arxiv:0912.0148v1 [cond-mat.soft] 1 Dec 2009

Phase-field simulations of viscous fingering in shear-thinng fluids

Sébastien Nguyeh? R. Folch? Vijay K. Verma? Hervé Henry? and Mathis Plapp

IPPMD, ESPCI, CNRS, 10 rue Vauquelin, 75005 PARIS, France
2PMC, Ecole Polytechnique, CNRS, rte de Saclay , 91128 PAAISFrance
3Departament d’Enginyeria Quimica, Universitat Rovira i,

Av. dels Paisos Catalans, 26, E-43007 Tarragona, Spain
“Department on Chemical Engineering,
Indian Institute of Technology Guwahati, Guwahati, Ass&8h0B9
(Dated: October 7, 2018)

Abstract

A phase-field model for the Hele-Shaw flow of non-Newtoniam#us developed. It extends a previous
model for Newtonian fluids to a wide range of shear-depenfleitts. The model is applied to perform
simulations of viscous fingering in shear- thinning fluidsdat is found to be capable of describing the
complete crossover from the Newtonian regime at low shdartoathe strongly shear-thinning regime at
high shear rate. The width selection of a single steady-$itager is studied in detail for a 2-plateaux shear-
thinning law (Carreau law) in both its weakly and stronglgahthinning limits, and the results are related
to previous analyses. In the strongly shear-thinning regamescaling is found for power-law (Ostwald-
de-Waehle) fluids that allows for a direct comparison betwsienulations and experiments without any

adjustable parameters, and good agreement is obtained.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Saffman-Taylor instability occurs when a fluid is pusbgdanother one of lower viscos-
ity in a confined geometry, such as porous media or a Hele-8k#dwit leads to the emergence
of complex interfacial patterns whose shape is reminisoéffingers. The study of this phe-
nomenon|[35, 39] has helped to establish much of our curmemwiledge on the self-organization
of branched patterns|[6,/29,/36]. Indeed, viscous fingerarghe studied under well-controlled
conditions in the laboratory using Hele-Shaw cells, whéeeftow is confined to a narrow gap
between two parallel plates. In this geometry, the full floan e well descibed by an effec-
tive two-dimensional problem, which greatly simplifies lbdheoretical analysis and numerical
simulations.

For two Newtonian fluids of strongly different viscositiesir understanding is fairly complete.
In a channel geometry, the instability of a flat interface #melsubsequent evolution results in the
formation of a single finger, the so-called Saffman-Taylagér [39]. Its relative width with
respect to the channel is selected by a subtle interplaygsgtwiscous dissipation and the surface
tension of the interface, which acts as a singular pertighatin a radial geometry, where the
low-viscosity fluid is injected through a central inlet, ferg are not stable and exhibit repeated
tip-splitting to form highly ramified patterns [36].

Much less is known about viscous fingering in non-Newtoniaitdf. Numerous experiments
have revealed that a wide variety of patterns can be fornmetlyding finger patterns close to the
ones found in Newtonian fluids with either narrowing or wigtgnof the fingers, straight fingers
in a radial geometry that do not exhibit tip splitting, andtpens that form angular branches and
sharp tips, reminiscent of crack networks (for a review,[34§).

It is clear that the selection of these patterns is goveryatidnonlinearity of the fluid itself.
More precisely, there is a complex interplay between thegy of the finger, which determines
the local flow pattern. The latter, in turn, modifies the pmtips of the fluids. In the particular
case of shear-thinning fluids, the dependency of the fluidogisy on the local shear rate, which
strongly varies in the vicinity of a finger tip, can create die& which is akin to an interfacial
anisotropy. The latter is known both from experiments [53E8 and theory [15, 28] to profoundly
affect pattern selection. Its presence suppresses fipirgphnd favors the emergence of dendritic
patterns with sidebranches. The transition from brancfimgers to dendrites observed in liquid

crystals|[10] can thus be explained, at least qualitatifEly 22]. Furthermore, it is not surprising



to see crack-like patterns in viscoelastic fluids [31], siachigh shear around the tip pushes the
fluid into the elastic regime.

For a more detailed and quantitative investigation of telatron between morphologies and
the rheological properties of non-Newtonian fluids, preciamerical models would be very help-
ful. However, in mathematical terms, viscous fingering ismally formulated as a free boundary
problem, which is quite difficult to handle numerically [11/8,/25, 40]. To our best knowledge,
simulations of non-Newtonian viscous fingering using suethads have remained limited to the
case of shear-thinning fluids in the weakly shear-thinnimgt [17, 18]. To overcome the difficul-
ties due to moving interfaces, diffuse-interface and ptiete methods have become popular in
many different fields [3,/9, 11, 2B, 26]. In phase-field mogdalsontinuous scalar field, the phase
field, is introduced to distinguish between the two domair@upied by the two fluids. All prop-
erties of the fluids are interpolated through the diffuserifiaice, and the motion of the phase field
is coupled to the equations of fluid dynamics. The originaéfboundary problem is obtained in
the limit of vanishing interface thickness. While this apgch introduces an additional scale (the
interface thickness) into the problem, it removes the diffies due to explicit interface tracking
(non-uniform length change of the interfqce, topologidsmges). Therefore, its implementation
is straightforward.

In this paper, we develop a phase-field model for Hele-Shawifia wide class of fluids with
a shear-dependent viscosity, by combining a phase-fielcehfod Newtonian viscous fingering
previously developed by one of us [20, 21] with a rigorouscprdure for obtaining a generalized
Darcy’s law for non-Newtonian fluids developed by Fasal. [17]. The model is implemented
using a finite-difference scheme in conjunction with a sead®OR solver for the pressure equa-
tion. We validate our model and implementation by a detastemiparison of the Newtonian case
to the known sharp-interface solution. This allows us towste the errors that are due to the finite
interface thickness and the discretization.

Although our model is capable of describing two non-Newaoniluids with general shear-
dependent viscosity laws, we limit ourselves to sheamiig fluids pushed by a Newtonian
fluid. Indeed, this is the setting where the most precise kexdge on pattern selection in non-
Newtonian fluids is already available, and therefore it titutes an excellent testing ground for
our model. Data on the shape and width of steady-state firigesghear-thinning fluids with a
well-characterized viscosity law have been published [&J, Furthermore, these data are in

good agreement with theoretical studies that predict soméng of the steady-state fingers with



respect to the Newtonian casel[2, 37].

We perform simulations for two different viscosity lawsmaly, a two-plateau law used in the
simulations of Refs. [17, 18], and the one-plateau law whiebcribes well, for the experimental
flow regime, the fluids used in experiments of Refs| [32, 33k sudy the effect of the shear
thinning on the selection of the finger width, and demonsttiaat our model is able to cover the
complete crossover from Newtonian behavior at low speettdéag shear-thinning at high speeds.
More precisely, the selection of the finger width can be ustded in terms of two dimensionless
parameters: the Weissenberg numbér, which characterizes the strength of the shear-thinning
effect, and a dimensionless surface tendioin general, the finger width depends on both param-
eters. However, it turns out that in the regime covered byettperiments [32, 33], the viscosity
law can be well described by a simple power law. In this cdsefihger width depends only on
a single parameter, which is a function bk, I" and the exponent of the viscosity law. In this
regime, our simulations are in good agreement with the exgertal data of Refs. [32, 33], which
demonstrates the capability of our model to yield quamtidy accurate results.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Setiflpreksents the theoretical frame-
work, the model and briefly discuss its numerical implemeoa Results are then presented in

Sec[1ll, followed by conclusions and perspectives in S€t. |

II. MODEL
A. Sharp-interface equations

We consider two incompressible, immiscible fluids (labeleand 2) in a Hele-Shaw cell of
width W (z-direction), lengthL (y-direction) and gap (z-direction,b < W < L). The less
viscous fluid 2 is injected at one end of the cell with a fixed flate (), causing outflow of fluid
1 at the other end of the cell with a velocity,, = @Q/(bW). The interface between the two
fluids has a positive surface tensionBoth fluids, may have a non-Newtonian shear viscosity that
depends on the local shear ratg.;(7;), wherer; is a characteristic relaxation time of fluipwe
furthermore suppose that both viscosity laws have wellr@efiNewtonian limits whery — 0,
which we will denote by.!.

As usual in a Hele-Shaw cell at low velocities (where ineztia be neglected), the scale separa-

tion between the gap and the channel width makes it possiletplify the full three-dimensional



flow problem by a long-wave approximation. The resulting-tvmensional problem is stated, for
each fluid, in terms of the pressure figidwhich is constant across the gap) and the gap-averaged

in-plane velocityu;. These two-dimensional velocity fields remain incompiassi
V-u; =0, i=1,2. (1)

Furthermore, for Newtonian fluids, the local averaged vigfas proportional to the local in-plane
pressure gradient, a relationship known as Darcy’s lawnBarNewtonian fluids, the relationship
betweeni; andﬁpi becomes non-linear, but can formally still be written as aegalized Darcy’s
law,
b? -
== o VUp, =12 o)
12458 (b7 | Vs /15)

wherey? is aneffectiveviscosity, which can be related to the original shear-ddpanhviscosity

w;(1;7) for a large class of non-Newtonian fluids following the prdgee developed by Fast al.
[17], which is summarized and presented using the notatibtize present work in Appendix|A.
We have included the constamts; andy? in the argument of the effective viscosity to emphasize
that this argument is indeed a dimensionless shear. Thadahkastic local shear rate can be
estimated by the ratio of the gap-averaged velocity and étlegapb; the order of magnitude
of the velocity, in turn, is given byVp|/1® (see AppendiXA for details). Note that we have
chosen to express the viscosity as a function of the pregsadient (and not of the velocity as in
[2,132,.33, 37]) in order to formulate the model in terms ofititerface geometry and the pressure
field only. One should note that for a vanishing shear rkﬁ@i(l — 0), we haveus™ — 49, and
Eq. (2) reduces to the standard Darcy'’s law.

Since we are considering two fluid regions separated by anfate, we have to specify the

boundary conditions at the interface:

P2 —p1 = OR, (3)

- f'ﬁZZUny (4)

>
S
=

|

wherex is the interface curvature (in the plane of flow)is the surface tension artds the unit
vector normal to the interface pointing into fluid 1. Equat{@) is simply the Laplace law, where
the curvature of the meniscus between the plates has bed¢ednmder the assumption that it is

constant. Ed.]4 simply assures the impenetrability of theftwids.
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In order to make this formulation more directly amenablehi® ¢onstruction of a phase-field
model, we rewrite the above equations in terms of a singl®fsi¢lds and material properties

P = X1P1 t+ X2P2, (5)
U = X1 + XoUs, (6)
ot/ 071 | VD) ot 072 | Vp|
Heff = Xl,ulff( Iu() )+X2M2ﬂ< ,UO )7 (7)
1 2

wherey; (Z) andy. () are the characteristic functions of the domains occupiethéywo fluids
(that is,y;(Z) = 1 if the pointZ is occupied by fluid, and0 otherwise). We thus reduce Edsl (2,
andl) to just two:

oo
U= —12#6& [Vp + 0/—@527’} , (8)
Vi =0, (9)

wheredy; is a surface delta function (that is, a Dirac delta functiocaeted on the sharp interface
Y separating the two fluid domains [14]). Now all fields, mateproperties and equations must
be understood in the sense of mathematical distributiorssuth, these equations, apart from
their obvious limits at each side of the interface, are to bdeustood when integrated across
the interface. In particular, integrating the normal petign of the velocity times the effective

viscosity in Eq.[(8) across the interface gives the Laplaessure drop of Equationl(3). Similarly,

the condition of zero divergence of Equatidn (9) relatesntvenal and tangential components of
the fluid velocity. The condition of incompressibility, whapplied on the very interface, translates

into impenetrability of the two fluids.

B. Phase-field model

In this section, we present the phase field approach to tbisigmn. We first give a brief de-
scription of the phase field (denoted byand show how using it instead of the indicator functions,
the flow equationd (8) andl(9) are modified. Then we presergvtbkition equation for the phase
field and give a rationale for its construction. Finally, weranent briefly on how the phase-field
model is an approximation of the sharp-interface model.

The idea underlying the phase-field model is to introducedatitianal field () that indicates



in which phase (here, in which fluid) the system is at a givatsgoint. For the sake of simplicity
and without any loss of generality, we consider that in fluigesp. 2) o = 1, (resp. — 1). In
addition, when crossing the interface the phase field ete@xsmooth front (kink) of finite width.

In this general framework, the indicator functions anddhdéunction are approximated by

xi — (1+9)/2, (10)
X2 — (1—-9)/2, (11)
5 — |Vo|/2. (12)

Then, replacingy; and y, by their smoothed expressions, the effective viscosity @f i)

becomes . .
b7'1|Vp|) N 1-— <b,ueff(b7'2|Vp|
o 2 7N

Note that, as in EqL{70, formallyes is a function ofz because is a function ofz. Darcy’s law

1
pet(6) = o uSl

) (13)

becomes
b2
12Meff(¢)

wherex(¢) is the curvature of the interface computed using the stahedgressions

i=—

Tp+ m@%} , (14

k(@) =V -7#(¢) and 7(¢) = Vg/|Vel. (15)

Note thatx(¢) is now defined in the entire spadds the local normal to the isosurface. Equation
(@) for the incompressibility of the flow is not modified by timroduction of the phase field. Now,
the flow problem is completely written in terms of the phasklfie

To complete the model, we have to introduce an evolution temué#or the phase field. This
evolution equation should have for solution a smooth iatsfthat is advected by the flow To this
purpose, we use the equation presented in [20] and extenidedwecess in [7,/8] to the case of

vesicles:
To(0p + - Vo) = f(9) + w*V?h — w?k(¢)| V), (16)

with f = ¢(1 — ¢*) the oposite of the derivative of the double well potential® /2 + ¢*/4, 7,4
a relaxation time, and> a small parameter that determines the width of the interfacerder to

give a clear view of the equation, we first consider an ovepifiad version of it with neither the



flow nor the curvature term, in a one-dimensional space. Tdi®geary solutions of this equation
are either the uniform solutions = +1 or a front between a region whe¢e= 1 and a region

where¢ = —1:
,

wy/2

Here, the signification ofv appears clearly: it is the width of the interface. Now let oasider

¢ = tanh (17)

this equation (still without flow and without the curvatuerr) in two dimensions. Using a
perturbation method, one can show that a weakly curvedfater(radius of curvaturg > w)
betweeny = 1 and¢ = —1 is moving with a normal velocity proportional i p, the curvature of
the interface. While this behaviour is expected in the caghase transitions with non-conserved
order parameters, here it is unphysical. In order to sugghes phenomenon, following [20] we
add the curvature term which at dominant order is the exgobsife of the term induced by the
Laplacian when considering a curved interface. Indeedritlze shown that up to the third order
inw/p, the termV2¢ — k|V¢| is equal to the unidimensional Laplacian computed alon@ie

normal to the interface. Hence, using= tanh

;Q% (with r the distance from the center of the
interface), the right-hand side of E@. (16), i.e. the dryiorce leading to unwanted interface
movement, is equal to zero up to that third order.

Finally, adding the termi - V¢ makes the interface to be advected by the flow. Therefore,
the dynamics of the phase field can be separated into two: @ap@ssivepart that corresponds
to the advection due to the flow and aative part that aims at restoring the hyperpolic tangent
profile through the interface but does not bring any notitedipnamics to the interface. With this
principle in mind, it is clear that the relaxation timg of the phase field must be fast enough so
that the advection does not affect significantly the equiiiin profile. The particular choice of,
is discussed later.

Now, that model equations have been written down, we wartéssthat while thdistribution
formulationof the viscous fingering problem is just another way of wgtdown the same sharp-
interface equations, the phase-field model is only an apmation to them. To be more specific,
the phase field model introduces an additional length scatée interface thickness, which is a
model parameter supposed to be small. To understand itsimgeand the relationship between
the phase-field approach and the sharp interface model, amese the technique of matched
asymptotics. Different asymptotic expansions of the pliiaé® equations in powers af valid in

the bulk phases and through the interface, respectivedyatten down. Then, matching them



order by order, at dominant order in the original sharp interface-problem is retrieved, which
indicates that the results of the phase-field model convengard the solution of the original
problem whenv — 0 (the so callecsharp-interface limit. In other words, the model is at least
asymptotically correct.

However, in numerical simulations, the valuewothould be significantly larger than the space
discetization and must remain finite. Therefore, to be abtetrieve quantitatively correct results,
one needs to control the spurious effects introduced by tlite interface thickness and the con-
vergence of the model toward the sharp-interface limitsTain be done by considering the next
order inw in the matching procedurel[1,/16, 20/ 27]. Then, newlependent terms are added to
the sharp interface equations (this next order in the expans called thethin-interface limij.
They actually signal the departure from thhe— 0 limit and are the effect of the presence of the
extra length scale. Physically, one expects their impogan depend on the ratio af to the
smallest genuine length scale present in the original simepface model. This hypothesis can
then be checked by simulations with decreasig values of#tiat[16, 21, 277].

Here, we have written our model so that, in the case of Newtofluids, it is mathematically
equivalent to the one presented |in/[20]. The reason for ¢hikat contrary to other phase field
models [24, 30] for viscous fingering, the asymptotic expams of this model have been estab-
lished [20] and the numerical convergence has been chegkedrsidering situations where the
sharp interface solution is well known [21]. Therefore, we aonfident that unexpected finite
interface thickness effects could only arise in our simatet in conjunction with the new feature

here: the non-Newtonian character of the more viscous fluid.

C. Dimensionless equations

In order to nondimensionalize our equations, we first lodkatelevant physical scales present
in the flow, and then use the same scales to nondimensioriaézghase-field equation. Non-
dimensionalized quantities will be denoted by a tilde. Inratfstep, we define dimensionless
effective viscosity functiongs by dividing the effective viscosity laws of the two fluids dyeir

zero-shear limit valueg?,

1 (or; | Vp| /1) = 1 i (b | Vil /). (18)



Next, since in a phase-field model there is a generalizedteféeviscosity valid throughout the
system [Eq. [(113)] which interpolates between the effectigeosities of each fluid, we need to
choose a single viscosity scale. This choice has to be atlapthe physical situation that is
investigated. Here, we are mainly interested in the setiseggl in most experiments, where the
more viscous fluid 1 is a shear-thinning liquid and the lessais fluid 2 is air, that is, a Newtonian
fluid of very low viscosity. Therefore, in the following we lWhondimensionalize the effective
viscosity by the zero-shear viscosity of fluid;&, Since fluid 2 is Newtonian, we hayg™ = 19.
With the above choices, the nondimensionalized effectiseosity function becomes
_pen(0) 146 g 1-0

[Le —, 19
flar(9) = P = =S+ =5 (19)

wherev is the ratio of the two zero-shear viscosities,

This ratio can be simply related to the quantity

p—py _1-v
Ay 1+v

c (21)

the so-called viscosity contrast (at zero shear), alsolwigged in the literature [20, 40].
We furthermore measure velocity in units of the outflow vélot/., and lengths in units of the
channel width//. The natural scale for the pressure gradient that arisestiie Newtonian limit

of Darcy’s law is12.0U, /b?. This yields the new dimensionless quantities

1

= EW oy W 6%W§ K(6) = T 22)
- > 120U =

@ — U, “blz /7 (23)
W

t t—. 24

i 24)

Under this change of variables, the arguments of the diraless effective viscosity function
given by Eqs.[(18,19) become

2

1 -
fer(6) = oL T (Wel¥p]) +

¢1/ , (25)
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where the Weissenberg numbB&e is defined by

121U,
We = TZU . (26)

In the remainder of this paper (except for Apperidix A), wd wibrk in these new dimensionless
variables and drop the tildes for simplicity.
The incompressibility condition remains formally the samed the dimensionless version of

Darcy’s law reads

U=

. Vo
— |+ Tr(0)~2 ], 27
pn(oWe o)) | 2T 2] &)

where )
= 12”2% (28)
is a dimensionless surface tension. In summary, the flowteEmsacontain three dimensionless
parameters: the dimensionless surface tenBjdhe Weissenberg numb&ve, and the viscosity
ratiov. A more detailed discussion of these parameters and theiirrthe finger selection process
is deferred to Se€._IlIF below.
To complete the set of dimensionless equations, we applgahe scaling to Eq._(1L6) for the

phase field. We obtain

T¢Uoo
w

w

LYV — (6) V9] (29)

O+ - Vo) = f(¢) + (

and identify the dimensionless interface thicknessw /W, the ratio of the interface thickness to
the channel width. In order to reduce the number of purelymaational parameters, we choose
7, = ew/Us. Indeedw/U is the time it takes a flow of the magnitude of the base oy to
cover one interface thickness and the extra smadlfactor ensures that the phase field relaxation

is one order irx faster than the forcing by the flow. We finally get

20,6 = f(0) - & [ V26 - k(@) Vo] — 7 Vo . (30)

11



D. Incompressibility and boundary conditions

In the simulations, Eq[(30) for the phase field and the fluid ffmuations need to be solved
simultaneously. The fluid flow part, in turn, implies solvigg. (27) taking into account the
incompressibility condition, EqL{9). There are severaysvo implement incompressibility.

One possibility is to take the curl of Eq. (27), which elimiesithe pressure field in the New-
tonian case. Incompressibility is equivalent to the rezient that the flow is potential, that is,
the velocity field can be written as derivatives of the stréanction. The curl of Eq[(27) yields a
Poisson equation for the stream function. This strategydexactly to the model of Ref. [20] for
Newtonian fluids, as desired.

However, for non-Newtonian rheologies, the dependencéefeffective viscosity OIWp|
implies that the pressure cannot be eliminated in thisgttiorward manner any more. Therefore,
we use here a velocity-pressure formulation: We take therdence of Eq.L(27) and use the

incompressibility condition, which yields

v[ Vp ]:_ﬁ[ _Th(@)Ve ] a1
Meﬂ(¢7we|Vp|) 2Meﬂ(¢vwe|Vp|)

For a given configuration of the phase fieldEq. (31) together with appropriate boundary condi-
tions (discussed below) completely specifies the presseiteifi In the Newtoninan limit where
the effective viscosity is pressure-independent, thisgqgo is a Poisson equation for the pressure
inside the interfacial regions where the phase figlharies, and reduces to the Laplace equation
in each bulk domain. In the non-Newtonian case, the sourogitepresent also in the bulk, and
an iterative Poisson solver must be used to obtain the peeéisid for the given configuration of
the phase field at each timestep. Then, the original[Eq. (@f)ddiately yields the velocity field
i. This is then used in the next time step to advect the phaskdfieas prescribed by Ed. (B0).
More details about the numerical procedure are given in AgpeB.

Furthermore, boundary conditions for the phase and predmids are required at the edges
of the channel. For simplicity, we will assume that if an nfdee crosses any of the boundaries,

it will do so at a 90 angle, which implies that the derivatives of the phase-freldnal to the

12



boundaries are zero (reflecting boundary conditions):

O = 0 (y==+L/2), (32)
8,6 = 0 (z = £W/2) (33)

Since the lateral walls are sealed and hence- 0, we also have

O,p = 0atx = £W/2. (34)

The only non-trivial boundary conditions are the pressumenolary conditions at the inlet and the
outlet, where either the pressure or its gradient have tadscpbed. Since we have considered a
flow with a fixed overall flow rate, we should prescribe the pugs gradient.

At the outlet, only fluid 1 is present. If the interface rensafar enough from the outlet, the
pressure is simply a constant along the entire outlet, aagtbssure gradient is directed along
they direction. Since, at the outlet, the dimensionless vejdsiequal to(0, 1) (corresponding to
a uniform flow with velocityU,, along they direction), the Darcy law (ed._27) implies that the

pressure gradient is the solution of the equation

|ayp| = ,ueff(gb = —|—1,We|ayp|). (35)

where the velocity/,, enters the equation through the Weissenberg number. Th&ieq can be
solved numerically in a straightforward way. In our simidas, we start with an initial guess for
the pressure gradient, which is then updated at each tirpewstie the value found by the pressure
solver in the vicinity of the outlet. This procedure rapidiynverges to the fixed point which is the
solution of Eq.[(3b).

As for the inlet, we consider the case where both fluids arsgmte For a well-developed
steady-state Saffman-Taylor finger, the sides of the fingemarallel to the channel walls up
to a correction that decays exponentially with the distainam the finger tip. Therefore, if a
sufficiently long portion of the finger is inside the simutatibox, the interfaces that cross the inlet
can be considered flat and normal to the boundary, and thevillisetity along ther direction is
zero in both fluids. Therefore, there is no pressure gradiemyg ther direction, which of course

implies that the pressure gradient is directed algrand constant along the inlet.

13



In contrast, the fluid velocity varies along the inlet, sitioe viscosity does change when cross-

+1/2

12 Uydz, which represents the net inward flow,

ing the interface. However, its integral along [~
must be equal to unity, since the flow is incompressible aedlthd exits the outlet at a rate of
unity in our dimensionless variables. Integrating theomponent of EqL(27) along the inlet, we

thus obtain
1
0,0 = —175 , (36)

f 1/2 pies (¢, Wc\ayp\)d

which constitutes a closed equation for the desired valyé,pf at the inlet.

E. Simulation procedure

In our numerical studies, our main focus is on steady-stagefs. Although we could start
each simulation with a weakly perturbed flat interface and fellow its natural dynamics until a
steady finger stabilizes, this is not the most efficient pdace for parametric studies of the finger
width as a function of” and We. Therefore, we instead first calculated an initial fingerfipgo
for values of the control parameters where convergence eaasily achieved, and then use the
resulting steady-state pressure and phase fields as aandition for a run with slightly different
control parameters. Increasing or decrea$imgnd/orWe in small steps, we are thus able to follow
the steady-state solution branches over a substantiahpéearange.

When performing the first computation for a given viscosity,|we set the initial interface pro-
file to a semi-elliptic bubble (of widthl’/2 and lengthi?’) growing from the inlet of the channel.
The initial configuration of the phase field is a hyperbolirgant profile in the elliptic coordinates,
and its zero contour is located at the elliptic bubble irstegf The simulations are performed in a
channel with a length of. = 5W. The bubble increases in size and depelops into an elongated
finger. When it reaches a reference position (typicallyated at twice the channel width from
the inlet), the whole domain is translated backward by oiregpacing (in other words, the finger
is pulled back by one grid point). The velocity of the fingec@nputed by measuring the time
between two successive pullbacks. The finger width is medsat the entrance of the channel
when a pullback occurs. We consider the steady reached wdthrtip velocity and finger width
vary less than a fixed value (here chosen ta e, to be compared with a typical tip velocity of
2 and a typical finger width of 0.5) between two pullbacks.

Values ofI" of the order ofl0~2 yield a rapid convergence to a steady-state finger, both for

14



Newtonian and non-Newtonian fluids. For the latter, the eogence is more difficult to obtain
because of the nonlinearities in the viscosity laws. Tyhicave calculate the first finger with
a low value of the Weissenberg numbB&e for which these nonlinearities are smalle is then
increased progressively up to the desired value. In this walyes up tal0? can be treated, for
which the pressure solver would have otherwise not conde§e for I, the values we are able to
attain are limited both from below and from above. For smaililies ofl", results become sensitive
to the discretization and the interface thickness, as \iltlbtailed below. For large values Iof
the finger width becomes close to unity, and the tail of thespkeeld profile starts to interact with
the sidewalls.

The solutions found in our simulations are single fingerppgating at constant velocity along
the channel. We consider fingers symmetric with respectécctrannel mid-linec = 0. This
allows us to reduce the computation time by limiting the ntioa domain to half the channel:
0 < z < 1/2). The validity of this procedure was checked by occasinadlgfforming computa-
tions in the full domain: fingers started with an axis of synmyshifted away from the mid-line
always relax towards the center of the channel in finite tile.have also checked that increasing
the lengthL of our simulation domain (changing the aspect rdtjd?’) does not change the re-
sults. Indeed, in our typical steady-state configuratiobe dack of the finger is cut off at twice the
channel width behind the tip, where its flanks are almost fidtfauid 1 is almost at rest. Further-
more, the pressure field becomes almost linear far aheack dipthand a distance of three times
the channel width is enough to resolve all non-trivial feasuof the velocity and pressure fields.

In our simulations we let the finger extend inside the chanonél the tip crosses a reference
position along the, axis. When this happens, the time step is truncated so tkdirtber tip
advances exactly to the pullback coordinate; the whole igaiden pulled one grid step backward.
The velocity of the finger is obtained by computing the averagjocity between two successive
pullbacks. The finger width is measured at the entrance othla@nel when a pullback occurs.
The stationary state is declared to be achieved when botrekgeity and finger width vary less
than a fixed value, here chosen tolie®.

The computation time necessary to achieve the stationatg &r a givenB value can be
significantly reduced when the run is initialized with a fingeofile close enough to the converged
state. Hence we applied the following procedure to obtdiectien curves in the Newtonian and
the shear thinning cases:

For the first computation of the set, the phase field is indea with a semi-elliptic bubble
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growing from the inlet side of the channel. The small radipars over half the width of the
channel and the big radius is arbitrarily chosen to be themélavidth in the longitudinal direction.
The phase field obeys a hypertangent profile in elliptic coateés. A moderaté parameter of
10~2 is chosen to compute the first finger profile. The paramBtés then varied towards zero
and towards infinity to move along the selection curve. Eawhputation is initialized with the
finger profile at numerical convergence. AttainabBlgalues are both limited in the small and large
limits. In the former case, the interface thickness neet®teeduced, and thus the grid refined, in
order to retain the relevant selection mechanism. In therlaase, the stationary solution can be
destroyed when the phase field is too close to the boundami¢éise non-Newtonian case the first
step is more difficult because of the nonlinearities in thsewesity. We do not impose the correct

pressure condition at the outlet, but rather let it relaxras is stepped forward.

F. Control parameters and finger selection

The independent parameters that appear in our equatiorieeagero-shear viscosity ratio
(constant for a given pair of fluids), the Weissenberg numier which controls the intensity
of the shear-thinning effect, and the dimensionless sartansionl’. It is noteworthy that in
experiments performed with a single Hele-Shaw cell of fixadtlivand gap spacing, boffve
and1/T" increase linearly witl/,, [see Egs.[(26).(28)], which is the only parameter that can be
externally controlled. The full two-dimensional paranmietpace can hence only be explored in
experiments by varying the channel geometry as well/@s In contrast, in the simulations it
is easy to vary these two parameters independently, andt¢ontiee the selected finger width.
However, it is useful to take some additional consideratioto account.

It is known that two main ingredients determine the fingerthvidhe dimensionless surface
tension and the anisotropy of the interface or the mediumshiar-thinning fluids an effective
anisotropy arises from the fact that the in-plane veloaity thus the shear are maximal at the tip,
and decay when going to the sides of the finger. As a consequ#reviscosity and hence the
mobility in Darcy’s law vary along the interface. Thus, theesgth and nature of this effective
anisotropy are essentially controlled by the Weissenbargher and the functional form of the
viscosity law.

Let us now turn to the dimensionless surface tension. Fortdlein fluids, it was shown

[35] that the selection of the finger width is determined byrgle dimensionless paramets,
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which represents the ratio of stabilizing (capillary) test@ilizing (viscous) forces. The latter
are proportional to the finger speed and diféerenceof the two viscosities (see e.g. Ref. [40]).
In shear-thinning fluids, the relevant viscosity is the améhie vicinity of the tip, and the correct
definition of the parameteB is

b*o

B= _ .
12W2Usp, [ p1§™ (We| Vpesp ) — p18)]

(37)

Using the definition of” and the fact that mass conservation for an incompressilzedhforces
U = AUy, for a steady-state finger of relative widthwe find the following relation betweeh

andl:
_Us r _ oA (38)
Utip M?ﬂ(we‘ﬁptip‘) -V N?H(We|ﬁptip|) -V

Ideally, we would like to explore the parameter space aloveslof constanB in order to track
only the influence of the effective anisotropy (the seletii@arameter of the isotropic Saffman-
Taylor problem is then constant). Howevgrjs difficult to control directly in our simulations: the
effective viscosity at the tip, which is needed to calcul&tedepends on the finger speed, which
is itself the result of the selection to be investigated.réfare, we explore the width selection by
varying eitherWe at fixedI', orI' at fixedWe, and calulate3 a posterioriusing the tip speelfy;,,
and pressure gradierﬁptip| extracted from the simulations. Note that this procedupergectly
analogous to the one followed in experiments: the viscaditiye tip is estimatea posterioriusing
the measured finger speed|[32, 33]. Keepihgonstant is more involved, and would require some
iterative trial and error procedure, which is perfectlysiée but cumbersome.

A last point that deserves brief mention is the viscositjorat In the case of air pushing a
viscous fluid,v is extremely small, so that the viscosity of the air can belastgd altogether.

In our numerical formulation, however, it is difficult to sitate very small values of, because

Eq. (31) then has extremely different numerical stiffnesthie two bulk domains, which makes
the convergence of the pressure solver delicate. In ourlations, we have typically used values
of v ranging from5 x 1072 to 5 x 10~#, which are large enough to guarantee a robust and efficient
solution of Eq.[(31). One could think that these are smalughdo neglect in the denominator of

Eq. (38). However, as will be seen below, for a viscosity lathaut lower bound (such as a power-
law), the viscosity of the shear-thinning fluid will beconantparable to or even smaller than that

of the pushing Newtonian fluid even for< 1, for sufficiently high Weissenberg numbers. In the
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latter case, the fingering instability disappears altoglete insist that this is an entirely physical

effect that should be experimentally observable in fluidptes of not too different viscosities.

. RESULTS

A. Newtonian fluid

In order to test our model formulation and its numerical iempéntation, we start by performing
simulations in Newtonian fluids. The simulations convergthaut difficulty to a steady-state
finger solution. In Figl 1l we display a comparison betweerpictl finger shape extracted from

our simulations and the analytical solution of Saffman aagdr [39],

o )‘ y— ytip
T = - arccos l2 exp <27T T ) 1] . (39)

After fitting A, the agreement between the computed and analytical cuggwd There are some
small discrepancies close to the finger tip that are to beat&gde since the solution given by
Eq. (39) does not contain the effect of surface tension. Thefatter is correctly incorporated
into our model is proven by the results shown in Fig. 2, wheeedisplay the selection curve
for the finger width at fixed values of ande as a function of the dimensionless combination of
parameterd\B7?/(1 — \)? used in the classical work of Mc Lean and Saffman [35], whieh w
compare to. The agreement is excellent, except for verylsralles ofI". This constitutes an
extremely sensitive test for our model since the finger wisidelected by the surface tensiema(

the selection parametét) through a singular perturbation mechanism.

0 T T
-0.1 .
-0.2 .
X 03¢ — o
04 Saffman-Taylor —
_05 ] ] ] ]
-2.5 -2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0

Figure 1: Comparison of computed interfade £ 0.01, ©v=0.05,¢=0.02,Ax=0.01) and analytical solution
of Saffman and Taylor) = 0.58.
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Figure 2: Comparison of computed finger widtl{r = 5 x 1073, ¢=0.02, A2=0.01) and semi-analytical
solution of McLean and Saffman.

In Fig.[3 we replot the selection curve directly as a functbir, to make the deviations from
the analytical prediction for small values Bfmost apparent. These deviations take place for
I' < 0.01; Below that value, the decrease of the finger widttvith the dimensionless surface
tensionI to the predicted limit value ok = 0.5 for ' — 0 (note that for a Newtonian fluid3
is just proportional td") is interrupted by a small “bump”. Two effects limit the pigion of our
results. First, itis expected that at low valuesdmaller values of are needed to obtain properly
resolved results. The reason is that the wavelength of thginadly stable mode of the linear
Saffman-Taylor instability scales as v/B. As in any phase-field model, the correct interface
dynamics can only be guaranteagbriori whene remains smaller than this value (i.e., well into
the thin-interface limit). Deviations from the sharp-iriteee solution are thus simply a sign of
insufficient resolution of the relevant length scale by thage field. The second effect is purely
numerical: whenl" is decreased the surface tension effect becomes numgrsratll. More
precisely, the pressure gradient accross the interfacdettdoy the Laplace pressure becomes
smaller and smaller with respect to the global driving puesgradient. Therefore, discretization
errors can become significant. In particular, the anisgtiopuced by the discretization on a

regular lattice can have a strong effect on the solutions Ehespecially critical, since it is known
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Figure 3: Steady-state finger width verdyga) for various=0.02, 0.016, 0.01 and x=0.01, 0.008, 0.005,
and (b) for fixede=0.02 and increasing resolution of discretizatidkx=0.01, 0.008333, 0.00%:=0.05.

that even a small amount of interfacial anisotropy dranadifianodifies the selection mechanism
[15,128].
In Fig.[3, we test the importance of these two effects. Wheeeeeduction ir at fixed res-

olution (that is, constant/ Az) reduces the height of the “bump”, the change of sign in slope
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occurs always at similar values bf In contrast, if the mesh is refined at fixedthe change in
slope is shifted towards smaller valueslofThis indicates that the numerical discretization error
is the dominant effect. Since a further decrease in the gradiag would require a much larger
computation time, we have limited our study to the regimentdimediate values df.

Incidentally, an observation we find worth reporting is tbhsymmetrical pulsating fingers
(i.e. time-periodic solutions with oscillating width and tip eeity), albeit in a parameter region
where the numerical convergence is not guarantBeglightly below(10~*). These oscillations
disappeared after further grid refinement. This is consistéh the picturel[6] according to which
the threshold in the logarithm of the amplitude of the nolex¢ numerical and related to the grid)
needed to nonlinearly destabilise a Saffman-Taylor fingerags linearly with-I'=?, 3 > 0,
B~ 0.5.

B. Shear-thinning fluids

To study the effect of shear thinning, we first need to spebifyviscosity law. As an example,

we take a two-plateau Carreau fluid, whose viscosity obeygduation

ML (1 iy, (40)

Besides the already introduced relaxation timand zero-shear viscosity!, this law has an
inifinite-shear asymptote at the valu€® and an exponent. It describes three regimes: two
Newtonian plateaux at zero and infinite shear, where th@sigcis independent of the shear rate,
and a shear-thinning region in between. The ratio of theftigigf the two plateaux can be defined,
a = u$°/u?, whereas the slope in the shear-thinning regime is deteairtiy bothn anda.

In the following, we address two limiting cases of this gehdéaw: the weakly ¢ not too
small, see below for a more precise statement) and the $yrGmg— 0) shear-thinning regimes.
No analytic expression for the corresponding effectiveasity (to be used in Darcy’s law) is

known in either limit.

1. Weakly shear-thinning fluids

We first consider the weakly shear-thinning case andvset—1 in Eq. (40) to make contact

with Ref. [17]. It was shown there that the resulting law slates into areffectiveviscosity
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in Darcy’s law as long as > 1/9, so for practical purposes that sets the minimal value: of
which we mean when we refer to the “weakly” shear-thinningecadowever, no closed analytical
expression for this effective viscosity seemed possihlethe same functional dependence as the
viscosity law Eq.[(4D) witm = —1 turned out|[17] to provide an excellent approximation for it

w lta |WeVp)?2

:u - - ) (41)
! 1+ |WeVp|?

where we recall that the Weissenberg number is giveiWby= 1271 U,,/b. We therefore use this
law in the remainder of this section.

The valuenr = 1 corresponds to a Newtonian fluid; wherdecreases, the viscosity variations
become steeper. We recall that there are now two indepepdeaneters that control the finger
selection (on top of): T', as in Newtonian fluids, anWe, which measures the strength of the
shear-thinning effect. We begin by investigating the rdl&\e.

Let us first illustrate the origin of the effective anisotyogifect for shear-thinning fluids by
display maps of the local effective viscosity functiog, Fig.[4, in various flow regimes.e., for
various ranges oWWe values. We find it clearer to begin with a description of thioery field,
since it relates directly to the local viscosity through #iear rate, which is proportional to the
gap-averaged velocity. Far ahead of the finger, the localcitglis U,, = 1 as in the outlet. The
speed increases when the finger is approached, since the tiipgpeedU;;, = U /A ~ 2is
larger. Indeed, this is the maximal speed in the systemhButpstream (along the finger flanks)
the speed of fluid 1 decreases to its limiting value, whichlmaeomputed using EQ. 36 and is of
the order ofv/\. Forv = 0 (inviscid pushing fluid) the limiting value is O.

With this picture in mind, the shear-thinning phenomenowruncreasingWe should be
clearer. ForWe < 1, we remain in the low-shear Newtonian plateau of the viggosihich is
hence homogeneous. A9/¢ > 0.1), the speed at the finger tip enters the shear-thinning eegim
so the effective viscosity exhibits a well-marked minimumare. Furthermore, it increases towards
its Newtonian limit along the finger sides, and it also insesaahead of the finger and towards
the outlet. This picture remains valid wh&e increases further, with the only difference that the
region where the Newtonian regime is reached is sent futthstream along the finger flanks.
Eventually, for (Ve > 5), a third regime appears: The fluid at the finger tip enter$ithe-shear-
rate plateau of the viscosity law, so the viscosity becono@sdgeneous in a growing region close

to the tip, although it remains its absoute minimum in spaSeon the outlet is taken by this
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homogeneous-viscosity region, since the speed thereitatiypjust a factor 2 smaller than at the
tip. However this is not the case of the finger flanks, wherdlthe speed decreases much more
upstream, so they remain a shear-thinning zone, providedmall enough. This shear-thinning
zone expands and moves upstreamiasis furhter increased; i > 0 is kept constant, it will
eventually reach the inlet, and\W¥e is even increased further, the whole shear-thinning zoile wi
“pass” through the inlet until the spot reaches the highasiptateau and the viscosity becomes
homogeneous again everywhere (but now lower). This hapgeW& ~ 1000 for v = 5.103,
regardless of the finger length simulated.

In Fig.[8, we show the selected finger width as a functiofefat fixedI" for various values
of o andI'. For small values oiVe, the shear-thinning fluid is in the high viscosity platead an
the finger width is almost constant. Whe&¥e is increased and approaches unity, the finger width
decreases. The curve goes through a minimum, after whicfirther width increases withVe
until it becomes constant again when the shear-thinning @aters the second plateau.

The finger width for giverv andT' is larger atWe >> 1 than atWe << 1. This is a conse-
guence of the relation between the control paramiet@nd the tip selection parametBralready
discussed in SeC. Il F: the control paramdtas defined with the viscosity of the first Newtonian
plateau. However, at high shear rates, the fluid around phis th the second plateau, and there-
fore the width selection is governed by the correspondirigevaf the viscosity. Neglecting the
viscosity of the Newtonian fluid (that is, setting= 0), we obtain at high Weissenberg numbers
the simple relationB = I'/«, whereas for lowWe, B = I'. Sincea < 1, larger fingers are
selected for highWe. This argument is corroborated by the two curveslfet 0.02, « = 0.3 and
I' = 0.01, a = 0.15, which tend to the same finger width at hig¥e (Fig. [5). Indeed, they have
the same value aB = 0.033 in that regime.

A noteworthy feature of Fid.]5 is that all the curves for= 0.01 exhibit finger widths that
are lower thar0.5, which is the smallest value that can be achieved in Newtofiiads. This
narrowing is due to the effective anisotropy induced by tieas-thinning effect in the medium,
as can be appreciated from the viscosity maps inFig. 4: tiiemef lower viscosity right in front
of the finger tip facilitates the advance of the interfacehia tenter of the channel. It is thus not
surprising that the lowest values of the finger width are meddorWe ~ 1, where the variations
of the viscosity close to the tip are the strongest. Furtloeenthis effect increases with decreasing
«, as can be seen by comparing the three curves obtainéd=a0.01 in Fig.[5. They coincide

at smallWe values since the first Newtonian plateau is the same for alctirves. WhenVe
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approaches unity, the finger width decreases, with smalfgving rise to narrower fingers. This
is to be expected since a smaltermplies stronger variations of the viscosity with the shesae,
and thus a stronger effective anisotropy. Wé ~ 10, the curves cross. Now lower values®f
give rise to wider fingers. This is due to the global decreasgsicosity in the shear-thinning fluid
already discussed above, together with the weakening dtthar-thinning effect around the tip
when the fluid enters the second Newtonian plateau.

From the preceding discussion, it is clear that for the éffeasiscosity law given by Ed. 41
the strongest shear-thinning effect occursWar ~ 1. Therefore, next, we fiXVe = 1 and study
the selected finger width as a functionlofor various values ofv. As discussed previously, in
order to display the results in a meaningful way, finger wsdtked to be plotted as a function of
B, which can be calculatea posterioriusing Eq. [(3I7). Figurgl6 displays three selection curves
fora = 0.9,0.3,0.15 andr = 5 x 10~3, compared with the corresponding Newtonian curve at
v =5 x 1073, The curve foro = 0.9 is very close to the Newtonian one; with decreasing values
of a, the selected finger width decreases at fixgdwhich is consistent with the picture of an
effective anisotropy increasing witl. It should also be noted that, as for the Newtonian fluid,
a “bump” occurs in the selection curve due to discretiza@fiacts; however, for strongly shear-
thinning fluids there clearly exists a rangefor which the solution is not affected by numerical
artifacts, and for which stationary fingers display a widtkt 1/2, which would be impossible for

a Newtonian fluid.

2. Strongly shear-thinning fluid

We now turn to the case in which the shear-thinning effectrigng, that is, the infinite-shear
viscosity can be neglected in front of the zero-shear visgogs® — 0 or « — 0. Then, the
high-shear plateau disappears, and the two-plateau lag.d#B) becomes a one-plateau Carreau
law (see e.g. |4])

pa (1Y) = pf (1 4 (m9)?) =172, (42)

This expression has been shown to provide a good fit to theoagusolution of the polymer
xanthane used in the experiments of Refl [32, 33]. In our Ktians, we now use = 0.5.

Even for this simplified law, again no analytical expressaxsts for the corresponding ef-
fective viscosityu°(We|Vp|) to use in Darcy’s law. We have therefore tabulated the e¥fect

viscosity for our numerical calculations, following theopedure of Appendik A. However, in

24



the limit of large shear rates; ¥ > 1, Eq. (42) reduces to the Ostwald-de-Waehle power-law
viscosity,i; ~ (717)"1, and it is easy to show that the effective viscosity asynigeatly behaves
as

e (Wel Fpl) ~ (WelFpl) @3)

Let us start by discussing the effect of the Weissenberg euanithe curve of the finger width
versusWe obtained at constarit = 0.01 is shown in Fig.[l7. The onset of the shear-thinning
regime occurs foiWe close to unity as in the weakly shear-thinning case. The fingéth then
reaches a minimum once the whole tip region is in the sheanitig regime. WhenVe is further
increased, the width increases monotonously, withouthétthg a plateau as in Fid.]5. This is
of course due to the fact that there is now no second platetheiwiscosity law itself either.
The viscosity continues to exhibit a marked minimum at tpewhich implies that the effective
anisotropy is present for ariye > 1. At the same time, the viscosity everywhere in the shear-
thinning fluid decreases with increasifge, which leads to an ever increasing value of the tip
selection parametds, and therefore to an increase in width.

Ideally, in order to separate the global variation of thecogty from the appearance of the
effective anisotropy in the shear-thinning fluid, the fingadth should be studied at fixef in-
stead of fixed". This is difficult sinceB can only be evaluatea posteriorj as already discussed
in SecITF. However, a procedure can be devised that yieldsaaer view: instead of varying
We at constant’, one may also vary simultaneoudhe andI” to keep constant the dimensionless
surface tension defined with the viscositythe outlet

b’o r

12W2U o i ST (We | Vpows|) 15T (We|Vpout )

out

When We is varied, the new effective viscosity at the outlet is coteputhrough the pressure
gradient value there, which is the numerical solution of @&). I' is then chosen to ke€lp,
constant.

The rationale for this procedure is the following: In thelfidhear-thinning regime, the whole
tip is surrounded by a fluid region in which the effective asity scales as a simple power law.
Intuitively, changingWe in this regime should not alter the effective anisotropyhattip, and the
finger width selection should be governed by the only sedagharameter left, the dimensionless

surface tensior3. This scenario would be perfectly consistent with the thgoal studies of
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Refs. [2/ 37]. In the power law regime, the viscosities attip@nd at the outlet scale in the same
way. Therefore, for an inviscid pushing fluid, carrying oimslations withI',; constant should
leave the value o3 and hence the finger width constant. Indeed, it can be seeigyify/Ehat
the finger width for large Weissenberg numbers varies mush Wehen keepind',.. than when
keepingl’ constant. The residual increase\ofvith We is due to the finite viscosity of the pushing
fluid 2 (v > 0).

Let us see the relation betwe€n B, andl',; in detail: In the power-law regime of Eq._(43),
|i@| ~ |Vp|'/". Then, the viscosity of the Newtonian fluid is negelcted (isawe setv = 0),
Eq. (38) becomes

Us r Uso

Usip 5T (We|Vplap) Uty

Taking into account that, for a steady-state finger of width';, = U, /A, and that\ is a unique
function of B, we obtain
B

~ l—nr ~ l—nl—\ 4
B U, We , (46)

and it is clear thaB (and hence\) is fixed by the producEWe! ™.

Similarly, it can be seen that,,, defined by Eq.[{44) scales asI'We!™". Therefore, for an
inviscid fluid 2, keepind’,; constant amounts to keepirg, and hence the finger width, fixed.
The reason for the residual increase\iwith increasingWe but fixedI',; in Fig.[d is the finite
viscosity ratiov. Indeed, this ratio, which is a constant independenvef appears in the relation
betweenB andI’, Eq. [38). Therefore, as the viscosity of the shear-thigflund 1 decreases with
increasingWe, the denominator gets smaller. As a result, even at fixgd B increases with
increasingWe,leading to an increase in the finger width

This analysis shows that the dimensionless surface terisiarthe power-law regime is deter-
mined by the parametdrWe' . Our intuition that the effective anisotropy remains canstin
that regime suggests that the whole dynamics is controletiib single parameter. Substituting
the expression for the power-law effective viscosity, Eg)(into Darcy’s law, Eq.L(27), we get

1-n

U~ — (WeﬁpoT Ve

Vp + rn(¢)7] (47)

Assuming that we have a solution of the problem (i.e.: véjofield, pressure field and finger
shape, implicitly given byy) for a given set ofi’e andI’, we consider a situation where the

productl'We' ™™ is kept constant whil@Ve is multiplied by a positive valug (this amounts to
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multiply T" by £771). In this case, considering €ql47, it is clear tha¥jf is also multiplied by
£"~1, the velocity field will be kept unchanged (and thus obey therlalary conditions and the
incompressibility condition for fluid 1). In the case whengdl 2 is inviscid, its pressure gradient
is zero, so the above rescaling for the pressure gradierilsiahl yields indeed a strictly valid
solution in the whole domain and the dynamics depends onflg@reduced parametEive! . If
the viscosity of fuid 2 is finite (but negligible), < » << 1, thisrescaling is a good approximation.

These predictions are indeed borne out by the simulatiartsesn Fig[8, we show the relative
finger width as a function of the only relevant paraméteve' " (here,n = 0.5) for two series
of simulations carried out at different values\Wk. The two simulation curves, which differ by a
factor of5 in the Weissenberg number, superimpose almost perfectly.

It turns out that the high-shear limiite|Vp| >> 1 is also the relevant regime for the description
of the experiments of Refs. [32,/33]. Therefore, we show enghme plot experimental data for
various channel geometries. We have included completesgéserom Refs) [32, 33]; these data
exhibit first a decrease in the finger width with decreasingtrad parameter, but below a certain
value they start tincreaseagain, contrary to the theoretical predictions. This washaited later
[12] to the onset of inertial effects, which are obviously oontained in our model. Nevertheless,
we have included all data points in our plot in order to avaicagbitrary cutoff. The part of the
data not affected by inertia (the part with a positive sldp&juite close to our numerical curve. It
is interesting to note that to rescale the experimental dals the channel geometry and the flow
rate ) (or, equivalently, the finger speed and width) have to be knaw data on the viscosity
of the tip are needed. Furthermore, it is useful to stredstieascaling analysis makes it possible
to meaningfully compare simulations and experiments, éwveuagh they are not carried out at the
same parameters. The experimental data correspond to regds&berg numbersie ~ 10%)
and extremely small values of the viscosity rati(since the pushing fluid is air); carrying out our

simulations at these parameters would have been quite arivat@hallenge.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have developed and validated a phase-field model for wssfingering in shear-thinning
fluids in a Hele-Shaw cell. It can be used for fluids with adyir shear-dependent viscosity,
provided that the viscosity function is not too steep towalfor the calculation of the effective

viscosity function by the method described in Apperidix A. ke also shown that the model
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is capable to describe the full crossover from Newtoniartrangly shear-thinning behavior, and
to make quantitative contact with experimental resultss therefore a useful and robust tool for
further investigations of the precise relationship betw#e rheology of the shear-thinning fluid
and the pattern formation process.

We have investigated the selection of the finger width in trenoel geometry for two different
shear-thinning laws. One is the model fluid already used i [R€] that exhibits two plateaux in
the viscosity function at low and high shear rates, and dessmweakly shear-thinning fluids. We
have found that a narrowing of the fingers below the lilmit 1/2 for Newtonian fluids is observed
only in the regime where most of the variations of the vistyostcur in the vicinity of the tip. This
confirms the idea that the self-organization of the mediuowigies an effective anisotropy leading
to sharper finger tips. The second rheological law investjdescribes well the behaviour of the
strongly shear-thinning fluids used in the experiments d§H82, 33]. Moreover, these exhibit a
power-law viscosity at large shear rates. In this case, thEem reaches a scaling regime where
the finger width depends on a single parameter, simply egpdds terms of the channel geometry
and the exponent of the viscosity law. This scaling makesssible to compare simulations and
experiments, even though they are not carried out at the panaeneters. Reasonable agreement
is obtained.

In the future, it would be interesting to use this model foystematic investigation of pattern
selection as a function of the viscosity law, especiallyhmtegime of narrow fingers. However, to
attain this “needle regime”, improvements in the numeragbrithm will be needed, in particular
a refinement of the grid spacing at the interface. This coalddhieved using adaptive meshing
algorithms. Finally, the model can also be used without afficdlties to simulate fingering in

radial Hele-Shaw cells and to study the transition fromsigfitting to stable dendritic growth.
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Appendix A: DARCY’S LAW FOR NON-NEWTONIAN FLUIDS

A (Newtonian) viscous fluid in a Hele-Shaw cell or porous nuediobeys Darcy’s law: its
velocity is proportional to the local pressure gradientrfot too high gradients, since then inertia
can be neglected. The proportionality constant can be statet as a mobility, and it depends
on the fluid viscosity and the characteristics of the mediumpatrticular, in a Hele-Shaw cell
these “medium” characteristics are purely geometricalgesithe mobility appearing in Darcy’s
law is actually an average across the cell gap. The underigiea is to project the actual three-
dimensional problem into and effective bidimensional peabin the plane of the glass plates,
taking advantage of the fact that the cell gaig much smaller than any other length scale in the
problem. In this projection procedure, one starts from tteké& equation for any fluid labelled
by i,

V- (Vi) = Vp. (A1)

All quantities have their corresponding dimensions; sofméeir dimensionless counterparts, as
defined in particular by Eq.[(23), will only appear at the efidhis Appendix and will then be
denoted by a tilde on top of their respective symbols.

In the left hand side of this Stokes Equation [Ad),and0, are neglected with respect &,
much stronger due to the small gap thickness, and one cossidsy the in-plane flowa andy
directions). We continue to denote the bidimensional veisby andV to keep the notations

simple. Note that, herej Is a function ofz. Integrating once, one gets
10,10 = zﬁp. (A2)

Darcy’s law is then obtained by integrating once more to getih-plane velocityi and av-
eraging the latter over the cell gap. While this is straigiwfrd for Newtonian fluids where the
viscosity is just a constant, in the non-Newtonian case &/kiee viscosity depends on the shear
|0, 1|, this is only possible if this function is invertible. In tHiellowing, we detail the steps to
obtain Darcy’s law in this case, in the spirit of Fasial. [17]:

We rewrite the viscosity ag; = u0/i;(772|0.i|*), wherey! is the zero-shear viscosity and

is a general, dimensionless viscosity function of a dimamisiss argument, with some internal
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relaxation time of the fluid. We take the modulus of Eq.](A2) anultiply it by 7; to get
fi(s?)s = ¢z, (A3)

wheres = 7]0.@ and¢ = 7|Vp|/ul. As long assj;(s?) is an invertible function[41],
this equation constitutes an implicit functiofi(¢?2?), which we reinject intos;(s*) to get
fi(s%(¢?2%)) = 7 (¢*2?). We can now formally solve Equation (A2) fér:

=

Vp

0.U = ——5—5-%
0 (C22%)

(A4)

and integrate it to get the in-plane velocity
. Vp [? Z'dz
=0 / T (C222) (AS)
i J—bj2 Ky (C < )

Finally, we compute the gap-averaged velocity

b/2
(u) = —/ udz. (AB)
—b/2
After performing this latter integral by parts and takingpimccount that the integrand is even, we
. Vp /b/2 22dz
Uy = —2—= — - (A7)
el N ()

At this point, we have obtained a relationship between theayeeraged velocity and the pres-

obtain

sure gradient which is non-linear since the pressure gnadgpears not only in the prefactor, but
also in the integral (in the form of the factg). This relation can then be used to define an effec-
tive viscosity that depends on the pressure gradient. Fopatational purposes it is preferrable
to change the variable of integration fromto s according to Eq.(A3). In doing so, we go back

from the inverse function/(¢?2?) to the original shear viscosity functigh(s*). We get that

b2 1 [x d[fi;(s?
| s = [ e g (a8)
IS . _ bnlVp)
where y = S (6O /A) with b = o (A9)
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Integrating by parts once more we finally obtain

(i) = bigpwo {woeye - [Masnsas) (A10)

This can be formally rewritten in the form of a Darcy’s law,

L b»*Vp
= _12u?~f;ff<bc>’ ALY
1 — 2

with a mobility where the purely geometrical factor of 12 fMewtonian fluids has been replaced
by a complicated function of the variabl€. This variable actually represents the dimensionless
shear. Rewriting in terms of the original quantities, and then scaling thesguee as in the main
text [Eq. [23)], it becomes

b = (A13)

b7 |Vp| _ 12TiUooH_(1) %~| B We| V| if 1=1
m boopf (r/v)We|Vp| if i=2

where the Weissenberg numbB&ke and the zero-shear viscosity raticare defined by Eqs|_(26)
and [20) in the main text, and
r=-—, (A14)

is the ratio of the characteristic time scales of the two HuitNote that we have here allowed
for two different shear-dependent viscosity laws. The globterpolated effective viscosity law

becomes then

. 1+¢ 5, 121U = 1—=¢ _ 4 121|Usx ul
fal9) = — LR + 5 L (R ey
1+ ~e ~e =%
= Ot (Wel V) + L (Wel Vil /). (A15)
2 2

The formulas of the main text, valid if fluid 2 is Newtoniannpddaen be obtained by setting= 0
andist = 1.
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Appendix B: NUMERICAL METHOD

Here, we give some additional details about our numericagutures. Before performing the
discretization of the dimensionless Eds.|(217).) (30)] (3% &6) we choose to place ourselves
in the frame moving at the velocity,, of the fluid at the outlet. Using dimensionless units, the
velocity field in this frame ig/ so that in the laboratory framé= ¢ + v, (one should note that for
a planar interface = 0). Moreover, we have chosen to solve the pressure equatimsid=ging
a perturbation of the average pressure gradient. This at®darpreconditionning the Poisson
operator which is ill-conditionned because of the pres@fdegh viscosity contrasts.

The spatial discretization of equatiofis](27),1(30), (35 &B6) is based on finite differences
on a staggered grid. The pressure and the phase field areamdht the mesh nodes, whereas
the horizontal velocity component are evaluated at the poidits of the horizontal links, and the
vertical component at the mid-points of the vertical linkkis staggering allows for a scheme that
exactly guarantees mass conservati®iny = 0). Time-stepping appears only in the phase field
evolution equation. An explicit formulation of the time dextives is retained, which results in the

following sequence (the time step is indicated as a supptscr
1. Giveng™ andp™~!, we calculatgi”;(¢", p"~') andx™.

2. The pressure fielg" is given by the solution of the equation

n n n 1
“(Z)re (e w
Hofr Hofr Hofr

For a stationnary state, the effective viscosity and thegunee are the solutions of a fixed

point problem which converges in practice (for small enctirgie steps and suitable physical

parameters).

3. The velocity is then directly evaluated by

1 . ﬁ
7" = ——A{Vp" = BKk" V" + (g — 1)¥} . (B2)

:uoﬁ

4. The phase field is timestepped,
¢"T = ¢" + dt { =0 - V" 7 — ¢°)" + V2" + K|V} (B3)
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Here, fi.¢ is the dimensionless interpolated viscosity averaged theegap in the most general
case of appendixJA. Typically in our simulations, for bothvidenian and non-Newtonian fluids
the time step was of the ord&o—>.

The pressure is obtained by solving the linear system raguitom the spatial discretization
of the Poisson equation and associated boundary conditging The Gauss-Seidel SOR method.
The SOR solver is initialized with the pressure field of thegaeding time step, which helps to
reduce significantly the amount of iterations needed toesehconvergence of the pressure field
after the few initial time steps. In all our simulations, tletaxation parameter is set to 1,83.
This value is chosen by trial and error in order to limit thecamt of overall iterations at each
time step and to allow for fast enough parametric studiese ddnvergence criterion,,, was
chosen so that the residual of the linear system was verg ¢4 to 1075. A drawback of
the SOR method is its sensitivity to the number of mesh paiatepared to more sophisticated
methods such as, for instance, ADI. Computations perforamed 2D test-case showed that the
number of iterations required to solve the problem on a sgossh with an imposed accuracy
of 107% increases roughly as the number of nodes in one directiom&heelaxed ADI method
necessitates a fixed number of iterations once the problemelisresolved spatially. However,
for the grid resolution used in our parametric studi®ds, x N, = 100 x 500, the number of
iterations varies between 20 and 50 after the few initiaktsteps. Not surprisingly, the number
of iterations is found to depend on the choice of the phygieahmeters: more strongly shear-
thinning fluids (higher in Carreau’s law) and highé&We require more iterations to converge. | is
also found that varying the viscosity ratio can change thmlver of iterations needed to converge.
Unexpectedly, whemw tends to zero the number of iterations per time step deseadereas
the problem becomes numerically more challenging. This @ indicate that the SOR method
works better for harder problems but that instead of solttegpressure field in front of the finger
the iterations are used to solve the field in the finger whicdrda@lmost no information. The
number of digits available in the numerical solution for thiusion field is greatly influenced by
the value ofv. Since the overall available information in the numerigdugon is set bye,,, we
adapted its value to roughly maintain constant the numb&Q@R iterations. In the Newtonian
case, we found that to keep the SOR iterations value appediiety to 20 forv values of 0.05
and 0.005¢,,, needs to be set tth~* and10~?, respectively.

We conclude by a few remarks on the discretization. In ordestatisfy the incompressibility

constraint, the Poisson equation should be carefully eismad. Since the divergence operator is
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applied to equatiori_(27), all the terms of this equation sthte evaluated in the middle of the

links surrounding the point where the discrete divergempgdies (see fi§l9). This amounts to:

Vp\ Vp Vp 1

v (ﬂoﬂ)i,f <</Jcﬁ>i+%ﬂ' <ﬂcﬂ)"‘%’j> Az

Vp Vp 1
(= ) = B4
(- D) 5 @)

with
<~Vp) - Pit1j = Pij -, (B5)
,uoﬁ' i-‘r%,j E(Meﬂi+1,j + Meﬁi7j) x

for the left link, the discretization associated with thaetlinks being staightforward. Similarly:

kV kV kV
V. ( ¢) = ((—¢)1+§] — ( (b)i—;,j) é

ﬁeff zet :[Leff
kV @ kV ¢ ) 1
+ = )iq41 — = ii—1 ] XA B6
<( Heff )7j+2 ( Heff )7] 2 Ay ( )
with,
kV o (Kiv1j+ Kij)(Piv1j — Pij)
— )yl = — e = B7
( Heff )+2’j (frotrit1,j + flefri ) A EB7)
and
1 1 1 1
V(~ ) .g:<~ __ )_. (B8)
fleft / ; fleffij+1  fleffij—1/) A

In order to minimize rounding errors and ensure mass coasery the spatial discretization
of the velocity equation must be consistent with that of tleésg§on equation for the pressure.

Staggering results in shifting the velocity componentshimdirection to which they relate. This

gives:
. Vp kV ¢
Vigl; = _(Q)i+%,j + B(ﬁ?)wé,y (B9)
Vp kV ¢ 1 1 1
Yo =—=(=);, B(—), ., — — 1. B10
UZJ_F% </-L0ff )Z’J—i_% - ( /jbcff )Z’J—i_% * 2 (ﬂoﬂi,j+1 * /jbcffi,j) ( )

The treatment of the phase field equation is straightforveard analogous to that found in

Ref. [21] except for the advective term. The velocity on the hodes is recovered by a linear
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interpolation:

)¢z’+1,j — Qi1
Ax

¢i ji+1 — ¢z j—1
v\ Pig+l = Pij-t
(W1 + 05 0) ; . (B11)

(0-Vo)ij =5, +ol

2.

1
T2
L]
2
The use of the phase field to compute a continuous equivai¢me curvatures requires to intro-

duce a numerical cutoff to avoid infinite values at centersunature. WhereveiV ¢| is smaller

than10~*, « is replaced by 0.
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Figure 4. Maps of the viscosity for the two-plateau law with= 0.3 at various Weissenberg numbers.
Darker tones correspond to more viscous regions.
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Figure 5: Finger width\ versusWe at fixed values of' and« for the two-plateau viscosity law.
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Figure 9: Staggering of the fields
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