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Abstract

This review presents the state of the art on the theory, molecular simulation, and

coarse-grained strategies applied to the transport of gases and liquids in nanoporous

materials (pore size in the range 1 – 100 nm). Recent advances in the understanding

of molecular diffusion and transport under thermodynamic gradients in nanoporous

adsorbents are discussed with special emphasis on small molecules in zeolites, active

carbons, metal organic frameworks, but also in nanoporous materials with larger pores

such as ordered and disordered mesoporous oxides. We provide a description of the

fundamentals and principles of the different atom-scale and mesoscopic methods as

well as of the theoretical formalisms that can be used to address such an important

problem. Special attention is paid to the investigation of different molecular trans-

port coefficients — including the so-called self, collective and transport diffusivities —
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but also to the determination of free energy barriers and their role in overall adsorp-

tion/separation process rates. We also introduce other available approaches such as

hierarchical simulations and upscaling strategies.
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1 Introduction

Diffusion without flow as well as transport under thermodynamic gradients in nanoporous

environments (pore size in the range 1–100 nm1) are ubiquitous in chemistry, biology and

physics.2–6 In particular, such dynamical phenomena are key aspects to rationalize the role

of nanoconfinement and surface forces on the behavior of fluids adsorbed in nanoporous

solids.7–18 Such situations are also relevant to important applications related to the energy

and environment fields:2–4 chemistry and chemical engineering (zeolites and mesoporous

materials are used for phase separation and catalysis), energy (supercapacitors and fuel

cells), environment (water remediation, nuclear waste storage, and desalination), etc. From

a fundamental viewpoint, the dynamics of fluids in the vicinity of surfaces or confined in

nanoporous materials remain mysterious in many aspects. Indeed, the subtlety of the sur-

face molecular interactions in such environments has not been fully embraced yet, and new

phenomena still get uncovered experimentally – therefore making this topic more active

than ever.8,19,20 In particular, beyond known adsorption and confinement effects that affect

the chemistry and physics of fluid transport, there is a large amount of experimental and

theoretical works highlighting the role of morphological/topological pore disorder6,12,14,21

and specific surface interactions (hydrophilic/hydrophobic,13,15,22,23 insulating/metallic,24,25

etc.). Moreover, there is also an increasing number of reports providing evidence for the

complex multiscale behavior of fluid transport in nanoporous media (pore scale versus ma-

terial network scale).7,26–28 Such behavior, which challenges existing theoretical frameworks,

points to the needs for fundamental developments in the theoretical description of multiscale

diffusion and transport in nanoporous materials.

As a generic feature, nanoporous materials possess a large intrinsic specific surface which

scales as the surface to volume ratio Ssp ∼ S/ρV , where S, V , and ρ are the surface area,

volume and density.1,4 Typically, regardless of its geometry, the specific surface area of a

pore of a size Dp scales as Ssp ∼ 1/Dp; using the density of silica, ρ ∼ 2.65 g/cm3, the

specific surface area is of the order of 100 m2/g for Dp ∼ 1 nm, 10 m2/g for Dp ∼ 10 nm, 1
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m2/g for Dp ∼ 1 µm, and so on. The realm of nanoporous solids includes different classes

of materials such as zeolites, metal organic frameworks, oxides (e.g. alumina, titania, and

silica), active porous carbons, etc.3,29,30 Optimizing processes involving nanoporous materi-

als requires better understanding adsorption and transport in the vicinity of surfaces and in

confining environments.31–33 The specific surface area and surface chemistry are obviously

key parameters that control the efficiency of a given chemical engineering process involving

nanoconfined fluids. However, other important ingredients have to be considered to unravel

and characterize the role of nanoconfinement in nanoporous materials. These additional

ingredients include the pore size Dp which, in addition to being a property that controls

the specific surface area developed by the nanoporous material (see above), also governs

the thermodynamics and dynamics of the molecules within their porosity.7–9,34 Typically,

depending on pore size and thermodynamic conditions (such as temperature, pressure, etc.),

the nanoporous material can be either completely filled by a liquid containing the fluid or

incompletely filled with an adsorbed film at the pore surface while the pore center remains

filled by a gas phase. Correspondingly, as will be discussed in the present review, different

transport types can be observed depending on pore size Dp, kinetic diameter of the molecule

σ, fluid/solid interactions and thermodynamic conditions such as temperature T and pres-

sure P . These transport mechanisms include but are not limited to molecular sieving, surface

diffusion, molecular diffusion, Knudsen diffusion, etc.6,15 Other properties such as pore mor-

phology (pore shape, geometrical defects, etc.) and network topology (pore connectivity and

accessibility) strongly affect the efficiency of an adsorption, separation or catalytic process

by modifying the transport properties of the different interacting/reacting species.8,31,35

The complexity of describing and predicting adsorption, separation or catalysis processes

stems from two main difficulties (Fig. 1).36 First, such processes involve a variety of com-

plex phenomena that pertain to chemistry (chemical reaction or adsorption at active sites),

chemical physics (local thermodynamic equilibria and molecular separation in the vicinity of

the active sites), physics (diffusion and possible coupling between transport and adsorption
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properties), and chemical engineering (transport properties and heat transfer at the scale of

the adsorption device/catalytic reactor). Second, while these phenomena occur at different

scales – typically, from the molecular to the engineering scales – they are coupled so that

describing the overall process requires the development of robust upscaling strategies. From

a theoretical viewpoint, available approaches to adsorption and reaction in a nanoporous ma-

terial rely on the decomposition of the problem into the three following steps. (1) adsorption

or chemical reaction at the surface of the nanoporous material. These processes are usually

investigated using the so-called ab-initio methods, which solve the electronic structure prob-

lem based on the underlying principles of quantum mechanics. Such approaches — which

in principle can be employed to provide an accurate prediction of the system — are not

discussed within this work as they fall out of its scope and have been thoroughly reviewed

recently.37–39 (2) Thermodynamic equilibrium and transport properties in the nanoporous

material. These phenomena can be investigated using the large panel of numerical methods

that are coined as molecular simulation. Such molecular modeling strategies, which are at

the heart this review, allow simulating both adsorption equilibrium and transport of pure

molecular components and their mixtures in a porous material. (3) Process efficiency at

the macroscopic scale. The process yield under given thermodynamic and hydrodynamic

conditions can be estimated using mesoscopic, coarse-grained or continuum models such as

computational fluid dynamics, as we will discuss in this review both for equilibrium and

non-equilibrium transport conditions.

From a modeling point of view, significant efforts are usually devoted to understanding

chemical processes (reactive or non-reactive) at the molecular scale and the process efficiency

at the macroscopic scale.40–42 On the other hand, in practice, the thermodynamics and dy-

namics of the molecular species in the nanoporous solids are often treated only in an empirical

manner despite the availability of fairly simple molecular simulation approaches. This is in

part due to the lack of simple robust approaches to upscale the parameters obtained at a

smaller scale into coarse-grained calculations at a larger scale. Yet, molecular simulation

7
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Figure 1: Multiscale theoretical approach to an engineering process in porous
materials. (a) Schematic view of the use of nanoporous materials for heterogeneous ad-
sorption, separation or catalysis. Here, a zeolite is considered as an example but the scheme
presented is valid for any nanoporous material types including mesoporous alumina, silica,
active carbons, etc. The competitive adsorption and/or reaction between different molecules
occur at active sites on the material internal surface. Typically, the nanoporous material is
shaped into pellets which form a granular material with dimensions that should optimize the
transport of molecules within the material but also to optimize access to the porosity. The
description of adsorption, separation or catalysis requires to develop a multiscale approach
which includes at least the three characteristic time and length scales schematically depicted
in b, c, and d. (b) Transport at the macroscopic scale (∼1 µm – 1 mm) is usually described
using hydrodynamics with methods known as computational fluid dynamics tools. (c) At
the mesoscopic scale (∼1–100 nm), molecular dynamics and other molecular or mesoscopic
simulation tools such as Monte Carlo techniques, dissipative particle dynamics, free energy
calculations, etc. are used to describe adsorption and dynamics of molecules at the surface
of the porous material and within its porosity. (d) At the microscopic/molecular scale (∼
0.1–1 nm), quantum mechanical approaches, which include ab-initio techniques and density
functional theory calculations, allow describing at the atomic scale the molecular reactions
that correspond to the elementary adsorption, separation and/or catalytic steps.
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techniques are very efficient at providing, for a reasonable computational cost, adsorption

equilibrium and transport coefficients in nanoporous materials.9,15 Such methods, which in-

clude but are not limited to Molecular Dynamics and Monte Carlo techniques,43,44 are much

less fraught with theoretical difficulties than quantum mechanics37,45 since electron-level de-

tails are not considered and the set of atoms or molecules are treated as classical objects

obeying classical statistical physics.46–49 Thanks to this simplification, molecular simulations

involving thousands or even hundreds of thousands of atoms are possible and timescales of up

to hundreds of nanoseconds and even beyond can be reached. Molecular simulation methods

also include mesoscopic coarse-grained methods such as Brownian Dynamics and Dissipative

Particle Dynamics as well as simple random walk models which allow probing even larger

systems and on much larger timescales. Finally, other strategies that will be also discussed

in this review include free energy techniques, lattice gas models, and upscaling strategies.

This review aims to be a comprehensive, critical, and accessible document of general in-

terest to the chemistry, physical chemistry and chemical physics communities. In particular,

researchers working in domains including but not limited to adsorption, separation, catal-

ysis, batteries, micro/nanofluidics are among the targeted audience. We also believe that

engineering communities (e.g. chemical engineering, soil and geology science, petrochemical

engineering) would also benefit from such an up-to-date review on transport in nanoporous

materials. The specificities of this review can be listed as follows. (1) We present the

state of the art on the fundamentals of diffusion and transport in nanoporous materials.

As an important feature, the present review adopts a multiscale view of the problem under

consideration: both fundamental aspects and effective strategies are considered. (2) Consid-

ering the time/length scales involved in diffusion and transport in porous materials (from

in pore dynamics to dynamics within the pore network), we treat all relevant approaches

from molecular simulation (e.g. molecular dynamics, free energy calculations) to mesoscopic

approaches (e.g. effective theories, random walk techniques, pore network models) but also
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upscaling strategies. (3) We discuss the determination of transport barriers, including sur-

face/geometrical barriers and free energy barriers as encountered when phase transitions

occur. Their role in overall transfer and process rates is also discussed. Finally, we also

cover available approaches to include these aspects in a mesoscopic fashion such as hierar-

chical simulations. (4) For each approach, we provide the basic underlying concepts in a

way that helps the reader to get familiar with such fundamental aspects without being an

expert. While the different strategies considered in this review all rely on similar physical

formalisms (statistical mechanics ground), we feel that no review encompassing these meth-

ods in a multiscale picture is available to date. (5) This contribution covers both diffusion

and transport aspects and is not restricted to a given type of materials but deals with the

broad class of nanoporous materials including – but not limited to – zeolites, active carbons,

Metal Organic Frameworks, ordered and disordered nanoporous oxides. In this context, the

present review considers both small and large nanoporous materials with pore sizes ranging

from the subnanometer scale to tens of nanometers. (6) Last but not least, by consider-

ing both ordered and disordered materials, we feel that this review connects two important

parts of the literature on fluids in nanoporous solids: (i) dynamics at the pore scale, which

is mostly investigated using simple pore geometries (e.g. cages, channels, slits, etc.) and (ii)

transfer through porous structures where morphological and topological features of the host

network are known to impact the overall, macroscopic dynamics.

The present review covers important insights as well as methodological developments in

the very broad field of diffusion and transport of fluids in the vicinity or confined within

nanoporous materials. It is thus complementary to the existing literature as it covers addi-

tional aspects compared to available reviews.7,9,11–16,50 First, we cover all transport modes

(diffusion, advection, and convection) and not only diffusion. In particular, we wish to con-

nect the molecular mechanisms observed in nanoporous media to classical approaches such

as Poiseuille law, Darcy law, Darcy-Forchheimer law, etc. Second, we include additional

aspects connected to transport in nanoporous media such as reactive transport phenomena
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as well as liquid imbibition and activated transport across interfaces. Third, while the im-

pact of disorder at the pore scale and of pore network morphology/topology are discussed in

available reviews, we here cover additional aspects by discussing coarse-grained descriptions

such as Lattice–Boltzmann calculations and dynamic mean-field DFT for instance. Finally,

we also treat physical models such as free volume theories, Intermittent Brownian Motion,

De Gennes narrowing, etc., which so far have not been discussed in available reviews on

similar topics. As a final remark on this review and its content, to allow interested readers

to deepen their understanding of the underlying scientific and practical aspects, we decided

to provide a limited set of references only for every covered concept. However, while we omit

many relevant works in our reference list for the sake of clarity and readability, we acknowl-

edge that a large number of references on each given effect/phenomenon are available (such

missing references can be found in other available reviews cited in this introduction).

To provide a comprehensive overview, the remainder of this work is organized as follows.

We consider both transport without flow (i.e. without any macroscopic gradient inducing

a net flow) or transport with flow (i.e. induced by a macroscopic thermodynamic gradient

inducing a net flow). On the one hand, the first situation corresponds to diffusion that

occurs due to local density/concentration gradients induced by thermal fluctuations at any

non zero temperature — therefore, these aspects will be referred to as “diffusion without

flow”. On the other hand, the second situation corresponds to any transport mechanisms

(diffusive, advective or convective) as observed when applying a thermodynamic gradient

to the system — therefore, these aspects will be referred to as “transfer”. In general, to

avoid any confusion, transport will be used as a generic term to encompass all transport

mechanisms. Moreover, diffusion without flow and transfer under flow will be used to refer

to situations in the absence and in the presence of a thermodynamic gradient, respectively.

In Section 2, we discuss the fundamentals of diffusion and transport in porous media. We

introduce the different transport coefficients (self, collective, transport diffusivities) and con-

cepts (tortuosity, diffusion factor, surface energy barriers, etc.). In Section 3, we review the
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state of the art of molecular simulation and other statistical mechanics approaches applied

to the problem of diffusion in nanoporous materials. In this context, diffusion means that we

restrict ourselves to situations where there is no net flow induced by a thermodynamic gra-

dient. Expressed differently, only self-diffusion induced by thermally-induced concentration

fluctuations is considered in this part. Moreover, in Section 3, we consider only diffusion

at the pore scale. In contrast, Section 4 treats the problem of diffusion at the porous net-

work scale. In both Sections 3 and 4, in addition to molecular simulation approaches, we

also discuss other available methods such as hierarchical simulations (in which one probes

the dynamics in a precalculated free energy landscape), random walk approaches, etc., but

also theoretical formalisms based on statistical mechanics, such as Intermittent Brownian

Dynamics, to tackle the problem of dynamics in heterogeneous media. In Sections 5 and 6,

we review the application of molecular simulation and theoretical approaches to the problem

of transport in porous media as induced by a thermodynamic gradient. After reviewing the

different mechanisms that pertain to transport in porous media, we consider both station-

ary transport under a constant driving force and transient transport such as in situations

dealing with mass uptakes, adsorption/desorption kinetics, etc. Like for the two chapters

dealing with diffusion under no flow condition, Section 5 first deals with transport at the

pore scale while Section 6 considers the problem of transport at a much larger scale with

techniques such as lattice and pore network models but also Lattice Boltzmann calculations.

In Section 7, we provide some concluding remarks and perspectives for future work.
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2 General principles of diffusion and transport

2.1 Different frameworks

2.1.1 Fluid dynamics

Fluid transport in general as well as in porous media can be described using the Navier–

Stokes equation for momentum transfer, which writes for an incompressible fluid (constant

density ρ):51

ρ
(∂u
∂t

+ u · ∇u
)
= −∇P + η∇2u+ f (1)

This equation, which is valid when the system can be described as a continuous medium,

is simply Newton’s second law. The left hand side term is the fluid particle acceleration

a = du/dt at a given time t multiplied by the fluid mass density ρ, while the right hand

side term corresponds to the sum of the forces per unit volume applied to the fluid particle

(u is the fluid particle velocity). In more detail, the left hand side term is the total time

derivative of the fluid particle momentum which gives rise to a linear and a non-linear term:

ρ
du

dt
= ρ
(∂u
∂t

+ u · ∇u
)

(2)

While the linear term simply is a time-dependent acceleration describing the change in the

fluid velocity with time, the second term is a spatial contribution which describes the effect

of flow field spatial heterogeneity on the fluid velocity. The forces applied to the fluid particle

include the viscous forces that arise because of velocity heterogeneity in the fluid (η is the

shear viscosity), any pressure gradient ∇P , and any other body forces f, such as gravity,

that could be applied to the fluid. In the context of fluid transport in nanoporous materials,

the gravity term is usually omitted as the corresponding force is negligible compared to

the force induced by the pressure gradient and the intermolecular forces between the fluid

molecules and those with the porous material. The Navier–Stokes equation is very general

so that it can be used to describe a broad range of phenomena including laminar, convective
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and turbulent flows for both compressible and incompressible flows. In particular, as will

be discussed in Section 2.2.2, an incompressible fluid at a small Reynolds numbers obeys

Poiseuille’s law52 (equivalent to Darcy’s law53), where the flow is purely viscous.

There are several dimensionless numbers that characterize fluid transport in general and

in porous materials in particular.52,54 The Reynolds number Re is a dimensionless quantity

that describes the ratio of the inertial (convective) contribution to the viscous force term in

the Navier–Stokes equation given in Eq. (1): Re = ρuL/η = uL/ν where L is the character-

istic length in the system and ν = η/ρ is the kinematic viscosity of the fluid (with ρ the fluid

density). For small Reynolds numbers, typically Re < 1, the flow is laminar which means

that liquids flow in parallel layers with no strong mixing between adjacent layers having dif-

ferent velocities. On the other hand, for large Reynolds numbers, typically Re > 2000, the

flow is turbulent as a result of the strong inertia contributions which arise when the viscous

force is not sufficient to overcome the convection flow between adjacent fluid particles. For

intermediate Re, the system is in the laminar-turbulent transition regime where convection

makes the laminar flow unstable and eventually turbulent. In porous media, depending

on the typical pore size Dp, the flow can be laminar or turbulent as predicted using the

Reynolds number expression with the characteristic length L taken equal to Dp. However,

in practice, for nanoporous materials typically used in adsorption, separation and catalysis,

it is easy to show that Re ≪ 1. For instance, in the case of water involved in processes at

room temperature, ρ ∼ 1 g/cm3 and η = 1 cp = 1mPa·s, confined in pores of a size Dp in

the range 1–100 nm, we find Re < 10−4.55 As a result, for all examples considered in this

review, we will always assume that the flow in nanoporous materials is laminar unless stated

otherwise.

There are other dimensionless numbers that are of utmost importance when investigating

transport in porous materials. Of particular relevance for the present review, the Mach

number describes the ratio of the flow velocity u and sound velocity c, i.e. Ma = u/c. This

dimensionless number indicates whether the fluid flow can be treated as incompressible or
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compressible (even when a compressible fluid such as a gas is considered). For small Ma,

typically Ma < 1, the flow velocity is smaller than the sound velocity, i.e. the velocity of a

compression wave, so that a fluid element can be treated as incompressible because it is not

affected by the compression wave that its displacement generates. In contrast, for large Ma,

typically Ma ≫ 1, the compression wave generated by the fluid particle motion affects its own

motion so that the fluid must be treated as compressible. In practice, even when transport

of a compressible fluid (gas or vapor for instance) in nanoporous materials is considered,

the fluid flow is usually slow compared to the velocity of sound such that Ma ≪ 1. This

is an important result as this implies that the Navier–Stokes equation given in Eq. (1) —

which was written for an incompressible fluid — remains valid in many cases. For instance,

taking N2 flow at room temperature, the sound velocity is c ∼ 350m/s,56 which leads to

Ma ∼ 10−3. Finally, another important dimensionless number that should be considered

when dealing with fluid transport in nanoporous media is the capillary number Ca. The

latter describes the ratio of the viscous forces with respect to the force corresponding to the

Laplace pressure across a gas/liquid interface (or any fluid/fluid interface in general such as

when fluid mixtures are considered). In more detail, Ca ∼ ηu/γ where we recall that η is

the fluid dynamical viscosity, u its velocity, and γ the fluid surface tension. While the flow is

dominated by capillary forces for small Ca, the flow is dominated by viscous forces for large

Ca.

2.1.2 Diffusion, advection, convection, reaction

Let us consider the transport of tracers (molecules) in any porous material — by tracers,

we refer either to solute molecules in a liquid or to a single tagged molecule that is of the

same nature as the liquid but we distinguish this single molecule to probe its motion. Here,

we restrict ourselves to the case of passive tracers in a prescribed flow field u(r). In a very

general way, the transport of such tracers can be described using the reaction-diffusion-
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advection equation which describes the change in the tracer density over time:52

∂c

∂t
= ∇ · (Ds∇c)−∇ · (uc) +R (3)

where c is the tracer concentration at a time t, Ds is the self-diffusion coefficient, u is the

fluid velocity and R is a source/sink term that adds or removes tracers from the system (R

can be either positive or negative). In more detail, this expression is a mass balance equation

where the change in the concentration c over an infinitesimal time step is the sum of (1) the

diffusion contribution, ∇ · (Ds∇c), which disperses the tracers in the fluid, (2) the change

because of the fluid motion carrying away the concentration with a velocity u, ∇ · (uc), and

(3) a sink/source term, R, such as a chemical reaction in the case of catalysis which increases

or decreases locally the concentration of tracers.

Here, it must be made clear that the various dispersion contributions to Eq. (3) arise from

very different mechanisms. The reaction term describes either a chemical reaction that would

consume or create tracer molecules or a physical adsorption/desorption contribution which

can be seen as a non-chemical reaction that changes locally the concentration of molecules.

The diffusion term — as will be discussed in Section 2.2 — is due to diffusion which occurs

both under uniform chemical potential (such as the self-diffusion probed using pulsed field

gradient nuclear magnetic resonance or quasi-elastic neutron scattering) and non-uniform

chemical potential (such as transport diffusion measured when the system is subjected to a

thermodynamic gradient). Advection refers to the different mechanisms where the fluid is set

in motion by thermodynamic gradients (temperature, pressure, concentration, etc.). Finally,

in the field of molecular transport in porous media, convection often refers to fluid motions

that arise because of the combination of advection and diffusion (in that context, the term

“convection” used here must not be confused with the convective, non-linear acceleration

term introduced when discussing the Navier–Stokes equation above).

Assuming for now that the Fickian diffusion term is known (see Section 2.2.2), the deriva-
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tion of the advection-diffusion-reaction equation given in Eq. (3) is straightforward. A simple

mass balance equation at any spatial position implies that the change over time in the lo-

cal concentration is related to the sum of the incoming/outgoing tracer fluxes J and the

sink/source term:

∂c

∂t
= −∇ · J +R (4)

J is the sum of the diffusive flux, i.e. Jd = −Ds∇c, and the advective flux, i.e. Ja = uc

and R is the rate of creation/removal of tracers (∇· is the divergence operator). In case the

self-diffusion coefficient can be assumed to be homogeneous in space, the advection-diffusion

equation given in Eq. (3) can be recast in a simpler form:

∂c

∂t
= Ds∇2c−∇ · (uc) +R (5)

However, in general, the self-diffusion coefficient depends on the local environment (for in-

stance the local pore size in a disordered porous medium, the crowding by other constituents

or the “self-crowding” by other, non tagged molecules of the same nature as the tracer)

so that the most general form of the advection-diffusion equation given in Eq. (3) must

be kept. It is interesting to note the analogy between the advection-diffusion equation in

Eq. (5) and the Navier–Stokes equation for the momentum transfer in Eq. (1). While the

former corresponds to a mass balance condition for the tracer diffusion, the latter describes

the momentum conservation condition within the flowing fluid. In principle, the reaction-

advection-diffusion equation could be used to model reaction and transport in porous media.

However, in practice, the resolution of such equations remains only at the qualitative level

with input parameters that cannot be derived from molecular thermodynamic and dynam-

ical coefficients. This is due to the fact that the different terms — i.e. reactive, diffusive,

and advective contributions — in this equation are strongly coupled at the molecular scale

so that any set of effective parameters will fail to describe the complexity and richness of

the phenomena occurring in the nanoscale porosity (even when non-reactive transport is
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considered).

The advection-diffusion equation emphasizes the competition/combination of diffusive

and advective transport in porous media. This competition is also characterized by the

Peclet number. This dimensionless number, Pe, describes the ratio of the advective fluxes,

Ja, to the diffusive fluxes, Jd, Pe = Ja/Jd = uDp/Ds where u is the fluid velocity, Ds is the

self-diffusion coefficient, and Dp is the characteristic length scale taken equal to the pore size.

Pe therefore describes the relative efficiency of diffusion and advection to disperse tracers

within the porous medium. For very small Pe, i.e. when the advection contribution can be

neglected (such as when no thermodynamic gradient is applied to induce transport or when

the flow induced by the thermodynamic gradient is negligible compared to the diffusive flow),

the advection-diffusion equation is equivalent to the well-known “equation of porous media”

for a purely diffusive regime and without any chemical reaction (R = 0):54

∂c

∂t
= ∇ ·

[
Ds(r⃗)∇c

]
(6)

where Ds(r⃗) is the local, environment-dependent self-diffusion coefficient. In the context of

nanopores, owing to the very small pore size considered, transport mostly occurs through

diffusion, i.e. Pe ≪ 1 — typically, both the advective flow rate u ∼ ∇P and the self-diffusion

coefficient Ds decrease with the pore size Dp but there is always a critical pressure gradient

∇Pc below which Dpu≪ Ds (i.e. Pe ≪ 1).

2.2 Onsager theory of transport

2.2.1 Transport coefficients

We now briefly discuss Onsager’s phenomenological theory of transport as it allows intro-

ducing key concepts for the transport of molecules in nanoporous media – namely the self,

collective and transport diffusivities.47,57 Let us consider a system which is characterized at

the macroscopic scale by a set of thermodynamic extensive quantities Xi (energy, volume,
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number of molecules). The thermodynamics of the system is governed by the entropy-state

function of these extensive variables which is maximum at equilibrium: S = S(Xi).
58,59 The

differential of the entropy, known as the Gibbs relation, introduces the conjugated intensive

variable Fi, the so-called affinity, of each extensive quantity Xi:

dS =
∑
i

∂S(Xi, Xj, . . . )

∂Xi

∣∣∣∣
j ̸=i

dXi =
∑
i

Fi dXi (7)

where the bar “|” in the partial derivative indicates that all other quantities j ̸= i are kept

constant. For most practical situations, the extensive quantities Xi are the internal energy

E, the volume V and the number of molecules Nk for each chemical component k in the

system, which leads to S = S(E, V,N1, ..., Nk) and the following Gibbs relation:

dS =
1

T
dE +

P

T
dV −

k∑
i=1

µi

T
dNi (8)

where we used that ∂S/∂E = 1/T , ∂S/∂V = P/T , and ∂S/∂Ni = −µi/T for i = {1, ..., k}

to define the different affinities Fi.

Transport phenomena induced by thermodynamic gradients such as ∇T , ∇P , ∇µ, etc.

in a given thermodynamic system can be described using the second law of thermodynamics

under the local thermodynamic equilibrium approximation. The latter assumption states

that, even under non-equilibrium conditions, the system can be subdivided into mesoscopic

volume elements which are (1) small enough to assume that local thermodynamic properties

do not vary within these elements but (2) large enough to be treated like thermodynamic sub-

systems. Typically, the size λ of these mesoscopic elements should be such that the change

∆χ in a given thermodynamic property χ due to the gradient ∇χ = ∆χ/λ is smaller than

the thermodynamic fluctuations at equilibrium δχ i.e. ∆χ/χ < δχ/χ ≪ 1 (the last part of

the inequality states that the equilibrium fluctuations must be small enough to assume that

the system can be treated using macroscopic thermodynamics).59 Under such local thermo-

dynamic equilibrium, the change in any thermodynamic quantity χ can be described using
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a variable that depends on spatial coordinates r and time t, i.e. χ(r, t) (typically, χ is the

temperature, fluid density, pressure, etc.). As discussed in Ref. 46, the local thermodynamic

equilibrium condition requires a time scale separation with a much shorter molecular relax-

ation time (typically, τm ∼ 1 ps) compared to the macroscopic evolution time governed by the

local thermodynamic gradient (typically, τM ≫ 1 ps). Under thermodynamic equilibrium,

the maximization of the entropy implies that the affinities are homogeneous throughout the

system, i.e. ∇Fi = 0∀i.60 In contrast, any affinity gradient ∇Fi will induce a flux in the

conjugated extensive variable Xi, Ji = dXi/dt.

For small affinity gradients ∇Fi, the flux Ji in the extensive quantities Xi varies linearly

with ∇Fi (an affinity gradient ∇Fi involves a direct flux of its conjugated extensive variable

Xi but also an indirect flux of all other conjugated variables Xj with j ̸= i, cf. Eq. (7) and

Refs. 46, 59):

Ji =
∑
j

Lij∇Fj (9)

where the coefficients Lij are called Onsager transport coefficients. An important property of

these coefficients — arising from the time reversibility of the equations governing the motion

of atoms and molecules at the microscopic scale — is known as Onsager reciprocal relations:

Lij = Lji ∀i, j. For the system defined above (internal energy E, volume V and number of

molecules Nk for each chemical component k), Eq. (9) leads to the following equations:

JE = LEE∇FE + LEV∇FV +
k∑

j=1

LENj
∇FNj

(10)

JV = LV E∇FE + LV V∇FV +
k∑

j=1

LV Nj
∇FNj

(11)

JNi
= LNiE∇FE + LNiV∇FV +

k∑
j=1

LNiNj
∇FNj

(12)

Under specific conditions (i.e. when the system is subjected to a single thermodynamic/affinity

gradient), the general linear equations given in Eqs. (10) to (12) simplify to a number of
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well-known equations. They include Fourier law when the chemical potential/pressure are

uniform: JE = −λT∇T with λT = LEE/T
2. Another important example, particularly rel-

evant in the context of the present review, is the case of isothermal/isobaric system which

leads to the following linear relationship for the molecule flux:

JN = −LNN∇
(µ
T

)
= −LNN

T
∇µ (13)

This equation, which governs diffusion under static pressure/temperature conditions in lo-

cal thermodynamic equilibrium, is a cornerstone of diffusion in porous media as it allows

defining the different diffusivities that can be measured in typical transport experiments:

the self-diffusivity Ds, the collective diffusivity D0, and the transport diffusivity DT. Before

discussing in details below each diffusion mechanism, a few comments are in order (see also

Refs. 6, 11, 14). On the one hand, the self-diffusion Ds pertains to the diffusion of a single

molecule so that it corresponds either to a very diluted solute molecule in a liquid or to a

single molecule (tracer) in a liquid, that would be tagged to follow its trajectory. On the

other hand, the collective diffusivity D0 refers to the collective displacement of the fluid in

response to a chemical potential gradient. As will be shown below, the collective diffusivity

is a very important parameter as it is formally linked to the so-called permeability . Finally,

the transport diffusivity DT is similar to the collective diffusivity D0, but with the induced

transport written as a response to a concentration/density gradient instead of a chemical

potential gradient.

While these three diffusion coefficients are identical in the limit of very dilute systems

such as in gas transport or for ultraconfined molecules, they strongly depart from each other

when the molecular density becomes non-negligible. In particular, as far as the difference

between Ds and D0 is concerned, both direct molecular interactions between molecules and

the so-called hydrodynamic interactions — i.e. when the velocity field created by a moving

molecule affects the trajectory of the others — are responsible for the marked differences seen
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between these two diffusion coefficients and their dependence on density, temperature,etc.

From a practical viewpoint, the three diffusion coefficients Ds, D0 and DT are probed using

different experimental techniques, see e.g. Ref. 6. Typically, the self-diffusivity Ds can be de-

termined using Pulsed Field Gradient Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (PFG-NMR) and Quasi

Elastic Neutron Scattering (QENS). PFG-NMR probes the dynamics corresponding to dis-

placements over microns, while QENS probes dynamics at the nm scale. As a result, in a real

material with defects (pore collapse/amorphization, impurities, vacancies, etc.), PFG-NMR

is sensitive to these defects since it probes displacements over lengths that are comparable

to the typical distance between them — therefore, PFG-NMR leads to transport coefficients

that can be more than an order of magnitude lower than those measured using QENS. Yet,

other NMR methods can be used to probe dynamics over much shorter distances and times.

Finally, while QENS techniques typically probe the self-diffusivity because hydrogen is a

strongly incoherent scatterer (large incoherent scattering length), deuteration allows prob-

ing with the same technique the collective diffusivity because deuterium atoms are strong

coherent scatterers. As for the transport diffusivity DT, macroscopic transport experiments

are needed to probe this effective transport coefficient. Similarly, as will be illustrated in the

rest of this section, different theoretical and numerical methods can be used to probe Ds, D0

ad DT. Typically, both equilibrium and non-equilibrium molecular dynamics can be used to

determine Ds and D0. Assessing DT is more complex as it usually requires to determine D0

and the correction factor to account for the change when replacing the chemical potential

gradient by a concentration/density gradient (see discussion below).

2.2.2 Self, collective and transport diffusivities

Self-diffusivity Ds. For a very dilute system, the chemical potential µ can be expressed

by making use of the ideal-gas law as µ ∼ kBT ln c, where kB is the Boltzmann constant,

T is the temperature, and c is the concentration. Upon inserting this expression in the

isothermal/isobaric version of the Onsager linear relationship given in Eq. (13), one obtains
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Fick’s first law:

JN = −Ds(c)∇c (14)

with Ds(c) = LNN(c)/kBc. Generally, LNN is concentration-dependent with the dilute limit

LNN(c) ∝ Dsc where Ds is a molecular property independent of c (Ds depends on the molec-

ular mass, i.e. the thermal velocity). It is important to reckon that, as already mentioned

above, diffusion occurs even under equilibrium conditions, i.e. when there is no net molecule

flux that would be induced by a thermodynamic gradient applied to the system. In many

textbooks, the concentration c is replaced by the density ρ as it allows encompassing the

situation where the self-diffusivity refers to the diffusion of a single molecule in a pure fluid

at equilibrium under static conditions.

Inserting Fick’s first law into the mass conservation equation, i.e. ∂c/∂t+∇·J = 0, leads

to Fick’s second law:

∂c

∂t
= ∇ ·

[
Ds∇c

]
(15)

For uniform (or weakly position dependent) self-diffusivities, i.e. Ds ∼ constant, the latter

equation can be recast in a simpler form:

∂c

∂t
= Ds∆c (16)

As expected, this equation is strictly equivalent to the advection-diffusion-reaction equation

derived in Section 2.1.2 if no reaction and advection contributions are considered. Starting

from an initial configuration at t = 0 where all particles are located at r = 0, the spatial

and time dependent solution of Fick’s second law is known as the Gaussian propagator

P (r, t):61,62

c(r, t) = NP (r, t) =
N exp (−r2/4Dst)

(4πDst)3/2
(17)

where N is the total number of diffusing species (this constant is needed here since the

propagator is a quantity defined for a single molecule while the concentration is for the N
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molecules). The Gaussian propagator is the probability density that a molecule moves by a

vector r over a time t. The equation above states that, starting from the initial configuration,

the concentration in a position r at a time t is simply given by the probability that molecules

move by a vector r. The average mean-square displacement ⟨r(t)2⟩ of the N molecules over

a time t can be estimated from the Gaussian propagator:

〈
r2(t)

〉
= |r(t)− r(0)|2 =

∫
r2P (r, t)dr = 6Dst (18)

The last equation is an important cornerstone of diffusion as it allows one, using the Gaussian

propagator formalism, to recover Einstein’s formula which relates the mean square displace-

ment to the self-diffusivity in Brownian motion, i.e. ⟨r2(t)⟩ = 2dDst where d is the space

dimensionality of the system (d = 3 in the example treated above).

In practice, Eq. (18) is routinely used in molecular dynamics studies to determine the

self-diffusivity Ds from the mean square displacement ⟨r(t)2⟩ as a function of time t. Fig-

ure 2 shows schematic yet characteristic examples of mean square displacements in different

physical situations.61 ⟨r(t)2⟩ scales quadratically with time t, i.e. ⟨r(t)2⟩ ∼ t2 in the short

time limit t < τB; this regime corresponds to the ballistic regime where the molecule obeys

Newton’s equation of motion until it collides with other molecules at a typical time τB. At

longer times, the molecule follows the normal diffusion regime, also known as Fickian regime,

where ⟨r(t)2⟩ ∼ t as expected from Eq. (18). These two asymptotic regimes are very general

but, as discussed in Ref. 61, other regimes can be observed. From a very general standpoint,

the time dependence of the mean square displacement can be described as a power law,

⟨r(t)2⟩ ∼ tα, where α is a real number smaller or larger than 1. While α = 1 corresponds to

normal or Fickian diffusion, other regimes are coined as anomalous diffusion [note that only

the normal regime has an underlying Gaussian propagator as defined in Eq. (17)]. In more

detail, α = 0 corresponds to a localized state, α < 1 to a subdiffusive regime, α > 1 to a

superdiffusive regime, α = 2 to the ballistic regime, and α = 3 to a fully developed turbulent
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regime. Two typical examples of subdiffusive regimes, i.e. single-file diffusion α = 1 and

confined diffusion α = 0, are shown in Fig. 2.

1μm

Figure 2: Mean square displacements ⟨r(t)2⟩ observed as a function of time t in a
log-log scale. (a) In the short time limit, the regime is said to be ballistic with ⟨r(t)2⟩ ∼ t2.
This regime is observed until an average time τB, which corresponds to the characteristic time
before the molecule collides with other molecules. At longer times, in general, the molecule
follows the normal diffusion regime also known as Fickian regime where ⟨r(t)2⟩ ∼ t. This
general behavior is shown with the red line. In complex systems such as glasses, ⟨r(t)2⟩ can
display cage effects where the molecule remains trapped for a time τC inside cages formed
by other molecules before escaping and entering the Fickian regime (brown line). In case of
diffusion in extremely confining porous materials, i.e. when molecules are trapped for times
much larger than the observation time τobs, the cage effect appears over timescales such as
τC ≫ τobs. As a result, in this regime, ⟨r(t)2⟩ ∼ constant (purple line). In unidimensional
confining channels, diffusion can obey a non-Fickian regime known as single-file diffusion
with ⟨r(t)2⟩ ∼ t1/2 (blue line). (b) Typical trajectories observed over 100 ns for a set of 10
molecules in bulk liquid nitrogen at 77K (each molecule trajectory is shown with a different
color code).

As a specific example of the subdiffusive regime, we consider single-file diffusion which can

apply to ultraconfining materials where the porosity consists of narrow cylindrical pores.63,64

Single-file diffusion is just given as an example here so that we provide the main ingredi-

ents/results without further explanation (also, we note that the typical time-dependence
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of the corresponding mean-square displacement cannot be described in the framework of

Fickian diffusion). In this regime, owing to the very small pore size, molecules cannot pass

each other so that their dynamics is severely hindered. The typical scaling for this regime is

⟨r(t)2⟩ ∼ t1/2, which indeed falls in the category of subdiffusion. As shown by Kärger and

coworkers, except when the repulsive fluid/fluid potential is infinite (hard core potential),

there is always a time beyond which molecules eventually pass each other and the Fickian

regime is recovered. The typical time for this crossover is given by τc ∼ 1/D2
s .

63 However, for

practical use, in the framework of molecular dynamics simulations, considering reasonable

timescales that can be reached, it is likely that the crossover time cannot be accessed so that

only single-file diffusion is reached (in contrast to experiments where much longer times are

often probed).63

It should be emphasized that diffusion in complex, i.e. heterogeneous, materials can also

lead to different Fickian diffusion regimes. For instance, depending on pore size and tem-

perature, the mean square displacement as a function of time in materials made of different

domains can show different regimes where ⟨r(t)2⟩ ∼ t. While the diffusivity at short times

corresponds to diffusion within a given domain, the diffusivity at long times corresponds to

a diffusion time for molecules that explore the entire material with significant exchanges be-

tween the different porosity domains (see the discussion by Roosen-Runge et al. in Ref. 65).

When diffusion is probed on short time scales, the Gaussian propagator is characteristic for

different subpopulations that do not exchange and rather explore the domain they belong

to. On the other hand, as the typical time scale becomes much larger than the exchange

time between domains, the diffusion coefficient being probed is a single effective diffusivity

which depends on the diffusivity in the different domains. From an experimental viewpoint,

this can also be used in PFG-NMR for instance to probe interconnectivity in multiscale

porous media such as hierarchical zeolites (see Ref. 26 for instance); while diffusion corre-

sponds to the superimposition of diffusion in microporous and mesoporous domains when

short timescales are considered (i.e. both slow and fast diffusions are observed), a single
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intermediate effective diffusivity is obtained when long time scales are considered.

Determining the self-diffusion coefficient using molecular dynamics from the average mean

square displacements can fail as the typical time scale attainable using computers might be

insufficient to reach the Fickian regime. This is particularly true for ultraconfined nanoporous

materials or when low temperatures or strong fluid/solid interactions are considered. Another

strategy consists of calculating the self-diffusivity Ds from the velocity autocorrelation func-

tion using the Green-Kubo formalism.48 The velocity autocorrelation function ⟨v(0) · v(t)⟩

is a time autocorrelation function which describes the correlation between the velocity v(0)

of an atom at a time t = 0 and the velocity v(t) of the same atom at a time t later:

⟨v(0) · v(t)⟩ = 1

N

N∑
i=1

vi(0) · vi(t) (19)

where the brackets denote a statistical average over the N atoms forming the system. Once

⟨v(0) · v(t)⟩ has been determined using a molecular dynamics simulation under static equi-

librium conditions, the self-diffusivity can be obtained readily as:66

Ds =
1

d

∫ ∞

0

⟨v(0) · v(t)⟩ dt (20)

where we recall that d is the dimensionality of the system. The latter expression reveals the

equivalence between the self-diffusion coefficients obtained from the mean square displace-

ment, DMSD
s = limt−→∞

〈
|r(t)− r(0)|2

〉
/2dt, and from the velocity autocorrelation function,

DVACF
s = 1/d ×

∫
⟨v(t) · v(0)⟩ dt, i.e. DMSD

s = DVACF
s = Ds. Note that the computational

cost of evaluating the correlation in Eq. (20) can be significantly reduced using the convolu-

tion theorem.67, 68 From a practical standpoint, the comparison between these two techniques

constitutes an important consistency check to validate the robustness of a given molecular

dynamics study. Figure 3 compares the self-diffusivity Ds obtained using these two tech-

niques for N2 at 77 K in mesoporous silica. As can be seen, provided long enough simulations

are carried out, the two techniques give the same value within statistical accuracy.
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Dp

Figure 3: Self-diffusivity Ds of N2 in a silica mesopore of width Dp = 2nm. (a) Mean
square displacement (symbols) and fit according to Eq. (18). Note that the uncertainity
increases with t as fewer initial positions r(0) are averaged over. (b) Self diffusivity obtained
from the velocity autocorrelation according to Eq. (20) (solid line). Dashed line shows the
fitting results from (a). The inset shows the velocity autocorrelation before integration. Note
that for a slit pore, the dimensionality is d = 2 and only the components parallel to the pore
surface for displacement and velocity vectors are considered. Data shown are obtained from
a total simulation time of 100 ns.

Collective diffusivity D0. In the previous section, Fick’s first law was derived from the

isothermal/isobaric linear response law given in Eq. (13) by considering a very diluted system.

As discussed earlier, this assumption is fully justified for a solute molecule dispersed in a

liquid at very low concentration or for a tracer diffusion (since a tagged particle can indeed

be considered as infinitely diluted in the liquid formed by all other molecules). However, in

most general situations, this assumption breaks down and the general form given in Eq. (13)

must be kept:

JN = −L
′
NN

kBT
∇µ (21)

where we replaced LNN by L′
NN = kBLNN in order to be consistent with the units of

energy given in the following derivation. In the framework of the linear response theory, the

transport coefficient L′
NN can be determined from the Green–Kubo formula involving the

time correlation function of the fluid velocity.69 In what follows, we present the standard

derivation based on the linear response theory in which the Hamiltonian H0 of the system at
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thermodynamic equilibrium is perturbed using a time-dependent perturbation ∆H(t):48,70

H = H0 +∆H(t) (22)

with ∆H(t) taken to be a simple time-oscillating function:

∆H(t) = −A(rN)F0 exp(−iωt) (23)

ω is the frequency of the perturbation field while A(rN) is the conjugated quantity of the

perturbation field (the product of the field with its conjugated variable must be homogeneous

to an energy). In practice, to derive a microscopic expression for L′
NN , we choose F0 =

−∇µx, i.e. a homogeneous force field corresponding to a chemical potential gradient ∇µx

along x which applies to all particles in the fluid. The corresponding conjugated variable

then is A(rN) =
∑N

i=1 xi. In the linear response theory, the change ⟨∆B⟩ induced by the

perturbation ∆H(t) in an observable B is given by:71

〈
∆B
〉
=MBA(ω)F0 exp(−iωt) (24)

with

MBA(ω) =
1

kBT

∫ ∞

0

〈
B(t)Ȧ

〉
exp(iωt)dt (25)

where Ȧ = dA/dt is the time derivative of the observed quantity A. On the one hand, the

observed quantity is the molecule flux defined in Eq. (12): ⟨∆B⟩ = JN = ρvx = 1/V
∑N

i=1 vx,i

(ρ is the fluid density of the N molecules while vx and vx,i are the average flow velocity and

velocity of molecule i along x, respectively). On the other hand, we recall that A =
∑N

i=1 xi

so that Ȧ =
∑N

i=1 vx,i . With these definitions, Eqs. (24) and (25) lead to:

MBA(ω) =
1

V kBT

∫ ∞

0

〈∑
i,j

vx,i(t)vx,j(0)
〉
exp(−iωt)dt (26)
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For an isotropic medium,
∑

i,j vx,i(t)vx,j(0) = 1/3
∑

i,j vi(t) · vj(0) which allows recasting

Eq. (26) as:

MBA(ω) =
1

3V kBT

∫ ∞

0

〈∑
i,j

vi(t) · vj(0)
〉
exp(−iωt)dt (27)

For an anisotropic medium, Eq. (26) has to be used but, in that case, transport coefficients

Lαβ are also anisotropic and must be replaced by a vector Lk
αβ with k = x, y, z.

In conventional transport experiments, one is often interested in the static response to

a stationary perturbation, i.e. a thermodynamic gradient, which is obtained by considering

the limit ω → 0 in Eq. (24), i.e. JN = −MBA(0)∇µ with:

MBA(0) =
1

3V kBT

∫ ∞

0

〈∑
i,j

vi(t) · vj(0)
〉
dt (28)

Comparison between Eq. (21) and JN = −MBA(0)∇µ leads to:

L′
NN = kBTMBA(0) =

1

3V

∫ ∞

0

〈∑
i,j

vi(t) · vj(0)
〉
dt (29)

Note that these definitions and formalism are only applicable to a fluid that can exchange

momentum with a reservoir — in our case the porous solid. If the total momentum was

conserved, L′
NN would vanish identically in the frame of the center of mass — and in fact

application of a force would lead to a constant acceleration, rather than a finite velocity and

current.

Let us now introduce the collective — sometimes referred to as corrected — diffusivity,

D0:

D0 =
1

3N

∫ ∞

0

〈∑
i,j

vi(t) · vj(0)
〉
dt (30)

Comparison between Eqs. (21), (28) and (29) leads to:

JN = −ρD0

kBT
∇µ (31)
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with D0 = L′
NN/ρ.

The microscopic expression given in Eq. (30) for the collective diffusivity D0 can be

separated into velocity time correlations for the same molecule i = j and cross-correlations

between different molecules i ̸= j:

D0 =
1

3N

∫ ∞

0

〈 N∑
i=1

vi(t) · vi(0)
〉
dt+

1

3N

∫ ∞

0

〈 N∑
i=1

N∑
j ̸=i

vi(t) · vj(0)
〉
dt (32)

where the first term is identical to the microscopic expression for the self-diffusivity Ds given

in Eq. (20). This important result shows that the collective diffusivity, which describes the

fluid response to any chemical potential gradient applied to the system, is the sum of an

individual response characterized by the self-diffusivity Ds and a collective contribution that

arises from the direct collective interactions between fluid molecules. There is a number of

situations where the velocities between different molecules are uncorrelated so that Ds ∼ D0.

This includes very dilute systems for which velocity cross-correlations are negligible. Other

situations include adsorbed fluids in the limit of very small adsorbate loading or in ultra-

confined environments where the velocity cross-correlations are negligible compared to the

individual (i.e. self) velocity correlations induced by the interactions with the pore walls.

As an illustration, Fig. 4 (a) shows the self and collective diffusivities for different alkanes

(methane, propane, hexane, nonane and dodecane) confined in the porosity of a host porous

carbon mimicking kerogen in gas shales.72 For a given molecule type, while Ds ∼ D0 at low

densities, D0 > Ds at larger densities as the velocity cross-correlations become non-negligible.

The fact that D0 > Ds indicates that collective molecular interactions, i.e. the fact that a

given molecule motion creates a velocity field affecting its neighbors, make overall diffusion

faster. Comparison between different fluid molecules in Fig. 4(a) shows that differences

between Ds and D0 are more pronounced upon decreasing the molecule size. This result can

be explained by crowding effects; for a given cavity size, a larger number of small molecules

can be confined compared to large molecules so that the role of velocity cross-correlations is
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more pronounced for small molecules.
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Figure 4: Self/collective diffusivities and permeance. (a) Collective diffusivity D0 as
a function of the self-diffusivity Ds for different hydrocarbons confined at T = 450 K in a
disordered porous carbon with subnanometric pores. The black, blue, green, orange, and red
circles are for methane, propane, hexane, nonane and dodecane, respectively. The dashed
line indicates the bisector D0 = Ds. (b) Equivalence between the permeance K and the
collective diffusivity D0 = KNkBT/V for different hydrocarbons confined at T = 450 K
in a disordered porous carbon with subnanometric pores. The color code is the same as in
(a). (c) Typical molecular configuration corresponding to the data shown in (a) and (b)
with methane molecules diffusing in a disordered porous carbon. The cyan spheres are the
methane molecules while the yellow segments are the chemical bonds between carbon atoms
in the host porous material. Adapted from Ref. 72.

Like Eq. (20) for the self-diffusivity Ds, the microscopic expression given in Eq. (30) for

the collective diffusivity D0 belongs to the family of Green–Kubo relations which relate a

transport coefficient to microscopic fluctuations.73 The latter can serve as the basis of a the-

oretical model of transport based on the analysis of the fluctuations of microscopic variables

via the fluctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT).46,59,74,75 In the spirit of the connection be-

tween the Green–Kubo framework and Einstein formula for the self-diffusivity Ds discussed

above,66 a direct relationship can be established between the microscopic fluctuation-based

formula given in Eq. (30) and the mean-square displacements of the fluid particles (more

exactly, the mean square displacement of the center of mass of the fluid):

D0 = lim
t−→∞

1

2Ndt

〈∑
i,j

[ri(t)− ri(0)] · [rj(t)− rj(0)]

〉
(33)
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where we recall that d is the dimensionality of the system. For the sake of brevity, the

formal derivation of this equation will not be provided here as it follows very closely the

step-by-step derivation provided for the self-diffusivity to arrive at Eq. (20).66 The different

expressions for Ds and D0 show that the latter is a collective property that depends on the

total motion of all molecules while the former only depends on individual motions. This triv-

ial statement has important practical implications when undertaking a molecular simulation

study. Independently of the formalism used (i.e. Green–Kubo versus mean square displace-

ment calculations), all molecule velocities contribute to calculating Ds therefore leading to

improved statistics. In contrast, D0 is a collective property where all molecule motions are

combined into a single quantity which results in much poorer statistics. Finally, for both

Ds and D0, the Green–Kubo or mean square displacement formulas allow one to evaluate

their value from equilibrium molecular dynamics simulations, i.e. when no thermodynamic

gradient is applied to induce transport. However, while this approach should always be suc-

cessful in principle, long time tails are difficult to assess using typical molecular dynamics

simulations and can thus lead to erroneous estimates for the different transport coefficients.

As a result, non-equilibrium molecular dynamics simulations in the linear response limit,

where transport is induced using an applied thermodynamic gradient, are sometimes pre-

ferred as they provide a direct measurement of the fluxes induced by a chemical potential,

pressure and/or temperature gradient (see e.g. Ref. 76 for a comparison between equilibrium

and non-equilibrium molecular dynamics applied to electrokinetic effects in nanopores).

As mentioned earlier, the collective diffusivity is formally linked to the so-called perme-

ance or permeability through the fluctuation-dissipation theorem. Let us consider experi-

ments on liquid transport where the fluid can be assumed to be incompressible such as water

at room temperature. In that case, fluid transport is usually induced through a pressure

drop which triggers a viscous flow described using Darcy equation.53 In more detail, as will

be shown below, the molecular flow JN = ρv induced by a pressure gradient ∇P corresponds

to a flow rate (velocity) v = −k/η∇P = −K∇P where η is the fluid viscosity, k the perme-
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ability and K = k/η the permeance (exact definitions for the permeability and permeance

vary from a document to another in the literature). For an incompressible liquid, using the

Gibbs–Duhem equation ρ dµ = dP , we have JN = ρv = −Kρ2∇µ. Comparison between this

expression and Eq. (31) for the collective diffusivity leads to: K = D0/ρkBT . This is a very

important result of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem which can be easily verified using

molecular simulation for incompressible fluids if the fluid response v is linear in the driving

force ∇P , i.e. for properly chosen values ∇P . Figure 4(b) compares the permeance K and

collective diffusivity D0 for alkanes confined in the same nanoporous carbon as that consid-

ered in Fig. 4(a). In agreement with the prediction of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem,

K = D0/ρkBT for all fluids and densities considered.72

Transport diffusivity DT. As introduced in Section 2.2, because the number of molecules

N and the chemical potential µ are conjugated variables, the direct driving force for molecular

fluxes JN is a chemical potential gradient ∇µ. This is also clear from Eq. (31), where the

molecular flux JN is expressed as a linear response to ∇µ with a transport coefficient directly

proportional to the collective diffusivity D0. Yet, in most practical experiments, transport is

induced using a concentration, density or pressure gradient which raises the question of the

comparison between the different transport coefficients.6,9,11 While the concentration/density

gradient ∇ρ is not stricto sensu an affinity as defined in Onsager’s theory of transport, it is

always possible to assume a linear response between a molecular flux JN and ∇ρ:

JN = −DT∇ρ (34)

DT is the so-called transport diffusivity that can be measured using experiments where

transport is induced by applying a concentration gradient across the sample. As discussed

earlier, in many textbook notations, the number density ρ (in molecule per unit volume)

is replaced by the concentration c as they are strictly equivalent (except for the fact that

the concentration explicitly refers to mixtures). Comparison between Eqs. (31) and (34)
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provides a straightforward link between DT and D0:

DT =
ρD0

kBT

∂µ

∂ρ

∣∣∣∣
T

(35)

where ∇µ/∇ρ ∼ ∂µ/∂ρ was used and “|T” recalls that the derivation only applies to a

system at constant temperature T . For any fluid, the chemical potential µ is related to the

fugacity f which corresponds to the pressure that the fluid would have if it were an ideal

gas (i.e., f = P for an ideal gas): µ = kBT ln(fΛ3/kBT ) where Λ is the de Broglie thermal

wavelength. Using ∂µ = kBT∂ ln f at constant temperature T and ∂ρ/ρ = ∂ ln ρ, Eq. (35)

can be recast as:

DT = D0
∂ ln f

∂ ln ρ

∣∣∣∣
T

(36)

The term ∂ ln f/∂ ln ρ|T is known as the Darken or thermodynamic factor in the literature.

Physically, it describes how a change in the local concentration converts into a chemical

potential (recalling that, in the context of Onsager’s theory of transport, the chemical po-

tential is the driving force for molecular diffusion). In the limit of small gas chemical poten-

tials/densities, the gas fugacity is equal to the gas pressure and the density scales linearly

with pressure, i.e. ρ ∼ P . This is known as Henry’s law which introduces the Henry constant

KH as a proportionality factor, i.e. ρ = KHP — this relation is valid both for gas solubility in

liquids and in porous solids (i.e adsorption).77, 78 In such an asymptotic regime where ρ→ 0,

the thermodynamic factor goes to ∂ lnµ/∂ ln ρ → 1, which leads to DT = D0. Moreover,

since Ds = D0 at very low fluid densities, we have DT = D0 = Ds in the Henry regime.

In contrast, as the density increases, DT ̸= D0 ̸= Ds. Equation (36) is an important result

as it shows that the effective transport diffusivity DT can be easily determined by assess-

ing independently the collective diffusivity D0 and the thermodynamic factor ∂ lnµ/∂ ln ρ.

In practice, using molecular simulation tools, the former is usually determined from either

at equilibrium or non-equilibrium molecular dynamics simulations while the latter can be

evaluated using Monte Carlo simulation in the Grand Canonical ensemble to estimate the
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adsorption isotherm ρ(µ). In Section 3, simple yet representative examples will be provided

to illustrate how DT can be assessed using such a two-step strategy.
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3 Diffusion at the pore scale (without flow)

3.1 Diffusion mechanisms

Fluid transport in porous media occurs through diffusion and advection whenever a ther-

modynamic gradient such as a pressure or concentration gradient is applied to the system.

Diffusion occurs both in systems at equilibrium, i.e. in the absence of any thermodynamic

gradient, and in non-equilibrium situations, i.e. in the presence of a thermodynamic gradi-

ent. In the latter case, an important question arises regarding the transport resulting from

the combination of advection and diffusion in nanopores. In this section, in a first step,

the different diffusion mechanisms that pertain to fluid transport in nanoporous media are

presented with special attention to their dependence on pore size Dp, fluid molecule size σ

and thermodynamic variables such as fluid density ρ, pressure P , temperature T , etc. Then,

in a second step, combination rules which allow one to describe the transport resulting from

different diffusion mechanisms are introduced. Advection mechanisms will be discussed in

Sections 5 and 6 together with underlying theoretical models such as Poiseuille’s flow and

Darcy’s law.

Let us consider a fluid made up of molecules having a molecular size σ which diffuses

in a pore of size Dp. The fluid is taken at thermodynamic conditions T , P such that its

density is ρ and the corresponding mean free path λ ∼ 1/ρσ2 as shown in Fig. 5(a). The

main diffusion mechanisms that can be encountered in a nanoporous material are presented

in Fig. 5(b)-(e) for increasing pore diameters Dp. In the following, we discuss diffusion in

nanopores not as a function of the absolute pore size Dp but its ratio to the molecular size

σ and mean free path λ (see also Ref. 79 for a discussion on the relation between fluid size,

entropy, and diffusivity).
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Figure 5: Diffusion mechanisms in porous materials. (a) Let us consider a fluid
composed of molecules having a molecular size σ. The mean free path λ in the gas or liquid
scales as 1/ρσ2 where ρ is the number density. (b) For very small pore sizes Dp, typically
Dp < σ, molecular sieving is observed as only molecules smaller than the pore size can enter
and diffuse through the porosity. (c) For Dp < λ, diffusion occurs through Knudsen diffusion
which results from the fluid mean free path affected by collisions with the pore surface.
(d) For Dp > λ, diffusion in the porosity is coined as molecular diffusion which resembles
molecular diffusion in the bulk fluid. (e) For strong wall fluid interactions and pores large
enough, the confined fluid forms an adsorbed film at the pore surface which coexists with the
gas phase in the pore center. If the density difference between the adsorbed and gas phases
is large, diffusion in the porosity predominantly occurs through surface diffusion within the
adsorbed film.
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3.1.1 Molecular sieving

For Dp < σ, molecular sieving is observed as the typical pore size is not large enough to

accommodate any fluid molecule [Fig. 5(b)]. Obviously, for this regime, no transport —

either through diffusion or advection — can be observed. While molecular sieving for a pure

fluid is trivial, separation processes in the case of mixtures can rely on such effects when fluid

components with different molecular sizes are considered. Osmotic flow such as in reverse

osmosis membranes is another situation where molecular sieving effects are particularly rel-

evant. In this case, which will be treated in Section 5 as it pertains to transport induced

by a thermodynamic gradient and not diffusion, one considers a nanoporous membrane with

very small pores that are permeable to a liquid — e.g. water — but not permeable to solute

molecules — like ions for example. Such membranes are typically used to separate water

containing a large concentration of ions upstream from ion-free water downstream.

3.1.2 Knudsen diffusion

Principles. Knudsen diffusion occurs in rarefied gases i.e. for gases at very low pressures

and, hence, very low densities.80 In practice, in this regime, collisions between gas molecules

can be neglected and molecular displacements can be assumed to occur only through col-

lisions with the surface of the host nanoporous material [Fig. 5(c)]. The dimensionless

Knudsen number Kn is the quantity that characterizes the importance of Knudsen diffusion

in transport mechanisms as a function of pore size Dp and fluid mean free path λ:

Kn =
λ

Dp

(37)

The mean free path λ ∼ 1/ρσ2 follows from the pressure P , temperature T and molecular

size σ:81

λ =
kBT√
2Pπσ2

(38)
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σ can be obtained from the covolume b in the van der Waals equation describing the gas, or

using for example the Lennard–Jones parameter σLJ from typical force-fields when the gas

molecule is treated as a single-sphere particle. σ can also be taken as the kinetic diameter es-

timated from bulk self-diffusivity/viscosity data using Stokes Einstein relation. Equivalently,

using the kinetic theory of gases to estimate the viscosity η = m/3
√
2πσ2 ×

√
8kBT/πm,

Eq. (38) can be recast as:

λ =
3η

2P

√
πkBT

2m
(39)

For Kn > 10, collisions between gas molecules and the surface of the host porous material

prevail and molecular diffusion can be neglected. For Kn ≪ 0.1, interactions between gas

molecules prevail and Knudsen diffusion can be neglected. As will be discussed below, for

values in the range 0.1 < Kn < 10, the different mechanisms must be considered.

To derive the expression for the Knudsen diffusivity, we consider a cylindrical pore of

diameter Dp and length Lp. This pore is set in contact with an ideal gas at pressure P

and temperature T so that its density is ρ = P/kBT . Let JK be the flux i.e. the number

of molecules per unit of time and surface area that pass through the cylindrical pore. In

the Knudsen regime, Kn ≫ 1, this flux can be written as JK = −ωvTρ, where ω is the

probability that a molecule passes through the pore section area and vT =
√
8kBT/πm

is the mean thermal velocity (the latter expression is directly obtained from the Maxwell

distribution function) and ω = Dp/3Lp for a cylindrical pore with Dp ≪ Lp. On average, for

a pore or a porous material in contact with the same gas density downstream and upstream,

the total flow JK passing through Knudsen diffusion is equal to 0 since there are as many

molecules traveling in one direction than in the other. On the other hand, if a gas density

gradient ∆ρ is applied along the pore, the net flow is JK = −ωvT∆ρ. This relationship

allows one to estimate the Knudsen permeability ΠK and the Knudsen diffusivity DK which

are defined as JK = −ΠK∆P = −DK∇ρ. Invoking the ideal gas law, ∆ρ = ∆P/kBT and

∇ρ = ∆ρ/Lp, one obtains: ΠK = Dp/3Lp ×
√

8/πmkBT and DK = Dp/3 ×
√

8kBT/πm.
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These expressions are valid for a cylindrical pore but they can be generalized to any porous

material by introducing its porosity Φ and tortuosity τ to correct the permeability and

diffusivity.82 This yields the corresponding quantities XK = Φ/τXK,O where XK,O is the

permeability or diffusivity for a cylindrical pore having the same pore size Dp. This leads to

the following general expressions:

ΠK =
DpΦ

3Lpτ
×
√

8

πmkBT
(40)

DK =
DpΦ

3τ
×
√

8kBT

πm
(41)

In practice, τ is often treated as a fitting parameter. It is interesting to note that the Knud-

sen diffusivity has a temperature dependence DK ∼
√
T which drastically differs from the

dependence for other regimes. This allows in principle to quantify the Knudsen contribution

with respect to molecular diffusion since the latter is expected to follow an Arrhenius-type

temperature dependence, Ds ∼ exp[−∆E/kBT ] (where ∆E is the activation energy). Simi-

larly, according to the kinetic theory of gases, the viscous gas flow — as will be seen below —

follows a temperature dependence ∼ 1/η where η ∼
√
T which differs from the temperature

dependence expected for the Knudsen diffusivity. Finally, it can be noted that the Knudsen

diffusivity is sensitive to the mass of the gas molecules diffusing within the porous material,

DK ∼
√
m.

Corrections to the Knudsen regime. In the derivation above, we implicitly assumed

that in the Knudsen regime molecules colliding with the surface of the porous solid undergo

diffuse scattering. This corresponds to an important approximation as rigorously only a

fraction f of the colliding molecules undergoes this mechanism while the complementary

fraction 1−f undergoes specular reflections (elastic collisions). f is known as the tangential

momentum accommodation coefficient. In this context, diffuse scattering indicates that,

upon colliding with the surface of the host porous medium, some molecules become adsorbed

at the surface, get thermalized and are then released into the porous volume with a velocity
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that is independent of their initial velocity at the collision time. Equation (41) can be

generalized to any value of f :

DK =
DpΦ

3τ
× 2− f

f

√
8kBT

πm
(42)

Specular reflections of the fraction 1 − f of the molecules colliding with the surface lead

to a surface slippage phenomenon, where the term (2 − f)/f in Eq. (42) must be seen

as a slippage coefficient. In Section 5, it will be shown that this correction is inversely

proportional to the pressure of the gas. Due to this effect, the Knudsen permeability defined

in Eq. (40) underestimates Knudsen permeabilities measured in experimental set-ups. Thus,

the permeability must be corrected to obtain a permeability Π∗
K accounting for this slippage

effect which adds up to the Knudsen permeability ΠK. This correction is known in the

literature as the Klinkenberg effect:83,84

Π∗
K = ΠK (1 + a/P ) (43)

where a is the correction term in pressure units. In practice, this correction is negligible for

Kn < 0.1, very small for Kn ∼ 1 and important or even very important for Kn > 10.

Molecular simulation. In spite of the abundant literature on Knudsen diffusion in porous

media, only a few studies have examined the role of molecular parameters such as the size

of the diffusing gas molecule or the strength of the molecular interactions between the gas

and the solid surface. In this context, the molecular simulation work carried out by Maginn

and coworkers is particularly relevant.85 These authors have investigated the role of different

parameters such as the temperature T , the size σ of the gas molecule and the solid/fluid

molecular interaction energy εwg. Let us consider a Lennard–Jones fluid whose parameters

are σg and εg (i.e. interaction parameters between fluid molecules). These parameters can

be estimated for any gas. Indeed, the phase diagram of the Lennard–Jones fluid is universal;

this means that for any pair of parameters σg and εg, certain thermodynamic points such as
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Figure 6: Knudsen diffusion. Effect of the different molecular parameters on the tangential
momentum accommodation coefficient f . (a) Effect of the wall/gas interaction parameter
σwg normalized to the characteristic distance L between substrate atoms. In this case, all
calculations are taken at constant εwg/kBT = 100 with T = 300 K. The circles, squares and
triangles correspond to L = 0.4, 0.5 and 0.6 nm, respectively. (b) Effect of the solid/fluid
interaction εwg normalized to the thermal energy kBT . In this case, all calculations are for
σwg = 0.24 nm and L = 0.4 nm. The circles, squares and triangles correspond to T = 200,
300 and 400 K, respectively. (c) Effect of the solid/fluid interaction εwg normalized to the
thermal energy kBT for different ratios σwg/L indicated in the figure. Data adapted from
Arya et al.85
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the temperature of the triple point Ttr, the temperature of the critical point Tc, the pressure

of the critical point Pc, the melting temperature Tm are uniquely defined. For example,

the critical point of Lennard–Jones fluids in reduced units is given by Tc ∼ 1.32εg.
86 Other

thermodynamic properties such as the critical point density ρc also take unique values when

expressed in Lennard-Jones reduced units. For a given gas, the corresponding parameters

σg and εg can also be estimated from the second coefficient of the virial B(T ). These values

as well as the parameters σg and εg can be found in the book by Hirschfelder et al.87

The parameters describing the interactions within the solid phase σww and εww can be

defined in a similar way. Typical parameters are as follows: εww/kB = 230K and σww =

0.27 nm for oxygen atoms in oxide materials and εww/kB = 28 K and σww = 0.34 nm for

carbon atoms in carbonaceous materials. From these parameter sets, using the Lorentz–

Berthelot combination rules,44,48 we can estimate the cross-terms governing the solid/gas

interactions, σwg = (σww + σgg)/2 and εwg =
√
εwwϵgg. In what follows, all quantities are

normalized; energies are normalized to the thermal energy kBT , while the different σ and

lengths are normalized to the solid lattice parameter L (L ∼ 0.25 nm for graphite/carbon and

L ∼ 0.28 nm for siliceous materials). The use of normalized data is very convenient because

it allows one to extend the results of Maginn and coworkers to any gas/solid systems. These

authors have studied for a large number of parameters T , σwg and εwg the values reached

for f in the Knudsen regime (Fig. 6). Figure 6(a) shows that, for a given interaction energy

εwg, f does not depend on L when plotted as a function of σwg/L. Similarly, in Fig. 6(b), for

a ratio σwg/L, if f is plotted as a function of εwg/kBT , we obtain a master curve. The set

of results obtained by means of molecular dynamics simulation are shown in Fig. 6(c) where

f is plotted as a function of εwg/kBT for different σwg/L ratios. Indeed, Eq. (42) suggests a

diverging transport coefficient for f → 0, i.e. in the limit of purely specular reflections. This

unphysical behavior would correspond to perfectly smooth and athermal surfaces, which

does not correspond to a real system, therefore a finite f should always be considered.
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3.1.3 Molecular diffusion

In contrast to Knudsen diffusion, which relies on a clear underlying mechanism (gas transport

driven by a mean free path affected by collisions with the pore surface), there is no general

prediction for molecular diffusion in nanopores (λ < Dp) as it might correspond to different

mechanisms. Yet, several robust theoretical predictions for the self-diffusivity in pores can

be established, which remain valid in most physical situations encountered when dealing

with diffusion in porous media. Self-diffusion can be discussed by introducing the random

walk model where a molecule, the walker, jumps from a site to a random neighboring site on

a lattice within a time δt [Fig. 7(a)]. This leads to an average mean-square displacement of

the particle at a time t given by ⟨r2(t)⟩ ∼ 2dDst where a is the lattice spacing and d is the

dimensionality of the lattice (1D, 2D, etc.). Comparison between this expression and the

mean-square displacement predicted using the Gaussian propagator expected in the Fickian

regime leads to: D
(0)
s = a2/6δt = k0a

2/6 where k0 = 1/δt is the hopping rate on the lattice

model. In practice, k0 ∼ v0/a is related to the mean thermal velocity in one direction

v0 =
√

2kBT/πm and the lattice parameter a (the latter is of the order of the intermolecular

distance in the liquid).

In the derivation above, by relying on the random walk model, we implicitly assumed

that there is no free energy barrier involved in the displacement from one site to another.

This assumption holds in a coarse-grained picture when considering displacement over a

supramolecular size (in which case, any free energy barrier is encompassed in the value of

the self-diffusivity Ds). However, at the molecular scale, it is clear that displacements from

one site to another site are stochastic processes with an acceptance rate that depends on the

local free energy barrier ∆F ∗ (the sign ∗ is used to indicate that we refer to a free energy

barrier and not a free energy difference between two stable states). When such free energy

barriers exist, the hopping rate k is not simply k0 = 1/δt but k ∼ k0 exp(−∆F ∗/kBT ). If

we assume that the free energy barrier ∆F ∗ is temperature independent in the temperature
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range considered, the above ingredients lead to the following expression:

Ds = D(0)
s exp

(
− ∆F ∗

kBT

)
(44)

The latter equation, which has a characteristic temperature dependence lnDs ∼ 1/T , is

known as Arrhenius law.88,89

The transition state theory provides a more rigorous basis for Eq. (44).90,91 Let us consider

a molecule in a bulk or confined liquid where the typical free energy profile as a function

of the molecule position is shown in Fig. 7(b). The molecule, initially located at a position

x0, will move to an available site x1 by crossing the free energy barrier ∆F ∗. Typically,

mapping this free energy approach to the random walk model shown in Fig. 7(a) implies

that a ∼ x1 − x0. In the transition state theory, the rate kTST, which is defined as the

number of molecules located in x0 that cross the free energy barrier per unit of time, is given

by the probability that a molecule is located at the free energy barrier multiplied by the

frequency at which it crosses the barrier. By virtue of the definition of the free energy profile

F (x) in the region [0, x⋆], the probability p(x∗)dx to have a molecule located in a region dx

at the free energy barrier ∆F ⋆ located in x∗ is:

∫ x∗

0

exp [−β∆F (x)] dx (45)

where we used the reciprocal temperature β = 1/kBT . The frequency with which a molecule

crosses the barrier once reaching the top of the barrier can be defined as 1/dt ∼ v0/dx,

where the average velocity v0 of the molecule at the top of the barrier is taken equal to

the mean thermal velocity v0 =
√
2kBT/πm. From these estimates, one predicts the rate

kTST ∼ 1/2 p(x∗) dx / dt according to:

kTST =

√
kBT

2πm
× exp (−β∆F ∗)∫ x∗

0
exp [−β∆F (x)] dx

(46)
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where the factor 1/2 accounts for the fact that only molecules going in the direction from x0

to x1 will cross the barrier (hence not those going in the direction from x1 to x0). In practice,

the last expression overestimates the crossing rate as a non-negligible number of molecules

recross the energy barrier in the other direction. In order to correct Eq. (46) for this effect,

one needs to compute the transmission coefficient, κ ∈ [0, 1], known as the Bennett–Chandler

dynamic correction factor.92 Such computations require to run independent molecular dy-

namics simulations in which molecules are initially positioned at the top of the energy barrier

with a velocity selected randomly from a Maxwell–Boltzmann distribution at a temperature

T . With these simulations, κ is readily obtained by counting the number of molecules that

do cross the free energy barrier and the corrected transition state expression writes:

kTST = κ

√
kBT

2πm
× exp (−β∆F ∗)∫ x∗

0
exp [−β∆F (x)] dx

(47)

By using the latter expression for the hopping rate kTST, we can establish a simple equation

for the self-diffusivity as Ds = z0kTSTa
2/2d where z0 is the number of sites accessible by a

single jump (e.g. z0 = 6 for a cubic lattice). In practice, z0 = 2d so that Ds = kTSTa
2.

3.1.4 Surface diffusion

For intermediate adsorbed amounts Γ (i.e. incomplete pore fillings), provided the tempera-

ture is low enough, the pore surface is covered with an adsorbed film while the pore center

is filled by the gas. If the density ratio between the adsorbed and gas phases sufficiently

differs from 1, molecular diffusion mostly occurs through diffusion within the surface phase

(situations where self-diffusion occurs through a combination of diffusion within the surface

and through the gas phase will be treated in Section 3.2). Such diffusion restricted to the

adsorbed phase, which is referred to as surface diffusion in the literature, is illustrated in

Fig. 5(e). Like molecular diffusion in pores, the underlying mechanisms that lead to surface

diffusion can be complex and of different nature. Yet, the Reed–Ehrlich model93 described
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Figure 7: Random walk and transition state theory. (a) In the random walk model, the
molecule moves by a quantity a in a random direction over a characteristic time δt. Starting
from an initial position at t = t0, the mean square displacement at a time tn, i.e. after n
time steps, is r2(t) ∼ 2dD

(0)
s nδt where D

(0)
s is the self-diffusivity and d the dimensionality

of the system. (b) The random walk model assumes that there is no free energy barrier
involved in the displacement from one site to another. In contrast, at the molecular scale,
displacements are stochastic processes with an acceptance rate that depends on the free
energy barrier ∆F ∗ to move from a position x0 to a position x1. In such cases, the hopping
rate k ∼ exp(−∆F ∗/kBT ) as described in detail in the text.

in the rest of this subsection provides a robust and simple theoretical framework to describe

such surface diffusion. As discussed below, in its asymptotic limit of negligible lateral in-

teractions between adsorbed molecules, this model leads to a very simple expression for the

adsorbed amount dependence of the collective diffusivity D0 known as the surface diffusion

model where D0 ∼ 1− θ (0 ≤ θ ≤ 1 is the site occupancy in the adsorbed phase).

As discussed in Section 2, upon fluid transport in a porous material with a flow J , the

transport diffusivity DT defined as J = −DT∇c and the collective diffusivity D0 defined as

J = −cD0/kBT ×∇µ are related through the so-called Darken or thermodynamic factor:

DT(θ) = D0(θ)
∂(µ/kBT )

∂ ln c

∣∣∣∣
T

(48)

where c is the fluid concentration in the porous material. Formally, this equation is strictly

equivalent to Eq. (36) since the fugacity is f = kBT/Λ
3 exp[µ/kBT ], where Λ is de Broglie’s
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thermal wavelength. Let us describe the adsorbed phase as a 2D lattice gas where the

occupancy θ is defined from the number of adsorbed molecules N normalized to the number

of available sites for adsorption N0, i.e. θ = N/N0. The jump rate k(θ) at a given occupancy

θ defines the local diffusivity D0(θ) ∼ k(θ)a2 where a is the lattice parameter which scales

with the molecular size of the fluid (more precisely, if cs is the maximum density at the pore

surface, a ∼ c
1/2
s ). Equation (48) allows one to write:

DT(θ) = k(θ)a2
∂(µ/kBT )

∂ ln θ

∣∣∣∣
T

(49)

where we used that ∂ ln c = ∂ ln θ since θ = c/cs.

The last equation shows that DT is the product of the jump rate k(θ) and the thermo-

dynamic factor ∂(µ/kBT )/∂ ln θ which can be evaluated independently of each other. The

jump rate k(θ) is proportional to the probability P (z) that z of the z0 neighboring sites of

an adsorbed molecule are occupied by other molecules — typically, in a 2D square lattice,

z0 = 4 — multiplied by the jump rate in such a configurational environment k(z):

k(θ) =

z0∑
z=0

z0 − z

z0
× P (z)k(z) (50)

where the contribution (z0 − z)/z0 simply accounts for the number of sites in which the

molecule can jump. Assuming additive lateral interactions between the adsorbed molecules

and its neighbors, i.e. E ∼ wz with w the interaction with a single neighbor, P (z) can

be estimated in the quasi-chemical approximation — an extension of the Bragg-Williams

approximation proposed by Fowler and Guggenheim:94,95

P (z) =
z0!

z!(z0 − z)!

(ηϵ)z

(1 + ηϵ)z0
(51)

with η = exp(−w/kBT ) and ϵ = (β − 1 + 2θ)/[2θ(1− θ)] with β = [1− 4θ(1− θ)(1− η)]1/2.

As for the jump rate k(z), Reed and Ehrlich assumed that it scales as a power law with an
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exponent corresponding to the number of nearest neighbors: k(z) = k(0)η−z.93 Gathering all

these results into Eq. (50) leads to:

k(z) = k(0)
(1 + ϵ)z0−1

(1 + ηϵ)z0
(52)

In the quasi-chemical approximation, the chemical potential of the adsorbed phase writes:

µ = µ0 + kBT ln

[
θ

1− θ

]
+
z0
2
kBT ln

[
(β − 1 + 2θ)(1− θ)

(β + 1− 2θ)θ

]
(53)

where the first, second, and third terms on the right hand side correspond respectively to

(1) the chemical potential at the bulk saturating vapor pressure where θ → 1, (2) the occu-

pancy term for the lattice gas model in the absence of lateral interactions between adsorbed

molecules and (3) a correction term that accounts for the lateral interactions between ad-

sorbed molecules. By using Eq. (53) to derive the thermodynamic factor from Eq. (48), we

obtain:

∂(µ/kBT )

∂ ln θ

∣∣∣∣
T

=
1

1− θ

[
1 +

z0(1− β)

2β

]
(54)

By inserting Eqs. (52) and (54) into Eq. (49), we can establish a simple expression for the

transport diffusivity:

DT(θ) =
k(0)a2(1 + ϵ)3

(1− θ)(1 + ηϵ)4

[
1 +

2(1− β)

β

]
(55)

As an important remark, note that the model by Reed–Ehrlich in the limit of negligible

adsorbate/adsorbate interactions (w ∼ 0) allows one to recover the well-known asymptotic

limit of the Langmuir model. Briefly, for w ∼ 0, we have η ∼ 1, β ∼ 1 and ϵ ∼ θ/(1 − θ)

which leads to:

µ = µ0 + kBT ln

[
θ

1− θ

]
(56)
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and

DT(θ) = k(0)a2 and D0(θ) = k(0)a2(1− θ) (57)

as expected in the Langmuir regime. In particular, by using the chemical potential/pressure

for an ideal gas, µ ∼ kBT lnP , Eq. (56) can be recast into the Langmuir adsorption isotherm:

θ = αP/(1+αP ) where α is an affinity parameter that depends on the fluid/solid interaction

strength.96

In their seminal paper,93 Reed and Ehrlich discussed the effect of surface coverage θ on

the jump rate k(θ) as well as on the thermodynamic factor ∂(µ/kBT )/∂ ln θ
∣∣
T
. In more

detail, these authors showed that the predictions of their model based on the quasi-chemical

approximation are in good agreement with results from Monte Carlo simulations (Fig. 8).

Upon considering repulsive lateral interactions between adsorbed molecules, w = kBT
∗ > 0,

the jump rate was found to be strongly affected by the loading θ with important deviations

observed with respect to the prediction for the Langmuir regime. It was also recently shown

that, indeed, upon increasing the coverage θ there is a continuous transition to classical

hydrodynamics for adsorbed water films.97

3.2 Diffusion in nanopores

In Section 3.1, the different diffusion mechanisms that can occur in a pore have been dis-

cussed and identified as a function of simple parameters — namely, the pore size Dp, fluid

molecule size σ, and mean free path λ. Despite the rather exhaustive description given of

these phenomena, the emerging picture often remains insufficient to describe transport in a

nanoporous medium. Even when a single pore of a simple geometry is considered, the de-

scription provided in the previous section is incomplete for the two following reasons. First,

except in well defined asymptotic regimes (vanishing confined fluid density, incompressible

confined liquid, etc.), the physical diffusion mechanism in a given pore can show a non trivial

dependence on fluid pressure and/or density. As will be discussed below, even though some
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Figure 8: Surface diffusion model. (a) Effect of loading at different temperatures on the
jump rate Γ(θ) and the thermodynamic factor ∂(µ/kBT )/∂ ln θ

∣∣
T
as derived within the quasi-

chemical approximation for repulsive interactions (w = kBT
∗ > 0). Note that the jump rate

is normalized to Γ(0), i.e. the jump rate in the zero loading limit, and the thermodynamic
factor is multiplied by (1 − θ∗) for clarity. The lines are the predictions of the theoretical
model while the symbols are the results from Monte Carlo simulations for T = T ∗. Adapted
from Ref. 93. (b) Effect of loading θ on the diffusivity of CF4, Xe, and SF6 in silicalite zeolite
(MFI). The lines are the results from the surface diffusion model by Reed and Ehrlich. The
open symbols are Molecular Dynamics simulation data from Skoulidas and Sholl98,99 and
Chempath et al.100 Adapted from Ref. 101.
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hints at the effect of pore loading on diffusivity have been already provided in Section 3.1,

the theoretical description of such density and/or pressure dependence often varies from

one example to another. Second, even for a single pore, in most situations, diffusion arises

from a combination of different mechanisms rather than a single mechanism. Such intrinsic

complexity raises the question of the formalism required to describe such combined mech-

anisms and, more practically, of the existence of simple combining rules. In what follows,

these different points are examined in detail. In particular, we will see under what specific

conditions the usual approximations consisting of assuming that Knudsen and molecular

diffusions occur in series while surface diffusion occurs in parallel are valid.

Figure 9 shows the self-diffusivity Ds as a function of fluid pressure P at different tem-

peratures for a simple fluid confined in a slit pore of a width Dp of about a few σ. At

all temperatures, the self-diffusivity shows a non-monotonic behavior with Ds that first in-

creases with pressure P and then decreases upon further increasing P . At low temperature,

i.e. below the so-called critical capillary temperature Tcc,
102–110 the self-diffusivity exhibits a

marked discontinuous change in Ds as capillary condensation occurs. In contrast, at higher

temperature, i.e. above Tcc, the self-diffusivity decreases in a continuous and reversible fash-

ion as pore filling becomes also continuous and reversible (for a detailed discussion on the

effect of confinement on the fluid critical temperature and the so-called critical capillary

temperature, the reader is invited to read Refs. 34, 111). There is a number of physical

situations encountered in the self-diffusivity data shown in Fig. 9 that were already exam-

ined in the previous section: namely, the Knudsen regime, the surface diffusion regime and

the molecular diffusion regime. In contrast, intermediate regimes obtained for fluid densities

or pressures where these different regimes coexist remain to be addressed. Such transition

regimes, which are discussed in the rest of this section, include the combination of Knudsen

and molecular diffusion through the pore center, the combination of surface diffusion and

molecular diffusion through the pore center but also the change in the molecular diffusion

upon increasing the fluid density within the pore.
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Figure 9: Diffusion at the pore scale. (a) Typical adsorption isotherms for a fluid in
a single nanopore of a size Dp at different temperatures T1 < T2 < T3. The y-axis shows
the fluid density ρ as a function of the reduced gas pressure P/P0 shown in the x-axis
(where P0 is the saturating vapor pressure for fluids below their critical point Tc and its
extrapolated value for T > Tc). At low temperature, the fluid is below its capillary critical
point T1 < Tcc(Dp) and pore filling proceeds through the formation of an adsorbed film
coexisting with the bulk gas phase in the pore center followed by discontinuous capillary
condensation at a pressure P < P0.

34 At higher temperatures T3 > T2 > Tcc, the fluid is in
a pseudo-critical state and capillary condensation is replaced by a continuous and reversible
pore filling.112 (b) Typical self-diffusivities for a fluid in a single nanopore of a size Dp at
different temperatures T1 < T2 < T3 as a function of the fluid pressure P/P0. Independently
of temperature, the diffusivity first increases upon increasing the pressure (and therefore the
confined fluid density) as fluid molecules first occupy strongly adsorbing sites (large negative
adsorption energies) before filling weaker adsorbing sites (less negative adsorption energies).
In all cases, in the very low density/pressure range, molecules first obey the Knudsen diffusion
regime (K) before entering a hybrid regime combining Knudsen and molecular diffusion (K
+ M). Upon further increasing the pressure or confined fluid density, surface diffusion (S)
is observed with two possible scenarios depending on the density difference ∆ρ = ρs − ρb
between the adsorbed fluid phase at the pore surface and the bulk-like fluid phase in the pore
center. At high temperature, |∆ρ|≪ ρs so that significant exchange is observed between these
two phases (S∗). At low temperature, |∆ρ|∼ ρs so that exchange between the two phases is
limited (S).
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3.2.1 Combined Knudsen/molecular diffusion

In the limit of very low confined fluid density, the diffusion of gases within a porous material

occurs through Knudsen diffusion characterized by a Knudsen diffusivity DK and a corre-

sponding permeance ΠK given in Eqs. (40) and (41) in Section 3.1. However, in practice,

even for very low densities, depending on temperature, diffusion in a porous material can

show non negligible departures from such equations because diffusion through collisions be-

tween fluid molecules cannot be completely ignored. Such molecular diffusion needs to be

accounted for to derive a simple expression for the effective self-diffusivity arising from the

combination of Knudsen and molecular diffusion. This problem is analogous to the treat-

ment of electron diffusion in solids which occurs through the combination of two different

diffusion mechanisms:113,114 (1) diffusion through interactions with lattice vibrations, i.e.

phonons, and (2) diffusion through collisions with impurities. Such a derivation leads to the

so-called Matthiessen’s rule which is useful to describe electrical conductivity and resistivity

in real metals and semiconductors. In what follows, the Matthiessen’s rule in the context of

diffusion of fluid molecules in the combined Knudsen/molecular diffusion regime is derived.

Let us consider an ensemble of N(0) fluid molecules diffusing in a porous material at a

density such that the mean free path is λ. The number of molecules that have not undergone

a collision with another molecule or with the pore surface at a time t is N(t). Let us now

define the characteristic time τM such that dt/τM is the probability that a particle undergoes

a collision with another fluid molecule over the time dt. Similarly, we define the characteristic

time τK such that dt/τK is the probability that a particle undergoes a collision with the pore

surface over the time dt. These definitions imply that the number of molecules N(t + dt)

that have not undergone a collision at a time t+ dt is given by:

N(t+ dt) = N(t)−N(t)
dt

τM
−N(t)

dt

τK
= N(t)[1− dt/τ ] (58)

where we have introduced 1/τ = 1/τK + 1/τM. Note that the additivity of the different
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processes (collisions with the wall or with another fluid molecule) is equivalent to assuming

that they are independent of each other while diffusion in real porous media might show

departure from this simple condition. Upon integrating the latter equation, one arrives at

the distribution N(t) = N(0) exp(−t/τ). Let us now consider the 3D average velocity auto-

correlation function Cvv(t) = ⟨v(0) · v(t)⟩ for the N(t) molecules that have not undergone a

collision at a time t (where ⟨v(0) · v(t)⟩ = 1/N × Σ
N(t)
i=1 ⟨vi(0) · vi(t)⟩ is averaged over each

fluid molecule i = {1, N(t)}). In the spirit of Eq. (58), at time t + dt, the average velocity

autocorrelation function is given by:

Cvv(t+ dt) = Cvv(t)[1− dt/τ ] (59)

which leads to Cvv(t) = v2T exp(−t/τ) (where vT is the average constant velocity of the fluid).

This expression relies on the assumption that the contribution Cvv(t) from molecules colliding

between t and t+dt averages to zero (uncorrelated velocities before and after collision). The

self-diffusivity Ds is then readily obtained from the Green–Kubo expression based on the

velocity time autocorrelation function Cvv(t) of the fluid molecules:

Ds =
1

3

∫ ∞

0

⟨v(0) · v(t)⟩ dt = 1

3

∫ ∞

0

Cvv(t)dt = v2Tτ/3 (60)

With such an effective approach, the reciprocal of the characteristic diffusion time, 1/τ ,

is the sum of the inverse of the two characteristic times, i.e. 1/τ ∼ 1/τK + 1/τM. This

result, known as Matthiessen’s rule, and the underlying derivation above show that the

self-diffusivity for a confined fluid under thermodynamic conditions of combined Knud-

sen/molecular diffusion regime should display an effective diffusivity Ds such that 1/Ds =

1/DK + 1/DM where DK is the Knudsen diffusivity and Ds is the molecular diffusion (de-

fined in conditions where only one mechanism — i.e. Knudsen versus molecular diffusion —

pertains). It is important to keep in mind that the derivation above relies on the assumption

that the two mechanisms are independent of each other (while, in practice, the probability
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for a given fluid molecule of colliding with the pore surface or with another fluid molecule

can be linked as conditional properties).

Combined Knudsen/
Molecular Diffusion

Knudsen 
Diffusion

Molecular 
Diffusion

1/t ~ 1/tK + 1/tM 1/tK

DK

1/tM

DM

a b c

1/Ds ~ 1/DK + 1/DM

Figure 10: Combined Knudsen/molecular diffusion. (a) Schematic illustration of
the diffusion of a tagged molecule (red sphere) in a porous material delimited by pore
walls represented as grey areas. In the combined Knudsen/molecular diffusion regimes,
the tagged molecule undergoes collisions with both the pore surface (dashed red segments)
and with other fluid molecules (dashed blue segments with other fluid molecules shown as
blue spheres). This transition regime between the Knudsen and molecular diffusion regimes
can be described using an effective model where the two mechanisms — Knudsen diffusion
as shown in (b) and molecular diffusion as shown in (c) — are assumed to be independent
of each other.

3.2.2 Surface versus volume diffusion

Knudsen diffusion and combined Knudsen/molecular diffusion are limited to very low gas

densities where gas collisions with the pore surface are dominant (mean free path λ larger or

comparable with the pore size Dp). However, in most practical situations, the gas density

is such that this limit is not relevant as the porosity gets filled with a gas or liquid phase

whose mean free path λ is smaller than the pore size Dp. In this case, as depicted in

Fig. 9, there are typically two situations that can be encountered. Depending on the gas

pressure/temperature, either the pore is completely filled with the liquid/fluid phase or the

pore surface is covered by an adsorbed phase having a density close to that of the liquid
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phase while the pore center is occupied by a gas phase having a much lower density. In both

cases, the dynamics of the confined fluid is heterogeneous with strong differences between

diffusion of the molecules at the pore surface and molecules in the pore center. This raises

the question of the ratio of the surface and volume diffusion contributions and how they

should be combined to predict the overall (effective) diffusivity.

Like in a homogeneous medium, the heterogeneous dynamics in a pore either completely

or partially filled with a fluid phase is described through the self correlation function Gs(r, t).

This function corresponds to the probability that a molecule moves of a distance r over a

time t:

Gs(r, t) = ⟨δ(R(t)−R(0)− r(t))⟩ (61)

where R(t) and R(0) are the molecule position at times t and 0, respectively. The symbols

⟨· · · ⟩ denote average over all molecules and times. Gs(r, t) is related to the mean propagator

which was introduced in Section 2 when discussing the solution of the diffusion equation

(Fick’s second law). In the Fickian regime, the propagator is a Gaussian function as given

in Eq. (17). At this stage, it is convenient to introduce the spatial Fourier transform Is(q, t)

of the self-correlation function Gs(r, t), Is(q, t) =
∫
Gs(r, t)e

iq·rdr. The functions Gs(r, t)

and Is(q, t), which can be probed experimentally through techniques such as PFG-NMR or

neutron scattering experiments, contain all the information on the self-diffusion dynamics.

However, in general, for a heterogeneous medium such as fluid diffusing in a nanoporous

material, these functions are complex to interpret as they include the detailed dynamics

such as the crossing dynamics between different domains for which there is no simple general

model.65 In particular, as discussed in more detail in Section 4 on diffusion at the porous

network scale, these functions include the effects of possible surface barriers at the border

between different domain types. Even at the pore scale, such crossing dynamics between

the adsorbed phase and the fluid phase manifests itself in the functions Gs(r, t) and Is(q, t)

in a fashion that is difficult to capture and is system-dependent. However, there are two

asymptotic limits that can be considered for heterogeneous systems depending on the ratio of

58



the diffusion times within each domain type and the crossing time between different domains.

Typically, for diffusion at the pore scale, one has to consider two domains α = [1, 2]: (1)

the region in the vicinity of the pore surface where the molecules experience the interaction

potential generated by the host porous solid and (2) the pore center where the molecules

behave in a bulk-like fashion as they do not feel the interaction potential generated by the

host porous solid. On the one hand, for a typical displacement on a distance r ∼ 2π/q,

the diffusion time is ταD ∼ (Dα
s q

2)−1 where Dα
s is the self-diffusion coefficient for molecules

located in domains α. On the other hand, the typical crossing time ταC can be estimated as

the mean first-passage time which corresponds to the time for a molecule in a domain α to

reach the boundary domain. In the limit ταC ≫ ταD ∀α, known as the slow-switching regime,

molecule exchange between the different domains is limited and the correlation function

Is(q, t) is dominated by diffusion in each of the domains. In this slow-switching limit, the

correlation function Is(q, t) is given by the sum of all intra-domain diffusion contributions

Dα
s pondered by the average fraction xα of molecules in these domains:

Is(q, t) =
∑
α

xα exp(−Dα
s q

2t) (62)

where q = |q|. In contrast, in the limit ταC ≪ ταD ∀α, known as the fast-switching regime,

molecule exchange between the different domains is significant over the typical time scale

needed to diffuse through the different domains. In other words, in this limit, for displace-

ments over a length scale r ∼ 2π/q, each molecule explores the different domains so that the

observed diffusivity is an effective diffusivity that reflects the diffusivities in all the different

domains. In this fast-switching limit, the correlation function Is(q, t) is given by a single

contribution with a characteristic diffusion coefficient Ds:

Is(q, t) = exp

(
−
∑
α

xαD
α
s q

2t

)
= exp

(
−Dsq

2t
)

(63)

The two asymptotic situations considered above are limiting cases which can show strong
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departure with experimental measurements. Before addressing in more detail this problem

using the formalism of Intermittent Brownian Motion, it is instructive to consider the fol-

lowing reasoning which illustrates the breakdown of the fast and slow switching limits. Let

us consider the average displacement ⟨∆r2(τ)⟩ of molecules in a single pore over a typical

time τ . As introduced above, the fluid molecules will diffuse through two domains α = [1, 2]

(vicinity of the pore surface and pore center) as depicted in Fig. 11(a). Each molecule tra-

jectory r(τ)− r(0) from its initial position at time t = 0 to its position at time τ can be split

into the different displacements ∆rαk which correspond to the kth trajectory segment in the

domain α. With such notations, the mean square displacement over a time τ writes:

∆r2(τ) =
〈
(r(τ)− r(0))2

〉
=

〈(
M∑
α=1

∑
k

∆rkα

)2〉
(64)

where M = 2 is the number of domain types (adsorbed region and pore center). It can

reasonably be assumed that displacements in the same domain type α are uncorrelated, i.e.〈
∆rkα∆rk

′
α

〉
= 0 when k ̸= k′ (because these two trajectory segments are separated by a

trajectory segment in the other domain type α′ ̸= α). Similarly, when considering trajectory

segments in different domains α′ ̸= α, it can be assumed that only two consecutive segments

are correlated so that
〈
∆rkα∆rk

′

α′

〉
= 0 when k ̸= k′. With these assumptions, the mean

square displacement in Eq. (64) can be rewritten as:

∆r2(τ) ∼
M∑
α=1

∑
k

〈(
∆rkα

)2〉
+

M∑
α,α′=1

α ̸=α′

∑
k

〈
∆rkα∆rkα′

〉
(65)

Assuming each trajectory segment ∆rkα obeys Fickian diffusion, it can be written that∑
k(∆rkα)

2 ∼ 6Dα
s τα where Dα

s is the self-diffusion coefficient of the fluid molecules in domain

α while τα is the time spent by the molecules in domains α in the course of the trajectory

of a duration τ . Equation (65) can be used to estimate the effective diffusivity Ds defined
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as Ds = ∆r2(τ)/6τ :

Ds =
M∑
α=1

τα
τ
Dα +

1

6τ

〈
∆rkα∆rkα′

〉
=

M∑
α=1

xαD
α +

1

6τ

〈
∆rkα∆rkα′

〉
(66)

The principle of ergodicity — which implies that the average time fraction spent by a

molecule in domains α, τα/τ , is equal to the fraction of molecules located in these domains,

xα — was used to obtain the second equality. Upon further assuming that consecutive

trajectory segments are uncorrelated,
〈
∆rkα∆rkα′

〉
= 0, we arrive at the simple combination

rule for the effective diffusivity: Ds =
∑

α xαD
α
s . The latter condition is known as the

fast-exchange model where, independently of the geometrical distribution of domains in the

porous solid, the effective diffusivity is given by a combination rule where the domains are

assumed to be visited in parallel. In the case of partially filled pores, the conditions under

which the fast-exchange model is expected to be valid was discussed by Kaerger, Valiullin,

and coworkers.21,115 In practice, this approximated expression should be considered with

caution as Eq. (66) shows that correlations between two consecutive trajectory segments

in different domains α ̸= α′ strongly affect the effective diffusivity in heterogeneous media.

In particular, when significant recrossing between domains is expected, cross correlations〈
∆rkα∆rkα′

〉
are expected to be negative on average so that they should significantly decrease

the effective diffusivity Ds. Moreover, as will be established in Section 4 on diffusion at the

porous network scale, from simple arguments based on the analogy with electrical transport

in resistance networks, intermittent adsorption/relocation should be considered as a model

of domains visited in series so that the effective diffusivity should be given by a combination

rule: 1/Ds =
∑

α xα/D
α
s .

From a very general viewpoint, there is no simple model to predict the cross-correlation

terms in Eq. (66) as they are system-dependent. However, theoretical frameworks such

as Langevin and Fokker–Planck equations are invaluable to describe such correlations and

the dynamics of molecules in heterogeneous environments. In particular, using either a
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path integral approach or a transition matrix approach, Roose-Runge et al. derived simple

expressions which allow one to probe the dynamics in complex heterogeneous media from

data available using PFG-NMR, neutron scattering, or dynamic light scattering.65 This

powerful formalism will be introduced in Section 4 where diffusion at the porous network

scale will be considered (we will also consider the different simple combination rules such

as model in series, in parallel and the effective medium theory). As far as dynamics at the

pore scale is concerned, another formalism, known as “Intermittent Brownian Motion”, is

presented in the following subsection as it provides a simple framework to describe adsorption

and diffusion in a pore partially or completely filled with a fluid phase.

3.2.3 Intermittent Brownian Motion

In order to introduce the framework of Intermittent Brownian Motion, we follow the approach

proposed by Levitz as derived in Ref. 116. Let us consider a fluid confined in a porous medium

with pores large enough to assume that molecules are located either in the vicinity of the pore

surface or in the bulk-like region of the pore center. In practice, a molecule can be considered

located in the pore surface region if its interaction energy with the solid atoms forming the

porous medium is larger than the thermal energy kBT . Every molecular trajectory can

be described as an alternating series of adsorption steps at the pore surface, followed by

relocation steps within the pore center [Fig. 11(a)]. Let us define the function I(t) which is

equal to 1 if the molecule is adsorbed at time t and 0 if the molecule is in the pore center

[Fig. 11(a)]. The formalism of Intermittent Brownian Motion allows one to describe the long-

time dynamics of such a confined fluid from the time autocorrelation C(t) = ⟨I(t)I(0)⟩ /ηA

where ηA = τA/(τA + τB) is the time fraction spent in adsorption steps (τA and τB are the

average adsorption and relocation times). At this stage, let us also introduce the spectral

density of the time correlation function C(t): J(ω) =
∫∞
−∞C(t) exp(iωt)dt. C(t) is defined
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as a time average over the variable τ :

C(t) =
⟨I(t)I(0)⟩

ηA
=

1

ηAT

∫ T

0

I(τ)I(t+ τ)dτ (67)
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Figure 11: Intermittent Brownian Motion. (a) Principle of the Intermittent Brownian
Motion formalism applied to fluid adsorption and diffusion in a porous material. Each
molecule trajectory subdivides into segments during which the molecule diffuses at the
pore surface — orange subtrajectories — and segments during which the molecule is re-
located/diffuses through the bulk part of the porosity — blue subtrajectories. Each type of
segments is characterized by a time distribution Ψα(t) with α = A or B which is related to
the mean first passage time within each domain. For a given molecule, the function I(t) is
defined as I(t) ̸= 0 if the molecule is adsorbed at the surface and I(t) = 0 when it relocates
through the non-adsorbed fluid phase in the pore center. (b) From the statistical distribu-
tions, Ψα(t) (α = A, B), the spectral density J(f) of the function I(t) can be predicted. The
example shown here corresponds to the specific situation of water adsorbed in a hydrophilic
silica slit pore of a width Dp. The symbols are data obtained using molecular dynamics sim-
ulations while the line is the prediction from the Intermittent Brownian Motion formalism
(note that the statistical distributions shown in the insert are schematic examples). Data
adapted from Ref. 117.

Microscopic information on the residence time within the adsorbed phase, bulk relocation

time, and time exchange between these different domains is all encoded in the function

L(t) = 1/T ×
∫ T

0
I(τ)I(t + τ)dτ — and equivalently its Fourier transform L̃(ω). While

there is no direct measurement of such time correlation functions or their spectral density,

experimental techniques such as NMR relaxometry provide data from which they can be
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inferred. In this technique, the characteristic relaxation time for the different populations is

used as it is a direct signature of the molecule environment. Typically, by performing such

relaxation measurements separated by a time lapse ∆, it is possible to probe molecules that

move from one environment to another or that remain within the same environment over

this specific time ∆.

For reasons that will become clearer below, let us introduce the second time derivative

of the function L(t):118

L′′(t) = − 1

T
×
∫ T

0

I ′(τ)I ′(t+ τ)dτ (68)

Typically, as shown in Fig. 11(a), I(t) can be described as a series of Heaviside functions

H(t − ti): I(t) =
∑

i(−1)iH(t − ti). Inserting this expression into Eq. (68) and using

H ′(t− ti) = δ(t− ti) lead to:

L′′(t) = − 1

T
×
∑
i,j

(−1)i+j

∫ T

0

δ(τ − tj)δ(t+ τ − ti)dτ = − 1

T
×
∑
i,j

(−1)i+jδ(t− [ti− tj]) (69)

In the Intermittent Brownian Motion, each molecular trajectory is a succession of ad-

sorption steps (2n → 2n + 1) and relocation steps through the porosity in the pore center

(2n + 1 → 2n + 2). The last equality in Eq. (69) shows that L′′(t) is the sum of Dirac

functions with (1) terms i = j, (2) terms j = i + 1 and i = 2n which correspond to an

adsorption step, (3) terms j = i+1 and i = 2n+1 which correspond to a relocation step, (4)

terms j = i+ 2 and i = 2n which correspond to an adsorption step followed by a relocation

step, (5) terms j = i + 3 and i = 2n + 1 which correspond to an adsorption step followed

by a relocation step followed by an adsorption step, (6) terms j = i + 3 and i = 2n which

correspond to a relocation step followed by an adsorption step followed by a relocation step,
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and so on. Such a hierarchy can be described using the following averages:

⟨δ(t− (t2n+1 − t2n))⟩ = ψA(t) (70)

⟨δ(t− (t2n+2 − t2n+1))⟩ = ψB(t) (71)

⟨δ(t− (t2n+2 − t2n))⟩ = ψA(t) ∗ ψB(t) (72)

⟨δ(t− (t2n+3 − t2n+1))⟩ = ψB(t) ∗ ψA(t) (73)

⟨δ(t− (t2n+4 − t2n))⟩ = ψA(t) ∗ ψB(t) ∗ ψA(t) (74)

⟨δ(t− (t2n+5 − t2n+1))⟩ = ψB(t) ∗ ψA(t) ∗ ψB(t) (75)

. . .

where the symbol ∗ denotes convolution, i.e. f(t) ∗ g(t) =
∫∞
−∞ f(τ)g(t + τ)dτ . Based on

these definitions, ψA(t) [or ψB(t), respectively] is the probability that an adsorption step [or

relocation step, respectively] lasts a time t. These two functions, which are schematically

illustrated in Fig. 11(b), contain the fingerprint of the adsorption properties of the confined

fluid as well as of the porous medium (specific surface area, mean pore size, tortuosity, etc.).

Using the statistical distributions above and considering that L′′(t) is an even function, L′′(t)

in Eq. (69) can be expressed as:

L′′(t) =
N

T
[−2δ(t) + ψA(t) + ψB(t)− 2ψA(t) ∗ ψB(t)

+ ψA(t) ∗ ψB(t) ∗ ψA(t) + ψB(t) ∗ ψA(t) ∗ ψB(t)− . . . ] (t ≥ 0)

L′′(t) =
N

T
[−2δ(t) + ψA(−t) + ψB(−t)− 2ψA(−t) ∗ ψB(−t)

+ ψA(−t) ∗ ψB(−t) ∗ ψA(−t) + ψB(−t) ∗ ψA(−t) ∗ ψB(−t)− . . . ] (t ≤ 0) (76)

where N is the number of adsorption/relocation steps over the total duration T . From
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Eq. (76), the Fourier transform L̃′′(ω) =
∫∞
−∞ L′′(t) exp(iωt)dt of the function L′′(t) reads:119

L̃′′(ω) =
N

T
Re
[
− 2 + 2×

(
ψ̃A(ω) + ψ̃B(ω)− 2ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃B(ω)

+ ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃B(ω)ψ̃A(ω) + ψ̃B(ω)ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃B(ω)− . . .
)]

(77)

The latter equation can be rearranged as:

L̃′′(ω)× ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃B(ω) =
N

T
Re
[
− 2ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃B(ω) + 2ψ̃2

A(ω)ψ̃B(ω) + 2ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃
2
B(ω)

− 4ψ̃2
A(ω)ψ̃

2
B(ω) + 2ψ̃3

A(ω)ψ̃B(ω) + 2ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃
3
B(ω)− . . .

]
(78)

By subtracting Eqs. (77) and (78), we obtain L̃′′(ω)× (1− ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃B(ω)) = N/T ×Re[−2 +

2ψ̃A(ω) + 2ψ̃A(ω)− 2ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃B(ω)] which can be recast as:

L̃′′(ω) = −2N

T
× Re

[
(1− ψ̃A(ω))(1− ψ̃B(ω))

1− ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃B(ω)

]
(79)

Finally, by virtue of the Fourier transform properties, L̃′′(ω) = −ω2L̃(ω), we obtain:

L̃(ω) =
2N

Tω2
Re

[
(1− ψ̃A(ω))(1− ψ̃B(ω))

1− ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃B(ω)

]
(80)

Equivalently, recalling that C(t) = L(t)/ηA with η = τA/[τA + τB] and noting that N/T =

1/[τA + τB] (i.e. the number of adsorption/relocation segments per time unit), we obtain

J(ω) = 2/τAω
2 × Re[(1 − ψ̃A(ω))(1 − ψ̃B(ω))]/[1 − ψ̃A(ω)ψ̃B(ω)]. This equation is a very

important expression as it shows that multiscale diffusion in a porous medium can be de-

scribed from two simple statistical distributions: the adsorption time distribution ψA(t) and

relocation time distribution ψB(t). Such functions can be estimated from molecular simula-

tion and fitted against simple mathematical functions. In a second step, by inserting these

molecular time distributions into Eq. (80), the long-time dynamics of the confined fluid

can be described up to time and length scales that go well beyond those accessible using
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molecular simulation. Figure 11(b) illustrates the application of the Intermittent Brownian

Motion model to molecular simulation data for water in a hydrophilic silica pore having a

width Dp = 2 nm.117 At high frequencies f = ω/2π, some expected discrepancy is observed

between the molecular simulation data and the predictions based on the Intermittent Brow-

nian Motion model. This is due to the coarse-grained, i.e. mesoscopic, level employed in

the theory which does not capture the details of the molecular dynamics explicitly treated

in molecular simulation. On the other hand, for frequencies smaller than 105 MHz, the

Intermittent Brownian Motion model is found to capture very accurately the molecular sim-

ulation data. In particular, while molecular simulation cannot probe timescales much longer

than 10-100 ns (f < 102 − 103 MHz), the data in Fig. 11(b) suggests that the Intermittent

Brownian Motion framework allows accurately upscaling molecular dynamics to the long

time, i.e. macroscopic, limit. In practice, while being a robust and efficient theory, in or-

der to calculate the time distributions ψA(t) and ψB(t), the Intermittent Brownian Motion

requires to subdivide a given confined fluid into an adsorbed phase in the vicinity of the

surface and a bulk-like phase in the pore center. For disordered porous materials, this task

can be complex even if descriptors such as the minimum distance to the pore surface and/or

the value of the fluid/wall energy at a given position r can be used. Even for a simple pore

geometry, such as cylindrical and slit pores considered in Ref. 117, ψA(t) and ψB(t) must be

calculated by using a minimum distance criterion to the pore surface (typically, r < R − rc

where r is the distance to the pore surface, R the pore radius or half-width, and rc the

cutoff). While this appears as an arbitrary choice at first, it was shown in Ref. 117 that

using rc ∼ 2σ, where σ is the fluid molecule size, leads to accurate predictions such as those

illustrated in Fig. 11. Such a choice rc ∼ 2σ can be rationalized by the fact that, at temper-

atures under which adsorption occurs, the range of fluid–wall intermolecular forces is about

2σ (as can be inferred from typical density profiles which show that the adsorbate displays

important positional ordering — with marked density oscillations — that extends up to two

layers from the pore surface). Recently, the intermittent brownian formalism was extended
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to disordered nanoporous materials by obtaining residence and relocation distributions and

associated characteristic times through a mapping with molecular dynamics simulations.120

3.2.4 Density-dependent diffusion

Until now, we have focused on the different diffusion mechanisms that can occur in a single

pore (Knudsen diffusion, surface diffusion, molecular diffusion, etc.). For each mechanism,

the theoretical foundations were provided together with a description of transition regimes

between them. In the present subsection, we turn to a different aspect which is the descrip-

tion of density, i.e. loading, effects on the self-diffusivity in a single pore. The schematic

behavior summarized in Fig. 9 can be considered representative of any fluid confined be-

low or above their capillary critical point Tcc. The exact shape of the adsorption isotherms

and self-diffusivity as a function of pressure plots will depend on pore size, temperature,

strength of the fluid/wall interaction, etc. However, irrespective of the adsorbate/adsorbent

couple considered, the self-diffusivity usually varies in a non-monotonic fashion with pres-

sure (and, therefore, with density since the density increases monotonically with pressure).

Such a typical diffusivity/density dependence with the existence of a maximum is seen in

many experiments on fluids, e.g. in activated carbons121 or in zeolites.122 However, in other

experiments, this maximum diffusivity regime might not be observable because it is located

in the very low pressure/density range. Before going into more details, the non-monotonic

behavior observed when plotting the self-diffusivity as a function of fluid pressure or density

can be understood as follows.123 At low densities, the self-diffusivity Ds increases with den-

sity as the fluid molecules get adsorbed in adsorption sites of decreasing energies. In other

words, while the first adsorbed molecules are located in strongly adsorbing sites leading to

a very slow self-diffusivity, further adsorption takes place in less energetic sites so that the

average diffusivity increases. As the pore gets filled, the self-diffusivity of the fluid molecules

decreases upon increasing the density as steric repulsion/crowding becomes dominant. In

what follows, we first discuss the regime corresponding to the range where the self-diffusivity
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increases with density — as will be shown below, this regime can be simply described using

a spatially averaged diffusivity. We then discuss the second regime where the decrease in

the self-diffusivity upon increasing the density is governed by steric repulsion. This sec-

ond regime can be accounted for by considering the change in the volume accessible to the

diffusing molecules through a simple free volume theory.

Spatially-averaged diffusivity. Before addressing the increase in the diffusivity upon in-

creasing the fluid loading, it is instructive to consider the following simple model. Consider

a pore of any arbitrary geometry filled with a fluid phase of N molecules at a given tem-

perature T and chemical potential µ. If the pore is completely filled by the fluid phase, it

can reasonably be assumed that fluid molecules explore on a reasonable time scale the whole

porosity so that the problem can be treated in the fast switching limit. As was done in the

previous section, within this approximation, we can assume that the mean square displace-

ments of each fluid molecule is a succession of mean square displacements in different pore

regions so that the effective diffusivity writes:

Ds =
1

N

∫
Ds(r)ρ(r)d

3r =
1

πR2
pρ

∫ Rp

0

Ds(r)ρ(r)× 2πrdr (81)

where Ds(r) and ρ(r) are the self-diffusivity and density of the fluid at the position r in the

pore. In the second equality, the specific case of an infinite cylindrical pore of radius Rp is

considered and the average density ρ is introduced so that N = πR2
pρ. In the framework of

the transition state theory, it was shown in Section 3.1.3 that self-diffusion can be described

as an activated process involving an activation free energy ∆F 0, i.e. Ds ∼ exp[−∆F 0/kBT ].

For a confined fluid, a simple physical assumption is that the activation energy for diffusion is

that of the bulk augmented by the fluid/wall potential ϕ(r), i.e. ∆F = ∆F 0+ϕ(r). In other

words, it can be assumed that the attractive interaction potential generated by the pore

surface slows down the confined/adsorbed molecules which therefore display a slower self-

diffusivity with respect to their bulk counterpart. With these arguments, one simply obtains
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thatDs(r) = D0
s exp[−ϕ(r)/kBT ] whereD0

s is the bulk self-diffusivity.
124 If we further assume

that the density is constant within the pore ρ(r) ∼ ρ and that the fluid/wall potential can be

described as a square well interaction potential such that ϕ(r) = −ϵ for Rp − r < 2σ where

σ is the size of the fluid molecule (such a fluid/wall interaction range is consistent with the

fact that most adsorbed fluids show properties that depart from their bulk counterpart when

located at a distance smaller than 2σ from the pore surface while the bulk fluid properties

are recovered beyond this value). Upon inserting these different approximations in Eq. (81),

one arrives at:

Ds =
D0

s

R2
p

[
(Rp − 2σ)2 +

Ds
s

D0
s

(
R2

p − (Rp − 2σ)2
)]

∼ D0
s

[
1− 4σ

Rp

(
1− Ds

s

D0
s

)]
(82)

where the second equality was obtained by expanding each term while keeping only leading

order terms in σ (i.e. assuming σ2 ≪ R2
p) and D

s
s is the self-diffusivity in the surface layer

of width 2σ.

Equation (82) is a general expression that applies to cylindrical pores filled by a liquid

with a homogeneous density profile. Using simple yet realistic approximations, more specific

situations including partially filled pores can be described as follows. We write that the self-

diffusivityDs is a function of the distance r to the pore surface that decays exponentially with

a characteristic molecular length r0 (r0 < Rp): Ds(r) = D0
s + (Ds

s −D0
s ) exp[−(Rp − r)/r0].

The latter function ensures that the local self-diffusivity Ds(r) varies from the surface self-

diffusivity Ds
s to the bulk surface diffusivity D0

s as the distance to the surface increases.

• For a totally filled pore, upon inserting the expression for the local self-diffusivity in

Eq. (81), the effective diffusivity Ds writes:

Ds = D0
s +

2

R2
p

∫ Rp

0

(Ds
s −D0

s )× r exp

[
−(Rp − r)

r0

]
dr (83)

= D0
s + 2(Ds

s −D0
s )

[
r0
Rp

− r20
R2

p

+
r20
R2

p

exp(−Rp/r0)

]
∼ D0

s +
2r0
Rp

(Ds
s −D0

s )
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In the third equality, only the leading order terms r0/Rp were kept (i.e. r20/R
2
p and

r20/R
2
p×exp(−Rp/r0) ∼ 0).125 Interestingly, the second expression in Eq. (83) is strictly

equivalent to that in Eq. (82) if r0 is taken equal to 2σ,

• For a partially filled pore at low temperature, the density profile can be assumed to

be a step function with ρ(r) = ρ for Rp − R′ = t where t is the film thickness and

ρ = ρg ∼ 0 otherwise (ρg, which is the gas density under the considered temperature

and pressure, is taken equal to zero as the system is at low temperature). With such

a profile, Eq. (81) leads to:126

Ds =
2

R2
p

∫ Rp

R′
p

Ds(r)rdr =
(Rp −R′)2

R2
p

D0
s + 2(Ds −D0

s )×[
r0
Rp

− r20
R2

p

−
(
R′r0
R2

p

− r20
R2

p

)
exp(−(Rp −R′)/r0)

]
(84)

For Rp > r0, the terms in r0/Rp in Eq. (84) can be neglected so that the dependence

over the film thickness t = Rp − R′ is given by the first term only. This predicts that

Ds increases with t and, therefore, with pore loading/pressure.127

• For a partially filled pore at high temperature, diffusion through the pore center be-

comes an important contribution as the gas density is not negligible. In such a regime,

ρ(r) can be taken as a decaying function ρ(r) = ρ0 exp[−(Rp − r)/r1] with a charac-

teristic length r1 while the function Ds = D0
s +(Ds

s −D0
s ) exp[−(Rp− r)/r0] is kept (in

practice, r0 and r1 do not have to be identical but are similar since they are both affected

by the same surface molecular interactions). Direct integration of the density ρ(r) al-

lows estimating the average density as ρ = (πR2
p)

−1
∫ Rp

0
2πrρ0 exp[−(Rp − r)/r1]dr =

2r21ρ0/R
2
p × [R/r1 − 1 + exp(−Rp/r)]. Finally, using the position-dependent density
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ρ(r) and self-diffusivity Ds(r) in Eq. (83) leads to (with r̃−1 = r−1
0 + r−1

1 ):

Ds =
1

ρπR2
p

∫ Rp

0

2πrDs(r)ρ(r)dr

=
2

ρR2
p

∫ Rp

0

rD0
sρ(r)dr +

2

ρR2
p

∫ Rp

0

r(Ds
s −D0

s )ρ(r)dr

= D0
s +

2ρ0
ρR2

p

(Ds
s −D0

s )

∫ Rp

0

exp[−(Rp − r)/r̃dr

= D0
s + (Ds

s −D0
s )

r̃2

r1Rp

[
Rp

r̃
− 1 + exp[−Rp/r̃]

]
(85)

Free volume theory. In the previous subsection, we considered a spatially-averaged dif-

fusivity which captures the different regimes observed upon varying the average confined

fluid density ρ. However, as schematically shown in Fig. 9, upon further increasing ρ or

— equivalently — the pressure P , most experimental and simulation data show that the

effective self-diffusivity Ds decreases. Such a pressure or density-driven behavior is accu-

rately described using a simple free volume theory (see for instance Refs. 72, 128). In this

model, density effects are accounted for by writing that a fluid molecule diffuses provided

a free cavity is available around it as illustrated in Fig. 12. In what follows, we first derive

the free volume theory initially proposed by Cohen and Turnbull129 before illustrating its

quantitative application to self-diffusion in porous media. Let us define the free volume v

of a cavity available in the confined fluid as the volume of the cavity minus the volume

occupied by a fluid molecule. If we define the diameter a(v) of this cavity having a free

volume v, the contribution from this cavity to the average fluid self-diffusivity is assumed to

be Ds(v) = ga(v)u where u is the average fluid velocity (taken equal to the thermal velocity,

u =
√

3kBT/m), and g is an effective geometry factor. The average diffusivity Ds is simply

defined as an integral over every possible cavity sizes:

Ds =

∫ ∞

v∗
p(v)Ds(v)dv (86)
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where p(v) is the probability to find a cavity having a free volume v and v∗ is the minimum

cavity volume in which the molecule can diffuse. There are two important properties that

must be verified by the probability distribution p(v):

∫ ∞

0

p(v)dv = 1 and

∫ ∞

0

γvp(v)dv = Vf (87)

While the first condition simply ensures normalization, the second condition ensures that

the total cavity volume corresponds to the free volume Vf . The numerical factor γ is a factor

which accounts for the fact that several molecules can share part of the same free volume. If

one assumes that the distribution p(v) is exponential, p(v) = γN/Vf exp(−γNv/Vf), inserting

this expression into Eq. (86) together with the assumption Ds(v) = Ds(v
∗) for all v leads to

Ds = Ds(v
∗) exp

[
−γv

∗N

Vf

]
= ga(v∗)u exp

[
−γv

∗N

Vf

]
(88)

As shown in Refs. 72, 128, the latter equation is a robust framework to describe diffu-

sion in nanoporous media. In particular, it was shown to be more general than the surface

diffusion model (as discussed in what follows, the surface diffusion model can be seen as an

asymptotic limit of the free volume theory). In the free volume theory, the effect of the con-

fined fluid density, i.e. the adsorbed amount, is included in the exponential term through the

change in the free volume Vf as adsorption occurs (V 0
f is the porous volume which corresponds

to the free volume when no molecule is adsorbed in the porosity). As shown in Eq. (88),

Ds(v
∗) is the self-diffusivity at infinite dilution, i.e. N → 0, which can be estimated from

molecular dynamics simulations for an isolated molecule. Ds(v
∗) is linked to the so-called

mobility µkBT at infinite dilution. For a single molecule at equilibrium in the nanoporosity

of a host porous material, the drag force responsible for diffusion Fu = u/µ, balances the

friction force Ff = −ξu (where u is the molecule velocity and ξ is the friction coefficient).

In molecular dynamics simulations, it can be easily checked that this important force bal-

ance condition is verified as the confined fluid is at rest (i.e. no flow condition). In order to

73



0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

-0.7 -0.6 -0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0

D
s 
/D

s(
v*

)

1 - Vf
0/Vf

ba

Figure 12: Free volume theory. (a) Principle of the free volume theory applied to dif-
fusion in a porous material. A tagged molecule, here a propane molecule depicted in blue,
will diffuse provided a cavity (denoted by the blue circle) is available around it. In the
context of diffusion in a porous material, the free volume refers here to all cavities —
irrespective of their size — available to the diffusing molecules i.e. regions that do not
intersect with a host matrix atom, another fluid molecule, or their covolume. (b) Self-
diffusivities Ds normalized to the bulk self-diffusivity D0

s as a function of the free volume
fraction V 0

f /Vf for alkane mixtures in the disordered porous carbon shown in (a). V 0
f and

Vf are the free volume of the empty and filled porous matrix, respectively. The symbols
denote different mixtures: methane/dodecane (filled circles), methane/hexane (empty cir-
cles), methane/propane (crosses), and methane/propane/hexane (squares). The color code
is methane (black), propane (blue), hexane (green), and dodecane (red). The red line is the
prediction of the free volume theory Ds ∝ exp[1−V 0

f /Vf ] obtained from the single-component
fluids. The black dashed line corresponds to the prediction of the surface diffusion model.
Figure adapted from Ref. 128.
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illustrate the applicability of the free volume theory to diffusion in nanoporous materials,

Fig. 12 compares its predictions with molecular simulation data for different alkane mixtures

in a disordered nanoporous carbon. Even for binary and ternary mixtures confined in such

a heterogeneous material, the free volume model accurately predicts the self-diffusivity Ds

of each mixture component. The change in the accessible volume Vf as adsorption occurs

scales with the adsorbed amount Γ, Vf/V
0
f = 1− βΓ where β = 0.37 is the packing fraction

of the confined molecules. Inserting this expression into Eq. (88), the self-diffusivity can be

rewritten as a function of Γ:

Ds = Ds(v
∗) exp

[
− γβΓ

1− βΓ

]
(89)

In agreement with experimental and molecular simulation data at large confined fluid load-

ings, Eq. (89) shows that the self-diffusivity decreases upon increasing the adsorbed amount

Γ. By taking the limit of the model at very low densities, βΓ ≪ 1 (i.e. Vf ≪ V 0
f ),

Ds/Ds(v
∗) ∼ 1 − γβΓ. In Ref. 128, γ = 2.76 and β = 0.37 was found for alkanes in

a disordered nanoporous material. Because γβ ∼ 1 with these numbers, this leads to

Ds/Ds(v
∗) ∼ 1 − Γ which is identical to the surface diffusion model introduced previously.

This suggests that the free volume theory is very general and robust as its asymptotic limit

encompasses the surface diffusion model. Figure 12 compares the free volume theory, the

surface diffusion model, and the molecular simulation data. It is found that the free volume

theory describes more accurately the self-diffusivity while the two models merge at low fluid

densities (Γ ≪ 1).
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4 Diffusion in porous networks (without flow)

4.1 Effective diffusion

4.1.1 Tortuosity

The tortuosity, usually denoted by τ , is an important concept related to both diffusion and

transport in porous materials.130,131 It characterizes the way in which the porous medium

slows down transport processes due to its geometrical complexity. While there have been

attempts to define τ based on a geometrical analysis,53,130 it remains unclear how these geo-

metrical characterizations can be applied to the prediction of transport properties. Therefore,

in this review, we take the pragmatic point of view that consists in defining τ as the ratio of a

transport coefficient for the bulk fluid, L0
αβ, and for the confined fluid, Lαβ, i.e. τ = L0

αβ/Lαβ.

As will be seen in Section 5, any transport coefficient such as electrical conductivity σ, per-

meance K or collective diffusivity D0 ∼ K, heat conductivity λT , etc. can be considered

for Lαβ. In the context of the present chapter, which is devoted to self-diffusivity in porous

media, the self-diffusivity can be also used to define the tortuosity τ = D0
s/Ds. Usually,

because of confinement and adsorption within a porous material, the tortuosity τ > 1 since

D0
s > Ds. This definition is valid for a single pore but can be easily extended to porous

materials made of different pores as:

τ =
ϕD0

s

Ds

(90)

In other words, the tortuosity as defined from the ratio of the bulk and confined transport

coefficients must be normalized to the volume fraction in which transport occurs i.e. the

porosity ϕ. Typically, the latter definition ensures that τ → 1 for ϕ → 1 (since Ds = D0
s

when the porosity ϕ = 1).130 Several models have been proposed in the literature to describe

the tortuosity of fluids confined in porous materials. While some of the tortuosity expressions

are empirical relationships that possess the right asymptotic behavior, other expressions are

more grounded on robust physical concepts. The Weissberg expression belongs to the former
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category as it corresponds to an empirical expression between τ and ϕ:132

τ = 1− p lnϕ (91)

where p is a geometrical factor that depends on the morphology (pore shape) and topology

(pore connectivity) of the host porous material.133 Typically, p takes well defined values for

materials with simple geometry such as overlapping spheres, cylinders, etc. but in practice

it is used as an empirical parameter fitted against available experimental data. Another

empirical relationship between tortuosity τ and porosity ϕ is Archie’s law that was initially

observed for electrolyte transport in porous rocks:134

τ =
1

ϕm
(92)

where m is an exponent that usually falls between 1.8-2.135

Besides empirical equations, different models have been proposed to describe the tortu-

osity in porous materials.131 Using Maxwell’s effective medium theory for the conductivity

of very diluted spherical particles in an electrolyte,136 it is possible to obtain an approximate

analytical expression for the tortuosity (defined from the ratio of the bulk and confined elec-

trical conductivity but the derivation can be extended to any transport coefficient). While

a formal derivation will be given in the next subsection on effective models (combination

rules and effective medium approximation), in the Maxwell model (also known as Maxwell–

Garnett model), the tortuosity τ is defined from the effective conductivity σ of an electrolyte

having an intrinsic conductivity σ0 and containing spherical particles with conductivity σp:

τ =
ϕσ

σ0
= ϕ

2σ0 + σp − 2(1− ϕext)(σ0 − σp)

2σ0 + σp + (1− ϕext)(σ0 − σp)
(93)

where ϕext is the interparticle porosity (1 - ϕext is therefore the volume fraction of the

spherical particles) and ϕ is the total porosity, i.e. the sum of the interparticle porosity and
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of the particle porosity ϕp (again, a formal derivation of this expression will be given in

the next subsection). As shown by Barrande et al.,137 for non porous, i.e. non conducting

particles (σp = 0 and ϕext = ϕ), Eq. (93) leads to τ = 1+ 0.5(1− ϕ) = (3− ϕ)/2. Note that

Weissberg equation given in Eq. (91) in the asymptotic limit of large porosities ϕ → 1 is

compatible with Maxwell’s expression: τ = 1−p lnϕ ∼ 1+p(1−ϕ). Maxwell’s effective model

for spherical objects corresponds to the choice p = 0.5. Extensions of Maxwell’s effective

medium theory have been proposed by Torquato35 or Landauer.138 For futher reading on the

different models available to describe tortuosity in porous materials, the reader is invited to

consult references 131, 133, 137, 139 and the review paper by Sahimi and coworkers.130

4.1.2 Serial/parallel models

Many attempts have been made to establish simple models of diffusion in porous media based

on its analogy with electrical transport in resistance networks. In what follows, we review

the four models that can be established based on this analogy: resistance in series, resistance

in parallel, Maxwell’s equation, and the effective medium theory. All these models rely on

simple transport equations in which a net flow is induced by a thermodynamic (or electrical

gradient) ∆χ. However, thanks to the linear response theory, predictions from transport

models are also relevant to diffusion at equilibrium (i.e. with no net flow) since the limit of

a vanishing driving force ∆χ→ 0 can be taken.

Let us consider a network of domains in which a fluid is transported according to different

transport coefficients. The derivation below is done for the collective diffusivity D0 i.e. the

permeanceK ∼ D0 but the self-diffusivityDs will be readily obtained by considering the limit

for an infinitely diluted medium where Ds ∼ D0. The collective diffusivity in each domain

type α is Dα
0 and the system is subjected to a chemical potential gradient ∇µ = ∆µ/L where

L is the thickness of the sample. Let us first consider that the domains are organized in

parallel as depicted in Fig. 13(a) — for the sake of simplicity, only two domain types α = 1, 2

are shown but the derivation below can be generalized to any number of domains. The total
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Figure 13: Effective medium models. (a) For a porous medium made of domains aligned
parallel to the thermodynamic gradient inducing transport, the total flux is proportional to
the fluxes in each domain J = J1 + J2. In this case, the effective diffusivity Ds is the sum
of the self-diffusivity Dα

s in each domain type α weighted by the fraction xα of molecules
located in this domain type. (b) For a porous medium made of domains aligned in series
with respect to the direction of the thermodynamic gradient inducing transport, the total
flux is equal to the flux in each domain J = J1 = J2. In this case, the reciprocal of the
effective diffusivity Ds is the sum of the reciprocal of the self-diffusivity Dα

s in each domain
type α weighted by the fraction xα of molecules located in this domain type. (c) In general,
when a porous medium cannot be assumed to be made of domains aligned in parallel or in
series with respect to the direction of the thermodynamic gradient inducing transport, the
flow can be predicted using Maxwell’s effective model. The physical solution is obtained
by writing that the chemical potential field verifies Laplace equation, i.e. ∇2µ = 0 ∀r, since
there is no source or sink term that modifies the local chemical potential µ(r).
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flux J across the material having a section area A is the sum of the fluxes in each domain

weighted by its section area Aα, J×A =
∑

α Jα×Aα. In the framework of the linear response

theory, the flux J induced by the chemical potential gradient is J = −ρD0∆µ/LkBT where

D0 is the effective permeance of the composite material. As the number of molecules N in

the material is N = ρAL, J × A = −N/L2 × D0∆µ/kBT . Similarly, because the domains

are subjected to the same driving force ∆µ when set in parallel, the flow in each domain is

Jα × Aα = −Nα/L
2 × Dα

0∆µ/ (kBT ) where Nα is the number of molecules in each domain

α. With these relations, by writing J × A =
∑

α Jα × Aα and taking the limit Ds ∼ D0, we

obtain:

Ds =
∑
α

xαD
α
s (94)

where xα = ρα/ρ = Nα/N is the mole fraction of molecules in the domain type α. As

mentioned above, while this equation was derived for the collective diffusivity, i.e. permeance,

it also applies to any other transport coefficient such as the electrical conductivity and the

self-diffusivity.

Let us now consider a porous network in which the domains are organized in series as

depicted in Fig. 13(b). Again, in the framework of the linear response theory, the flow J×A

induced by the chemical potential gradient is J × A = −ρA × D0∆µ/LkBT = −N/L2 ×

D0∆µ/kBT where D0 is the effective collective diffusivity of the composite material and

where N = ρAL is the total number of fluid molecules. Similarly, let us define the flow in

each domain α as Jα ×A = −ραA×D0∆µ/LαkBT = −Nα/L
2
α ×D0∆µ/kBT (Nα = ραALα

and Lα are the number of molecules and the thickness for this domain α, respectively).

Because of mass conservation upon transport in the composite material, the flow Jα in each

domain is equal to the overall flow J , i.e. Jα = J ∀α. Moreover, the difference ∆µα in

the thermodynamic variable across the domain α must be such that ∆µα =
∑

α ∆µ. With

these conditions, it is straightforward to show that JL2/ND0 =
∑

α JL
2
α/NαD

α
0 . Finally, by
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noting that Nα ∝ Lα and taking the limit Ds ∼ D0, we obtain:

1

Ds

=
∑
α

xα
Dα

s

(95)

where xα = ρα/ρ = Nα/N is the mole fraction of molecules in the domain type α.

4.1.3 Maxwell model

The combination rules for domains in series and in parallel rely on a very simplified repre-

sentation of real systems. A more rigorous treatment of the problem was first derived by

Maxwell in an attempt to describe the conductivity of an electrolyte containing conducting

spheres at infinite dilution.35 As shown in the following paragraph, this model can be used

to describe the effective diffusivity at constant temperature — ∇T = 0 — of a heterogeneous

medium made of spheres having a different self-diffusivity than the medium in which they

are included. Let us consider in Fig. 13(c, bottom) a medium 1 with a spherical inclusion

of radius R0 made up of medium 1 and small spherical domains of medium 2. The whole

system is subjected to a chemical potential gradient ∇µ0 in the far field. Maxwell’s model

allows modeling this system by replacing the heterogeneous inclusion by an effective medium

e having the same radius R0 as shown in Fig. 13(c, top). In what follows, the subscripts 1 and

2 refer to the main medium and to the small spherical inclusions in the large inclusion, re-

spectively. The subscript e refers to the large inclusion treated as an effective medium. From

a very general viewpoint, ∇µ0 can be replaced by any thermodynamic gradient ∇χ such as

a pressure or temperature gradient or an electrical field (so that the treatment below can be

seen as a very general solution to such a broad class of complex problems). Because there

is no molecule source/sink, the solution µ(r) is given by the Laplacian equation ∆µ = 0

with the following boundary conditions: (1) chemical potential continuity at r = R0 i.e.

µ(r = R+) = µ(r = R−), (2) if ρ1D
1
0 and ρD0 are the conductivity — i.e. the collective diffu-

sivity multiplied by the fluid density — in the medium 1 and in the effective medium e, the

81



flux balance from 1 to e and from e to 1 at r = R0 imposes that ρ1D
1
0n·∇µ)+ = ρD0n·∇µ)−,

and (3) in the far field, i.e. r → ∞, µ(r) → ∇µ0 · r. The general solution of this system in

a space of dimension d = 3 is:

µ(r) = ∇µ0 · r− βe1

(R0

r

)3
∇µ0 · r (r ≥ R0)

µ(r) = ∇µ0 · r− βe1∇µ0 · r (r ≤ R0) (96)

where βe1 = [ρD0 − ρ1D
1
0]/[ρD0 + (d − 1)ρ1D

1
0] with ρ and D0 the effective density and

collective diffusivity in the large spherical inclusion.

Let us now treat explicitly the spherical inclusion in Fig. 13(c) as made up of medium 1

but with many small spherical inclusions of a radius R. First, considering a single domain

of medium 2 having a radius R, the solution in the far field r > R0 can be derived like in

the previous treatment: µ(r) = ∇µ0 · r− β21(R/r)
3 ∇µ0 · r for r ≥ R0.

140 We now consider

the more physical case where there are N domains of medium 2 in the inclusion. Within

the infinite dilution regime, we can assume that all perturbations created by the domains of

medium 2 add up in the far field region r ≫ R0. Since we have N cavities, the solution is

simply obtained by multiplying by N the last equation: µ(r) = ∇µ0 ·r−β21 N(R/r)3∇µ0 ·r =

∇µ0 · r − β21 v(R0/r)
3∇µ0 · r [the last equality was obtained by introducing the volume

fraction of the domains 2 within the spherical inclusion, v = N(R/R0)
3]. By comparing this

last equation with Eq. (96), we obtain that βe1 = vβ21 or equivalently:

ρD0 − ρ1D
1
0

ρD0 + (d− 1)ρ1D1
0

= v

[
ρ2D

2
0 − ρ1D

1
0

ρ2D2
0 + (d− 1)ρ1D1

0

]
(97)

By noting that the conductivity σ = ρD0, and using the volume fraction v = 1 − ϕext

where ϕext is the porosity of the large spherical inclusion and d = 3, it is straightforward

to check that Eq. (97) is equivalent to Maxwell’s formula given in Eq. (93) for the effective

conductivity of an electrolyte containing spherical particles having a different conductivity

than its bulk counterpart. Finally, taking the limit of an infinitely diluted medium i.e. by
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replacing the chemical potential gradient ∇µ by ∇ρ/ρ, the treatment above leads to the

same equation as Eq. (97) but with the effective collective-diffusivity D0 replaced by the

effective self-diffusivity Ds.

4.1.4 Effective medium theories

Generalization of Maxwell’s formula given in Eq. (97) to any heterogeneous medium made

of domains α = [1,M ] occupying a volume fraction vα writes:

ρDs − ρ1D
1
0

ρDs + (d− 1)ρ1D1
0

=
∑

α=1,M

vα

[
ραD

α
0 − ρ1D

1
0

ραDα
0 + (d− 1)ρ1D1

0

]
(98)

where we recall that d is the dimension of the medium. Further development of Maxwell’s

model was proposed by Bruggeman141 and Landauer142 who introduced in Eq. (98) a self-

consistent approximation. As shown in Fig. 13(c), Maxwell’s formulation relies on the idea

that the inclusion acts as a perturbation to the uniform field µ(r) applied outside the inclu-

sion. In the self-consistent scheme, the different perturbations induced by all the domains

α = [1,M ] to the homogeneous field average to zero, ⟨∆µ(r)⟩ = 0. In terms of conductivity,

this condition implies that:

∑
α=1,M

vα
ραD0,α − ρD0

ραD0,α − (d− 1)ρD0

= 0 (99)

Interestingly, as shown by Kirkpatrick,143 this formula can be retrieved by applying the

percolation theory to an array of electrical conductors of different resistivities. In the case of

heterogeneous materials made of two domain types, Eq. (99) can be easily solved to predict

the diffusivity in porous media from the known diffusivities in the different domains. While

the self-consistent approximation to Maxwell’s formula provides a very general framework to

discuss diffusion and transport in complex porous media, its application is mostly limited to

semi-quantitative prediction as it relies on crude assumptions which neglect issues such as

interfacial transport limitations. For an example of the application of Bruggeman’s equation
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— i.e. Eq. (99) — to self-diffusion in heterogeneous media, the reader is referred to Refs. 26,

144.

4.2 Hierarchical and mesoscopic approaches

4.2.1 General considerations

Statistical physics is a very robust and general framework to describe the complex problem

of diffusion in heterogeneous media such as porous materials. A detailed description of

the field of statistical mechanics and its application to diffusion in complex systems is out

of the scope of the present context. However, we note that important statistical physics

derivations can be found in Refs. 46, 48 for general aspects and in Ref. 10 for diffusion in

disordered media. In a previous section, the physics of the Intermittent Brownian Motion

was introduced to describe the problem of diffusion in a single pore in which the confined

fluid subdivides into an adsorbed phase at the pore surface and a bulk-like phase in the pore

center. Here, we move to a larger scale by considering molecular diffusion in a heterogeneous

medium such as a fluid confined in a disordered porous solid made of different domains. This

problem can be treated in a rigorous fashion using theoretical frameworks such as Langevin

and Fokker–Planck equations.65 As shown below, this formal approach allows predicting the

dynamics in such complex media using intermediate functions which are readily obtained

using experiments (typically, quasi-elastic and inelastic neutron scattering).

Let us consider the situation depicted in Fig. 14(a). A host solid is made of different

porous domains — a, b, c, d, e, and f — in which a molecule diffuses. The molecule

diffusion is illustrated using the trajectory shown as the black line between a set of initial

and final positions corresponding to the grey circles. In order to provide a concrete analogy,

Fig. 14(a) shows electron tomography data of a zeolite crystal in which one distinguishes the

microporous domains (‘mi’, the corresponding porosity is invisible because the experimental

resolution is larger than the corresponding pore size), the mesoporous domains (‘me’), and

macroporous domains (‘ma’, located outside the zeolite crystal). In Section 3.2.2, we have
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already introduced the self-correlation function Gs(r, t) defined in Eq. (61). This function

describes the probability that a molecule diffuses by a quantity r over a time t. We have also

introduced its spatial Fourier transform Is(q, t) =
∫
Gs(r, t)e

iq·rdr. As already discussed in

Section 3.2.2, in the limit of very slow switching rate between domains, i.e. ταC ≫ (Dα
s q

2)
−1

where (Dα
s q

2)−1 is the time needed to diffuse through a typical domain α having a size

q ∼ 2π/r while ταC is the typical crossing time estimated as the mean first-passage time,

molecule exchange between the different domains is limited. In this limit, the correlation

function Is(q, t), which is dominated by diffusion in the different domains, is given by the

sum of all intra-domain diffusion contributions, Is(q, t) =
∑

α xα exp(−Dα
s q

2t).

4.2.2 Diffusion in heterogeneous media

In order to derive a general framework to analyze diffusion in heterogeneous media, Roosen-

Runge et al.65 used a path integral approach in which the self-correlation function Gs(r, t)

is written by considering every possible path that leads from a point r = 0 to a point r over

a time t. In more detail, upon assuming that the trajectory segment within a given domain

is independent of that within the previous domain visited, Gs(r, t) can be expressed as:

Gs(r, t) =
∞∑

m=0

∑
i1,..., im

∫
V

dr1

∫ ∞

0

dt1Pi1(r1, t1|0, 0) ×∫
V

dr2

∫ ∞

t1

dt2Pi2(r2, t2|r1, t1) × . . . ×∫
V

drm

∫ ∞

tm−1

dtmPim(rm, tm|rm−1, tm−1) ×Qim+1(r, t|rm, tm) (100)

In this equation, Pim(rm, tm|rm−1, tm−1) denotes the probability that the molecule leaves a

domain m at time tm and position rm while initially entering the same domain at time tm−1

and at position rm−1 (this definition implies that rm−1 and tm−1 are the position and time

at which the molecule leaves the domain m− 1 to enter the domain m). Qim+1(r, t|rm, tm) is

the probability that a molecule is located at a position r in a domain m+ 1 at time t after

entering the same domain at a position rm and time tm. The subscripts im and im+1 in Pim
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and Qim+1 indicate the domain types corresponding to the mth and m+1th visited domains,

respectively (e.g. type a, b, c, d, e, or f in Fig. 14). A few remarks are in order to fully

understand the above equation.

• In Eq. (100), the first discrete sum over m from 0 to ∞ accounts for the fact that

the distance r traveled over a time t can correspond to different sets of m visited

domains before ending up in the domain m + 1 (with m taking any integer number

of trajectory segments in different domains). Typically, taken as an example, the

individual trajectory shown in Fig. 14 corresponds to a traveled path made ofm+1 = 5

domain visits: b → c → d → c → d. The term m = 0 corresponds to a molecule that

diffuses by a distance r over a time t while staying within the same domain. On the

other hand, the terms m ̸= 0 corresponds to a trajectory over a distance r traveling

through m+1 different domains (even though the same domain can be visited several

times as illustrated in Fig. 14).

• For a given m, there are 2m integrals contributing to Gs(r, t) in Eq. (100); each set of

two integrals is of the form
∫
V
drk

∫∞
tk−1

dtkPik(rk, tk|rk−1, tk−1). Each of these terms

accounts for the contribution from the trajectory segment within the kth visited domain

to the total self-correlation function Gs(r, t) (we recall that the subscript ik indicates

the domain type corresponding to the kth visited domain). In more detail, for each

term, the probability Pik(rk, tk|rk−1, tk−1) that the molecule leaves this domain at the

position rk at a time tk while entering at the position rk−1 at a time tk−1 is integrated

over the time tk (with tk going from tk−1 to ∞) and over the position rk (with rk taking

any possible value over the entire volume of the porous medium).

• The term Qim+1(r, t|rm, tm) accounts for the fact that after entering the last visited

domain, i.e. domain m+1, the particle remains located in this domain and reaches the

position r at time t.
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• The second discrete sum in Eq. (100) corresponds to every combination of possible

path sequence [i1, . . . , ik, . . . , im] for the m visited domains before ending in the final

m+1 domain — where ik corresponds to the domain type (a, b, c, d, e, or f in Fig. 14)

— before ending up in the domain m+1. The sets of values taken by [i1, . . . , ik, . . . , im]

are restricted to integers with different consecutive values. As noted by Roosen-Runge

et al.,65 the formalism above only relies on the assumption that trajectory segments

within one domain are uncorrelated with that in the previous/next domains. The

heterogeneous dynamics is all included in the values taken by the passage positions

and times, i.e. rm and tm, and in the domain connectivity which is accounted for in

the values taken by the functions Pik (two unconnected domain types ik and ik+1 will

not contribute to Gs(r, t) as no trajectory segment within a domain of type ik can lead

to the border of a domain of type ik+1).

Assuming invariance under time and space translation of the different functions Pik and

Qik , the integral expression in Eq. (100) can be used to predict the heterogeneous dynamics

in such complex environments. In practice, one calculates the following Fourier–Laplace

transform which writes:

Ĩ(q, s) =

∫
dr eiq·r

∫
dt e−stGs(r, t)

=
∞∑

m=0

∑
i1,..., im

P̃i1(q, s)P̃i2(q, s) . . . P̃im(q, s)Q̃im+1(q, s) (101)

with ∀k:

P̃ik(q, s) =

∫
dr eiq·r

∫
dt e−stPik(r, t)

Q̃ik(q, s) =

∫
dr eiq·r

∫
dt e−stQik(r, t) (102)

Let us consider a porous medium made of two domain types a and b. Typically, in the

context of the present review, these two domains can correspond to domains within a porous
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Figure 14: Self-diffusion in heterogeneous media. (a) Principle of self-diffusion in
heterogeneous media made of different domains — here, 6 domains denoted with different
colors and letters a, b, c, d, e, and f. A molecule follows a single trajectory which is made
of segments in these different domains b → c → d → c → d. As an example of such domain
decomposition, electron tomography data of a hexagonal zeolite crystal are shown in which
micropores (‘mi’) and mesopores (‘me’) domains are shown (modified from Ref. 145). Typical
self-diffusion in such hierarchical systems include trajectories segments in these micropores
and mesopores but also in the macropores (‘ma’) which are located outside the zeolite grains.
(b) Incoherent scattering function Is(q, t) determined for a heterogeneous medium made
of 3 domain types (a, b, c) in which molecules display different self-diffusion coefficients:
Dc

s ∼ 33Db
s ∼ 1000Da

s . The different color lines correspond to increasing switching rates f
which vary from 0, 0.1, 1, 10, 100, 1000, 10000. Figure adapted from Roosen-Runge et al.65
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particle and outside the porous particle or to different porosity types within the same porous

particles. As treated in detail in Ref. 65, for such two domain systems, Eq. (101) leads to:

Ĩ(q, s) =
∞∑
k=0

(P̃aP̃b)
k × [c(Q̃a + P̃aQ̃b) + (1− c)(Q̃b + P̃bQ̃a)]

=
c(Q̃a + P̃aQ̃b) + (1− c)(Q̃b + P̃b)

1− P̃aP̃b

(103)

where c = Pa(q, t = 0) is the initial concentration in domain a. Note that we omit in the

above equation to explicitly write the function dependence, i.e. Pa,b = Pa,b(q, s).

To predict the heterogeneous dynamics using the formalism above, one needs to pro-

vide simple expressions or determine using molecular simulation the function Pa,b(r, t) and

Qa,b(r, t). As far as formal expressions are concerned, a simple treatment consists of assuming

that the switching probability ψa,b(t) — i.e. the probability that a molecule switches after a

time t— and the diffusion propagator ga,b(r, t) — i.e. the probability that a molecule diffuses

by a distance r over a time t — are independent of each other. With these approximations,

the probability distributions Pa,b(r, t) are given by the probability that the molecule diffuses

by r over a time t multiplied by the probability that the molecule switches to a different

domain at time t. Similarly, the function Qa,b(r, t) is defined as the probability that the

molecule diffuses by r over t multiplied by the probability that the molecule remains within

the same domain ϕa,b(t) = 1−
∫ t

0
ψa,b(t

′)dt′. These choices lead to the following expressions:

Pa,b(r, t) = ψa,b(t)ga,b(r, t)

Qa,b(r, t) = ϕa,b(t)ga,b(r, t) (104)

All the complex underlying phenomena involved in the heterogeneous dynamics are included

in the functions ψa,b(t) and ga,b(r, t). In the most general situations, the switching functions

ψa,b(t) depend on the geometry and structure of the porous medium with some known rigor-

ous mathematical forms in some specific cases.65 Similarly, the propagator ga,b(r, t) can take
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various forms depending on the type of diffusion involved. A reasonable approximation that

applies to many situations is to take for ga,b(r, t) a Gaussian propagator defined in normal

diffusion with its Fourier transform given by ga,b(q, t) ∼ exp(−Da,b
s q2t) where Da,b

s is the

self-diffusivity in domains a and b, respectively. With these choices, the Fourier–Laplace

transforms of Eq. (104) write:

P̃a,b(q, s) = ψ̃a,b(s+Da,b
s q2)

Q̃a,b(r, t) = ϕ̃a,b(s+Da,b
s q2) =

1− P̃a,b(q, s)

s+Da,b
s q2

(105)

which, upon insertion in Eq. (103), leads to:

Ĩ(q, s) =
c

s+Da
s q

2
+

1− c

s+Db
sq

2
+ (Da

s −Db
s)q

2×

ψ̃a(s+Da
s q

2)ψ̃b(s+Db
sq

2)[1− 2c] + ψ̃a(s+Da
s q

2)c− ψ̃b(s+Db
sq

2)[1− c]

[1− ψ̃a(s+Da
s q

2)ψ̃b(s+Db
sq

2)][s+Da
s q

2][s+Db
sq

2]
(106)

In this equation, the third term carries all the dependency on the switching functions

ψ̃a,b(q, s). On the other hand, the first two terms can be gathered as Ĩslow(q, s) as they

correspond to the limit defined above for the slow-switching limit which is independent of

the switching distributions:

Islow(q, t) = c exp (−Da
s q

2t) + (1− c) exp (−Db
sq

2t)

Sslow(q, ω) =
c

π

Da
s q

2

ω2 +Da2
s q

4
+

1− c

π

Db
sq

2

ω2 +Db2
s q

4
(107)

Equation (106) is very powerful as it allows describing the dynamics in complex porous

media from simple functions that can be estimated using molecular simulation or for which

known analytical solutions exist. This formalism can be extended using a transition matrix

approach to more complex media that contain, for instance, more than two domain types.65

Figure 14 illustrates the scattering function Is(q, t) expected for a medium containing three
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domain types (a, b, c) as a function of the switching rate f . As expected based on the

approach described above, for a vanishing switching rate, i.e. f → 0, Is(q, t) follows the slow-

switching limit where Is(q, t) is the sum of three independent contributions with characteristic

times given by (Da,b,c
s q2)−1. In contrast, as the switching rate f increases, the third term in

Eq. (106) becomes important and a single characteristic time that depends on the switching

rate as well as on the switching functions is observed.

4.2.3 Random walk

Random walk approaches constitute a powerful class of techniques that can be used to in-

vestigate the self-diffusion of molecules in heterogeneous media such as porous materials. In

fact, as will be discussed below, random walk methods allow one to go beyond the frame-

work of self-diffusion as they can be applied to situations where transport is induced by

a thermodynamic gradient (i.e. with a non zero net flow condition). From a very general

viewpoint, diffusion and transport in porous materials, and in any heterogeneous medium in

general, can be described using the Fokker–Planck equation.59,146 More precisely, we start

with the Smoluchowski equation which applies to the probability P (r, t) to find a molecule

at a position r at time t:46

∂P (r, t)

∂t
= ∇ ·

[
Ds

∇F (r, t)
kBT

+∇ (DsP (r, t))
]

(108)

This equation is analogous to the advection-diffusion equation introduced in Section 2

which describes the variations in space and time of the concentration in a heterogeneous

medium. However, in contrast to the advection-diffusion equation, the Smoluchovski equa-

tion refers to the molecule distribution P (r, t), i.e. the propagator, so that it relies on a

statistical mechanics approach rather than a deterministic picture of the problem. Inter-

estingly, the Smoluchovski equation encompasses very general situations such as Brownian

Dynamics as described by the Langevin equation46 but it is more general as it does not

assume any stochastic dynamics a priori. In Eq. (108), the left hand side term describes the
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time evolution of the molecule distribution P (r, t). Such an evolution arises from two contri-

butions described in the right hand side of Eq. (108). The first term, i.e. ∇·Ds∇F (r, t)/kBT ,

is an advection contribution where the molecule distribution P (r, t) is transported through

a velocity field v ∼ ∇F (r, t)/kBT (in practice, F (r, t) is a free energy gradient that can

correspond to any thermodynamic quantity like pressure, temperature, etc.). The second

term, i.e. ∇ · ∇[DsP (r, t)], describes Fick’s diffusion where the particle distribution evolves

because of fluctuations which are explicitly written as dependent on both time t and po-

sition r. Equation (108) is a very general expression that allows describing transport, i.e.

diffusion and advection, in heterogeneous media under any flow conditions. In particular,

as will be discussed below, the formalism briefly described above gives rise to a number of

numerical approaches which include random walk strategies for transport in porous materials

with different schemes available (continuous time random walk, time domain random walk,

etc.).147

The Smoluchowski equation is at the heart of random walk approaches to probe self-

diffusion in heterogeneous media under no flow conditions (in the absence of an external

force, i.e. no thermodynamic field F (r, t) is applied). In that case, Eq. (108) simplifies to

yield the diffusion equation with a heterogeneous diffusion coefficient Ds:

∂P (r, t)

∂t
= ∇ · [Ds(r, t)∇P (r, t)] (109)

Equation (109) can be interpreted in terms of the density of an ensemble of independent par-

ticles whose trajectories are determined by a stochastic differential equation, the Langevin

equation. In the general case where Ds(r, t) depends on position and/or time, this interpre-

tation is delicate, and requires a careful description of the calculus rule used for integrating

the stochastic equation (the so-called Itô-Stratonovich rules discussed in detail in specific

textbooks, e.g. Ref. 146). If one restricts the approach to uniform, time independent Ds, the
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equation ∂P (r, t)/∂t = Ds∇2P (r, t)) is equivalent to the Langevin equation:

m
dv

∂t
= −ξmv + δF(t) (110)

where m and v are the molecule mass and velocity, respectively. In the Langevin equation,

which relates to Newton’s equation of motion, the left hand side term is the Brownian

molecule acceleration while the right hand side corresponds to the different forces exerted on

the molecule. The contribution −ξv is the average friction term arising upon the motion of

the Brownian molecule in the solvent while the contribution δF(t) is a random, fluctuating

force describing the deviation from the average. The random force is zero on average, i.e.

⟨δFα(t)⟩ = 0 with α = x, y, z. Moreover, because the collisions with the solvent occur on

a time scale much shorter than the characteristic time scale corresponding to the change in

velocity described in Eq. (110), the random force δF(t) must verify that ⟨δFα(t)δFβ(t
′)⟩ =

2δF0δαβδ(t−t′) where δF0 is the amplitude of the fluctuating force, δαβ the Kronecker symbol

and δ(t − t′) the Dirac function. With these considerations, the solution of the Langevin

equation is known (see Ref. 46 for more details):

v(t) = v(0) exp(−ξt) + 1

m

∫ t

0

dt′ exp [−ξ(t− t′)] δF(t′) (111)

While ⟨v(t)⟩ = 0 in the absence of external driving force (i.e. thermodynamic field) to induce

a velocity drift, ⟨v(t)2⟩ is non zero with a value obtained by squaring Eq. (111):148

〈
v(t)2

〉
=
〈
v(0)2

〉
exp(−2ξt)

+
1

m2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′ exp [−ξ(2t− t′ − t′′)]× ⟨δF(t′)δF(t′′)⟩ (112)

The long time limit, t → ∞, of this equation, i.e. ⟨v2⟩ ∼ 3δF0/m
2ξ, must be equal to

its value defined via the equipartition energy theorem, ⟨v2⟩ ∼ 3kBT/m. This leads to

the important following relationship, which is an expression of the fluctuation-dissipation
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theorem: mξkBT = δF0.

To predict the trajectory of Brownian molecules, one can determine the velocity auto-

correlation function from Eq. (111), i.e. ⟨v(t)v(t′)⟩ = 3kBT/m × exp(−ξ|t − t′|), which can

be transformed as described in Section 2.2.2 into:

〈
|r(t)− r(t′)|2

〉
=

6kBT

mξ

(
|t− t′|+ 1

ξ
(exp [−ξ |t− t′|]− 1)

)
(113)

This equation shows that the dynamics obeys normal diffusion for times longer than the

characteristic time ξ−1, i.e. t ≫ ξ−1. In this case, called the “overdamped limit”, the mean

square displacement obeys normal diffusion, ∆r(t)2 = 6Dst with a self-diffusion coefficient

given by Ds = kBT/mξ, and the evolution of P (r, t) is described by the Smoluchovski

equation.

We have already introduced the concept of random walks when discussing Fickian diffu-

sion at the pore scale in Section 3.1.3. In short, with this model, normal diffusion is probed

by considering a molecule, the walker, that jumps from a site to a random neighboring site

on a lattice of lattice constant a within a time δt (Fig. 7). The average mean-square displace-

ment of the molecule at a time t is given by ⟨r2(t)⟩ ∼ 2dDst where d is the dimensionality

of the lattice (1D, 2D, etc.) and Ds = ka2 is the self-diffusivity with k the hopping rate (all

details can be found in Section 3.1.3). The random walk model is very useful in the specific

context of diffusion in porous media. While the fundamentals are quite simple and general,

different random walk approaches are available to investigate the self-diffusion in porous

solids. In what follows, the two following approaches are presented: (1) on-lattice random

walk and (2) random walk particle tracking. Other methods such as the correlated ran-

dom walk theory149,150 and biased-diffusion calculations for the determination of transport

coefficients151,152 can also be used.

On-lattice random walk. The most straightforward application of the random walk model

to diffusion in porous materials consists of measuring the effective diffusivity. In particular,
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this method can be used to determine the tortuosity as the diffusivity factor which cor-

responds to the ratio of the bulk diffusivity to the effective diffusivity within the porous

material, τ ∼ D0
s/Ds.

153,154 In practice, with this approach, one starts with some structural

data in real space of a porous material such as tomography data, transmission electron mi-

croscopy data, focused ion beam scanning electron microscopy data, etc. A 2D or 3D lattice

is mapped onto such data with each node being assigned a domain type — porous void or

solid domain — as shown in Fig. 15(a). The effective self-diffusivity Ds is then determined

by simulating the random walk of a molecule onto such a lattice. More in detail, start-

ing from an accessible node chosen randomly, the random walk is simulated by moving the

molecule to an adjacent node chosen randomly while incrementing the time by a time step

δt. If the chosen node is inaccessible, i.e. belongs to the solid domains, the move is rejected

and the molecule remains at the same site until the next move. The effective self-diffusivity

Ds is determined from the slope of the mean-square displacement ∆r2(t) as a function of

time t, Ds = ∆r2(t)/6t as shown in Fig. 15(c). An average over many initial points chosen

randomly is needed to obtain data that are representative of the whole porous material —

i.e. independent of any particular initial condition. To obtain the tortuosity τ = D0
s/Ds,

the effective diffusivity Ds must be compared to the bulk diffusivity D0
s which is equal to

a2/6δt (see Section 3.1.3). The simple method above provides an estimate for the diffusion

tortuosity that only accounts for morphological (pore shape) and topological (network con-

nectivity) effects. However, such a geometrical description of a given porous material and its

diffusion properties can be completed by including the description of adsorption effects as

follows. In a simulation of random walk trajectories in a porous material, when the chosen

adjacent node is inaccessible, the move is rejected and a residence time corresponding to a

number n of time step δ is added to the current time t. By increasing the current time t to

t + nδt, adsorption effects can be taken into account. While this approach remains mostly

empirical, it is efficient at capturing and disentangling adsorption and geometry effects on

the diffusion in complex porous media. As a possible refinement, the effects of adsorption can
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be captured in a more realistic, i.e. semi-quantitative, fashion by choosing the residence time

according to the time distribution probability ψA(t) which corresponds to the probability

that an adsorption step lasts a time t117,120 (this distribution was defined in the Intermittent

Brownian Motion model introduced in Section 3.2.3).
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Figure 15: Random Walk models in confined environments. (a) Random walk on
a lattice model mapped onto structural data for a porous material (with dark regions cor-
responding to non-porous solid domains and white regions corresponding to the porous
domains). The red segments correspond to the molecule trajectory as described in this
coarse-grained lattice random walk approach. (b) In a constant time random walk (CTRW),
a molecule follows an off-lattice trajectory with consists of a succession of trajectory segments
within domains of different porosities (grey and white regions in this example). In each do-
main, the molecule displays a different self-diffusivity Dα

s so that the distance between two
points separated by a constant time step ∆t depends on Dα

s (typically, |∆r| ∼
√
Dα

s ∆t).
(c) Regardless of the random walk approach used, the molecule mean square displacement
∆r2(t) scales linearly with time as expected for a molecule obeying Brownian motion.

Random walk particle tracking. The on-lattice random walk approach described above

is limited to binary structures made of an accessible (porous voids) and an inaccessible

(solid domains) phases. In contrast, it is not suitable for more complex structures where the

accessible phase can be made of domains with different diffusion properties. Examples of such

heterogeneous media include complex, multiscale porous materials exhibiting domains with

different pore sizes. For each domain, the confined fluid will diffuse according to a given

self-diffusivity that depends on factors such as pore size and porosity. The random walk

particle tracking method (RWPT)155 is an efficient off-lattice method which allows probing

96



the diffusion in such complex porous solids.156,157 Like for the on-lattice method described

above, such numerical simulations require to have available structural data which can be used

to investigate their self-diffusion property according to the random walk model. Such real

space data must be of a resolution good enough to allow distinguishing the different diffusing

domains. Typically, for hierarchical porous adsorbents such as mesoporous zeolites shown

in Fig. 14(a), a segmentation procedure must be performed to assign each pixel to a domain

type: microporous, mesoporous, and macroporous domain. When impermeable/inaccessible

domains exist such as non-porous patches, an additional domain type must be considered

with a corresponding self-diffusivity set to zero. A self-diffusivity value Dα
s is then assigned

to each domain type α. Such values can be estimated from experimental data available

for single-phase materials (zeolite crystal, mesoporous material, etc.) while the diffusivity

in macroporous domains can be taken as the value for the bulk phase under the same

thermodynamic conditions (pressure, temperature, chemical potential, etc.).

Once the structural data and domain diffusion properties have been set up, a RWPT

simulation is carried out as follows. A molecule is placed randomly within the material at a

position r belonging to a domain type α. As illustrated in Fig. 15(b), the random walk of

this molecule is then simulated by moving the molecule by a random vector δr so that its

new position is r′ = r+ δr. The vector δr has a random orientation but a norm |δr| equal to
√
6Dsαδt where δt is the time step used to integrate the random walk trajectory. By virtue

of the Brownian motion, this definition of the norm |δr| for the random walk displacement

ensures that the self-diffusivity of the particle is equal to Dα
s if the particle remains in a

domain of type α. Like with any discretized numerical approach, the time step δt must be

chosen small enough to ensure that the integration of the random walk trajectory is stable

and accurate. If the new position at t + δt belongs to the same domain as the position at

time t, the move is accepted and the time is increased from t to t+ δt. However, if the new

position belongs to a different domain, a mass balance condition must be verified to impose

that the flow from the domain α to the domain α′ is equal to the flow from the domain α′
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to the domain α. This condition is very important to impose the ergodicity condition — i.e.

the fact that the fraction of time spent by the molecule in domains of type α is equal to the

fraction of molecules occupying these domains. Such a mass balance condition writes:158

pαα′cαϕαD
α
s = pα′αcα′ϕα′Dα′

s (114)

In this equation, ck, ϕk, and Dk
s are the molecule concentration, porosity, and the self-

diffusivity in domain k (k = α or α′). pαα′ is the probability to accept the random move

from a position in a domain α to a position in a domain α′ (and vice-versa for pα′α). The

condition given in Eq. (114) can be understood as follows. The left hand side describes in

a probabilistic fashion the molecular flow from a domain α to a domain α′. More in detail,

in this contribution, cαϕα is proportional to the number of molecules in a domain α so that

Dα
s cαϕα is proportional to the number of molecules attempting to leave the domain per unit

of time. pαα′ is the fraction of molecules that eventually succeeds in leaving the domain α to

enter the domain α′ (the same reasoning applies for the right hand side of the above equation

but for the transfer from molecules in a domain α′ to a domain α).

With the algorithm above, the dynamics in heterogeneous media can be modeled while

properly taking into account the ergodicity principle through the probability to accept or

reject at each step the proposed random walk move (whenever it involves switching from

one domain to another). In particular, the random walk particle tracking method is very

general as it encompasses the first random walk technique described in this section. Indeed,

by considering that solid domains are domains in the RWPT method but with a porosity

set to zero, the acceptance probability to have a random walk move leading the molecule

from the porosity to the impermeable solid skeleton is zero. In practice, as illustrated in

Figs. 15(b) and (c), once the rules defined above have been set up, the RWPT simulation is

performed and analyzed in a very similar fashion as regular random walk simulations. Like

with any random walk approach, the effective self-diffusivity Ds is determined from the slope
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of the mean-square displacement ∆r2(t) as a function of time t, Ds = ∆r2/6t as shown in

Fig. 15(c).

Other random walk approaches. The random walk technique was introduced above in

the limited context of diffusion (i.e. in the absence of any advective flow). Here, we intend

to describe its generalization to transport situations where both diffusion and advection are

at play. Reviews such as Ref. 147 are available for a general presentation of random walk

approaches to diffusion and transport in porous materials. In what follows, we only report

some key aspects with a focus on the extension of these techniques to transport with flow

conditions.

The particle tracking random walk (PTRW) can be used to treat the general problem of

combined diffusive and advective transport. Typically, this is achieved by integrating with

a constant time step δt the particle position; r(t) at a time t becomes at a time t + δt:

r(t+ δt) = r(t)+v(r)δt+ δr where v(r) is the local Stokes velocity field while δr is a vector

having a random orientation. While the velocity field v can be pre-calculated using Lattice

Boltzmann simulations for instance, the random vector δr must have a norm governed by

the self-diffusion coefficient [6Dsδt]
1/2 as already discussed above. In heterogeneous materi-

als, the constant time approach used in most random walk approaches can raise important

issues — especially when the coexisting diffusion domains have very different associated

self-diffusivity coefficients (typically, diffusion will involve either very large displacements

in the fast domains or very small displacements in the slow domains). Different strategies

are available to overcome such limitations inherent to the constant time approach: namely,

the continuous time random walk (CTRW) and the time domain random walk (TDRW). In

CTRW, as discussed in Ref. 147 and references therein, the particle position r(t) and time

t are both implemented with position and time increments that depend on the position r.

Moreover, these increments are coupled through the probability distribution function de-

scribing the probability that a molecule at a given position r moves by a quantity δr over a

time increment δt. Such a scheme allows transforming both the molecule position and time
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into continuous variables despite the use of a discrete trajectory integration frame. Such

methods can prove to be very powerful to investigate transport and diffusion problems in

complex porous media such as hierarchical structures and fractured solids.159 In particu-

lar, owing to their simplicity and versatility, they can be used to model problems such as

molecule (solute) dispersion under liquid flow in any porous structure type. In the spirit of

the CTRW, albeit different, the TDRW can also be employed to investigate the diffusion

and transport of molecules in realistic numerical reconstructions of real porous media. In

contrast to CTRW, the TDRW technique assumes — regardless of the particle position r —

a constant position increment |δr| and calculates the time increment needed to achieve such

a translation.

4.2.4 Free energy and hierarchical simulations

Molecular dynamics is a technique of choice to probe the self-diffusivity of adsorbates in

porous media such as nanoporous catalysts. However, in many situations, this technique,

which is limited to times of ∼ 100 ns up to a few µs depending on the system size, proves to

be inefficient at describing self-diffusivity. Such situations are often encountered for bulky

molecules in nanoporous materials with very small pores. Even in case of small molecules,

probing diffusivity at low temperatures can become a complex task. Let us consider a

nanoporous material with a heterogeneity length L. This length is defined as the typical

length which must be explored by the diffusing molecules to obtain data that are representa-

tive of the overall macroscopic diffusivity (typically, in the case of zeolites, L is of the order of

the unit cell parameter). In order to efficiently probe diffusivity using molecular dynamics,

we can assume that the molecules must diffuse over a distance that is at least twice the

lengthscale L. The time τ required to meet this condition is given by τ ∼ 4L2/Ds where

Ds is the self-diffusivity. For a bulky molecule such as cyclohexane, with a diffusivity of the

order of 10−12 m2/s in nanoconfinement,160 τ ∼ 4µs, i.e. a value beyond the typical time that

can be achieved with molecular dynamics. When regular molecular dynamics does not allow
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probing diffusivity in nanoporous media, other strategies such as hierarchical simulations

are available.161,162 Such simulations, which consist of determining the diffusivity of an ad-

sorbed molecule using a methodology based on the transition state theory, are very powerful

at predicting the slow macroscopic dynamics in complex heterogeneous materials.163–166 In

practice, such molecular simulations rely on a two-step approach. First, one calculates a free

energy map to identify all adsorption sites within the host porous solid. Second, using the

transition state theory, a kinetic Monte Carlo algorithm or Brownian dynamics simulation is

used to determine the macroscopic diffusivity through the motion on this free energy map.

Different versions of these hierarchical simulations can be found in the literature. In what

follows, we focus mostly on the original version as proposed by Theodorou and coworkers for

monoatomic161 and more complex fluids.162 However, it should be noted that improvements

have been proposed in more recent years such as an extension of the transition state theory

to adsorbed loadings where collective effects strongly affect the dynamic correction factor κ

(see below).164,167

In hierarchical simulations, diffusion within the porous material is assumed to occur

through uncorrelated jumps from a local free energy minimum i to another local free energy

minimum j. In more detail, as described in Section 3.1.3, the transition rate kij between the

two local minima is obtained from their free energies using Eq. (47):

kij = κ
kBT

2πm
×

∫
Sij

exp(−U/kBT )dr2∫
Vi
exp(−U/kBT )dr3

(115)

where U is the system internal energy andm the mass of the adsorbed atom. This expression

is valid for a monoatomic fluid where there is no configurational entropy contribution. For

a molecular fluid, U in the expression above must be replaced by the free energy F which

is probed by considering at a given position r the following average over N configurations

k picked randomly F (r) = −kBT ln
[∑N

k exp(−Uk/kBT )/N
]
(Uk is the internal energy of

the kth molecular configuration of the fluid molecule).168 The integral in the numerator in
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Eq. (115) is evaluated at the surface boundary between sites i and j while the integral in

the denominator is evaluated over the volume around the site i (typically, a cutoff in energy

U can be used as positions around site i with strongly repulsive energies do not contribute

significantly to the integral in the denominator). The term κ in the above equation is the dy-

namic correction factor which was already introduced in Section 3.1.3. This factor, which is

comprised between 0 and 1, accounts for the fact that only a fraction κ of molecules attempt-

ing to jump from site i to site j eventually succeeds in doing so. Such a contribution can be

estimated using the Bennett–Chandler approach92 from Molecular Dynamics simulations in

which molecules are positioned at the top of the energy barrier with an initial velocity vi(0)

at time t = 0 selected randomly according to a Maxwell–Boltzmann distribution at temper-

ature T . With these simulations, κ is determined by counting the number of molecules that

ends up in state j at a time t later, κ =
√

2πm/kBT ⟨vi(0)θk(t)⟩ (where θk(t) = 1 if the

molecule ends up in site j and 0 otherwise and ⟨· · · ⟩ denotes average over many realizations

in the microcanonical NVE ensemble). As discussed by Smit and coworkers,164,167 the impact

of loading, i.e. collective effects, in the determination of κ and therefore in the macroscopic

diffusivity in nanoconfinement is an important issue that is usually not accounted for. These

authors have proposed an extended version of the transition state theory in which the density

dependence of κ is measured to account for such dynamic corrections. In practice, such an

extension consists of determining the corrections κij for the transition between state i and

j as a function of loading while taking into account the necessary mass balance condition

between these two sites.

As discussed in Section 3.1.3, for a homogeneous medium, i.e. with a constant jump rate

k, the self-diffusivity is readily obtained as Ds = 1/6ka2 where a is the distance between

adjacent sites. However, for a heterogeneous medium such as in nanoporous materials where

adsorption sites are separated by free energy barriers, the jump rate is not constant and an

additional numerical strategy is needed to simulate the molecular dynamics in the underlying

free energy landscape. In practice, this is usually achieved using a kinetic Monte Carlo
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approach as described in detail in Refs. 161, 165. In this approach, the probability πij(t)

that a molecule jumps from a site i to a site j between the times t and t + dt is assumed

to follow a Poisson distribution:169 πij(t) = ρij exp(−ρijt)dt. In this expression, ρij is the

transition rate which is given by the jump rate kij multiplied by the number of molecules in

state i. As discussed by June et al.,161 with the underlying Poisson distribution, the average

time between two jumps between states i and j is τij = 1/ρij. When N different events, i.e.

moves, are possible from a state i, the Poisson distribution defined above imposes that the

overall rate parameter (frequency) is given by ρ =
∑N

k ρk where ρk is the rate parameter

of the move of type k. Moreover, the probability that a move k′ occurs first is given by:

Pk′ = ρk′/
∑N

k ρk. With these theoretical considerations, the molecular dynamics in the pre-

calculated free energy landscape is simulated as follows. First, considering the overall rate

parameter ρ discussed above, the time interval of the occurrence of the next move is chosen

according to the Poisson distribution π(t) = ρ exp(−ρt). In practice, using the technique

known as the inverse transform sampling, τ is sampled as follows. Π(t) =
∫ t′

0
π(t)dt is a

cumulative function that describes the probability that a move occurs between a time t = 0

and a time t. A random number ϵ ∈ [0, 1] is chosen such that ϵ = Π(τ). In the specific case of

a Poisson distribution π(t), one obtains Π(t) = 1−exp(−ρt) and τ = − ln(1− ϵ)/ρ.170 Then,

in a second step, a particular move k′ is picked by comparing a random number ξ ∈ [0, 1] with

the probability P =
∑N

k Pk. Once a given move k′ and a time interval τ have been selected,

the trajectory of the molecule is updated. As usual, the self-diffusivity is readily obtained

from the mean square displacements using the Einstein equation, Ds = limt→∞∆r2(t)/6t.
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5 Transfer in nanoporous materials (under flow)

5.1 Flow mechanisms

5.1.1 Convection, advection, diffusion

Let us now consider transport phenomena in materials containing nanopores while more

complex structures including different porosity scales will be considered in Section 6. Con-

cerning transport, we here refer to situations where a net fluid flow is induced by a driving

force corresponding to a thermodynamic gradient such as a chemical potential, pressure or

temperature gradient. In contrast, the diffusion aspects, which were covered in Sections 3

and 4, correspond to a no net flow condition. The typical transport experiment considered in

the present and subsequent chapters is depicted in Fig. 16(a). A pellet or a column packed

with grains made up of a nanoporous solid is set in contact with a fluid phase which is

then subjected to a pressure gradient. The fluid phase, which flows under the action of the

pressure gradient, is either a single component phase or, more generally, a mixture and can

exist within the porosity as a gas or a liquid. Provided the pressure gradient ∇P is not

too large, the fluid response to the driving force is linear so that the flow rate v is directly

proportional to ∇P . While transport occurs at the macroscopic scale typically over lengths

in the range 10−2 – 10−1 m, the solid sample at a smaller scale is made of small particles

having a size D ∼ 10−6 – 10−3 m (roughly, for a granular medium, the intergranular spacing

is of the same order of magnitude as D). In turn, as illustrated in Fig. 16(b), these particles

are made up of a nanoporous material with pore sizes in the molecular range Dp ∼ 0.1 –

100 nm. From a very general standpoint, as already discussed in Section 2, transport occurs

through convection, advection, and/or diffusion. Here, we recall that convection corresponds

to inertial effects (the non-linear part of the Navier–Stokes equation) while advection refers

to the laminar flow parallel to the driving force inducing transport (linear part of Navier–

Stokes equation). For more details, the reader is referred to the corresponding discussion

in Section 2.1. On the one hand, for a single component, i.e. a pure gas or liquid phase,
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transport induced by a thermodynamic gradient typically corresponds to convection and/or

advection (diffusion as induced by a concentration gradient does not apply in most situations

for a single-component fluid since the upstream and downstream phases do not differ in con-

centration). On the other hand, for a fluid mixture, in addition to advection and convection,

transport in porous materials can also involve a diffusion component if the downstream and

upstream concentrations differ.171
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Figure 16: Transport in nanoporous catalysts. (a) Schematic representation of gas and
liquid transport across a pellet or a column packed with grains of a nanoporous material
(blue cylinder). The flow across this system having macroscopic dimensions (∼ 1 - 10 cm)
is typically induced by a pressure gradient ∇P which leads to a flow rate v proportional
to −∇P (in the linear approximation regime). (b) At smaller scales, the pellet or packed
column is made up of grains having a size of the order of mm or even smaller. Each grain is
made of a nanoporous material having very small pores down to the molecular scale (here, a
disordered porous carbon is shown for illustration). (c) Transport in such complex materials
— i.e. assemblies of packed grains — involves different flow regimes such as advection and
possibly convection in large voids between grains and diffusion and/or advection in the very
small porosity within the grains. The competition between advection and diffusion at the
smallest porosity scale depends on the self-diffusion coefficient Ds and the permeability k.
The image of the activated carbon powder is taken from Ref. 172 (creative commons license).

Specific situations such as that considered in Fig. 16 will be addressed in the next sub-

section by discussing the influence of pore and particle sizes on transport but also of ther-

modynamic conditions (corresponding either to fluid in a gas or liquid state). However,

generally speaking, regardless of the porous solid and flowing fluid considered, the compe-

tition between convection, advection, and diffusion can be assessed using the two following
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dimensionless numbers: the Reynolds number Re and the Peclet number Pe. As discussed

in Section 2.1.1, Re = ρvL/η characterizes the ratio of the convective to the advective con-

tributions in the Navier–Stokes equation given in Eq. (1) (v and L are the flow velocity and

characteristic lengthscale while η and ρ are the fluid dynamical viscosity and density). For

practical situations as illustrated in Fig. 16(c), two Re numbers can be defined as transport

involves intragranular [L ∼ Dp] and intergranular [L ∼ D] flows. In practice, Re depends on

different parameters, such as the pore/particle size and pressure gradient, which affect the

flow rate. However, convection is usually negligible unless large Dp or D are considered. In

fact, while intergranular transport can involve a convective contribution (non-negligible Re

because of the large intergranular size ∼ D), intragranular transport does not include any

convective contribution when nanoporous grains are considered (Re ≪ 1 because Dp ∼ 0.1 –

10 nm). In addition to Re, the Peclet number is a very useful parameter as it describes the

balance between the diffusive and advective contributions to transport in porous materials:

Pe = vL/Ds where v is the fluid velocity, Ds the fluid self-diffusion coefficient, and L the

characteristic lengthscale. Like for Re, two Pe numbers can be defined as overall transport

involves intragranular [L ∼ Dp] and intergranular [L ∼ D] flows. Again, the corresponding

Pe values for a specific problem depend on parameters such as the pressure gradient and

particle/pore sizes but, usually, intergranular transport is found to be dominated by the

flow, as the velocity is large (large Pe). On the other hand, intragranular transport can be

advective or diffusive depending on the pore size Dp and the corresponding self-diffusivity

Ds.

5.1.2 Gas and liquid flows

In what precedes, the specific conditions to observe convection, advection, and diffusion upon

fluid transport in porous media were presented. Using the generic dimensionless numbers

Re and Pe, the different contributions and flow mechanisms can be predicted as a function

of the following fluid, solid, and thermodynamic parameters. The relevant fluid parameters
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are the viscosity η and density ρ at the experimental temperature T while those related to

the porous solid are the particle size D, pore size Dp, and column/sample size Ls. As for the

thermodynamic conditions, the temperature T and the pressure gradient ∇P = ∆P/Ls are

the key parameters affecting the flow mechanisms. For a given system and thermodynamic

conditions, the resulting flow mechanisms will be driven by the fluid self-diffusivity Ds and

flow rate v ∼ ∇P in the different porosity scales. In what follows, liquid flow is first

considered before discussing gas or supercritical fluid flow. This dichotomy fluid/liquid,

which can appear as arbitrary at first, is important because of the following. On the one hand,

liquids are incompressible or weakly compressible so that the transport parameters Ds, Dp,

η, v, etc. at a given temperature can be treated as independent of the average pressure and

pressure gradient. In other words, for most practical situations, unless very large pressure

drops ∆P are used to induce transport, a single relevant flow type will be observed. On

the other hand, owing to their non-negligible compressibility, even if other parameters are

maintained constant, gas or supercritical fluid flow can pertain to very different mechanisms

depending on the density ρ, and, therefore, pressure P .

Liquids. Let us consider as an illustrative example the case of a liquid flowing in a complex

porous medium as depicted in Fig. 16(c). The mean free path λ ∼ 1/ρσ2 for a liquid

remains nearly constant since ρ does not vary or only very little with pressure (σ is the

molecular diameter of the liquid molecule). In practice, considering typical liquid densities,

λ is very small or of the order of magnitude of the pore size Dp. As a result, as discussed

in Section 2, even if the density changes because of compressibility effects when the liquid

is subjected to a pressure gradient, the liquid flow remains in the same regime with no

change in the underlying transport mechanisms. As discussed in Section 2.1.1, for water at

room temperature, the flow in large pores such as in the intergranular pores is advective or

convective while the diffusive flow remains negligible. The nature of the flow — being either

advective or convective — depends on the pressure drop (or flow rate) imposed as defined in

the expression for Re. In contrast, in small pores such as in the intragranular space in Fig. 16,
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Re is very small so that the liquid flow is either advective or diffusive. On the one hand,

the advective flow rate v is related to the pressure gradient ∇P through the permeability

k. As will be discussed further below, the permeability scales with the squared pore size,

k ∼ D2
p. On the other hand, the self-diffusivity decreases with decreasing the pore size Dp

(see Section 2). Therefore, for water at room temperature, when pore sizes are in the range

Dp ∼ 1 - 100 nm, the self-diffusivity can vary from 10−13 to 10−9 m2/s (the latter value being

close to the bulk diffusivity as no confinement effect is expected for large pores Dp ∼ 100

nm). Going back to the situation in Fig. 16, the competition between advection and diffusion

within the nanoporous particles depends on the flow rate v and pore size Dp. To estimate

the trade-off between these two mechanisms, it is instructive to consider the typical liquid

displacement over a characteristic time τ . In the direction parallel to the pressure gradient,

advection induced by the pressure gradient ∇P in the large porosity displaces the liquid by a

distance lT ∼ vτ with v ∼ −k/η∇P . In the direction perpendicular to the pressure gradient,

the liquid diffuses by a quantity l ∼
√
Dsτ over the same characteristic time τ . The ratio

between these two characteristic lengths allows defining the efficiency of a given sample, by

imposing that lT = vτ is the sample size. For large lT/l, the advective transport is very fast

so that diffusion in the nanoporous particles is limited — in other words, most of the flowing

liquid does not explore the entire granular particles because it moves across the sample in a

very short time. On the other hand, for small lT/l, the fluid flow rate in the sample is small

and its diffusion through the intragranular space is very efficient.

Gases and supercritical fluids. In contrast to liquids, which are incompressible or weakly

compressible, the transport of gases or supercritical fluids in porous materials is more com-

plex as the density can vary drastically upon changing the applied thermodynamic condi-

tions. Even when constant thermodynamic boundary conditions are applied, the gas flow

induced by a pressure gradient implies that the fluid density along the flow varies with the

local pressure. Moreover, because of possible adsorption effects, even when low fluid den-

sities/pressures are considered, the fluid density within the porous material can be large.

108



In order to rationalize gas or fluid transport in nanoporous materials, it is instructive to

consider the mean free path λ ∼ 1/ρσ2 as a function of the applied gas pressure. For gases

or supercritical fluids, λ varies drastically depending on the exact pressure conditions con-

sidered. λ covers a broad range from values close to the pore size Dp (“tight gas” conditions)

to values very large compared to Dp (diluted gases). As discussed in Section 2, for a given

pore size Dp, the relevant dimensionless number to describe the change in flow regime with

λ is the Knudsen number Kn = λ/Dp.
83 In what follows, the different regimes that can be

encountered depending on Kn are introduced (for a deeper presentation, the reader is also

referred to Refs. 83, 84).

• Viscous flow, Kn < 0.01. In this asymptotic regime, the flow is advective as de-

scribed using Darcy law which will be introduced in Section 5.2.2. The flow is assumed

to be laminar so that it only applies to situations corresponding to low Re.

• Slip flow, Kn ∼ [0.01− 0.1]. As the Knudsen number increases above 0.01, the gas

flows according to a corrected Darcy’s law. Such a correction, known as Klinkenberg

effect, will be also discussed in Section 5.2.2. This correction, which leads to faster

flow rate compared to that predicted from the regular Darcy’s law, corresponds to gas

slippage at the pore surface because of compressibility effects.

• Transition flow, Kn ∼ [0.1− 10]. Transition flow corresponds to a regime where

transport occurs both through advection and diffusion. As noted in Ref. 6, in such

conditions, the advective and diffusive fluxes sum up as the two contributions act in

parallel in terms of transport. Indeed, while the flow rate associated with advection

induces a displacement of the fluid center of mass, diffusion adds up a mean-square

displacement to the overall fluid molecular motion. In this transition regime, as the

Knudsen number increases, a continuous transition is observed from a pure advective

flow towards a pure diffusive flow.

• Knudsen diffusion, Kn > 10. In this asymptotic regime, the fluid mean free path
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is much larger than the pore size so that transport occurs through Knudsen diffusion

(predominant collisions of the molecules with the pore surface). This regime was

discussed at length in Section 2.

5.2 Viscous flow

5.2.1 Poiseuille law

Incompressible flow. Let us consider an incompressible liquid confined in a slit pore of

width Dp and length L as depicted in Fig. 17. The liquid flows when subjected to a pressure

gradient ∇P in the direction z parallel to the pore surface (x is the direction normal to

the pore surface). Physically, even for pores as small as a few nm in width, the liquid flow

in such a configuration is well captured by the Navier–Stokes relation for the momentun

conservation given in Eq. (1).19,97,173 In the laminar regime, i.e. for small Re, the inertial

term is negligible, v · ∇v ∼ 0 (where v is the fluid velocity field), so that the momentum

conservation writes:52

ρ
∂v

∂t
= −∇P + η∇2v (116)

where the gravity term f was omitted as this contribution is negligible for liquids confined in

nanopores. The stationary solution of Eq. (116) is obtained by imposing ∂v/∂t = 0, which

leads to the differential equation∇P = η∇2v. Considering the symmetry of the configuration

shown in Fig. 17, the velocity field is parallel to the z direction with an amplitude that only

depends on the position along x: v = vz(x)kz where kz is a unit vector in the z direction.

In practice, the pressure gradient is obtained by imposing a pressure difference ∆P > 0 over

the length of the pore L so that ∇P = −∆P/L. A first integration with respect to x of the

latter differential equation leads to ∂vz/∂x = −x∆P/Lη+C1. The constant C1 is necessarily

equal to zero as the velocity field is symmetrical in x = 0 (∂vz/∂x = 0 for x = 0). This

allows defining the shear stress σxz = −η∂vz/∂x exerted by a liquid layer located in x on the

adjacent layer in the x direction, σxz = x∆P/L. This equation shows that the shear stress
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is maximum at the pore surface x = Dp/2 with a value σs
xz = Dp∆P/2L.

A second integration with respect to x of the differential equation above leads to vz(x) =

−∆Px2/2Lη+C2 where the constant C2 is is obtained by considering the velocity boundary

condition at the pore surface. At the macroscopic scale, the boundary condition for a viscous

fluid at the solid surface is “no slip”, i.e. vz(x = Dp/2) = 0, so that C2 = ∆P/8Lη × D2
p.

This leads to the following parabolic profile for the velocity field:

vz(x) =
∆PD2

p

8Lη

[
1−

(
2x

Dp

)2]
(117)

The derivation above performed for a cylindrical pore of diameter Dp = 2Rp leads to the

following equation:

vz(r) =
∆PR2

p

4Lη

[
1−

(
r

Rp

)2]
(118)

Regardless of the pore geometry, the flow J is obtained by multiplying the velocity profile by

the fluid density ρ and integrating over the pore section area (or, equivalently, by multiplying

the constant fluid density by the average flow rate v).

At the microscopic scale, as discussed in Ref. 174, the velocity boundary condition at

the pore surface depends on the fluid wetting properties towards the solid. For perfectly

wetting fluids, the strong interactions between the fluid and solid phases impose that the

liquid velocity field vanishes at the fixed solid boundary. This situation, which is illustrated

in the left panel of Fig. 17(b), is described by Eq. (117). On the other hand, for a partially

wetting liquid, the fluid molecules at the pore surface slip so that their velocity does not

vanish as illustrated in the right panel of Fig. 17(b). In this case, one defines the so-called

slip length b which corresponds to the distance at which the extrapolated velocity profile

reaches zero, −b∂vz/∂x = vz. With such a boundary condition for the slit pore geometry

C2 = ∆PD2
p/8Lη × [1 + 4b/Dp]. In turn, this constant also leads to a parabolic velocity
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profile but with a shifted boundary condition:

vz(x) =
∆PD2

p

8Lη

[
1 +

4b

Dp

−
(
2x

Dp

)2]
(119)
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Figure 17: Poiseuille flow with and without slippage. (a) Poiseuille flow for fluid
molecules (blue spheres) confined in a slit nanopore having a pore size Dp (grey walls). A
parabolic velocity profile (red shaded area) is induced by a pressure gradient ∇P parallel
to the pore walls. x and z are the directions perpendicular and parallel to the pore surface,
respectively. (b) Depending on the boundary condition at the pore surface, the velocity
parabolic profile vz(x) tends to zero at the pore surface — stick or no-slip boundary condition
(left panel) — or to a finite value — non-stick or slip boundary condition (right panel). In
the latter situation, slippage occurs with a slip length b defined as the distance where the
extrapolated velocity profile reaches zero: −b∂vz/∂x = vz.

Compressible flow. Regardless of the velocity boundary condition considered, the descrip-

tion above relies on the assumption that the flowing liquid is incompressible. This raises the

question of the relevance of the Poiseuille flow to low density fluids such as gases as they
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are compressible. With this respect, as already discussed in Section 2, the Mach number

is a very important dimensionless number defined as the ratio of the flow velocity v to the

sound velocity c, Ma = u/c. This dimensionless number indicates whether or not the fluid

flow can be treated as incompressible. In practice, for Ma < 0.3, the flow velocity is smaller

than the sound velocity so that the fluid can be regarded as incompressible because the

compression wave generated by its displacement does not interfere with the flow. In this

case, the derivation provided above for the Poiseuille flow applies even if the flowing fluid

is a gaseous phase. In contrast, for Ma > 0.3, the fluid compressibility must be taken into

account because the compression wave induced by the fluid motion affects the flow. In this

case, the derivation provided above no longer applies as the change in the fluid density along

the pressure gradient imposed to the flowing fluid leads to a different velocity profile. For

a compressible flowing fluid, the molecules slip at the pore surface but it is important to

emphasize that such slippage is of different nature as that described for the Poiseuille liquid

flow. Indeed, while slippage in the Poiseuille liquid flow occurs from non-wetting surface

interactions, it corresponds to a compressibility effect in the case of compressible flows.

In practice, as discussed in Ref. 52, the compressible flowing fluid behaves with a slip

length b defined like the slip boundary condition introduced earlier, vz = −b∂vz/∂x. Because

of the analogy with the slip length defined in the context of the Poiseuille flow, the flow

for a compressible fluid under a pressure gradient ∆P/L leads to the same mathematical

expression as Eq. (119). Experimentally, it is observed that the slip length b scales with

the reciprocal of the pressure, b = b0/P in which b0 is a constant and P is the average

pressure between the upstream and downstream pressures, P = (P↑ + P↓)/2. This leads to

the following equation for the velocity profile of a compressible flow in a slit pore of a width

Dp:

vz(x) =
∆PD2

p

8Lη

[
1 +

4b0

DpP
−
(
2x

Dp

)2]
(120)

This equation is an important result for compressible fluids such as gases and supercritical

fluids. It is the essence of the Klinkenberg correction which was mentioned for confined gases
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as an intermediate regime between Knudsen diffusion and viscous flow. While this correction

will be discussed in the next section dealing with Darcy’s law, a few remarks are in order

here. On the one hand, for large P , the slip correction ∼ b0/P becomes negligible and

Eq. (120) is equivalent to Poiseuille flow with no-slip condition. This result is an expected

asymptotic regime as fluids become incompressible in the limit of large pressures. On the

other hand, for small P , the slip correction known as the Klinkenberg correction in the

context of compressible flows, becomes very important as it scales as ∼ 1/P .

Structured, patterned surfaces. Most real materials exhibit rough surfaces which depart

from the smooth, i.e. structurless, pore wall assumption used to derive the Poiseuille’s law

above. Surface roughness can refer either to atomistic surfaces or patterned surfaces such

as crenelated walls with troughs as shown in Fig. 18(a). In the context of the present

work, surface roughness also includes situations illustrated in Fig. 18(b) with mesoporous

materials (Dp ∼ 2 − 50 nm) made of microporous walls (Dp ≤ 2 nm). These different

situations raise the question of surface roughness and, more generally, of the role played by

surface disorder on viscous flow in porous materials. In the case of patterned surfaces, this

question was addressed using molecular simulation by Cottin-Bizonne et al. who considered

the hydrodynamics of a fluid confined in smooth and rough nanopores.175 More specifically,

as shown in Fig. 18(a), the flowing properties of the confined fluid were probed by imposing

a shear stress. To do so, the lower and upper walls of the slit nanopore were moved at a

constant positive and negative velocity, respectively (parallel Couette flow geometry). This

numerical set-up allows determining the liquid flow but also the hydrodynamic boundary

conditions at each pore surface by monitoring the fluid velocity profile.

As shown in Fig. 18(a), the authors in Ref. 175 found different behaviors depending on

the wetting properties of the confined fluid with respect to the solid phase. For smooth

pore surfaces, the fluid response in terms of velocity profile conforms the classical picture

provided by Poiseuille’s law. The velocity boundary condition at the pore surface depends on

the strength of the fluid/wall interactions with a slip length b that increases upon decreasing
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Figure 18: Poiseuille flow at molecular surfaces. (a) velocity profile v(z) for a wetting
Lennard–Jones fluid confined in a slit pore subjected to shear flow. While the upper surface
is moved at a constant velocity v = −0.3, the other surface is moved in the other direction
at a constant velocity v = +0.3 (all quantities are reduced with respect to Lennard–Jones
units). In the left panel, the velocity profiles for a wetting fluid confined in a slit pore
formed by two smooth surfaces (blue data) and in a slit pore formed by a smooth surface
and nanopatterned surface (red data) are shown. The slip lengths b at each wall (upper
and lower surfaces) are denoted by the green thick lines and their numerical values are
provided. Such slip lengths are determined as the z-positions at which the extrapolated
velocity profiles reach v(z) = 0. The solid black lines indicate the positions of the upper and
lower surfaces. In the right panel, the same data are shown but for a non-wetting fluid. In
this case, the confined fluid does not wet the smooth surfaces (as illustrated by the “vacuum
layers” between the confined fluid and the surfaces) and the confined fluid does not occupy
the troughs at the nanopatterned surface. Adapted from Ref. 175. (b) Velocity profile for N2

confined in a cylindrical silica pore (black circles), a cylindrical silica pore with walls made
up of zeolite (red circles) and a cylindrical silica pore containing a zeolite nanoparticle (blue
circles). The abscissa r denotes the radial position with respect to the pore center. In each
case, the cylindrical cavity has a diameter Dp ∼ 4.2 nm. For the data corresponding to the
regular cylindrical pore and the cylindrical pore with walls made up of zeolite, the lines are
fits against the Poiseuille flow law. Adapted from Ref. 176.
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the wetting of the fluid phase. Typically, σ being the fluid molecule size, b varies from 22σ

to 24σ as the thermodynamic condition switches from wetting to partial dewetting (in the

latter case, as schematically illustrated in the right panel of Fig. 18(a), a gas phase forms

between the solid surface and the confined liquid). In the case of the patterned surfaces,

the situation is more complex as the fluid flow properties drastically depend on the wetting

scenario. Under wetting conditions, the fluid occupies the whole porosity as it also wets the

troughs formed by the patterned surface. As expected, the velocity boundary condition, i.e.

slip length at the smooth pore surface, is identical to that obtained for the regular pore with

two smooth surfaces (b = 22σ). However, at the rough surface, under wetting conditions,

the disorder drastically suppresses the slippage as b = 2σ. This result is due to the fact that,

when the whole porosity is filled by the liquid, the troughs hinders transport by imposing

a boundary condition which slows down the liquid flow in the pore center. Under partial

dewetting conditions, an opposite trend is observed. At the smooth pore surface, like under

wetting conditions, the slip length is identical to that observed for the regular smooth slit

pore (b = 24σ). However, at the rough surface, because the liquid does not wet the troughs

under dewetting conditions, the velocity boundary condition corresponds to a very large

slip length b = 57σ. This result can be rationalized by noting that the gas layer formed

under partial dewetting reduces drastically the friction at the solid surface. The results

above are important as they show, in agreement with available experimental data, that the

liquid/solid friction in flowing liquids can be either increased or decreased depending on the

surface wetting properties by tuning surface disorder.

As another important illustration of the effect of surface roughness on liquid flow in

porous materials, Fig. 18(b) shows the parabolic profiles obtained for liquid N2 in cylindri-

cal silica mesopores.176 Several porous materials are considered as they pertain to different

physical situations encountered in real applications (in all cases, the cylindrical mesopore

has a diameter Dp = 4.2 nm). First, as a reference system, a single cylindrical mesopore

with dense, impermeable walls is carved out of an amorphous silica block. The silica sur-
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face is modeled in a realistic fashion by saturating all O dangling bonds with H atoms in

order to form silanol groups. Second, the same silica pore is obstructed by adding into its

mesoporosity a supported zeolite nanoparticle having a diameter of about 2 nm. Such a

zeolite nanoparticle was prepared from a faujasite zeolite crystal having a silicon to alu-

minum ratio Si/Al = 15 (the compensating cation is Na+). Third, a cylindrical mesopore

of a diameter Dp = 4.2 nm was carved out of a faujasite zeolite crystal (in order to compare

the different samples, the starting faujasite material is identical to that used to prepare the

second system). These three realistic materials allow probing the effect of surface disorder

and patterning on liquid flow under conditions relevant to practical applications in catalysis,

filtration, etc. In practice, using such atomistic structures, the flow and collective dynam-

ics of the confined liquid is simulated by inducing transport through an external force f

acting on each molecule. This force is an equivalent description of a chemical potential gra-

dient f = −∇µ or, correspondingly, a pressure gradient for an incompressible liquid (since

the Gibbs–Duhem relation states that ρdµ = dP ). Using such non equilibrium Molecular

Dynamics simulations, the velocity profile v(r) can be determined in the course of simula-

tion runs [Fig. 18(b)]. As expected, the velocity profile for the single silica mesopore obeys

Poiseuille’s law. In particular, the velocity profile shown for this system in Fig. 18(b) is

quantitatively described by a parabolic function as predicted with Poiseuille’s law (the fit-

ted viscosity was found to be in reasonable agreement with the experimental value). As

expected, as a result of the strong fluid/wall interactions, the velocity of the molecules at

the pore surface in the single mesopore is zero (no-slip boundary condition). The velocity

profile for the cylindrical mesopore with porous walls also obeys Poiseuille’s law. However,

compared to the mesopore with impermeable walls, the flow for the model with porous walls

is larger due to the fluid molecule transfer between the wall porosity and the mesopore. More

precisely, molecules at the mesopore surface have a non zero velocity which contributes to

enhance the flow within the mesopore. The corresponding slip length, b ∼ 0.2 − 0.4 nm, is

about the size of the fluid molecule (σN2 ∼ 0.36 nm). Considering that N2 fully wets the
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silica surface, such a slip length induced by the surface microporosity is fully consistent with

the results by Cottin-Bizonne et al. reported above.175 Indeed, in the case of wetting fluids,

the slip length at the rough surface was found to be of the order of the trough depth. In

the case the porous wall made of zeolite, the typical pore size is about 0.8 nm — a value

which is indeed roughly similar to the observed slip length. While such a small slip length

seems very small at first, it leads to a large flow enhancement because the flux corresponds

to the fluid average velocity multiplied by the pore cross-section area and the fluid density

(typically, the slip length observed in Fig. 18(b) leads to a 20% flow increase with respect to

the no-slip condition). As for the third model shown in Fig. 18(b), the velocity profile shows

that the nanoparticle insertion into the single mesopore drastically reduces the overall fluid

flow as it obstructs the porosity.

5.2.2 Darcy’s law and its extensions

Darcy law. In the previous section, the constitutive equations for Poiseuille flow, with or

without surface slippage, were obtained for pores of a simple geometry (planar or cylindrical

pore). The use of a well-defined geometry is required to write a rigorous flow boundary

condition — typically the fluid velocity at the pore surface. However, when dealing with

most real man-made or natural porous media, the porosity does not consist of pores of a

simple geometry. Yet, under the same assumptions as those used to derive the Poiseuille’s

law — namely the linear response regime, the fluid incompressibility and the pure advective

nature of the flow — it is possible to extend its applicability to any porous material. This is

the essence of Darcy’s law which can be seen as a linear response model of an incompressible

liquid submitted to a pressure gradient.84,171 More specifically, Darcy’s law states that the

average flow rate v in a given porous material is directly proportional to the pressure gradient

inducing transport with a proportionality constant that depends on the fluid viscosity η and

the material permeability k:

v = −k
η
∇P (121)
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From this equation, the flow J = ρv is readily obtained by multiplying the average flow

velocity v by the fluid density ρ (with the latter being constant since the fluid is assumed to

be incompressible). In general, k depends on the pore size but also the pore shape. However,

in the case of simple geometries such as for planar and cylindrical pores, the permeability

k must be consistent with the flow predicted using Poiseuille flow. Typically, by averaging

over the pore section area the velocity profile determined in Eqs. (117) and (118), we obtain

v = ∆PD2
p/12Lη for the planar geometry and v = ∆PD2

p/32Lη = ∆PR2
p/8Lη for the

cylindrical geometry. This implies that the permeability is k = D2
p/12 and k = R2

p/8 for the

slit and cylindrical pores, respectively.

Equation (121) can be easily generalized to a disordered porous medium with pores of

a distorted shape that are strongly connected. In practice, let us consider a porous solid

having a porosity ϕ (defined from the free volume available to the flowing fluid) and pores

with a non-regular shape and a tortuosity τ . As discussed in Section 4, the tortuosity is

defined as the average in-pore fluid flow path divided by the pore length. For a disordered

porous solid, with strongly interconnected pores, the tortuosity is defined as the average

path ⟨L⟩ followed by the fluid molecules divided by the sample height h. Such a tortuosity

implies that the physical pressure drop ∆P imposed across the sample does not exert a

physical pressure gradient ∇P = ∆P/h but ∇P = ∆P/τh because the corresponding force

applies to a physical length ⟨L⟩ = τh instead of h. As for the flux, J = ρv, it is obtained

by multiplying the effective fluid density ρ = ϕρ (where ρ is the physical fluid density and ϕ

the porosity) by the mean flow rate v. With these considerations, the flux in a given porous

material can be defined as:

J = −ρϕk
η

∆P

τh
(122)

In the spirit of this last equation, the Kozeny equation is a generalized Darcy expression

which was derived for an assembly of tubes of any arbitrary shape. Such a relation expresses
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the permeability k as:35,84

k =
ϕ3

c0s2
(123)

where ϕ is the solid porosity, c0 is a numerical factor that depends on the shape of the tube

section, and s is the pore surface area per unit of volume. As discussed in Ref. 35, c = 2 for a

circular pore section, c = 5/3 for a regular triangular pore section, and c = 1.78 for a regular

square section. In fact, for real isotropic porous materials, c is an adjustable parameter but

c = 5 is often found to work well. In particular, this latter value is found to apply to the

specific case of packed beds of solid particles. For such systems, the Kozeny–Carman relation

reads:84

k =
1

5s2
× ϕ3

1− ϕ2
∼ D2

180
× ϕ3

1− ϕ2
(124)

where the second equation applies to spherical particles of a diameter D for which the surface

area per unit of volume is s = 6/D (so that 5s2 = 180/D2).

When using Darcy’s equation, regardless of the pore morphological and topological dis-

orders, it is often assumed that the two physical constants in the proportionality factor

in Eq. (121) are decoupled. In more detail, while η only depends on the fluid nature and

temperature, k is assumed to be an intrinsic material parameter (i.e. a fluid independent

quantity). This assumption is of practical use to engineering approaches as it allows pre-

dicting the permeability k from a simple in-laboratory transport experiment. However, from

a more physical standpoint, there is no fundamental reason to expect the permeability k

to be fluid independent. In fact, as explained above, Eq. (121) is a simple linear response

theory in which the fluid flow rate is assumed to scale with the pressure gradient inducing

transport. As will be shown in Section 5.2.3, the viscous approximation breakdown for small

pores at the nm scale leads to effective permeabilities that are no longer fluid independent

even though the linear response assumption still holds.53

Klinkenberg effect. As discussed earlier, the Darcy equation — which can be seen as a

generalization of Poiseuille flow to any porous medium — relies on the hypothesis that the
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liquid sticks to the pore surface (no slip boundary condition). However, as discussed in the

section devoted to Poiseuille flow, compressibility effects such as with low density gases lead

to slippage at the pore surface. Such slippage effects, inherent to compressible systems, are

referred to in the context of Darcy’s equation as Klinkenberg correction. Such slippage only

manifests itself in pores of a diameter Dp close to the gas mean free path λ and leads to the

following corrected permeability:

kc = k∞

(
1 + 8a

λ

Dp

)
(125)

where k∞ is the permeability obtained for the liquid phase, i.e. under no-slip condition, while

a is a proportionality factor close to 1 in practice. Because the mean free path scales with

the reciprocal of the gas pressure, λ ∼ P−1, the latter equation can be recast as:

kc = k∞

(
1 +

b

P

)
(126)

where b is a constant that depends on the pore size but also the nature of the solid/gas

combination. As discussed in Section 5.1.2, the Knudsen number Kn = λ/Dp is the appro-

priate dimensionless number to determine whether or not the Klinkenberg correction should

be applied.

Darcy–Forchheimer law. The advective nature of the fluid flow is an important assump-

tion at the root of Darcy’s equation. As for the linear response hypothesis between the

pressure gradient and the flow rate, it only applies to low Reynolds number — typically,

Re < 10. For larger Re, such an approximation breaks down and higher order terms in the

driving force/flow rate relationship must be included:

−∇P ∼ av + bv2 +O(v3) (127)

In this equation, known as Forchheimer equation, O(v3) encompasses all higher order terms
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which are assumed to be negligible. Physically, Eq. (126) describes the fact that the flow

resistance becomes non linear as the flow becomes turbulent. In order to account for such

effects, using Eq. (126), a corrected Darcy equation — the so-called Darcy–Forchheimer law

— can be proposed:

−k
η
∇P = v(1 + a′v) = v(1 + a′′Re) (128)

where the second equality is obtained by noting that Re = ρvDp/η. As expected, for low

Re, the second order correction becomes negligible and one recovers the conventional Darcy

equation.

5.2.3 Beyond viscous flows

De Gennes narrowing. As discussed in Section 2.2.2, the permeability k that characterizes

the viscous flow of a confined fluid induced by a pressure gradient ∇P is strictly equivalent to

the collective diffusivityD0. More precisely, by writing the flow response of an incompressible

liquid to a chemical potential gradient ∇µ, it is straightforward to show that the permeance

K = k/η = D0/ρkBT . From a fundamental viewpoint, in contrast to the self-diffusivity,

which can be described using simple models such as a free volume theory or a surface diffusion

model (see Section 4), modeling the collective diffusivity D0 and, therefore, the permeance

K of a confined fluid proves to be a complex task. This is due to the fact that, as shown in

Eq. (32), the time autocorrelation function of the fluid center of mass velocity, which defines

the collective diffusivity in the Green–Kubo formalism, involves cross-terms between different

molecules (in contrast to the self-diffusivity that only involves time correlations of the velocity

of individual molecules). Such cross-correlations reflect the molecular interactions within the

flowing liquid and are, therefore, crucial to calculate the permeance K. In the case of ultra-

confined liquids or in the limit of very low loadings, such cross-correlations are often found

to be negligible so that the collective diffusivity can be approximated by the self-diffusivity,

Ds ∼ D0.
72 In this particular situation, the collective diffusivity can be modeled in a simple

fashion using the different techniques cited above to describe and predict the self-diffusivity.
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However, in most practical situations, this approximation does not hold and modeling the

collective diffusivity or, equivalently, the permeance remains often empirical.

In fact, besides the Green–Kubo formalism which offers a robust framework to describe

the collective diffusivity from measurements such as coherent neutron scattering, there is

only one model that allows predicting in a simple way the collective diffusivity: De Gennes

narrowing.177 This model, which was derived to describe the wave-vector q dependence of

neutron scattering in liquids, relates the collective diffusivity of the fluid to the structure

factor S(q) that characterizes its structural ordering.178 Recently, it was shown that the

concept of De Gennes narrowing is a robust formalism to describe the flow of fluids in

nanoporous materials.179 In detail, De Gennes narrowing model constitutes more than a

predictive tool for the collective diffusivity in flowing liquids as it describes the wave-vector

dependence of the collective diffusion, D0(q), i.e. the collective dynamical response of the

fluid to a density fluctuation over a length l ∼ 1/q. To introduce the concept of De Gennes

narrowing, let us consider a confined liquid whose local density at a time t is given by the

distribution ρ(r, t) (see Chapter 12 in Ref. 46). The free energy per unit of volume F , which

only depends on the distribution of molecules, i.e. being a time independent quantity, is a

functional form defined as F [ρ(r)]. The local chemical potential µ(r) can be defined as the

derivative of the local free energy with respect to the local density, i.e. µ(r) = δF/δρ(r)

where δ denotes the functional derivative. Locally, the mass conservation imposes that

∂ρ(r, t)/∂t+∇·J(r, t) = 0 where the flux J is given by the following linear response relation

J(r, t) = −α∇µ(r, t). With these considerations, mass conservation leads to the following

relationship:

∂ρ(r, t)

∂t
= α∇2 δF(r, t)

δρ(r, t)
(129)

By describing the free energy functional and density distribution using Fourier components,

the above equation can be solved in Fourier space as:

∂ρ(q, t)

∂t
= −αq2 δF(q, t)

δρ(q, t)
(130)
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The Fourier transform of the free energy can be written as a sum of uncoupled modes with a

quadratic dependence, F(q, t) =
∑

q
1
2
A(q)|ρ(q, t)|2. In more detail, this expression assumes

that, locally, the free energy profile is composed of harmonic oscillators in the local density

ρ(q, t). Inserting this free energy expression into Eq. (129) leads to the following differential

equation, ∂ρ(q, t)/∂t = −αq2A(q)ρ(q, t) for all q, which admits the following solution:

ρ(q, t) = ρ(q, 0) exp
[
−D0(q)q

2t
]

(131)

where D0(q) = αA(q) is the wave-vector dependent collective diffusivity. As a result of

the energy equipartition theorem, each thermodynamically accessible mode q involves a free

energy contribution ∼ kBT , i.e. A(q)ρ(q)
2 ∼ kBT , which can be rewritten as:

S(q) = ⟨ρ(q)ρ(−q)⟩ = kBT

A(q)
(132)

where S(q) = ⟨ρ(q)ρ(−q)⟩ is the structure factor and ⟨· · · ⟩ denotes ensemble average. Com-

bining Eq. (132) with D0(q) = αA(q) leads to:

D0(q) =
αkBT

S(q)
(133)

This is the essence of De Gennes narrowing which can be interpreted as follows. Density

fluctuations over a characteristic length ∼ 1/q are frequent [large S(q)] if the corresponding

free energy cost is low [small A(q)]. In turn, because such fluctuations are thermodynamically

favorable, the relaxation towards equilibrium is slow [D0(q) small]. On the other hand,

unfavorable density fluctuations over a characteristic length ∼ 1/q [small A(q)] involve a

large free energy cost so that they relax rapidly towards equilibrium, i.e. D0(q) is large.

A more refined treatment allows introducing collective interactions. As discussed in

Ref. 180, at infinite dilution, the constant α ∼ Ds/kBT is proportional to the self-diffusivity

as collective effects are negligible. However, in finite dilution conditions, the constant α
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can be replaced by DsH(q)/kBT where H(q) are the corrections that need to be taken into

account because of collective interactions. This leads to a modified De Gennes narrowing

expression:

D0(q) =
Ds ×H(q)

S(q)
(134)

In the case of bulk molecular liquids or colloidal suspensions, De Gennes narrowing is often

invoked to provide a rational description of q-dependent neutron scattering data.180,181 In

particular, several attempts have been made over the years to provide a microscopic picture

of De Gennes narrowing effects.182,183 In contrast, less attention has been devoted to the use

of De Gennes narrowing in the specific context of fluids confined in porous media. In this

respect, it is interesting to note that Nygard et al. have shown that dense confined fluids

possess a wave-vector dependent collective diffusion consistent with De Gennes narrowing.

Moreover, in contrast to their bulk counterpart, the bulk structure factor and de Gennes

narrowing in confinement were found to be anisotropic.184 In the case of a nanoconfined

fluid, the fluid collective dynamics is shown to be accurately described through De Gennes

narrowing.179

Deviations from Viscous flow. Coming back to Darcy’s law given in Eq. (121), as already

stated, it is usually assumed that the permeability k is an intrinsic property of the host

porous material and η equals the bulk value (i.e. interfacial effects are neglected). However,

when dealing with nanoporous materials, many experimental and theoretical works report

important failure of this hypothesis at the heart of Darcy’s approach. As an illustration,

Fig. 19 shows molecular simulation data of the flow observed for different alkanes — methane,

propane, hexane, nonane, and dodecane — in the disordered porosity of a host nanoporous

carbon.72 These data show the flow rate normalized to the pressure gradient, vz/∇P , as

a function of the fluid viscosity η for different alkanes at various densities. At constant

temperature, for the different pressure gradients considered in this study, the confined alkanes

were found to flow with a flux obeying the linear response regime i.e. J ∼ −K∇P . As

expected from the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, the proportionality factor K, known as
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the permeance, was found to be consistent with the collective diffusivity D0 = KρkBT

measured using the same confined liquid but under equilibrium (i.e. no flow condition).

However, in contrast to the expected Darcy behavior, the permeability k depends on the

flowing molecule as well as on its fluid density as shown in Fig. 19.
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Figure 19: Permeability and viscous flow in nanopores. (a) Flow rate normalized to the
pressure gradient, vz/∇P , as a function of viscosity η for different alkanes in a disordered
nanoporous carbon: methane (red circles), propane (blue circles), hexane (green circles),
nonane (cyan circles), and dodecane (purple circles). The dashed line corresponds to Darcy’s
law as predicted from the typical pore size ∼ 1 nm. The inset shows a typical molecular
configuration for propane in a disordered porous carbon (the blue and green spheres are
the CHx groups of propane while the grey segments are bonds between carbon atoms in
the host material). (b) Time autocorrelation function of the transverse current for methane
dodecane. Each color corresponds to a given k-value: k = 0, 0.13, 0.38, and 0.68 Å−1. These
transverse current autocorrelation functions do not follow the expected exponential decay
for a simple viscous fluid. Adapted from Ref. 72.

For reasons that will become clearer below, the non-Darcy behavior observed in Fig. 19

has its roots in the strong adsorption and confinement effects in nanoporous solids. Such

effects inherent to fluids confined within nanosized cavities lead to a breakdown of the viscous

flow hypothesis by introducing memory effects into the time autocorrelation of the fluid

velocity. To identify the origin of this breakdown of viscous flow, it is instructive to probe

the transverse component of the fluid momentum fluctuations in Fourier space:46

jx(kz, t) =
∑
l

mv(l)x (t) exp
[
−ikzz

(l)(t)
]

(135)
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where x and z are two orthogonal directions and m is the fluid molecule mass. The sum

runs over all molecules l of the fluid. As discussed in Ref. 46, for a bulk viscous fluid, the

correlation time for momentum must be consistent with the momentum conservation law,

ρ∂v/∂t = −∇P+η∇2v. Solving this equation in Fourier space and in a direction x normal to

the fluid flow (component∇Px = 0) leads to the following differential equation, ∂jx(k, t)/∂t =

−ηk2/ρjx(k, t). In turn, this equation implies that the time correlation function of the

momentum Fourier components is of the form: ⟨jx(k, t)jx(−k, 0)⟩ ∼ exp(−ηk2/ρt) (where

⟨· · · ⟩ denotes statistical ensemble average). For a fluid confined inside a porous solid, the

momentum conservation relation in the laminar flow regime, which leads to Darcy’s equation,

reads:

ρ
∂v

∂t
= −∇P + η∇2v− ξρv (136)

where ξ is the friction parameter at the solid/fluid interface. Solving this equation in the

Fourier space and in a direction x normal to the flow leads to the differential equation

∂jx(k, t)/∂t = −(η/ρ)/k2 + ξjx(k, t) which admits the following solution:

⟨jx(k, t)jx(−k, 0)⟩ ∼ exp

[
−
(
η

ρ
k2 + ξ

)
t

]
(137)

As shown in Fig. 19, it was found that the transverse momentum fluctuations of the confined

fluids in the disordered nanoporous solid do not follow the behavior expected from Eq. (137).

This demonstrates that the viscous flow approximation at the root of Darcy’s equation does

not hold in such extreme confinements. This suggests that memory effects such as Mori–

Zwanzig functions defined in generalized hydrodynamics should be included (see Chapter 9

in Ref. 48).

From a fundamental viewpoint, the breakdown of the viscous flow approximation can be

rationalized as follows.16 The use of the continuum conservation law in Eq. (136) implicitly

assumes that there is a time scale separation between the molecular relaxation time τR

of the fluid molecules and the fluid momentum transfer time τ . On the one hand, the
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relaxation time within the fluid is given by the characteristic decay time in the stress tensor

since η = 1/V kBT
∫
σαβ(t)σαβ(0)dt with α, β = x, y, z. In practice, τR depends on the

nature of the fluid but also on thermodynamic conditions such as temperature and density,

but it is typically of the order of 10−12 s. On the other hand, the characteristic time for

momentum transfer is given by the decay time of the correlation function defined in Eq. (137):

⟨jx(k, t)jx(−k, 0)⟩ ∼ exp[−t/τ ] with τ = [(ηk2 + ξ)/ρ]
−1
. In the hydrodynamic limit, the

time scale separation, which is inherent to viscous flows, is valid since k → 0, i.e. τR ≪

τ . However, for a nanoconfined fluid, momentum transfers occur with characteristic wave

vectors k ∼ 1/L where L is typically of the order of the pore size ∼ 1 nm. As shown in

Ref 16, for such ultra-confined fluids, τR ∼ τ and the time scale separation leading to the

viscous flow description is no longer valid.

5.3 Adsorption/desorption kinetics

5.3.1 Liquid imbibition

We now consider non stationary problems such as imbibition at a temperature T of a liquid

having a density ρ, a surface tension γlv and a viscosity η into a porous solid having a

porosity ϕ, a tortuosity τ and an average pore radius Rp (Fig. 20). When the porous solid is

brought to contact with the liquid, imbibition occurs due to capillary forces.13,185,186 Let us

first assume that the porous solid can be described as an assembly of cylindrical pores having

a pore radius Rp. In order to determine the height h(t) of the liquid that has penetrated the

solid at a time t, one has to solve the following equation of motion:

d(mv)

dt
= −mg + 2πRpγlv cos θ − 8πηhv (138)

where m is the mass of fluid inside the porous material, θ is the contact angle that is

characteristic of the liquid/solid couple, and v is the imbibition velocity. The left hand side

term in the above equation is the rate of change of the momentum of the liquid contained in
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Figure 20: Imbibition in nanoporous materials. (a) Schematic representation of a liquid
droplet of a radius r at the surface of a solid substrate. The angle θ formed by the droplet
with the substrate depends on the liquid-vapor (γlv), solid-liquid (γsl), and solid-vapor (γsv)
surface tensions through Young equation. (b) A porous solid (grey, stone-like aspect) with
pores of a diameter D is immersed partially into a wetting fluid (blue) at a temperature T .
The porous solid has a porosity ϕ and tortuosity τ while the fluid has a density ρ, surface
tension γ and a viscosity η. Owing to the capillary force, which overbalances the friction
force, the fluid rises in the porosity of the porous solid with an imbibed height at a time t
that is proportional to the square-root of time, h(t) ∼

√
t.

the pore. The first term on the right hand side is the gravity term which limits imbibition

while the second term is the capillary term (i.e. the driving force for imbibition). As shown

in Fig. 20(a), the contact angle θ depends on the liquid/vapor, liquid/solid and gas/solid

surface tensions through Young equation. The last term in the above equation is the viscous

(friction) term which is described using Poiseuille–Hagen flow. By noting that the mass

m = ρπR2
ph is related to the height h, the above equation can be rewritten as:

ρ
d(hv)

dt
= −ρgh+

2γlv cos θ

Rp

− 8ηhv

R2
p

(139)

This equation can be obtained starting from Poisseuille law for the flow rate v induced

by a pressure gradient ∇P , v = −k/η∇P where k is the permeability. For a cylindrical

pore of radius Rp the latter is k = R2
p/8 so that Poiseuille equation can be rewritten as

v = −R2/(8η)∇P . Considering that ∇P = ∆P/h for an imbibition height h, the latter
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expression can be inverted to arrive at ∆P = −8ηhv/R2. By noting that the viscous force

Fv acting on the fluid corresponds to the pressure difference multiplied by the pore surface

area, we can write Fv = ∆P × πR2 = −8πηhv which is identical to the expression used

in Eq. (138). Equation (139) was derived for a cylindrical pore having a regular, straight

section. Extension of Eq. (139) to a cylindrical pore having a tortuous shape can be done

by introducing the tortuosity τ in the permeability k = R2
p/8τ where the permeability for a

regular cylindrical geometry is recovered for τ = 1.187 Using this definition, the tortuosity

describes the fact that the friction force (between the liquid and the porous material) is

proportional to the physical length of the pore and not its height. We note that this tortuosity

differs from another common definition via the diffusion factor (in the latter, the tortuosity

is defined as the ratio of the bulk diffusivity to the diffusivity of the confined liquid taken

under the same thermodynamic conditions). After introducing the tortuosity τ , Eq. (139)

simply reads:

ρ
d(hv)

dt
= −ρgh+

2γlv cos θ

Rp

− 8ητhv

R2
p

(140)

The inertial term ρd(hv)/dt only manifests itself in the short-time range.188 After a rapid

transient regime, liquid imbibition becomes stationary and inertia becomes negligible so that

Eq. (140) can be recast as:

−ρgh+
2γlv cos θ

Rp

− 8ητhv

R2
p

= 0 (141)

For liquid imbibition in a horizontal setup, the gravity term is to be discarded and one arrives

at the simple, known solution for Eq. (141):

h(t) =

√
Rγlv cos θ × t

2ητ
(142)

where we used that v = ḣ and
∫
2hḣdt = h2 (the dot in these notations indicate time

derivative). The same derivation can be extended in case the liquid slips at the solid surface
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as done in Ref. 189 In case gravity cannot be neglected (vertical experiment), Eq. (140) can

be recast as:

ḣ =
a

h
− b (143)

with a = 2γlv cos θRp/8τη and b = ρgR2
p/8τη. The solution of Eq. (143) is obtained by

noting that it can be expressed as: dt/dh = h/(a− bh) which leads to the solution: t(h) =

−a/b2× ln (1− bh/a)−h/b. Equation (143) can also be solved using Lambert function [x =

W (x) expW (x)] to obtain directly h(t).190 However, for practical purposes, experimental

data can be fitted to estimate a and b from which τ can be inferred since a = 2γlv cos θR/8τη

and b = ρgR2/8τη. Moreover, usually, one measures the mass uptake m(t) rather than the

liquid height h(t). However, these two values can be linked in a straightforward way since

m(t) = ρAϕh(t) where ϕ is the solid porosity (assumed to be constant throughout the

sample), A the cross-section area of the solid face through which imbibition occurs, and ρ

the liquid density.

5.3.2 Mass uptake and surface resistance

Let us now consider adsorption kinetics which corresponds to the filling of a porous solid by

a fluid phase having a density ρ. Initially, the solid porosity is either empty or filled with

the fluid but at a lower density. In what follows, we present a simple yet representative pic-

ture of sorption kinetics into porous solids. For a deeper discussion of the problems at play,

the reader is referred to the book by Kärger, Ruthven and Theodorou.6 From a very gen-

eral viewpoint, looking at the schematic picture given in Fig. 16(b), the dynamical process

leading to adsorption involves three mechanisms: transport within the bulk external phase,

transport across the interface between the porous solid and external phase, and transport

within the porous solid. Identifying the relative importance of these underlying dynamics is

a key problem as it allows one to determine the overall adsorption kinetics and the limiting

rate. Addressing this question is complex as the three dynamical mechanisms depend on

temperature, fluid density in the external and confined phases, etc. Also, for given thermo-
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dynamic conditions, the impact of each dynamical step depends on the partition distribution

between the bulk fluid, fluid at the solid/fluid interface, and confined fluid. Typically, for

a large bulk crystal, i.e. having a small surface to volume ratio, adsorption kinetics will be

mostly governed by the diffusion within the solid phase. On the other hand, the adsorption

kinetics for a very finely divided porous solid (grains at the ∼ nm scale) can be largely

controlled by surface barriers.191–193

On top of this intrinsic complexity, the situation can be very puzzling depending on the

physical chemistry phenomena occurring at the solid external surface and within its porosity.

Typically, while physical adsorption is always exothermal, chemisorption and/or chemical

reactions within the porosity of the host solid can be either exothermal or endothermal.

Moreover, in the latter situation, the existence of different species, which can convert from

and into each other, raises the question of additional transport driving forces arising from

local concentration gradients. In any case, the existence of exothermal or endothermal pro-

cesses makes the general solution of adsorption kinetics very complex. Because a general

presentation of this problem is beyond the scope of this review, we invite those interested

in more details to read reference documents such as Chapter 6 of Ref. 6. In what follows,

we provide the main elements by considering the following situation. We assume that the

timescale for heat dissipation within the porous solid and adsorbed phase is short compared

to that involved in adsorption kinetics so that the problem can be assumed to be isother-

mal. Moreover, by restricting the problem to low loadings and small concentration changes

inducing sorption kinetics, the diffusivity can be assumed to be constant (i.e. no loading

dependence of the transport coefficients). In the rest of this subsection, we present in the

following order: diffusion at and across the interface between the porous solid and the fluid

external phase, diffusion within the host porous solid, and diffusion in the external fluid

phase. The coupling between these different mechanisms can be also treated formally with

different possible combinations (namely, combination of surface diffusion and in-pore diffu-

sion or combination of in-pore diffusion and diffusion in the external phase). For the sake
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of clarity, we do not treat these coupled regimes in what follows as specialized documents

are available on the topic. However, the specific example of combined surface and in pore

diffusion is discussed in Section 5.3.3 where available molecular simulation techniques to

probe transport mechanisms and diffusion barriers are presented.

Surface diffusion. In what follows, ρ denotes the fluid density or concentration in the bulk

external phase while n refers to the density (concentration) of the adsorbed phase in the

porous solid. Initially, the porous solid is filled with an adsorbed phase having a density n0

in equilibrium with the external fluid at a density ρ0. At a time t = 0, the density in the

external fluid is increased (or decreased) from ρ0 to ρ. Such a density change is induced by

a chemical potential change, ∆µ. Fick’s first law, which was introduced in Section 2, allows

writing:

dn

dt
=

ρks
kBT

∆µ

a
∼ ρks

∆ρ

a
(144)

where the last expression was obtained by considering the low density regime where µ ∼

kBT ln ρ. In the equation above, ks is the mass transfer coefficient — related to the surface

diffusivity — while a is the thickness of the interface across which diffusion occurs. Typically,

a depends on the nature of the surface diffusion process which can be of thermodynamic or

geometrical nature. On the one hand, diffusion at the solid external surface can be limited by

the so-called fluid external film resistance, i.e. the diffusion of adsorbing molecules through

the laminar flow surrounding the solid particles. In this case, a is simply the volume to surface

ratio of the solid particles with a = l for platelet particles of a width 2l and a = Rp/3 for

a spherical particle of radius Rp. On the other hand, if diffusion is limited by geometrical

constraints such as pore partial or complete obstruction, a ∼ δ where δ is the width over

which these defects are present at the solid external surface.

Generally speaking, surface diffusion can involve diffusion limitations because of external

fluid resistance and geometrical resistance. Because these two resistances act in series, the

corresponding mass transfer coefficients, kf and kg, should be combined into an effective
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mass transfer coefficient ks:

1

ks
=

1

kf
+

1

kg
(145)

This equation was derived in Section 4 when considering the effective diffusivity in composite

materials with domains aligned in series with respect to the flow direction. Henry’s regime

is a special situation where Eq. (144) can be simplified.194 In this regime, valid in the limit

of very small ρ, the density of the adsorbed phase is proportional to its bulk counterpart i.e.

n = KHρ where KH is the so-called Henry constant. Using this relationship into Eq. (144),

we obtain dn/dt = ks/KH × ∆n/a. If we use the initial conditions ρ = 0 for t ≤ 0, this

differential equation leads to the following solution:

n(t) = KHρ

(
1− exp

[
−kst
a

])
(146)

In-pore diffusion. In-pore diffusion, often termed as intra-particle diffusion, corresponds to

the diffusion of the adsorbed molecules within the porosity of the host solid. The solution of

the diffusion equation leads to different equations depending on the geometry of the porous

solid particle. For spherical particles, the diffusion equation can be written in spherical

coordinates as:

∂n

∂t
=

1

r2
∂

∂r

(
r2DT

∂n

∂r

)
∼ Ds

(
∂2n

∂r2
+

2

r

∂n

∂r

)
(147)

where DT = D0(∂ ln f/∂ ln ρ)T is the transport diffusivity as introduced in Eq. (36). In the

second equality, the self-diffusivity was assumed to be constant upon changing the density n.

The latter is in general valid in the infinite dilution limit where, as discussed in Section 2.2.2,

the Darken factor (∂ ln f/∂ ln ρ)T = 1 is constant and D0 = Ds. As a result, upon transient

sorption kinetics, DT = D0 = Ds does not depend on the location r within the porosity and

can therefore be taken out of the differential equation. Starting from a configuration filled

with an adsorbed phase n0 in equilibrium with the bulk fluid at a density ρ0, a sudden change

from ρ0 to ρ at a time t = 0 induces a change in the adsorbed density n(t) described by

Eq. (147). In many cases, the sorption starts from ρ0 ∼ 0 in which case the infinite dilution
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limit on the right hand side of Eq. (147) is justified. Using constant Ds, the solution can be

obtained as:195

n(t)− n0

n(∞)− n0

= 1− 6

π2

∞∑
m=1

1

m2
exp

[
−m

2π2Dst

R2

]
(148)

where R is the radius of the spherical particle and n(∞) is the solution at equilibrium

(t→ ∞). We recall that this solution is only valid for solid particles having a spherical shape.

In the short time limit t → 0, Eq. (148) leads to the solution n(t) − n0 ∼ [n(∞)− n0] ×

6
√
Dst/πR2 with a typical dependence in t1/2 as expected for diffusion. In contrast, in the

long time limit t → ∞, Eq. (148) can be approximated by keeping only the leading term

m = 1 in the series. This leads to n(t) − n0 ∼ [n(∞)− n0] × (1 − 6/π2 exp[−π2Dst/R
2])

where the exponentially decaying term describes the fact that the adsorption kinetics slows

down as the system reaches asymptotically equilibrium (leading to a vanishing driving force

∆n for adsorption).

In the above derivation, it was assumed that the concentration ρ in the external phase

remains constant. In practice, if the porous solid has a large adsorption capacity, this

implies that the volume of the external phase has to be large enough to verify this condition

of constant external density. However, as discussed in Ref. 6, if this condition is not verified,

the general solution of Eq. (147) is given by:

n(t)− n0

n(∞)− n0

= 1− 6
∞∑

m=1

exp[−Dsp
2
mt/R

2]

9Λ/(1− Λ) + (1− Λ)p2m
(149)

where Λ = (ρ − ρ∞)/(ρ − ρ0) and ρ is the density imposed in the bulk fluid at t = 0 while

ρ∞ is the residual bulk density when the adsorption process is complete. In practice, in

the previous solution where the bulk density was assumed to remain constant, Λ = 0. In

fact, Λ can be seen as the fraction of fluid molecules added upon the density change during

adsorption in the porous solid when equilibrium is approached. As for the constants pm,

they correspond to the non zero solutions of the equation tan pm = 3pm/[3 + (1/Λ− 1)p2m].

Figure 21(a) shows the result of Eq. (149) for different values of Λ. As expected, the short
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and long time results show the expected asymptotic solutions with ∼ t1/2 for t → 0 and

exp(−t) for t→ ∞.
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Figure 21: Mass uptake and surface resistance. (a) Theoretical mass uptake showing
the change in the adsorbed density n(t) as a function of time normalized to the change in
the adsorbed density reached at equilibrium (t → ∞). These data are predicted by solving
for different Λ the diffusion equation for a porous particle having a spherical geometry.
The parameter Λ corresponds to the concentration change in the bulk fluid between the
initial and final states (see text). Adapted from Ref. 6. (b) Effective collective diffusivity
D0 (proportional to the permeance K) as a function of the membrane thickness L for gas
transport across a zeolite membrane. The data show molecular simulation results for different
zeolites (circles for SAS and squares for MFI) and gases (red for carbon dioxide, blue for
methane, and green for hydrogen). The surface resistance to transport is obtained from such
data (see text). The density is given in molecules/unit cell (uc). Adapted from Ref. 27.

External diffusion. If the diffusion is limited by the diffusion in the external fluid phase,

a different mass balance equation must be considered. Instead of Eq. (147), the overall mass

conservation for the adsorbed and external phases writes:

ϵp
∂ρ

∂t
= ϵpD

0
s

[
∂ρ2

∂r2
+

2

r

∂ρ

∂r
− (1− ϵp)

∂n

∂t

]
(150)

where D0
s is the self-diffusivity of the external phase (which is assumed to be density inde-

pendent). ϵp is the external porosity which is proportional to the volume accessible to the

external phase. The last term in Eq. (150) is a sink term that describes the loss of molecules

in the fluid due to mass uptake of the solid fraction. For a system in the low density region,
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i.e. in the Henry regime, the adsorbed density is n = KHρ where KH is the Henry constant.

Using this relationship, Eq. (150) can be recast as:

∂ρ

∂t
=

ϵpD
0
s

ϵp + (1− ϵp)K

(
∂ρ2

∂r2
+

2

r

∂ρ

∂r

)
(151)

Such an equation leads to the same expression as in Eq. (148) but with the self-diffusivity of

the confined phase, Ds, replaced by an effective bulk diffusivity, D0
p = ϵp/[ϵp + (1− ϵp)KH].

Because of the equivalence between Eqs. (147) and (151), the analytical solution given in

Eq. (148) remains valid but Ds/R
2 must be replaced by D0

p/R
2
p.

5.3.3 Transport barriers

Like with experimental set-ups, there are different molecular simulation strategies that can

be undertaken to identify barriers in transport of confined fluids. In experiments, possible

surface barriers can be probed either under stationary flow conditions or under transient

kinetic regimes. In more detail, while transport barriers in sorption kinetics are probed

using fluid uptake measurements as described in the previous section, those involved in

stationary regimes will manifest themselves in experiments at equilibrium such as pulsed-

field gradient NMR or neutron scattering (at the mesoscopic ∼ µm lengthscale for the

former and at the ∼ nm scale for the latter). Similarly, in molecular simulation, transport

barriers will be identified under different conditions but always at the microscopic level

because of the intrinsic molecular scale involved in these approaches. As will be discussed

in this section, such techniques include at equilibrium196–198 and non equilibrium27,199,200

molecular dynamics simulations but also Monte Carlo201 and free energy202 approaches.

Finally, while this is not treated here for the sake of simplicity, we also emphasize that some

authors have investigated the problem of thermal effects on adsorption/desorption.203,204 In

what follows, molecular simulation strategies that can be used to probe surface barriers in

stationary regimes are first considered before treating transient regimes. The end of this
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subsection is devoted to the important problem of activated transport where surface barriers

lead to phenomena over timescales beyond those accessible with molecular simulation. Other

molecular simulation aspects that will not be covered below include the investigation of

geometrical surface effects in biomimetic systems205 and sub- or super-additive effects when

considering pore array systems.206 Only a few representative works have been selected rather

than a complete overview of the molecular simulation literature available on the topic and we

acknowledge that other significant contributions have been reported on phenomena involving

surface barriers in transport of nanoconfined fluids.

Transport barrier in stationary flow. Using molecular simulation approaches, Bhatia

and coworkers have considered in detail the surface barriers involved in the transport of fluids

through various porous media including carbon nanotube200,207 and zeolite27 membranes. In

their study on CO2 and CH4 transport across a zeolite membrane, these authors investigated

in depth the existence of surface barriers for various zeolite structures and temperatures.27

The strategy consists of simulating the stationary flow across a zeolite membrane of thickness

L as induced by a chemical potential gradient ∇µ at constant temperature T . In practice,

as already discussed earlier, the chemical potential gradient is simulated by applying to

each molecule the corresponding force, f = −∇µ. In the framework of Onsager theory of

transport, provided the driving force remains small (typically ∆µ < kBT ), the flux should be

proportional to the force inducing transport, J = −ρD0/kBT×∇µ, where D0 is the collective

diffusivity and ρ is the density of the confined fluid (we recall that K = D0/ρkBT is the

permeance as defined in flow experiments). For an infinite zeolite crystal, such molecular

simulations allow determining the intrinsic collective diffusivity D0 which can be compared

to its experimental part obtained using coherent neutron scattering. However, for a system

with an interface as considered in Ref. 27, because the surface barrier — if any — acts

in series with respect to transport within the zeolite membrane, one expects the effective
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collective diffusivity, D0, to obey the following combination rule (see derivation in Section 4):

L

ρAD0

=
L

ρAD0

+Rs (152)

where L is the membrane thickness and A the membrane section area through which fluid

transport occurs. Rs is the surface resistance barrier which subdivides into an entrance

surface resistance and an exit surface resistance, Rs = Rin +Rout (these two resistances add

up because they are in series). Using the simple formalism above, by probing the effective

collective diffusivity as a function of the membrane thickness, Dutta and Bhatia determined

the surface resistance for different gases, temperatures, etc. In more detail, by rewriting

Eq. (152) as (ρD0)
−1 = (ρD0)

−1 +ARs/L, the surface resistance Rs can be readily obtained

from the data shown in Fig. 21(b). As expected, significant differences can be observed

between different gases/zeolites with small gases such as H2 being unlikely prone to surface

barriers at room temperature owing to its small size and weak molecular interactions.

Transport barrier in transient regime. In the previous example, a stationary flow was

considered as would be involved in chromatography experiments for instance. However, in

many relevant experimental situations, probing transport barriers involved in adsorption

kinetics is very important. A rather straightforward molecular simulation method, which

can be easily implemented, is illustrated in Fig. 22(a) (see Refs. 196, 198, 208 for examples

where this technique was successfully applied). To determine the fluid adsorption kinetics in

a given porous solid (here, a disordered porous carbon), one prepares a porous solid film of a

given thickness L in contact with two fluid reservoirs under given thermodynamic conditions

T , P0 (the fluid density is ρ0). First, in the framework of molecular dynamics simulations at

constant T , reflective boundary conditions between the fluid reservoirs and the porous solid

are used so that the fluid molecules cannot invade the solid porosity. At a time t = 0, these

boundary conditions are removed so that the fluid invades the porosity — because Molecular

Dynamics simulations at constant temperature T are used, the temperature in the bulk and
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confined fluids remain constant at all times. On the other hand, the pressure P (t) in the bulk

fluid decreases with time as the number of molecules N(t) within the porosity increases. By

monitoring the density profile in the porous solid as shown in Fig. 22(b), N(t) as a function

of t can be determined. This allows probing the adsorption kinetics under conditions similar

to experimental situations. Indeed, in many cases, the experimental sorption kinetics is

determined using finite reservoir conditions by measuring the decrease in the bulk external

pressure (or molecule concentration for liquid phase adsorption). In particular, for such

final reservoir conditions, as shown in Ref. 6, the solution of the diffusion equation with or

without surface transport barriers is known so that adsorption kinetics data can be used to

quantitatively assess the different transport mechanisms at play.

As an important consistency check, in the long time regime, the value of N(t → ∞) as

a function of the residual pressure in the reservoir P (t → ∞) must fall onto the adsorption

isotherm N(P ) (which can be determined using standard molecular simulations such as

Monte Carlo simulations in the Grand Canonical ensemble). In addition to providing useful

information regarding the adsorption kinetics for a given fluid/solid system, the simulation

strategy described above has another important merit. It allows one to probe accessibility

issues which can be severe and lead to much lower fluid concentrations within the porous solid

compared to those obtained using methods that ignore such limitations. Indeed, as shown

in Ref. 209, in case of complex disordered porous materials, many pores can be accessible

through very narrow necks. In practice, depending on the timescale probed in experiments,

these cavities can be considered inaccessible. In that sense, the simple simulation method

proposed above allows accounting for such inaccessibility issues. However, when using this

method for such purpose, it should be kept in mind that only barriers inaccessible on very

short time scales are probed — i.e. the typical time scale accessible to molecular simulation,

roughly 1 ns – 1 µs. In the context of the transition state theory described in Section 3,

if a molecular dynamics simulation is performed over a time trun at a temperature T , this

means that only cavities accessible through a free energy barrier ∆F ∗ such that trun >
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Figure 22: Mass transfer. (a) Mass transfer techniques can be used to investigate the
adsorption kinetics while accounting for inaccessibility issues (i.e. the fact that part of the
porosity might be closed and, therefore, inaccessible to an external fluid phase). In practice,
a reservoir of fluid molecules at an initial pressure P0 and temperature T is set in contact
with a porous solid. A molecular dynamics simulation is then performed so that the fluid
molecules diffuse through the fluid/solid interface to fill the porosity — except for porous
regions inaccessible to the fluid phase on a timescale corresponding to the typical simulation
run (1 ns – 1µs). (b) By monitoring the fluid density profile within the porous solid, one
can measure the mass uptake N(t) as a function of time t (which is obtained by integrating
the fluid density profile between boundaries corresponding to the external surfaces of the
host porous solid). Eventually, in the long time limit, the adsorbed amount at equilibrium
is readily obtained by plotting N(t → ∞) as a function of the final pressure Pbulk reached
in the fluid reservoir (the latter can be determined from the density ρbulk using the bulk
equation of state at the temperature T ).

τ0 exp[∆F
∗/kBT ] will be visited on average (we recall that τ0 is the characteristic molecular

time of the order of 10−12 s). This is an important limitation of the method proposed above

when probing pore inaccessibility issues in porous solids. In the next subsection, we address

this problem by considering free energy techniques which are specifically designed to treat

the complex problem of such free energy barriers.

Activated transport. The molecular simulation methods proposed above implicitly as-

sume that transport limitations induced by surface barriers occur over timescales shorter

than those probed (typically, 1 ns – 1µs with molecular dynamics). While this constraint

is often verified for many examples of fluid transport across porous membranes, there is a
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RK = γAW/|∆P |). These data were obtained by minimizing the surface energy for several
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to different symbols). The different colors correspond to different membrane porosities ϕ,
i.e. pore spacings as indicated in the graph. For a given porosity, all data corresponding
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predicted for a spherical cap geometry with an effective contact angle θeff . The geometry of
the contact angle formed by the methane spherical cap (grey phase) at the interface between
the carbon nanotube membrane (yellow) and water (blue) is schematically illustrated below
the graph. Adapted from Ref. 202.
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number of situations where this criterion is not met. In what follows, we provide an example

of such complex timescale issues taken from Ref.202 While the situation below might appear

as a specific situation at first, it pertains to the general physics of fluid immiscibility in con-

fined environments which is relevant to both basic and applied sciences. Moreover, it should

be emphasized that the general strategy below, which relies on free energy techniques such

as umbrella sampling, can be applied to any transport situation where a non negligible free

energy barrier leads to activated transport. As shown in Ref. 202, such activated transport

can lead to very intriguing phenomena which span several orders of magnitude in time and

length scales.

Let us consider a porous membrane — made of an array of carbon nanotubes for the sake

of simplicity — filled with methane at a given temperature T and pressure P as shown at the

bottom of Fig. 23(a). On the left side of the membrane, a piston is pressurizing a methane

bulk reservoir in contact with confined methane to maintain the pressure P↑ and therefore

the chemical potential constant in the system. On the right side of the system, the membrane

is fully wetted by water which is maintained at constant pressure through a second piston at

a pressure P↓. At equilibrium, when the two pressures are equal, i.e. P↑ = P↓, the confined

fluid is at rest. Because of the very low solubility of methane in water, the former remains

confined within the porous membrane while water remains outside the membrane. Using

Molecular Dynamics simulations at constant temperature, methane desorption induced by

a pressure drop was simulated by lowering P↓ to a value inferior to P↑. Even for large

pressure drops, the amount of desorbed methane as a function of time was found to remain

constant for a long time before extraction. Moreover, by repeating the same simulation from

different initial configurations, the retention time τact prior to extraction was found to be

non reproducible. However, on average, τact was found to scale as τact ∼ exp (v⋆∆P/kBT )

where v⋆ ∼ 1.2 nm3 is a characteristic molecular volume. This scaling relation suggests that

methane desorption through the wet external surface corresponds to an activated process.

Even for large pressure drops, ∆P = P↑−P↓ ∼ 10−25 MPa, τact is of the order of 1 – 100 ns.
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Clearly, this timescale falls in the range of Molecular Dynamics simulation times routinely

available. As discussed above, this raises the question of the relevance of short Molecular

Dynamics runs to probe such activated processes.

For such activated transport, being either relevant to adsorption or desorption, free en-

ergy techniques such as umbrella sampling offer a mean to probe transport mechanisms at

play even though they involve timescales beyond the microscopic and mesoscopic times. In

practice, such simulations consist of biasing the simulation algorithm to force the system

to explore large free energy regions of the phase space (for details, the reader is referred

to specialized textbooks such as Ref. 43). Fig. 23(a) shows the free energy ∆G/kBT as a

function of the amount of desorbed methane N for different pressure drops ∆P . As ex-

pected, for ∆P = 0, the stable solution corresponds to N = 0 (no desorbed methane). In

contrast, for large ∆P , the stable solution corresponds to N ̸= 0 as the strong driving force

leads to methane desorption. By probing different surface areas, pore diameters, etc., it was

shown that the free energy barrier involved in the activated desorption process illustrated

in Fig. 23(a) corresponds to the free energy cost of replacing the initial membrane/water

interface [left configuration at the bottom of Fig. 23(a)] by a membrane/methane interface

and methane/water interfaces [right configuration at the bottom of Fig. 23(a)]. Using a

mesoscopic model, it was shown that the critical nucleus, which allows triggering the des-

orption of methane through the wet external surface, corresponds to the hemispherical cap

shown in Fig. 23(b). As expected in the classical nucleation theory, which allows describing

activated processes, this nucleus shape was obtained by minimizing the surface energy at

constant volume. The free energy ∆G of the methane nucleus is shown in Fig. 23(b) as a

function of its volume Vact for different membrane porosities ϕ and pressures drops ∆P . For

each system, the solution corresponds to a hemisphical cap of methane at the pore surface

as illustrated in the bottom panel of Fig. 23(b). The effective contact angle of this critical

nucleus, θeff , is close to the solultion provided by the Cassie–Baxter equation (this model de-

scribes the contact angle on the porous surface as a linear combination of the contact angles
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on the different regions i.e. porous and non porous surfaces). As a confirmation that this

model rigorously captures the physics of the activated desorption observed in the molecular

simulations, the contact angle θeff was found to lead to free energies that are consistent with

those determined using the complete numerical calculations as shown in Fig. 23(b).

6 Transfer in porous networks (under flow)

6.1 Coarse-grained models

6.1.1 Lattice Boltzmann method

Boltzmann equation. While Onsager theory of transport provides a macroscopic frame-

work to describe transport in porous media by defining transport, or response coefficients

more in general, it does not rely on a microscopic description of the underlying dynamics. In

contrast, statistical physics provides a set of descriptions — typically based on the Langevin,

Boltzmann, and Fokker–Planck equations — which adopt a microscopic point of view by re-

lying on the probability density f(r,v, t). Accordingly, f(r,v, t)dr3dv3 is the probability

that, at a time t, a molecule is located in a small volume element dr3 around r with a veloc-

ity in an element dv3 around v. In the following, we focus on the Boltzmann equation, which

was the first equation in which the dynamics of dilute gas molecules was described using the

distribution function f(r,v, t) long before the derivation of the Fokker–Planck equation. The

Boltzmann equation relates the density distribution current ∂f/∂t to the forces exerted on

the fluid as well as to the collisions between the fluid molecules:146

(
∂

∂t
+ v · ∇+

F(r, t)

m
∇v

)
f(r,v, t) =

(
∂f

∂t

)
coll.

(153)

where ∇ and ∇v are the gradient operators with respect to position and velocity, and the

second and third terms on the left hand side refer to the diffusive and force contributions,

i.e. F(r, t) is the force acting on the fluid at position r and time t. The right hand side
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term in Eq. (153) corresponds to the change in the distribution function f because of col-

lisions between fluid molecules. The complexity of the Boltzmann equation, which can

be shown to be equivalent to the Fokker–Planck equation, lies in the collision operator

(∂f/∂t)coll.. Rigorously speaking, this operator can be expressed using the scattering cross

section σ (v1,v2|v′
1,v

′
2) of two molecules colliding at a position r with velocities v1 and v2

before the collision and v′
1 and v′

2 after the collision:

(
∂f

∂t

)
coll.

=

∫
dv1

∫
dΘ |v2 − v1|σ (v1,v2|v′

1,v
′
2)×

[f(r,v′
2, t)f(r,v

′
1, t)− f(r,v2, t)f(r,v1, t)] (154)

where Θ is the angle formed by the two vectors v′
2 − v′

1 and v2 − v1. The two integrals

in Eq. (154) denote that all initial velocities v1 and v2 (given through the angle Θ) must

be considered. For a system at local equilibrium, (∂f/∂t)coll. = 0, the distribution function

must follow the Maxwell–Boltzmann distribution f eq.:

f(r,v, t)eq. =
ρ

(2πv2T )
d/2

exp

[
−(v − u)

2v2T

]
(155)

where d = 1, 2, 3 is the dimension of space, ρ the fluid density, u the local fluid velocity and

vT =
√
kBT/m the thermal velocity.

Discretized Boltzmann equation. Despite its complexity, the Boltzmann equation can

be transformed into a robust and efficient numerical method to describe the transport of

fluids in different environments of arbitrary geometry.210 This technique, which is known

as the Lattice Boltzmann method (LBM), relies on a discretized version of the Boltzmann

equation given in Eq. (153).211 In more detail, with this technique, both the space position

r and velocity v are discretized. Spatial discretization is achieved by treating the fluid and

solid on a lattice so that r can only take values corresponding to lattice nodes. As for

the velocities, only a set of velocity vectors are treated by considering different propagation
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directions of the fluid onto the grid.212 As illustrated in Fig. 24(a), the convention DnQm is

a convenient meshing classification which contains all needed information on the space and

velocity discretization scheme adopted. On the one hand, the value n indicates the space

dimension so that n = 1, 2 or 3. On the other hand, m indicates the number of propagation

directions considered. There are only a few values that m can take for a given n. For

instance, when n = 2, the smallest possible value is m = 5 (4 nearest neighbor directions

and the direction v = 0 for which the fluid density distribution does not propagate) while the

second-smallest value is m = 9. In the DnQm convention, these two discretization schemes

are referred to as D2Q5 and D2Q9. For n = 3, available discretization schemes are D3Q7,

D3Q15, D3Q19, etc. For a given space dimension n, the accuracy of the Lattice Boltzmann

method strongly depends on the discretization scheme adopted. A trade-off between a large

value of m leading to high accuracy and a reasonable computational time is usually sought

for. Discretization allows replacing the probability distribution f(r,v, t) by its discretized

version fi(r, t) where i corresponds to a propagation velocity ci so that i ∈ [0,m] and r only

takes values corresponding to node positions on the lattice. With this discretized probability

distribution, the Boltzmann equation defined in Eq. (153) can be recast as:

fi(r+ ci∆t, t+∆t) = fi(r, t) + Fi(r) + Ωi (156)

where Fi corresponds to the external force acting on the fluid at the node position r while

Ωi is the collision operator introduced above.

As mentioned earlier, generally speaking, the collision operator Ωi is of a complex form.

However, it is possible to make some simplifications to render the resolution of Eq. (156)

feasible and efficient. In the Lattice Boltzmann method, one typically approximates the

non-linear collision operator by the linear BGK operator that makes the local distribution

function fi(r, t) relax towards its equilibrium value f eq.
i (r, t) over a characteristic time τ :212

Ωi = −1

τ

[
fi(r, t)− f eq.

i (r, t)
]

(157)
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Figure 24: Lattice Boltzmann method. (a) Grid mapping onto a cylindrical pore in
Lattice Boltzmann calculations. The grey sites are solid domains which are not accessible to
the fluid while the blue sites are accessible to the fluid. For the latter, the dark blue sites are
adsorption sites as they are located in the vicinity of the solid surface while the light blue
sites are non-adsorption sites (bulk-like, i.e. free fluid). Adapted from Ref. 213. In Lattice
Boltzmann simulations, different choices can be made to discretize the velocities as indicated
by the codes ‘D3Q7’ and ‘D3Q19’ (see text). (b) Taylor dispersion for adsorbing particles
dispersed in a liquid flowing into a cylindrical pore. As expected, the liquid flow obeys a
parabolic (i.e. Poiseuille) velocity profile v with a velocity maximum at the pore center.
The concentration profile of adsorbing particles are denoted by the blue code color (with a
concentration that increases from light blue to dark blue). At time t0 = 0, a concentration
profile of adsorbing particles, where all particles are located in an infinitely narrow stripe
in the pore center, is injected in x = 0 (x is the position along the pore axis). At a time t
later, the concentration profile broadens with a variance σ2(t) that scales linearly with time.
Adapted from Ref. 214. (c) Dispersion coefficient, K = limt→∞ σ2(t)/2t, normalized to the
bulk self-diffusivity of the adsorbing particles, Db, as a function of the fraction of adsorbed
molecules Fa. These data are obtained for a slit pore having patterned surfaces as shown in
the subfigure above the graph. The pattern corresponds to a crenelated pore and the data
shown in the graph are obtained for different aspect ratios h/w = 0, 1, 2, 4, 10. Adapted
from Ref. 215.
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The BGK operator is the simplest possible collision operator that respects the fundamental

conservation laws of mass, momentum, and total and internal energy. For small Mach

numbers, upon introducing the sound velocity cs, the discrete equilibrium distribution can

be written as a power series in ci/cs: f
eq.
i = wiρ[1+1/c2s×ci ·u+1/2c4s× (ci ·u)2−u2/c2s] (wi

is a coefficient that accounts for the weight of the propagation direction i in a given lattice

geometry). In the Lattice Boltzmann method, the evolution of the probability distribution fi

then is determined using Eqs. (156) and (157) which allow determining key quantities at each

site r such as the mass density ρ =
∑

i fi, momentum density ρu =
∑

i cifi and momentum-

flux tensor Παβ =
∑

i ciαciβfi. For more detailed information on the Lattice Boltzmann

method the reader is referred to the text book by Krüger et al.212 The Lattice Boltzmann

method is receiving increasing attention owing to its broad applicability to fluid flow in

porous media or in the vicinity of solid particles. As a very classical example, Fig. 24(b)

illustrates the solution obtained using the Lattice Boltzmann method to the problem of

Taylor dispersion.214 Let us consider a regular slit or cylindrical pore in which a liquid

(solvent) is subjected to a pressure gradient. As discussed earlier, the solution of this simple

problem corresponds to Poiseuille flow where the liquid velocity profile is parabolic with a

maximum value in the pore center. At a time t = 0, solute particles are injected in the pore

at a position x = 0 with a concentration profile given by a delta function, c(x) = c0δ(x− x′)

(x is the direction parallel to the pressure gradient inducing the liquid flow). The solution of

this problem, known as Taylor dispersion, is given by a concentration peak being transported

at a velocity equal to the average liquid velocity while its variance σ2(t) increases linearly

with time t.

Adsorption and moment propagation scheme. The Lattice Boltzmann method has

been extended to account for adsorption effects. For the sake of clarity, we here only present

the key elements of the formal treatment of adsorption/desorption phenomena into the Lat-

tice Boltzmann method (for more details, readers are referred to Ref. 216). Such an extension

to include adsorption effects relies on the moment propagation technique as developed by
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Lowe and Frenkel.217,218 In this method, as discussed in Ref. 216, the probability density

P (r, t) at node position r and time t is propagated to/from adjacent lattice nodes while

being modified by adsorption/desorption. The time evolution for P ⋆(r, t), defined in ab-

sence of any adsorption effects, obeys the following equation (streaming step in the Lattice

Boltzmann method):212

P ⋆(r, t+∆t) =
∑
i

[P (r− ci∆t, t)pi(r− ci∆t, t)] + P (r, t)

[
1−

∑
i

pi(r, t)

]
(158)

where the sum runs over all velocity propagation directions i that lead to site r and pi(r, t)

is the probability that the fluid particle leaves site r along the velocity propagation direction

i at time t. Physically, Eq. (158) describes that the quantity P in r at time t+∆t is given

by the sum of two terms: (1) The value of P in site r− ci∆t at time t multiplied by the

probability that fluid particles leave site r − ci∆t in the direction of site r (first term). (2)

The value of P minus the fraction of fluid particles that leave this site (second term).

In order to account for adsorption and desorption, one introduces the probability density

Pads associated with the adsorbed particles (Pads is only non zero for sites in the vicinity of

the solid surface). The evolution of the quantity Pads is given by:

Pads(r, t+∆t) = P (r, t)pa − Pads(r, t)pd (159)

where pa and pd are linked to the probability that fluid molecules get adsorbed and des-

orbed, respectively. The probability density P associated with free (i.e. not adsorbed) fluid

molecules then obeys the following evolution equation:

P (r, t+∆t) = P ⋆(r, t) + Pads(r, t)pd − P (r, t)pa (160)

where the second term accounts for the adsorbed particles that get desorbed while the third

term accounts for free molecules that get adsorbed.
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The method above was used in different works to simulate the dynamics of fluids in

porous materials in the presence of adsorption/desorption effects.215,216 As an illustration,

Fig. 24(c) shows the dispersion coefficient, K = limt→∞ σ2(t)/2t, as a function of the fraction

of adsorbed molecules Fa in patterned slit pores [σ2(t) is the time-dependent variance of

the molecule distribution function as indicated in Fig. 24(c)]. Such an effective diffusivity

displays an optimum in Fa as the dispersion — which reflects the variance of the molecule

distribution — is maximal when the fluid molecules subdivide into free molecules being

transported by the advective flow and adsorbed molecules sticking to the surface (in contrast,

for Fa = 0 or 1, all molecules are either transported with the advective flow or adsorbed at

the pore surface). As expected, for a given adsorbed molecule fraction Fa, the dispersion

increases with increasing the pore surface area through an increase in the aspect ratio h/w

of the patterned surface.215

6.1.2 Dynamic Monte Carlo

Dynamic or kinetic Monte Carlo methods (DMC) extend the classical Monte Carlo methods

for equilibrium systems to non equilibrium problems such as chemical reactions and diffusion.

They are based on the time τ between jumps in the system phase space which corresponds

to a hopping rate k ∼ ⟨τ⟩−1, where the brackets denote the expectation value. This time

can be the chemical reaction rate or the typical adsorption/desorption time of a molecule on

a surface. The time between successive transitions τ is distributed exponentially around its

mean according to P (τ) ∼ e−kτ . The latter is a direct result from a discrete-time Markov

jump process.219, 220

The basic idea behind Dynamic Monte Carlo schemes is as follows. A particle is randomly

selected and the trial reaction is chosen in a random manner from all possible reaction sites

(Random Selection Method, RSM). The reaction will occur with a probability proportional to

k which is determined using another random number. For each attempted jump, the time is

incremented which corresponds to some unit of real time, t/N , where N is the number of MC
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molecules. In so doing, processes corresponding to surface diffusion, adsorption/desorption

or chemical reaction can be implemented straightforwardly. The drawback of this method,

however, is that if the transition probabilities 1/k are small, there will be many unsuccessful

transition attempts for each update of the system configuration. In the case of surface

diffusion, for instance, many unsuccessful jump attempts will occur for every successful

jump.221

A more common approach, which significantly improves the efficiency of Dynamic Monte

Carlo approaches, is to construct a list of all possible jumps, Wαβ, from the current con-

figuration α to another configuration β. A success probability weighted by the cumulative

transition probability for the change α → α′ to take place is associated to each possible jump

in this First Reaction Method (FRM): fαα′ = kαα′/
∑

β kαβ. The new time t′ is then selected

according to t′ = t+∆t with

∆t = − 1∑
β kαβ

ln r (161)

where r is a uniform random number taken in the interval ]0, 1]. After each update ∆t, the

transition α → α′ is selected with a probability fαα′ and the reaction list is updated. This

approach ensures that each iteration of the simulation results in a change in the configuration.

Although the FRM and RSM yield the same results for a given model, the computational

effort differs drastically depending on the system. A detailed introduction to the the formal

connection with the master equation and variations of the presented algorithm are given in

Ref. 222.

A central point in the DMC methods lies in the fact that the time scale for the evolu-

tion of the simulated system is exact if the rates are correct and the underlying reaction is

Markovian.223 Note that the Markovian assumption implies that reactions are uncorrelated

— a strong assumption for many systems. The main disadvantage with DMC is that all

possible rates kαβ and configurational changes or reactions have to be known in advance.

Common ways to obtain kαβ from theoretical considerations are quantum chemical calcula-

tions or atomistic simulations. Yet, due to the exponential scaling of the hopping probability,
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exp(−kτ), small errors can lead to enormous uncertainties. Thus, for most practical appli-

cations, the rates are determined experimentally from adsorption/desorption isotherms or

diffusion measurements.

If reaction paths and rates are well known, DMC can provide insights into simple and

binary diffusion in strongly heterogeneous media224–227 or reaction mechanisms in porous

materials.228 Today, DMC algorithms are incorporated into many open source codes as well

as commercial software packages.229 Algorithmic development allows one to treat increas-

ingly complex problems with DMC.230,231 However, structural confinement can significantly

influence reaction kinetics,232 making quantitative predictions using DMC highly sensitive

to the detailed input parameters. Summarizing, the main advantage of the DMC method

is that, if we assume a simple problem where for every state there is one fast pathway, the

simulation time step ∆t scales with the free energy barrier (i.e. inversely with the rate k)

associated to this path. For rare events, this enables capturing simulation times of minutes

to hours at room temperature. On the other hand, DMC is usually not exact as it requires

the full rate list for all possible pathways in the system under study.233

6.1.3 Dynamic Mean-Field DFT

In the Dynamic Mean-Field Density Functional Theory (Dynamic Mean-Field DFT in short),

one considers a lattice model of a fluid confined in a porous material interacting via nearest

neighbor interactions only. The configurational energy is given by:

U = − ϵ

2

∑
i

∑
j=i+a

ninj +
∑
i

niϕi (162)

where ϵ is the nearest neighbor interaction strength, ni is the occupancy (0 or 1) of the

lattice site at position i, and a denotes the vector to the nearest neighbors. The second

term denotes the interaction of each lattice site i with the external potential ϕi, which typ-

ically corresponds to the interaction between the fluid particles and the pore wall or other
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solid particles. Within the lattice gas framework, the self-diffusion constant Ds of a tracer

molecule can be obtained by following its Kawasaki dynamics. Such a dynamical evolution

is obtained by performing mass-conserving moves to neighboring sites in contact with a heat

bath according to a Metropolis criterion.234 The latter approach is therefore somehow similar

to the Dynamic Monte Carlo simulations discussed in the previous section, but without tak-

ing into account properly the energy barrier between two successive states.221 This yields the

advantage that, for a homogeneous lattice gas, Ds can be obtained analytically.235 Kawasaki

dynamics simulations have been applied for example to the phase separation of confined fluid

mixtures236,237 and the relaxation dynamics of capillary condensation/evaporation.238–240

A significant reduction in the computational cost of the model outlined above can be

achieved using a mean-field approximation. Within this assumption, one minimizes the

following Helmholtz free energy:

F = kBT
∑
i

[ρi ln ρi + (1− ρi) ln(1− ρi)]−
ϵ

2

∑
i

∑
j=i+a

ρiρj +
∑
i

ρiϕi. (163)

The first term in Eq. (163) represents the system entropy, the second term the interaction

energy between the nearest neighbors and the last term stems from the external field ϕ

(corresponding to the interaction of the fluid with wall particles). In the standard mean-

field approach, Eq. (163) is minimized with respect to the mean density at lattice site i under

the constraint:

∂F

∂ρi
− µ = 0 (164)

where µ is the chemical potential acting as a Lagrange multiplier in order to fix the total

number of molecules N ∼
∑

i ρi. Combination of Eqs. (163) and (164) results in a set of

coupled equations that can be solved numerically. The basic idea of a dynamic mean-field

theory is to follow the time evolution of the local density,241,242

∂ρi
∂t

= −
∑
j

Jij(t) (165)
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where Jij(t) is the net flux from site i to its neighboring site j at time t. Within the mean-

field approximation, Jij = wijρi(1− ρj)− wjiρj(1− ρi) where the transition probabilities wij

can be obtained using Kawasaki dynamics according to a Metropolis scheme,

wij = w0 exp(−∆Eij) (166)

In the latter equation, ∆Eij is the energy difference between lattice sites i and j and the

prefactor w0 essentially takes care of relating the chemical potential difference between neigh-

boring sites to their difference in local densities. Due to the use of the underlying mean-field

approach, correlation effects in collective transport — which we treated in detail in Sec-

tion 3 — are necessarily described in an approximated fashion. With these limitations,

dynamic mean-field DFT has been applied to study the dynamics of capillary condensa-

tion/evaporation of simple fluids and mixtures in porous materials.243–246 Finally, we note

that lattice-free dynamic DFT methods have been developed earlier to study the relaxation

dynamics of fluids247,248 and hydrodynamic interactions can be incorporated on a continuum

level, see e.g. Refs. 249–251 and Ref. 252 for a review.

6.2 Network models

6.2.1 Pore network models

Pore network models are a class of systems in which the transport properties of a given porous

structure are solved on a lattice.253,254 In this approach, the porous medium of a dimension

d = 1, 2, or 3 is described as an assembly of pores connected by channels. Each pore is

located on a lattice node while the connecting channels correspond to segments between

nodes. Upon applying external driving forces (gradients) at the scale of the whole lattice,

the resulting transport properties are obtained by solving the corresponding conservation

equations (i.e. the flux of conserved quantities must be the same at the entrance and exit

of the lattice). Pore entrance/exit effects are assumed to be negligible so that transport
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corresponds to fluxes through the nodes. The volume, particle and heat flux through each

node are typically assumed to be in the linear regime, i.e. directly proportional to the local

gradient. Despite this fundamental linear response assumption, owing to the complexity of

the node/channel distributions, the overall transport response to the external macroscopic

gradients can be non linear.

Let us consider a porous medium filled with a fluid subjected to different gradients.

As a very general example, we consider that pressure ∇P , temperature ∇T , and chemical

potential ∇µ gradients are applied, but note thar other driving forces could be applied (in

fact, in many practical situations, only one driving force is used which greatly simplifies the

problem). By virtue of Onsager theory of transport, the transport properties of this system

can be described using a matrix solution in which the flux of each conjugated variable of a

given thermodynamic gradient is given by:76


JE

JN

JV

 = −


LEE LEN LEV

LNE LNN LNV

LV E LV N LV V



∇T

∇µ

∇P

 (167)

where JE, JN and JV are the energy, molecule, and volume fluxes. The values Lαβ with

α, β = E,N, V are the transport coefficients which characterize the system flux in a quantity

α to a gradient in the variable β. To illustrate how the pore network model can be solved

to determine the coefficients Lαβ, we discuss below an ideal case which consists of a filled

porous medium submitted to a pressure gradient. This example is identical to the well-known

problem of electrical transport in resistance networks as treated in detail by Kirkpatrick.143

Let us consider the pore network model depicted in Fig. 25(a). Each node i corresponds to

a pore which is connected to its neighbors j through segments ij corresponding to channels.

The whole lattice is subjected to a pressure gradient ∆P/L where L is the physical size of the

connection between two pores (in total, the pressure drop across the lattice is n∆P where

n is the number of nodes in the direction of the pressure-induced flow). Upon introducing
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the permeance gij = KV V (i→ j) of a channel ij and the pressures Pi and Pj in pores i and

j, the transport properties of the porous medium mimicked using this pore network model

can be determined by solving the following conservation equation at each lattice node i:

∑
j

gij(Pi − Pj) = 0 ∀i (168)

where the sum runs over all nearest neighbors j of the pore i. To solve this problem, one

introduces the equivalent network where each segment has the same conductance gm and

each node i is at a pressure Pi = P↓ + Pm × k(i) where P↓ is the downstream pressure

at the entrance of the network and k(i) is the position of the pore i among the n layers

along the flow, i.e. k(i) ∈ [1, n] (as shown in Fig. 25(a), the pressure difference between two

subsequent layers is ∆P = Pm). Let us now consider a small perturbation to this equivalent

network which is introduced by modifying the initial permeance gm of the segment A-B to

a value gAB = g0 ̸= gm. Replacing gm by g0 fails to satisfy the conservation condition given

in Eq. (168) and, as shown in Fig. 25(b), an extra-current i0 must be introduced in A and

removed in B so that mass conservation is recovered with:

i0 = (gm − g0)Pm (169)

The generation of this extra-current requires a shift in the local pressure drop by a quantity

∆PAB = P0. In order to determine the shift P0, one can use the equivalent system shown in

Fig. 25(d) where the blue segments replace all the initial network connecting A and B except

the segment AB itself. Mass conservation implies that the extra-current i0 is the sum of the

current running directly along A and B and the current running along the network in the

absence of the segment AB: i0 = i′0 + i′′0. Upon introducing the total conductance G′
AB from

A to B without including the conductance g0 through the segment A-B, the latter current

conservation relation leads to:

P0 = i0/(g0 +G′
AB) (170)
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Figure 25: Pore network model. (a) Network model as defined in the Kirkpatrick percola-
tion theory of electrical transport in resistor networks. Here, by analogy with the Kirkpatrick
model, a 3D network of fluid conducting domains — pores — are subjected to a pressure
drop ∆P = Pm (the domain length is assumed to be equal to unity). In the equivalent
network, which allows determining the effective transport properties such as the effective
pore conductance gm, the stationary solution is given by the fluid mass conservation at each
node i,

∑
j gij(Pi−Pj) = 0. (b) In order to solve the problem stated in (a), a perturbation is

induced by varying the conductance of the domain between nodes A and B. Such a pertur-
bation induces a variation of +P0 in the local pressure difference ∆P as well as an additional
fluid current i0 between nodes A and B. (c) and (d): i0 can be measured by noticing that
the extra-current is injected in the domain network at node A and removed at node B.

Let us now introduce the total conductance GAB = G′
AB+gm from A to B, which includes

conduction through the domain A-B as well as through any other path connecting A and

B. As illustrated in Fig. 25(c), if z is the network connectivity (z = 6 for a cubic network),

each current i0 splits into a contribution i0/z from each segment. The total current along

the segment A-B is therefore 2i0/z (note that we recover the simple case iAB = i0 for a 1D

system). This implies that GAB = z/2gm and G′
AB = (z/2 − 1)gm since GAB = G′

AB + gm.

Combining these relations with Eqs. (169) and (170) leads to:

P0 =
Pm(gm − g0)

g0 + (z/2− 1)gm
(171)

If we assume a continuous distribution f(g) of gij, the average value ⟨P0⟩ must be equal to
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zero because the homogeneous model is the macroscopic solution by definition. This implies:

∫
gm − g

g + (z/2− 1)gm
f(g)dg = 0 (172)

Similarly, using a discretized version where there are M different (conducting) porous do-

mains, one obtains:
M∑
α=1

vα
kα − ke

kα + (z/2− 1)ke
= 0 (173)

where kα is the conductance of a domain type α while ke is the effective conductance that is

the solution of the equivalent problem. vα are the volume fractions occupied by each phase

α. Interestingly, by defining the conductance as the the density ρ multiplied by the transport

coefficient D, Eq. (173) is strictly equivalent to Eq. (99) obtained using the effective medium

theory presented in Section 4. While Eq. (172) and its discretized version Eq. (173) are

refined effective medium descriptions of transport in porous networks, it is an important

remark to note that they are not exact results.

6.2.2 Other lattice models

The mesoscopic methods proposed above allow one to gain insights into molecular trans-

port at the porous network scale. However, a robust strategy in which nanoscale adsorption

and transport phenomena are coupled is still lacking in the literature. Such approaches

would allow accounting for complex adsorption (film formation, in-pore relocation, irre-

versible capillary condensation, etc.) and transport mechanisms (surface diffusion, slippage

effects, viscous flow approximation breakdown, activated transport, etc.) that are usually

omitted in conventional techniques or included only in an effective way. As an illustration

of possible developments, in what follows, we present the simple multiscale model that has

been proposed by Botan et al. to describe adsorption and transport in heterogeneous porous

materials.153 This lattice model allows upscaling molecular simulation of adsorption and

transport in porous materials at larger length and time scales. In particular, this bottom-up
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technique accounts for changes in adsorption and transport upon varying pore size, pres-

sure, temperature, etc, so that it does not require to assume a priori any adsorption or flow

regime. In practice, this approach accounts for any adsorption effects and possible changes

in the confined fluid state upon transport by relating at each time step t the local density

ρ(r) and chemical potential µ(r).

ba

m m
– m

c

i𝜕𝜌𝑖(𝑡)

𝜕𝑡
= −

𝑎

𝐽𝑖,𝑖+𝑎(𝑡)

with  𝐽𝑖,𝑖+𝑎 𝑡 = −𝑀𝑖(𝜇𝑖)[𝜇𝑖+𝑎 − 𝜇𝑖]

Figure 26: Upscaling strategy using a lattice model. (a) A lattice model is mapped onto
experimental structural data such as tomography or FIB-SEM data. Each domain type i is
assigned: (1) an adsorption isotherm ρi(µ) where ρ and µ are the fluid density and chemical
potential, respectively, and (2) a transport relation J = −Mi(µ)∇µ where J is the flux
and Mi the transport coefficient associated to the driving force ∇µ. For each domain type,
these two sets of data can be determined from molecular simulation and/or from available
experimental data. In the situation depicted here, three domain types are considered: white,
cyan and blue. (b) Once the lattice model has been defined, transport is simulated at
large scale by placing the lattice between two boundary conditions: the chemical potentials
upstream and downstream are constant and equal to µ↑ and µ↓, respectively. Because of
local mass conservation, the change in the local density at site i is simply given by the sum of
the incoming and outgoing fluxes from/towards neighboring sites. (c) Flux J as a function of
porosity ϕ for an assembly of domains with different porosity scales. The red and blue data
are for lattice systems with different lengths indicated in the graph. The black data, which
are for a system having a much larger size (400 µm), were determined by upscaling the data
for the lattice with 1µm. In all cases, the upstream and downstream chemical potentials
were set to values corresponding to pressures of 11 and 10 bar (the temperature is 423 K).
The lines are fits against Archie’s law, J ∼ ϕα. Adapted from Ref. 153.

Figure 26 schematically presents the multiscale strategy developed in Ref. 153. First, 2D

or 3D structural data as obtained for a real porous solid using tomography or microscopy

experiments are used to map a lattice model. Using well-known segmentation techniques,
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each node of the lattice model can be assigned a porosity domain type (in this context, a type

corresponds to a given pore size and/or surface chemistry, etc.). For each domain type m,

molecular simulation or available experimental data are used to provide the two following

constitutive equations: (1) ρm = ρm(µ) and Jm(µ) = −Mm(µ)∇µ. The first equation is

a thermodynamic relation, known as adsorption isotherm, which relates the confined fluid

density for a given domain type m to the local chemical potential µ. The second equation is

a linear response relationship that relates the local flux in a given porous domain of type m

to the local gradient in the chemical potential ∇µ (which can be related e.g. to pressure or

density gradients) via the transport coefficient M . Once this mapping has been achieved, as

shown in Fig. 26(b), the lattice model is set in contact with an upstream and a downstream

reservoir imposing chemical potentials equal to µ↑ and µ↓, respectively. Transport is then

predicted at the porous network scale as a function of the fluid thermodynamic state and

driving force imposed across the sample as follows. At each lattice node i, the following mass

conservation equation must be fulfilled:

∂ρi
∂t

=
∑
j

Ji→j(t) =
∑
j

Mij

(µj − µi

l

)
(174)

where µi and ρi are the local chemical potential and density at site i, respectively, while l is

the distance between two nearest neighbor sites. The sum runs over all nearest neighbor sites

j with Ji→j the flux between site i and j (which can be positive or negative depending on the

sign of the local chemical potential difference µj−µi). In this equation, the local flux between

two neighboring sites i and j is proportional to the local transport coefficient Mij which is

defined as Mij = 2Mii(µi)Mjj(µj)/[Mii(µi) +Mjj(µj)] to ensure local mass conservation at

each node. As can be seen from Eq. (174), local adsorption and transport effects at each

node are taken into account as (1) the local chemical potential is directly related to the

local density and (2) the transport coefficient depends on the local chemical potential. As

shown in Fig. 26(c), the approach above was capable to recover physical situations such as
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the known regime of Archie’s law in which the flux varies as a power law of the porosity,

J ∼ Φα, (with α an exponent usually comprised between 1.8 and 2).134,135 An interesting

feature of such lattice models is that they can be upscaled in an iterative fashion to reach

the macroscopic scale while transferring at each step all adsorption/transport information

from the smaller lengthscale. This is illustrated in Fig. 26(c) where the flux versus porosity

relationship is shown for different lattice models and sizes (with sizes ranging from 20 nm to

400 microns).
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7 Discussion and Perspectives

In this review, we have addressed the complex issue of diffusion and transport of molecules

in nanoporous materials under various conditions. By considering phenomena occurring ei-

ther at the molecular or mesoscopic scales, we have discussed the appropriate simulation

techniques to tackle questions relevant to each level of description. While this review focuses

on small molecules in prototypical nanoporous materials (e.g. zeolites, active carbons, metal

organic frameworks, mesoporous oxides), we believe it applies to a very large number of

molecule families. Yet, we acknowledge that the behavior of more complicated molecules

can display additional complexity. In any case, for the sake of clarity and concision, we

have omitted several important topics relevant to this review on adsorption and transport

in nanoporous materials such as transport of multicomponent mixtures and transport in

electrical fields (and all electrokinetic effects in general). As for mixture systems, consider-

ing that such aspects have been covered in depth in several already available reviews, we

feel that a detailed treatment of the transport of multicomponent mixtures was beyond the

scope of our review. As for transport in electrical fields, the dynamics of charged species

in nanoconfined solvents is interest of primary interest for the broad range of domains and

applications mentioned in our introduction. However, despite being a very interesting aspect

of transport in nanoporous materials, we feel that transport in electrical fields is also beyond

the scope of our review to be addressed in a reasonable fashion. Moreover, outstanding

reviews on adsorption and transport of charges in uncharged and charged nanopores are al-

ready available.16,255–257 In particular, all electrokinetic effects encompassing electrophoresis,

diffusion/osmosis, ionic conductivity in nanoconfined geometries and near solid surfaces are

the topic of very specific transport mechanisms that involve long range electrostatic effects.

In what follows, we briefly discuss a non-exhaustive list of perspectives which have been

identified. While such additional topics go beyond the scope of this review, they are needed

to tackle important challenges relevant to energy and environment applications. In par-

ticular, important efforts are currently devoted to conceiving and developing bio-inspired
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systems which allow reaching efficiency and targets only achieved by nature. Of utmost

importance, different axes of development include central problems such as desalination and

energy conversion,258,259 CO2 separation/capture,
260 and the removal of pollutants including

novel classes of molecules such as PFAS.261

Chemo-mechanical effects. More and more reports are available in the literature on

transport phenomena in nanoporous environments in which the dynamics of confined fluids

couples with mechanical effects. In particular, when complex nanoporous solids such as

hybrid porous materials (e.g. metal organic frameworks) or disordered materials relevant to

soft matter (polymers, cellulose, etc.) are considered, novel mechanical phenomena occur

which include swelling or breathing effects as well as reorganization of the host material.262,263

While the interplay between these effects and the thermodynamics of confined fluids has

received significant attention,264 their impact in terms of fluid transport remains poorly

understood. In this context, available approaches have been already proposed to address

these effects,265 but more research is needed to fully unravel how such coupling proceeds.

Similarly, many interesting phenomena relevant to such chemo-mechanical effects are also

reported for fluids in complex media relevant to biophysics (e.g. molecular and ion transport

in biological membranes) and natural materials (e.g. wood, concrete).266–270

Separation and phase transition at the nanoscale. The large majority of theoretical

studies on fluid transport in nanoporous materials deals with pure fluids. However, many

practical situations involve mixtures, which lead to strong competitive adsorption effects with

sometimes very large selectivities (defined as the ratio of mole fractions in confinement with

respect to the same ratio in the bulk system).271 In particular, oversolubility refers to large

solubility enhancements observed when a solute is set in contact with a solvent nanoconfined

within a nanoporous material.194,272,273 While such thermodynamic effects are at the heart

of physical processes relying on nanoporous materials, they remain to be better understood.

Of particular relevance to the present review, phase separation in nanoporous materials

is also observed when mixtures made up of fluids with different physical interactions are
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involved. From a fundamental viewpoint, such nanoscale separation is an important field as

it raises important questions. In particular, while thermodynamic frameworks are available

to describe such segregation effects, their impact on fluid transport at a large scale remains

to be fully explored. In this context, while more specific in nature, the case of conformers

and enantiomers separation is an important issue for both basic and applied research.274

Solid/fluid coupling at interfaces. There is now a large body of research unravelling the

impact of the solid dynamics of the host porous medium on the transport of fluids at their

surface. This includes the impact of lattice vibrations on the diffusion or permeability of

the nanoconfined fluid.275 Other interesting situations correspond to the coupling between

a mechanical solicitation imposed to the host solid and the fluid dynamical response. In

this context, Marbach et al. have recently developed a theoretical framework for studying

the impact of fluctuations of the confining surfaces on diffusion. These authors found that

diffusion can be enhanced or suppressed depending on the fluctuations.265 Recent work has

also highlighted the impact of pore compliance on the structure and dynamics of the confined

liquid water, revealing that the water density profiles depend on the pore elastic properties,

which in turn can drastically enhance transport.276 Other couplings between the host solid

and confined fluid includes interesting effects such as the concept of quantum friction.24

With this concept, electronic relaxation within the solid phase set in contact with the vicinal

fluid phase leads to novel phenomena in the fluid thermodynamic and transport properties.

Owing to the quantum mechanics nature of the solid response, new formalisms need to be

developed to rationalize and predict this physical coupling at the frontier between solid-state

and liquid-state physics.277

Upscaling transport in reactive or phase transition conditions. Both stationary

and transport conditions in nanoporous materials involve a large variety of thermodynamic

states.34 This includes phase transition such as gas/liquid coexistence but also separation

mechanisms with coexisting states as described above. These heterogeneous systems can be

described using mesoscopic approaches including Lattice Boltzmann simulations or computa-
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tional fluid dynamics tools. However, understanding the microscopic mechanisms at play in

these coexisting states remain an important challenge with many questions left unexplained.

In particular, as briefly discussed in this review, interfacial transport in the sense of fluid dy-

namics at the interfaces between different thermodynamic phases involves large free energy

barriers with complex underlying dynamics. While different in spirit, reactive transport also

falls in the category of complex molecular mechanisms with a strong impact on macroscopic

transport and overall process efficiency. Like for transport in systems involving phase tran-

sition, taking into account the “reactivity” of the system (evolution of interfaces upon phase

transitions or transformation of molecular species into others upon chemical reactions) is a

major challenge that needs to be addressed as it corresponds to a large number of practical

situations involving nanoporous materials.
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