpm,-d-,com/FPM_technical_data_sheet_gdl_ENG_2018-07-04.pdf
https://fuelcellcomponents.freudenberg-pm.com/-/media/Files/fuelcellcomponents,-d-,freudenbergpm,-d-,com/FPM_technical_data_sheet_gdl_ENG_2018-07-04.pdf
https://fuelcellcomponents.freudenberg-pm.com/-/media/Files/fuelcellcomponents,-d-,freudenbergpm,-d-,com/FPM_technical_data_sheet_gdl_ENG_2018-07-04.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0921506jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0921506jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0921506jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.05.118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3594578
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112073210662
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0016756800019336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0016756800019336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0016756800019336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3481443
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.03.086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.03.086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.03.086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3486095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fuce.201100014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fuce.201100014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fuce.201100014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1945-7111/ac1035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2015.12.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2015.12.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2015.12.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2011.11.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2011.11.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2011.11.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11837-005-0217-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0321412jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.03.153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.9b01763
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2014.11.143
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2021.230350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2021.230350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2021.230350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fuce.201000096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0734-189X(86)90002-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0734-189X(86)90002-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0734-189X(86)90002-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.94.511
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0378-7753(22)00392-5/sb75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0378-7753(22)00392-5/sb75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0378-7753(22)00392-5/sb75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0378-7753(22)00392-5/sb75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0378-7753(22)00392-5/sb75
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01019743
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compfluid.2011.04.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compfluid.2011.04.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compfluid.2011.04.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.858769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.858769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.858769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.43.4320
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.43.4320
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.43.4320
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/40/14/018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/40/14/018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/40/14/018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.85.046309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.71.056702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.71.056702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.71.056702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apm.2011.08.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apm.2011.08.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apm.2011.08.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physreve.95.033306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fld.4226
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstl.1717.0026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstl.1717.0026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstl.1717.0026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.17.273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.869307
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.869307
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.869307
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2010/01/p01018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2009.06.066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2009.06.066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2009.06.066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1023193512070026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.6b02072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.6b02072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.6b02072


Journal of Power Sources 535 (2022) 231381P. Sarkezi-Selsky et al.
[93] A. Kozbial, F. Zhou, Z. Li, H. Liu, L. Li, Are graphitic surfaces hydropho-
bic? Acc. Chem. Res. 49 (2016) 2765–2773, http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.
accounts.6b00447.

[94] J. Gostick, M. Ioannidis, M. Fowler, M. Pritzker, Characterization of the capil-
lary properties of gas diffusion media, in: Modern Aspects of Electrochemistry,
Vol. 49, 2010, pp. 225–254, http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-98068-3_7.

[95] D.L. Wood, C. Rulison, R.L. Borup, Surface properties of PEMFC gas diffusion
layers, J. Electrochem. Soc. 157 (2) (2010) B195, http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.
3261850.

[96] A. Arvay, E. Yli-Rantala, C.-H. Liu, X.-H. Peng, P. Koski, L. Cindrella, P.
Kauranen, P. Wilde, A. Kannan, Characterization techniques for gas diffusion
layers for proton exchange membrane fuel cells – A review, J. Power Sources
213 (2012) 317–337, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2012.04.026.
14
[97] A. Ozden, S. Shahgaldi, X. Li, F. Hamdullahpur, A review of gas diffusion layers
for proton exchange membrane fuel cells—With a focus on characteristics,
characterization techniques, materials and designs, Prog. Energy Combust. Sci.
74 (2019) 50–102, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pecs.2019.05.002.

[98] J.T. Gostick, M.A. Ioannidis, M.W. Fowler, M.D. Pritzker, Wettability and
capillary behavior of fibrous gas diffusion media for polymer electrolyte
membrane fuel cells, J. Power Sources 194 (1) (2009) 433–444, http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2009.04.052.

[99] T.G. Tranter, J.T. Gostick, A.D. Burns, W.F. Gale, Capillary hysteresis in
neutrally wettable fibrous media: A pore network study of a fuel cell electrode,
Transp. Porous Media 121 (2018) 597–620, http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11242-
017-0973-2.

[100] L. Meng, P. Zhou, Y. Yan, D. Guo, Compression properties of gas diffusion layers
and its constitutive model under cyclic loading, Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 46 (29)
(2021) 15965–15975, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2021.02.083.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.accounts.6b00447
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.accounts.6b00447
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.accounts.6b00447
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-98068-3_7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3261850
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3261850
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3261850
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2012.04.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pecs.2019.05.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2009.04.052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2009.04.052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2009.04.052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11242-017-0973-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11242-017-0973-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11242-017-0973-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2021.02.083

	Lattice Boltzmann simulation of liquid water transport in gas diffusion layers of proton exchange membrane fuel cells: Parametric studies on capillary hysteresis
	Introduction
	Experimental
	-CT image acquisition
	Measurement of capillary pressure–saturation relations

	Geometry generation
	Binarization of carbon felt GDLs
	Domain sizes and porosity profiles
	Modeling of surface effects
	Derivation of PTFE volume fraction profiles
	Distinction of PTFE and carbon fibers in binarized microstructures

	Numerical model
	Governing equations
	Single-phase LBM
	Multiphase LBM

	Computational domain and boundary conditions
	Adaptive pressure ramp


	Results and discussion
	Effect of membrane modeling
	Influence of lattice resolution
	Contact angle variation
	Impact of heterogeneous PTFE distribution

	Conclusion
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of competing interest
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	References


