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Pattern formation due to oscillating reactions represents variable natural and en-

gineering systems, but previous studies employed only simple flow conditions such

as uniform flow and Poiseuille flow. We studied the oscillating reaction in porous

media, where dispersion enhanced the spreading of diffusing components by merging

and splitting flow channels. We considered the saddle flow, where the stretching rate

is constant everywhere. We generated patterns with the Brusselator system and clas-

sified them by instability conditions and Péclet number (Pe), which was defined by

the stretching rate. The results showed that each pattern formation was controlled

by the stagnation point and stable and unstable manifolds of the flow field due to

the heterogeneous flow fields and the resulting heterogeneous dispersion fields. The

characteristics of the patterns, such as the position of stationary waves parallel to

the unstable manifold and the size of local stationary patterns around the stagnation

point, were also controlled by Pe.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Synchronization of the individual oscillating components and subsequent wave and pat-

tern formation are found in many systems in physics1–3, biology4,5, chemistry6,7 and earth

science8,9. The oscillating chemical reaction, such as the Belousov-Zhabotinsky reaction,

is a prominent example and has been widely studied10. Previous studies investigated how

pattern formations are influenced in various conditions, such as under advective flow11–17,

with anomalous diffusion and cross diffusion18–21 and with spatial heterogeneity of kinetic

parameters and boundary conditions22–25. These fundamental studies led to the engineering

application of oscillating reactions, including chemical computation processors26–28, me-

chanical oscillation29–32, viscosity oscillation33, and separation of colloids34. In addition

to these engineering applications, the oscillating reactions are experimentally applied to

mimic biological systems to unravel the underlying mechanisms35–37. However, most of the

studies employed simple geometry and simple flow conditions, such as uniform flow and

Poiseuille flow. Studying oscillating reactions in other geometries is important for extending

the application of oscillating reactions. For example, recent studies investigated the pattern

formation on curved domains that deform dynamically38–40. Such system is closely related

to pattern formations in biological systems such as cell membrane and growing organ38.

In this context, we focus on oscillating reaction in porous media. Porous media is ubiquitous

in many natural and engineering systems. It represents the environment for bacterial habitat

in subsurface41–43 and heterogeneous flow fields due to obstacles placed in the flow field44.

Thus, studying oscillating reactions in porous media would give insight into the predator-

prey systems, that may form the wave front similar to that in oscillating reactions45,46,

under subsurface and in open flows including obstacles. Furthermore, the mixing of chemi-

cal species are influenced by the complex flow path in porous media, that may result in new

patterns. This would broaden the engineering application of oscillating reaction.

Many studies investigated reactive transport in porous media, including bimolecular reactions47–49,

precipitation/dissolution reactions50,51 in the context of geoscience and chemical engineering.

However, only a few previous studies investigated the oscillating reaction under conditions

relevant to porous media. Sepulchre and Babloyantz 52 simulated the translational motion

of spiral waves in the presence of an impermeable obstacle. Marlow et al. 53 numerically

investigated how convection influences the Turing pattern by introducing Darcy’s law. Ginn
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and Steinbock 54 experimentally observed the spiral waves under nonexcitable obstacles.

More recently, Krause et al. 40 numerically and theoretically investigated stationary pattern

formations in complex geometries of boundaries. Even though the conditions in these stud-

ies are partly relevant to those in porous media, none of them focused on the oscillation

reaction in porous media under flow. There are a series of previous studies that investi-

gated reactive transport of autocatalytic fronts in porous media, which reported the static

wave front against the advection and microscopic effects when the pores are of the size of

the chemical front width44,55,56. Such findings are potentially applicable to the oscillating

reaction because the oscillating reaction is the combination of the autocatalytic species and

the inhibitor species.

One of the characteristics of porous media is the spreading of solutes in space due to the

branching and converging of flow channels. This effect, called dispersion, is included in the

advection-dispersion-reaction equation:

∂C

∂t
= −v · ∇C +∇ · (D(v)∇C) +R (1)

where C is the volume-averaged concentration of a chemical species, v is the local velocity,

D(v) is the dispersion tensor as a function of local velocity, and R is the reaction term.

The above equation does not consider the variation of concentration within the pore space,

but rather uses the averaged concentration in a representative elementary volume of the

porous medium, which includes a large number of grains and pores57,58. This approximation

is valid when the concentration varies more steeply in a larger volume than in a pore-scale.

In a uniform flow in porous media, it would be rather straight-forward to apply the result

obtained using the advection-diffusion-reaction equation because the dispersion is constant

everywhere. However, the reactive transport in porous media is very different in a hetero-

geneous flow field because the dispersion becomes heterogeneous. One of the prototypes

of such a flow field is saddle flow, where the stretching rate of the fluid flow is constant

everywhere. This flow field is reminiscent of flows in nature, including a stagnation point

and stable/unstable manifolds of the flow59. These manifolds work as transport barriers

for passive and active tracers60–62. Also, the chemical species are strongly mixed due to

the strong deformation of fluid elements around the stagnation point, which leads to an

enhanced reaction63.

Here, we studied oscillating reactions in porous media under saddle flow. We employed the
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Brusselator, which is one of the typical nonlinear reaction kinetics used to study oscillating

phenomenon10. First, we theoretically show the predictions of possible patterns. Next, we

show the results of simulations only with diffusion (with-diffusion cases hereafter) and with

diffusion and dispersion (with-dispersion cases hereafter) cases. The with-diffusion cases

give insights into the oscillating reaction at the pore scale with stable and unstable man-

ifolds in the flow fields, which represent backbones of the flow field in pore space64. The

with-dispersion cases represent continuum-scale reactive transport in porous media, where

the concentrations are defined by volume averaging.

II. THEORY

First, we analytically investigated the patterns in the saddle flow with dispersion. We

employed the irreversible Brusselator as the reaction term:

A
k1−→ X

B +X
k2−→ Y +D

2X + Y
k3−→ 3X

X
k4−→ E

(2)

where ki, i ∈ [1, 4] are the rate constants, A and B are the initial reactants, X is the

autocatalytic species and Y is the inhibitor species. We assumed homogeneous A and B and

small k1 and k2 (pool approximation). The corresponding reaction equations can be written

as:
∂X̃aq

∂t̃
= k1Ãaq −

(
k2B̃aq + k4

)
X̃aq + k3X̃

2
aqỸaq (3)

∂Ỹaq

∂t̃
= −k2B̃aqX̃aq − k3X̃

2
aqỸaq (4)

where, for example Ãaq, represents the concentration of the species A in the aqueous phase.

This is the case for the pure aqueous solution. In porous media, we consider the volume-

averaged concentrations in a representative elementary volume that includes many numbers

of grains and pores. Thus, the concentrations of chemical species in the aqueous phase, for

example Ãaq, should be replaced by the volume-averaged quantity ωÃaq, where 0 < ω < 1

is the porosity of the porous medium defined by the proportion of the aqueous phase. We
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replace {Ãaq, B̃aq, X̃aq, Ỹaq} by {ωÃaq, ωB̃aq, ωX̃aq, ωỸaq} in Eq.3,4, and divide by ω, which

leads to:
∂X̃aq

∂t̃
= k1Ãaq −

(
ωk2B̃aq + k4

)
X̃aq + ω2k3X̃

2
aqỸaq (5)

∂Ỹaq

∂t̃
= −ωk2B̃aqX̃aq − ω2k3X̃

2
aqỸaq (6)

By comparing Eq.3,4 and Eq.5,6, we found that we can recover the original Brusselator sys-

tem (Eq.2,3,4) from the Brusselator system in porous media (Eq.5,6) if we replace {ωk2,ω2k3}

by {k2,k3}. Thus, the Brusselator system in porous media can be defined by modifying the

reaction constants as a function of porosity. We use the original Brusselator sytem (Eq.2)

hereafter to avoid confusion without loss of generality.

The reactive transport of the solutes was governed by the 2D advection-dispersion-reaction

equation:

∂X̃

∂t̃
= −ṽ · ∇X̃ +∇ ·

(
D̃disp,X∇X̃

)
+ k1Ã−

(
k2B̃ + k4

)
X̃ + k3X̃

2Ỹ (7)

∂Ỹ

∂t̃
= −ṽ · ∇Ỹ +∇ ·

(
D̃disp,Y∇Ỹ

)
+ k2B̃X̃ − k3X̃

2Ỹ (8)

where ṽ is fluid velocity in continuum-scale (defined by ṽ = ωq̃ where q̃ is the pore-scale

velocity), D̃disp,i is the dispersion tensor and the concentrations are volume-averaged. The

dispersion tensor D̃disp,i, where i ∈ {X, Y }, can be approximated as the sum of molecular

diffusion and the mechanical dispersion due to the flow channeling in porous media as:

D̃disp,i = (D̃m,i + α̃|ṽ|)I (9)

D̃m,i is the molecular diffusion coefficient, α̃ is dispersivity, which is an intrinsic property

of the porous medium (normally assumed to be proportional to grain size), and I is the

identity matrix65,66. If the solutes are initially distributed in a narrow region within pore

space, the velocity dependency of the dispersion tensor changes over time until it reaches

the asymptotic regime. This transition from a preasymptotic to an asymptotic regime is

achieved for a sufficiently long time or large length by allowing full sampling of the flow

field heterogeneity58. In Eq.9, we assumed an asymptotic regime. This is valid when the

reaction rates are small enough to keep the spread of chemical species. Note that we also

studied the cases when the oscillating reaction occurs within pore space and the assumptions
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for continuum-scale porous media do not hold. This was achieved by setting α = 0. Such

cases, called with-diffusion cases, clarify how pattern formation is controlled by the stable

and unstable manifolds within the pore space64.

The flow field was saddle flow that included the stagnation point at (x, y) = (0, 0) (Fig.1a):

(ṽx, ṽy) = (γ̃x̃,−γ̃x̃) (10)

We introduced nondimentional variables: {t = t̃/tc, x = x̃/lc, y = ỹ/lc, X = X̃/X̄, Y =

Ỹ /Ȳ , Dm,X = D̃m,X/Dc, Dm,Y = D̃m,Y /Dc, α = α̃/lc, γ = γ̃tc, v = ṽ/vc}. The charac-

teristic scales were determined based on the reaction rates, diffusion coefficient, and length

scale as {lc = (Dctc)
1/2, tc = 1/k4, vc = lc/tc, X̄ = Ȳ = (k4/k3)

1/2}. We set Dc to 1. The

non-dimentionalized forms of Eq.7,8 are:

∂X

∂t
= −v · ∇X +∇ · (Ddisp,X∇X) + A− (B + 1)X +X2Y (11)

∂Y

∂t
= −v · ∇Y +∇ · (Ddisp,Y∇Y ) +BX −X2Y (12)

with the velocity field:

(vx, vy) = (γx,−γy) (13)

and the dispersion tensor:

Ddisp,i = (Dm,i + α|v|)I = (Dm,i + αγ
√

x2 + y2)I (14)

When the velocity v and its gradient ∇v are small enough, the above equations can

be simplified by dropping the advection term and replacing the dispersion tensor by the

dispersion coefficient D̂disp,i = Dm,i + α|v| as:

∂X

∂t
= D̂disp,X∇2X + A− (B + 1)X +X2Y (15)

∂Y

∂t
= D̂disp,Y∇2Y +BX −X2Y (16)

If the concentrations are homogeneous in the entire field, Eq.15 and Eq.16 have the steady

state solution (X,Y) = (A,B/A). This solution is unstable toward the Hopf instability if

B > BH = 1+A2, which induces homogeneous oscillation of X and Y in the entire field. If the

concentrations are heterogeneous but in the absence of porous media, we have D̂disp,i = Dm,i.

This case has been extensively studied10, and it is known that the Hopf instability may lead
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to traveling waves. When B > BT = (1 + A
√
δ)2, where δ = D̂m,X/D̂m,Y , the solution

is unstable toward Turing instability. This leads to a stationary pattern called the Turing

pattern. When B < BH and B < BT , X and Y are homogeneous and stationary. When

B > BH and B > BT , the pattern is governed by the Hopf instability if BH < BT , and by

the Turing instability if BT < BH . If the concentrations are heterogeneous in the presence

of porous media, it is necessary to calculate D̂disp,i to classify the instability conditions.

Considering the formula for dispersion coefficient (Eq.14) and the velocity field (Eq.13), we

obtain BT :

BT =

(
1 + A

√
Dm,X + αγ

√
x2 + y2

Dm,Y + αγ
√

x2 + y2

)2

(17)

We calculated BT on the x-axis (y = 0). We fixed (A,Dm,X , Dm,Y ) = (4.5, 1, 8) so that

both Turing and Hopf instability conditions were included in the computational domain

by varying γα ∈ {0.02, 0.04, 0.08, 0.16, 0.32}. BH was also calculated with the same value

(A = 4.5). The results suggested four patterns (Fig.1b): (I) Homogeneous steady state

when B < BT and B < BH ; (II) Local Turing instability around the stagnation point

when BT < B and B < BH ; (III) Turing instability around the stagnation point and Hopf

instability away from the stagnation point when B > BT , B > BH and BT crosses BH and

(IV) Hopf instability when B > BH and BH < BT . The position of the edge of the Turing

instability zone should be given by B = BT in the case of (II) and by BT = BH in the case

of (III). By solving Eq.17 under these conditions, the edge position of the Turing instability

zone can be written as: √
x2 + y2 =

Dm,Y δc −Dm,X

αγ(1− δc)
(18)

where δc corresponds to the critical ratio of the diffusion coefficient in a homogeneous sys-

tem calculated by δc = ((
√
B − 1)/A0)

2 in the case of (II) and δc = ((
√
1 + A2 − 1)/A)2

in the case of (III)67. The above equation shows that the edge should have a circular

shape. We further considered the parameter called supercriticality, ε = (B −Bc)/Bc where

Bc = min{BH , BT}68, which quantifies how far the system is from the equilibrium state. It

has been reported that the type of Turing pattern (hexagon, stripes, and reentrant hexagon)

changes with ε68. Thus, different types of Turing patterns should appear in porous media

because ε varies over space.

When the advection v is large, Eq.15,16 do not hold. Previous studies suggested the theo-

retical framework to analyse the pattern formation under the advection field by considering
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the effect of boundary conditions25,69–72, highlighting that homogeneous perturbation can

not grow close to the boundary25. However, we could not apply these methods to our system

because both the flow field and the dispersion field are heterogeneous. Thus, we investigated

these cases mainly through simulations.

III. SIMULATION METHODS

We have run numerical simulations using the open-source CFD software OpenFOAM,

which utilizes the finite volume method. The governing equations were the same as in

the theory (Eq.11-14). We considered the square domain of the size L = 250, where

x ∈ [−125, 125], y ∈ [−125, 125] (Fig.1a). Initially, A and B homogeneously spread in the

domain (A,B,X, Y ) = (A0, B0, 0, 0) ∀x, y. As for the inlet boundary condition at y = ±L/2,

we imposed the zero gradient condition for X and Y, and constant concentrations for A

and B as A0 and B0. For the outlet at x = ±L/2, we imposed the zero gradient condition

for all the species. The temporal resolution was 0.001 time unit and the spatial resolution

was 0.625 space unit, which were similar to the previous study employing Brusselator for

the diffusion-reaction problem67. We used the Euler method as a temporal discretisation

scheme and the linear interpolation scheme for face-centered values from cell-centered val-

ues. We first simulated diffusion cases by setting the dispersivity to zero for with-diffusion

cases (α = 0). This represented the typical pore-scale flow field in 3D porous media, where

stable and unstable manifolds induce exponential stretching of fluid elements64. There was

either Turing instability or Hopf instability in the entire domain because the diffusion was

constant everywhere. We established Turing and Hopf instabilities by appropriately setting

A0, B0, Dm,X , Dm,Y (Table I). We varied the stretching rate γ in each case to investigate how

the advection changes the pattern formation. The corresponding Péclet numbers (Pe) were

calculated by Pe = L/2× γ/((Dm,X +Dm,Y )/2) = Lγ/(Dm,X +Dm,Y ). Next, we simulated

with-dispersion cases (α > 0), which represented the continuum-scale reactive transport in

porous media. Following the theoretical prediction, we distinguished the cases by types of

instabilities: Turing instability, mixture of Turing and Hopf instability, and Hopf instability.

We changed A0, B0, Dm,X , Dm,Y , α and γ to establish these patterns (Table II). For each

pattern, we varied γ while keeping αγ constant to investigate the effect of advection on
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TABLE I. Fixed parameters (A0, B0, Dm,X , Dm,Y ) and the variable parameter γ in the with-

diffusion cases (α = 0).

Turing Hopf

(A0, B0, Dm,X , Dm,Y ) (4.5, 13.3, 1, 8) (1, 2.2, 1, 0.1)

γ × 103 range [0.592, 94.7] [59.2, 592]

Pe range [0.0164, 2.63] [13.5,135]

TABLE II. Fixed parameters (A0, B0, Dm,X , Dm,Y , γα) and the variable parameter γ in the with-

dispersion cases (α > 0).

Turing Turing+Hopf Hopf

(A0, B0, Dm,X , Dm,Y , γα) (4.5, 13.3, 1, 8, 0.0592) (4.5, 33, 1, 8, 0.237) (1, 2.2, 1, 0.1, 0.444)

γ × 103 range [5.92, 296] [5.92, 503] [296, 888]

Pe range [0.164, 8.2] [0.164, 14] [68, 202]

pattern formation (Eq.13,14). Note that if we only change γ, not only the advection term

but also the dispersion term Ddisp,i changes following Eq.14. In this case, the effects of

advection and dispersion are coupled. To avoid this, we also modified α so that γα did not

change. This ensures that the terms that included Ddisp,i did not change so that the effect

was only due to the terms v · ∇X and v · ∇Y in Eq.11,12.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Low Pe regime

In this section we discuss the results obtained in the low Pe regime. We first show the

results of with-diffusion cases (α = 0). For the Turing instability condition at low Pe,

we observed Turing patterns slightly moving following the advection (Fig.2a, (Multimedia

view)). For the Hopf instability condition at low Pe, we observed plane traveling waves

staring from the unstable manifold (Fig.2b, (Multimedia view)). The space-time map (S-

T map) of the lowest Pe shows that the homogeneous oscillation was gradually delayed

from the inlet boundary toward the unstable manifold (Fig.3a, left panel). The timing of
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FIG. 1. (a) The streamlines and velocity magnitude in saddle flow normalized by the maximum

velocity. The inflow and outflow directions are indicated by the blue arrows. The entire zone is

250 by 250 space units (s.u.), with x ∈ [−125, 125] and y ∈ [−125, 125]. The stagnation point is

at the center. The x=0 line corresponds to the stable manifold (white dotted line), and the y=0

line corresponds to the unstable manifold (black dotted line). (b) The analytical solutions of BT

(the dotted lines) and BH (the solid line) as a function of space along x = 0 and y ∈ {0, 125},

where (x, y) = (0, 0) is the stagnation point. The parameters were (A,Dm,X , Dm,Y ) = (4.5, 1, 8)

and γα ∈ {0.02, 0.04, 0.08, 0.16, 0.32}.

.

the disturbance matched the arrival of the advected fluid element starting at the boundary

at t = 0 (dotted line in Fig.3a, left panel). The oscillation at the unstable manifold was

least affected by the boundary because the fluid element did not reach the unstable manifold,

where vy = 0. Thus, the unstable manifold became the start of the traveling waves. A similar

mechanism was reported by Klika et al. 25 , where the advection suppresses the growth of the

perturbation close to the inlet boundary.

Next, we discuss the patterns in with-dispersion cases (α > 0). In low Pe, we observed

three types of patterns as expected from the theory: localized Turing patterns, coexistence

of Turing patterns and traveling waves, and only traveling waves. In the localized Turing

pattern (Fig.2c, (Multimedia view)), we observed hexagons, stripes, and reentrant hexagons

from the stagnation point to the edge of the Turing pattern, as expected from the previous

study68 because the supercriticality ε was larger closer to the stagnation point. The circular

shape of the edge of the Turing pattern was also observed as expected from the theory

(Eq.18), and its radius (about 60 space units in the lowest Pe) was close to the predicted
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FIG. 2. A snapshot of normalized concentration field of the species X in low Pe. The normalized

concentration is defined by (X − min(X)/(max(X) − min(X)). All the figures share the same

color bar. The blue arrows indicate the flow direction. (a) Turing instabilities in the with-diffusion

case with Pe = 0.0164 close to the stagnation point. (Multimedia view) (b) Hopf instabilities in the

with-diffusion case with Pe = 26.9. (Multimedia view) (c) Turing instabilities in the with-dispersion

case with Pe = 0.82. (Multimedia view) (d) Hopf instability conditions in the with-dispersion case

with Pe = 68. (Multimedia view)

value (46 space units).

When the traveling wave coexisted with the Turing pattern, the Turing pattern was formed

around the stagnation point, and all the traveling waves started at the interface of the zone

of the Turing pattern and the zone of the traveling wave (Fig.4a (Multimedia view)). The

emergence of a traveling wave can be understood as follows: First, because of the imposed

advection, the perturbation does not grow close to the inlet boundary. Also, the spots of

the Turing pattern gradually move outward due to the advection (see inside of the black

dotted square in Fig.4b). When part of the Turing pattern reaches the interface of the two

zones, it induces perturbation at the traveling wave zone. This perturbation can grow into

a traveling wave given that it is far from the inlet boundary. In this way, the traveling wave

starts at the interface of the two zones. The shape of the Turing pattern zone was circular in

accordance with the theory (Eq.18). However, the radius of the circle (about 70 space units)

was much smaller than the predicted value from Eq.18 (491 space units). This indicates

that the traveling wave appeared even though the theory predicts that the local conditions

satisfy Turing instability everywhere. A previous study also showed that the traveling wave

may appear even if the instability condition is locally Turing in a reaction diffusion system

with heterogeneous reaction parameters73. Our results suggest that the heterogeneity in the

diffusion, which corresponds to the dispersion in our study, can also induce the traveling
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FIG. 3. Hopf instabilities in with-diffusion cases in high Pe. (a) S-T map of the normalized

concenetration of species X in different Pe ∈ {13.5, 26.9, 40.4, 53.8, 101}, at x = 0, y ∈ [0, 125].

The dotted lines represent the advection of the fluid element that starts at the boundary at time 0.

The normalized concentration is defined by (X −min(X)/(max(X)−min(X)). (b) A snapshot of

the normalized concentration field X, showing a stationary pattern in high Pe (= 40.4). The blue

arrows indicate the flow direction. The space unit is abbreviated to s.u.. (a) and (b) share the same

range of concentration. (Multimedia view) (c) ln(ym/125) of the stationary wave as a function of

Pe, where ym (the position of the wave in y coordinate) is divided by the size of the domain (125).

The "Outer", "Middle" and "Inner" corresponds to each stationary waves indicated in (a). The

black lines are the fitted functions ln(ym/125) = a Pe, where a is the fitting parameter. For the

"Outer" case, a = −0.0203 with R2 = 0.976. For the "Middle" case, a = −0.0423 with R2 = 0.999.

wave under the Turing instability condition.

When there was only Hopf instability in low Pe, the elliptical traveling wave started from

close to the stagnation point (Fig.2d, (Multimedia view)). The overall shape of the wave

then became like a plane wave as it traveled outward, and the magnitude varied over the

plane wave. This is in contrast to the with-diffusion case, where the plane waves started

from the unstable manifold and the magnitude of the plane wave was constant in parallel

to the unstable manifold. The results of high Pe simulations gave some insight into the

underlying mechanisms, which is discussed in the next section.
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FIG. 4. Turing and Hopf instabilities in with-dispersion cases. We show the normalized concentra-

tion of the species X defined by (X −min(X)/(max(X)−min(X)). The blue arrows indicate the

flow direction. (a) Turing instability close to the stagnation point and Hopf instability far from the

stagnation point in low Pe (= 0.164). The white dotted line indicates the interface of the Turing

pattern and the traveling wave zone determined by the simulation. (Multimedia view) (b) S-T map

at x = 0, y ∈ [0, 125]. The black dotted rectangle indicates the track of a part of the Turing pattern

advected by the flow. (c) Turing instability close to the stagnation point and Hopf instability far

from the stagnation point in middle Pe (= 1.32). (Multimedia view) (d) Stationary pattern in high

Pe (= 1.4). The abbreviation s.u. represents a space unit.

B. High Pe regime

We discuss the pattern formation under high Pe in this section. For the Turing instability

condition at high Pe in with-diffusion cases, the normal Turing pattern was observed only

around the unstable manifold (Fig.5a, (Multimedia view)). In other zones, the advection

elongated the Turing patterns in a direction parallel to the stable manifold. As a result,

the pattern became stripes. Such a two-dimensional stripe (homoclinic stripe) is known to

easily break up into spots in isotropic conditions74. A recent study showed that homoclinic

stripes can be stabilized when the fast diffusing variable is sufficiently anisotropic74. Our

results suggest that adding an advection term may also stabilize the homoclinic stripe by

introducing anisotropic advective transport. The stripe kept moving parallel to the direction

of the unstable manifold (space-time map, Fig.5b). The spacing of the stripe was increasing

most of the time except when the lines split intermittently to make the spacing smaller. The

qualitative explanation of such a splitting stripe is as follows: When the advection is large,

the oscillating components are in-phase in the direction of the stable manifold because of

13



vx = 0 and large vy on the stable manifold. Also, because of the Turing instability, these

in-phase components do not oscillate. At the same time, the advection carries these lines

toward the outlets, as can be seen in the space-time (S-T) map. The line spacing increases

as the lines travel because the fluid velocity is larger at larger x. When the spacing exceeds a

certain limit, the lines split to keep the Turing pattern under the given diffusion coefficients.

The exception to the stripe pattern is close to the unstable manifold, where the velocity

parallel to the stable manifold is very small, and thus the oscillation components are not

in-phase. Based on the above mechanisms, we calculated the interval time between the

splitting of lines (as shown in Fig.5b) as a function of Pe. The line spacing increases as

s ∝ exp(γt) given the saddle flow. The lines split when they reach the critical spacing sc at

time tc. This leads to tc ∝ γ−1ln(sc). Such a proportional relationship between the splitting

interval and Pe−1 was consistent with the simulation results (Fig.5c), supporting the validity

of the above mechanism.

When we increased Pe in the Hopf instability condition, we observed the transition from

the traveling wave to the stationary pattern (Fig.3a,b, (Multimedia view)). The stationary

wave pattern in the Hopf instability condition has also been observed previously, which is

known as flow-distributed oscillations (FDO)69–72. In the FDO mechanism, the stationary

pattern arises according to the dispersion relation by setting the frequency to zero. The

FDO requires (i) the flow to be fast enough and (ii) the boundary concentrations to be

stationary. Our boundary condition was the zero gradient. Thus, the concentration at the

boundary may change when the traveling wave arrives at the boundary. Therefore, the

requirements for FDO matched our simulation conditions only when the flow was fast and

the first traveling wave did not reach the boundary (Fig.3a) so that the concentrations at

the boundaries were constant. To further investigate the role of advection and boundary,

we followed the advected fluid element that was placed at the inflow boundary at t = 0. We

plotted the y coordinate of the fluid element (y = 125exp(−γt)) in the S-T map (Fig.3a).

The result showed that the traveling wave deflected when it encountered the advected fluid

element. Furthermore, the first deflection occurred at the same time in all Pe. Thus, given

the size of the domain (250) and saddle flow field, the deflection point yd can be calculated

by yd = 125exp(−γtd), where td is the deflection time. We presumed that the position

of the y coordinate of the stationary wave yw would be proportional to yd, which led to

yw ∝ yd = 125exp(−γtd) ∝ 125exp(−Pe). Thus, ln(yw/125) ∝ Pe. This was consistent
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with the simulation results (Fig.3c).

We further discuss the pattern formations in high Pe with-dispersion cases. In the Turing

instability condition, the pattern was elongated parallel to the unstable manifold and shrunk

parallel to the stable manifold following the flow direction (Fig.6a,b, (Multimedia view)).

To quantify such distortion, we plotted the position of the edge of the Turing pattern on

the manifolds (Fig.6c). The pattern was blurred in high Pe on the unstable manifold.

Thus, we limited our analysis to low Pe. The result showed that the edge position is

proportional to exp(−a1Pe) and exp(a2Pe) for the edge on the stable (Y axis) and unstable

(X axis) manifolds, respectively, with a1 and a2 being positive constants. Such exponential

dependency is also observed for the spreading of solute at the stagnation point in saddle flow.

When the blob of solute initially occupies the circular domain, the shape of the blob changes

following the fluid advection. Specifically, the blob shrinks as exp(−γt) ∝ exp(−Pe t) along

the stable manifold, while it is elongated as exp(γt) ∝ exp(Pe t) along the stable manifold.

The similarity between the shape of the Turing pattern and the spreading of the blob of

solute implies that the deformation of the Turing pattern was driven by the advection

of the reacted solutes rather than the local instability condition. This deformation also

resulted in the compression of one of the three types of Turing patterns (the outermost

reentrant hexagon pattern) for large Pe on the stable manifold (Fig.6b), which resulted in

the outermost stripe pattern.

For the condition for coexistance of Turing pattern and traveling wave, the Turing pattern

was distorted in the same way as above at the middle Pe (Fig.4c, (Multimedia view)), and

the traveling wave formed the shape like a ribbon. One of the peculiarities of this pattern

was also observed in the space-time map (S-T map) at x = 0,100 (Fig.8a), which shows

that the speed of the front was slower closer to the unstable manifold and then became

faster when the wave reached a certain distance (indicate by the white dotted line in S-T

maps). This is presumably because the instability condition changed from Turing instability

to Hopf instability when the front passed a certain distance. Thus, the slow wave would be

the moving stripe of the Turing pattern, and the fast wave would be the traveling wave due

to the Hopf instability. This interpretation is also consistent with the low Pe case, where

the spot in the Turing pattern moved outward with slower speed (Fig.4b). The formation

of the ribbon shape of the traveling wave (Fig.4c) can be explained by following one of the

spots of the Turing pattern. We show the snapshots of the wave formation in Fig.8b. First,
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FIG. 5. Turing instabilities in with-diffusion cases in high Pe. The blue arrows indicate the

flow direction. (a) A snapshot of the normalized concentration field of the species X defined by

(X −min(X)/(max(X)−min(X)) in high Pe (= 1.64) close to the stagnation point. (Multimedia

view) (b) S-T map in high Pe (=1.64), at y = 50, x ∈ [0, 125]. The space unit is abbreviated to

s.u. Figures (a) and (b) share the same range of concentration. (c) The splitting interval shown in

(b) as a function of Pe. The black line is the fitted functions, Splitting interval = a Pe−1, where a

is the fitting parameter. The fitted value was a = 21.1118 with R2 = 0.998.

the Turing pattern was elongated parallel to the unstable manifold, and subsequently, the

elongated pattern broke up into small spots (red dotted ellipse in Fig.8b1,2). The isolated

spot traveled outward and was blurred at the same time due to the accelerating advection

field as well as due to larger dispersion farther from the stagnation point (Fig.8b3). The

blurred spot then connected other blurred spots (Fig.8b4). The connected blurred spots

became smooth because the advection field vy = −γy was against the direction of front

propagation (i.e., connected spots of the Turing pattern, Fig.8b5). Because the front position

farther from the stagnation point (large absolute x coordinate) reached the Hopf instability

region earlier (corresponding to the distance indicated by the white line in Fig.8a), only that

part of the front became faster while the rest of the front was not yet in Hopf instability

region. In this way, the front became like a ribbon shape (Fig.8b6).

When we increased Pe only about 5% from the middle Pe (the above case), the Turing

pattern and traveling wave suddenly disappeared, and a stationary pattern arose (Fig.4d).

The mechanism of this stationary pattern is as follows: In low Pe, traveling waves occurs
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FIG. 6. Turing instabilities with-dispersion cases in high Pe. (a) Turing pattern close to the

stagnation point in high Pe (= 8.2), showing the normalized concentration of X defined by (X −

min(X)/(max(X) − min(X)). The blue arrows indicate the flow direction. (Multimedia view).

(b) The cropped images in different Pe ∈ {0.82, 3.2, 6.6} in the range x ∈ [−12.5, 12.5], y ∈ [0, 125].

The abbreviation s.u. represents a space unit. Figures (a,b) share the same concentration range.

(c) The position of the edge of the Turing pattern as a function of Pe on the y-axis (y>0) and

x-axis (x>0). The edges along the x-axis at the high Pe range were not clear. Thus, we could not

define the edges for these cases. The black lines are the fitted functions, Edge of Turing pattern =

bexp(aPe), where a and b are the fitting parameters. For the Y axis case, (a, b) = (−0.1882, 4.0051)

with R2 = 0.990. For the X axis case, (a, b) = (0.1370, 4.1367) with R2 = 0.975.

due to the moving Turing pattern that perturbs the Hopf instability zone. This mechanism

also inhibits the formation of FDO at the Hopf instability zone. In turn, in high Pe, the

advection becomes large enough to completely suppress the Turing pattern. Thus, the Hopf

instability zone is not perturbed, and a stationary pattern arises.

For the cases with the Hopf instability condition in the with-dispersion case, the wave

stopped within the domain and a stationary pattern arose for high Pe (Fig.7a,b,(Multimedia

view)). We analyzed the position of the stationary waves as in the with-diffusion case, where

we plotted ln(yx/125) (the position of the wave on the y-axis is yw, which is divided by the

half size of the domain) (Fig.7c). In contrast to the with-diffusion case, we did not observe

ln(yx/125) ∝ Pe in the entire Pe range, indicating that the heterogeneous dispersion field

also plays a role in determining the position of the stationary waves.
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FIG. 7. Hopf instability conditions in with-dispersion cases in high Pe. (a) S-T map of

the normalized concentration of X defined by (X − min(X)/(max(X) − min(X)) in different

Pe ∈ {68, 80, 94, 134}, at x = 0, y ∈ [0, 125]. The dotted lines represent the advection of the

fluid element that starts at the boundary at time 0. (b) Stationary pattern in high Pe (= 94)

(Multimedia view). The blue arrows indicate the flow direction. The abbreviation s.u. represents a

space unit. (a) and (b) share the same concentration range. (c) ln(ym/125) of the stationary wave

as a function of Pe, where ym (the position of the wave in y coordinate) is divided by the size of

the domain (125). The black line is the fitted functions ln(ym/125) = a Pe, where a is the fitting

parameter. The fitted value was a = −0.0162 with R2 = 0.948.

The main qualitative difference between the with-diffusion case and the with-dispersion case

under Hopf instability condition was the shape of the frozen wave. In the with-dispersion

cases, the frozen wave was elliptical in contrast to the plane waves in the with-diffusion cases.

This suggests that the wave starting from the stagnation point not only stopped against the

inlet flow (parallel to the stable manifold) but also stopped even where the flow direction

followed the direction of the traveling wave (parallel to the unstable manifold). This is also

in contrast to the case of an autocatalytic reaction, where the advection is only a one-way

barrier to the wave propagation11,60,61,75. The S-T map at different x positions (Fig.9a)

showed that the stationary pattern formed at the same timing everywhere. This indicates

that the formation of a stationary wave pattern may be understood without considering

the advection and dispersion in the x direction. To check this hypothesis, we have run

additional simulations to investigate how pattern formation changes when dispersion fields
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FIG. 8. Coexistence of Turing and Hopf instabilities at middle Pe (= 1.32). (a) The S-T map at x

= 0 (left), y ∈ [0, 125] and x = 100 (right), y ∈ [0, 125]. The left edge of each S-T map corresponds

to y = 0. The white dotted line indicates the distance that changes the front speed. (b) Snapshots

of the pattern at t = 68.2 (1), t = 68.6 (2), t = 69.6 (3), t = 70.4 (4), t = 73.0 (5), t = 75.0 (6).

The zone in the white dotted rectangle is zoomed in at the bottom right for each snapshot. The

red-dotted ellipse follows one of the spots in the Turing pattern. The axis and the scale shown in

the snapshot 1 are the same for all the snap shot. All the figures share the same concentration

range of the normalized concentration of X defined by (X − min(X)/(max(X) − min(X)). The

blue arrows indicate the flow direction.

vary only in the y direction. From Eq.14, the dispersion field was given by Ddisp,X =

1+ 0.444
√
x2
0 + y2, Ddisp,Y = 0.1 + 0.444

√
x2
0 + y2, where x0 varied in different scenarios as

x0 ∈ {0, 25, 50, 75, 100} and y was the y coordinate (see Eq.13,14). In this way, the dispersion

field varied only in the y direction. Note that the dispersion field of Fig.7b was given by

Ddisp,X = 1 + 0.444
√

x2 + y2, Ddisp,Y = 0.1 + 0.444
√
x2 + y2, which led to the variation

of the dispersion in both x and y directions. Thus, each scenario with a fixed value for x0

replicated the variation of dispersion field at each x position in the simulation of Fig.7b.

The advection field and concentrations of A0 and B0 were the same as the original Hopf

instability case shown in Fig7b ((A0, B0, γ) = (1, 2.2, 0.592)). The results showed frozen

plane waves similar to those observed in the with-diffusion case shown in Fig.3b (Fig.9b,

(Multimedia view) for the case of x0 = 50). More importantly, the S-T map at x = 0

and y ∈ [0, 62.5] (Fig.9b) showed that each scenario successfully replicated the frozen wave

formation at each x position in the original case (Fig.9a), where larger x resulted in waves

with smaller magnitude and larger wave length. A little larger magnitude in the original case
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FIG. 9. Analysis of Hopf instability condition in with-dispersion cases, showing the S-T map of the

normalized concentration of the species X defined by (X −min(X)/(max(X)−min(X)). (a) S-T

map in y ∈ [0, 62.5] at different x ∈ {0, 25, 50, 75, 100}. (b) S-T map in y ∈ [0, 62.5], x = 0, with

different dispersion fields given by Ddisp,X = 1 + 0.444
√
x20 + y2, Ddisp,Y = 0.1 + 0.444

√
x20 + y2,

where x0 ∈ {0, 25, 50, 75, 100} and y is the y coordinate (Multimedia view). The right panel

corresponds to the highest dipsersion and the left one to the lowest dispersion. The abbreviation

s.u. represents a space unit. The dotted lines represent the advection of the fluid element that

starts at the boundary at time 0. All the figures share the same concentration range.

at large x (e.g., right panel in Fig.9a) compared to the corresponding scenario (e.g., right

panel in Fig.9b) shows that the upstream had a small influence on the downstream, but the

effect was minor. The above analysis clarified that the frozen elliptical wave was formed by

the accumulation of the frozen plane waves that were formed at different distances from the

unstable manifold.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We investigated pattern formation in porous media under saddle flow only with diffusion

and both with diffusion and dispersion. With-diffusion cases represented the pore scale flow

field, while with-dispersion cases represented the continuum-scale transport in porous media.

The theory predicted four distinct scenarios when dispersion controls solute spreading: (I)

homogeneous steady state; (II) local Turing instability around the stagnation point; (III)

Turing instability around the stagnation point and Hopf instability away from the stagnation
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point and (IV) Hopf instability. Next, we have run numerical simulations corresponding to

each scenario in the with-diffusion and with-dispersion cases. In the with-diffusion cases,

peculiar patterns were observed for high Pe including the elongated Turing pattern parallel

to the stable manifold that continuously divided and the frozen traveling waves that were

parallel to the unstable manifold.

The simulations of with-dispersion cases in low Pe showed that, for the Turing instability

condition, the localized Turing pattern appeared around the stagnation point, as expected

from the theory. When the Turing instability coexisted with the Hopf instability, the size

of the localized Turing pattern around the stagnation point significantly differed from the

theoretical prediction, suggesting that a non-local instability condition should be considered.

For the Hopf instability condition, unlike the plane wave in with-diffusion cases, elliptical

traveling waves occurred that started from the stagnation point.

When we increased Pe in with-dispersion cases, the wave pattern changed qualitatively due

to dominant advection over dispersion. For the Turing instability condition, the localized

Turing pattern was elongated in the direction of the unstable manifold and compressed in

the direction of the stable manifold. For the coexistence of the Turing and Hopf instability

conditions at middle Pe, the traveling wave accelerated when it crossed the border between

the Turing instability condition and the Hopf instability condition. Also, a "ribbon" shaped

front appeared due to the travel of spots of the Turing pattern. In high Pe, the station-

ary pattern appeared when the Turing pattern was annihilated. For the Hopf instability

condition, the high Pe induced the flow distributed oscillator. Unlike the flow distributed

oscillator in with-diffusion cases, the stationary wave was elliptical around the stagnation

point instead of plane, even where the direction of the wave was not opposing the direction

of flow. Further analysis revealed that this elliptical stationary wave was actually the ac-

cumulation of the plane stationary waves that were formed at different distances from the

unstable manifold.

Our results give the first classification of the pattern formation of the oscillating reaction

in porous media at the pore-scale and at the continuum-scale with fluid deformation. We

highlight that the pattern was controlled by the stagnation point, stable and unstable man-

ifolds, and Pe. If experimentally achieved, such localized pattern formations would benefit

engineering applications of oscillating reactions such as processing and storing information

through chemical computation processors26–28 and mimicking the localized pattern forma-
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tion in biological systems. Furthermore, the predator-prey system45,46 in porous media in

nature potentially shows some of the patterns in our study. Such patterns would be under-

stood by applying the interpretations shown in our study.

One of the natural extensions of our study is to introduce one more dimension to simulate

three-dimensional pattern formation in porous media. In this case, the saddle flow should

be categorized into two patterns: converging saddle and diverging saddle, where the former

flow has two directions for converging streamlines and the latter flow has two directions for

diverging streamlines76. Thus, such classification will be required to study three-dimensional

pattern formation. As for the patterns, we observed circular or elliptical Turing patterns

around the stagnation point in two-dimensional space. In three-dimensional space, it would

become a sphere, oblate, or prolate depending on the flow rate and diverging or converging

saddle flow. Furthermore, the manifold is line in two-dimensional flow, whereas it be-

comes sheet in three-dimensional flow64. Therefore, the plane line waves observed in our

study would become flat sheet waves in three-dimensional space. The extension to three-

dimensional simulations requires further optimization of simulation methods to investigate

efficiently. Thus, we leave it for future studies.
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