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Abstract

We present an experimental study of immiscible, two-phase fluid flow through a three-dimensional

porous medium consisting of randomly-packed, monodisperse glass spheres. Our experiments com-

bine refractive-index matching and laser-induced fluorescence imaging to resolve the morphology

and stability of the moving interface resulting from the injection of one fluid into another. The

imposed injection rate sets a balance between gravitational and viscous forces, producing interface

morphologies which range from unstable collections of tangled fingers at low rates to stable sheets

at high rates. The image data are complemented by time-resolved pressure measurements. We

develop a stability criterion for the fluid interface based on the analysis of the 3D images and the

pressure data. This criterion involves the Darcy permeability in each of the two phases and the

time derivative of the pressure drop across the medium. We observe that the relative permeability

encountered by the invading fluid is modified by the imposed flow rate in our experiment, which

impacts the two-phase flow dynamics. We show that, in addition to the balance between the rel-

evant forces driving the dynamics, local regions of crystalline order in the beadpack (crystallites)

affect the stability of the invading front. This work provides insights into how disorder on multi-

ple length scales in porous media can interact with viscous, capillary, and gravitational forces to

determine the stability and dynamics of immiscible fluid interfaces.

I. INTRODUCTION

The dynamics of multi-phase flow through porous materials is relevant for numerous top-

ics in energy and environmental science, including carbon dioxide sequestration [1, 2], emerg-

ing fuel cell technologies [3, 4], and soil remediation efforts [5, 6]. The invasion of one fluid

(e.g., water, air, oil) into a porous material initially saturated with another immiscible fluid

is of particular interest for its relevance to soil drainage [7, 8] and hydrocarbon migration in

the subsurface [9, 10], among other topics. While fluid invasion has long been studied in two-

dimensional (2D) porous-media experiments, only recently have detailed three-dimensional

(3D) imaging experiments of multiphase porous media flows become possible [11–21]. Ac-

cordingly, while successful descriptions of fluid interface dynamics and stability have been

developed from and successfully tested on the 2D experiments [22–29], these descriptions
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remain to be tested on 3D invasion data [30]. In this study, we utilize the 3D optical scanner

developed in [31–33] to undertake a new study of fluid invasion in 3D porous media, with

intent to (1) visualize the mechanisms by which interfaces destabilize in 3D and (2) evaluate

to what extent existing theories, developed using data from 2D experiments [30], can predict

interface stability in our 3D experiments.

Fluid invasion describes the process by which a pressure gradient impels one fluid to

displace another within a porous medium. The stability and evolution of the resulting fluid

interface depends on the balance of gravitational, viscous, and capillary forces, as well as

wetting properties and any changes in the solid structure of the porous medium [23–29, 34].

In the early 2D experiments on fluid invasion [25, 35], glass beads were sandwiched between

glass plates in a porous version of the classic Hele-Shaw cell [36], and the resulting fluid

dynamics were imaged. These experiments produced fluid interfaces whose geometries varied

with the applied pressure gradient from compact and non-fractal to ramified and fractal

[25, 26, 35, 37, 38]. Depending on the balance of the controlling forces, the immiscible-fluid

interfaces or “fronts” can be either stable, with a relatively compact invasion structure and

a width that stabilizes at a constant value, or unstable, with a width that grows continually

and a fractal morphology, appearing as a collection of overlaid fingers [25, 26, 30, 39, 40]. The

dimensionless fluctuation number F was introduced in [39] within a modified percolation

theory of front geometry, and it weighs the relative importance of viscous and gravitational

forces against the capillary pressure-threshold fluctuations to characterize front width and

stability [30]. Assuming that the width of an invasion front scales with the typical size of

defending-fluid clusters, one predicts a relation between the front width and the fluctuation

number, with an unstable interface for F < 0 and a stable one for F > 0 [25, 26, 30, 40, 41].

Although this fluctuation-number theory nicely describes invasion-front stability and width

in 2D experiments, verifying whether the theory is easily adapted to describe invasion fronts

from 3D experiments remains an important task [30].

The combination of refractive-index matching and laser-induced fluorescence (RIM-LIF)

imaging [42] has emerged in recent decades as a powerful method to visualize fluid flows

at the pore scale in 3D systems [11–21]. The RIM-LIF method provides lower cost and

simpler implementation than alternative 3D imaging techniques, such as X-ray [43, 44] and

NMR tomography [45, 46]. The method improves upon earlier RIM-based experiments that

imaged plane projections of 3D fluid flows [47]. Several works have applied RIM-LIF imaging
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to characterize two-phase flows through random glass beadpacks [13, 18, 31–33]. The fluid

phases are dyed with different fluorescent compounds and index-matched to the solid. Index

matching minimizes light distortion by reflection and refraction, allowing a laser sheet to

induce fluorescence in a thin slice. Combining a sequence of these slices produces a 3D image

from which the fluid and granular bodies can be segmented [31, 32].

Using this method, Ovdat and Berkowitz studied drainage through beadpacks and ana-

lyzed the differences between experiments in 2D and 3D geometries [17]. They noted that,

although the density and number of fingers protruding from invasion fronts scaled similarly

with flow rate in both 2D and 3D, the 3D experiments showed considerable variation from

one experiment to the next, even under otherwise identical conditions. More recent studies

have used the RIM-LIF method to study the formation and mobilization of trapped fluid

clusters with confocal microscopy [19, 20], and several works have evaluated single-phase

flow properties, including local flow velocities [11, 48] and the characteristics of scalar mix-

ing [48–50]. Our earlier work details the 3D imaging and laser-scanning methodology as

applied to two-phase flows [31–33].

In the present work, we apply RIM-LIF imaging to study the geometry and stability of

an initially planar front progressing through a beadpack. Experiments in which the front

width reaches a quasi-constant value in time are considered stable, while those in which the

width grows continually over the resolved length- and time-scales are considered unstable.

While our earlier work evaluates a point-source injection and thereby samples a wide range

of front velocities as the front expands and slows down [31–33], this work evaluates a planar

injection, selected to investigate the front width evolution as a function of global flow rate

and to describe an expected transition from stable to unstable invasion. We evaluate the

stability of the immiscible fluid interfaces as they move during the invasion using time-

resolved three-dimensional images of the dynamics. Specifically, we consider a fluid with

higher density and viscosity invading one with lower density and viscosity. Depending on

the flow rate, viscosity either stabilizes the front or gravity destabilizes it, analogous to

the Rayleigh-Taylor instability [51]. The image data are complemented by time series of

the fluid pressures at the inlet and outlet of the experimental cell, giving a comprehensive

picture of interface stability during 3D invasion flows.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we describe the experimental setup, including

methods to identify the porous medium and resolve both fluid phases through space and
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time. In Sec. III, we present the theoretical context of the study, including the derivation

of front stability in terms of competition between viscosity and gravity and perturbations

to the moving interface from disorder in the porous medium. In Sec. IV, we present the

results, including measurements of front morphology and stability for different flow rates,

front velocity characteristics, fluid-pressure differences, and porous-geometry characteristics.

We develop theoretical relations between the front stability and the flow rate and pressure

time series, and we compare these relations with the experimental data. In Sec. V, we discuss

the observed front stability characteristics and mechanisms of front instability in context of

earlier work. Finally, in Sec. VI, we summarize the key results and present our conclusions.

II. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

A. Three-dimensional imaging system

The experiments were imaged in 3D using an optical scanner based on two cameras and a

co-moving laser (Fig. 1), see also the Supplemental Video [52]. The laser (40 mW, Z-Laser)

produces a 2D vertical sheet of wavelength 532 nm which is scanned through the sample by

a linear actuator. The cameras (8-bit RGB, 2.3 MP, Daheng) on separate actuators follow

the movement and map the cell by imaging at a rate of 49 frames per second, plane by

plane. Because the laser light attenuates through the cell due to absorption and imperfect

refractive index matching, only one camera is active at a given time during a scan. The

active camera switches half-way through a scan, with each camera imaging only its nearest

half of the cell. The laser light is screened from the resulting images by notch filters on

both cameras (λ = (533± 17) nm, Thorlabs) to isolate the fluorescence signal. The timing

of the actuators and cameras is organized so that captured voxels have equal resolution

in all three spatial dimensions, with (71 ± 2) µm on each side. The resulting 3D images

measure 1200×1200×1920 voxels, which we crop to a 1024×1024×1800 region of analysis,

corresponding to 73 mm by 73 mm by 129 mm, spaced about one bead diameter from the

cell sidewalls. Each scan has an integration time of approximately 24 seconds, which allows

displacement during scanning by typically 1.7 bead diameters (comparable to a single pore)

at the highest flow rates we consider.
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FIG. 1. Illustration of the 3D scanner. The central flow cell contains the index-matched fluids

and solid. The cell appears transparent in normal light, but when illuminated with a laser sheet,

the dyed fluids fluoresce (red/green) and distinguish the two fluids and the solid. Linear actuators

move the laser at a velocity v and the cameras at velocity vn, where n is the matched refractive

index. This velocity difference compensates for the changed optical path length. During scanning, a

sequence of 2D images is accumulated into a 3D image. To reduce optical distortion from imperfect

refractive-index matching, the cell is imaged from both sides, with each camera imaging its closer

half.

B. Porous-medium preparation and fluid characteristics

The porous medium was prepared as a random packing of borosilicate glass beads of a =

(3.0± 0.3) mm diameter, with refractive index n = 1.47 (Sigma-Aldrich). To approximately

match the refractive index of these beads and obtain transparency for the imaging, rapeseed

oil and glycerol were selected as the two immiscible experimental fluids, with the rapeseed

oil (lower viscosity and density) serving as the defending fluid, and glycerol (higher viscosity

and density) serving as the invading fluid. Relevant properties of the fluids are summarized

in Table I. The oil was dyed with 1 mg/l of pyrromethene, while the glycerol was dyed with

20 mg/l of fluorescein (both from Luxottica-Exciton). Because these dyes have emission

peaks at different respective wavelengths 650 nm and 548 nm, the two dyed fluids can be

distinguished by color.

6



TABLE I. Reference values and experimental data for refractive index n, fluorescence wavelength

λf , density ρ, viscosity µ, and interfacial tension γ of the two dyed fluids. T is the temperature

measured in ◦C, as both fluids have temperature-dependent refractive index and viscosity. The vis-

cosity’s dependence on temperature was experimentally determined with a temperature-controlled

rheometer with one-degree intervals, from 17◦C to 25◦C, summarized by fitting the tabulated linear

relationships over the data points.

Reference data Glycerol (G) Rapeseed oil (RO)

n 1.46-1.48 1.47

λf 548 nm 650 nm

Experimental data

ρ (1.26 ± 0.02) g/cm3 (0.91 ± 0.02) g/cm3

µ (3648− 113T/◦C± 200) mPa·s (133− 3T/◦C± 7) mPa·s

γ (G vs RO) (16.4 ± 1.0) mN/m (16.4 ± 1.0) mN/m

Experiments were prepared by first filling the flow cell with the defending oil, then es-

tablishing a random beadpack by pouring glass spheres into the cell while lightly stirring to

remove any air bubbles. The cell was then sealed and the tubing was purged of air in prepa-

ration for invading glycerol injection and 3D imaging of the resulting invasion dynamics.

In our two-phase flow experiments, the interfacial tension between the two fluids and

the wetting characteristics of the two fluids on the solid material controls the capillary

pressures required to invade the individual pores, so these factors could affect the invasion

front morphology. With a tensiometer we measured the fluids’ interfacial tension to be

γ = (16.4± 0.4) mN/m, and found neutral fluid-solid wetting angles for both experimental

fluids. In trial experiments, using glycerol as the invading phase showed that it appeared

to be the non-wetting fluid, passing through pore throats with a convex profile, using oil

as the invading phase showed that oil also appeared to be the non-wetting phase, with a

similar convex profile in the pore throats. We therefore consider the wetting conditions to

be of secondary importance to the invasion front dynamics in what follows, at least when

compared to the balance of viscous and gravitational forces at the front.
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FIG. 2. Flow geometry and boundary conditions. The cell is fully sealed, except for the inlet and

outlet. Syringe pumps maintain a fixed flow rate at the inlet, while the large outlet basin maintains

a quasi-fixed pressure at the outlet. The cell volume from the base to the mesh screen is filled with

glass beads. For the image analysis, we cropped out a box with base 73×73 mm2 and height 129

mm, with the top 60 mm below the cell lid.

C. Description of the flow cell

The flow cell was constructed of 6 mm thick PMMA sheets, solvent-welded into a trans-

parent box with a removable lid. The cell is illustrated in Fig. 2. The beadpack extends

nearly 10 mm from the top of the cell, where the beads contact a fine steel mesh. The

mesh is loaded with a coil spring that pins against the cell lid. This mechanism presses the

beadpack to ensure that the solid phase does not move during the experiment. The lid seals

with a rubber gasket and bolts to the base on threaded rods. Pressure sensors (Honeywell

- 6PCAFG6G) record the absolute pressures at the top and bottom of the cell. The lid and

outlet each have four flow ports and an additional port for a pressure sensor (see Fig. 2).
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At the lid, the flow ports are connected to two syringe pumps (Harvard PhD Ultra) driving

four 140 ml syringes, together providing a total flow rate Q. To maintain a nearly constant

outlet pressure, the outlet ports are submerged in rapeseed oil in a relatively wide 30 cm by

40 cm basin. The basin level changed by at most 3 mm during the experiments, giving outlet

pressure variations of up to 30 Pa, depending on the amount of fluid injected throughout the

experiment. Assuming that these pressures equilibrate slowly across the cell, this provides

maximum errors in the measured pressure gradients near 10%. Room temperatures were

measured during the experiments with a table-top thermometer, placed beside the fluid cell.

In several experiments, we used a second probe inside the cell to confirm that the fluid

and room temperatures coincided well, always within 0.5◦ C. Therefore, we use the room

temperature as a proxy for the fluid temperatures inside the cell.

D. Experimental protocol

After preparation of a beadpack immersed in the defending fluid, a preliminary 3D scan

was taken from which the solid phase was segmented. The two-phase flow was then initiated

by injecting the invading glycerol fluid at Q = 30 ml/min, which is the highest flow rate the

pumps could sustain. This initially filled the gap above the mesh screen with glycerol, while

maintaining a flat front (see Fig. 2). When the gap was fully saturated, glycerol permeated

the mesh and invaded downward in a flat front that horizontally spanned the cell. Once the

flat front became fully visible in the imaging region, the flow rate was decreased to the rate

chosen for the given experiment, and the imaging sequence was started. Depending on the

chosen flow rate, the scanner was set to one- or two-minute imaging intervals. Each experi-

ment was stopped when the invasion front first left the imaging region, producing between

nine and forty-five 3D images. The imaging rate was selected to adequately represent front

evolution and stability without exceeding the available data storage.

E. Image segmentation of fluid and solid phases

The solid and fluid phases were segmented by first locating the solid beads and then

isolating the invading phase. The defending phase was segmented as the remainder of the

volume. This process was conducted with the Amira Avizo software, but it corresponds
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to generic image-analysis steps found in, e.g., openly accessible Python libraries [53, 54].

The segmentation requires special treatment because gradients in light intensity from laser

attenuation in the medium and imperfect refractive-index matching modify the intensity

across the images, especially near the surfaces of individual beads.

The solid phase was localized from the initial image of the medium fully saturated with

the defending fluid, where the beads appeared as dark patches. A background intensity

image was formed by blurring the initial 3D scan over a length scale much larger than the

bead diameter. The initial image was subtracted by this background. A simple threshold

procedure then extracted the solid-phase segmentation map, with some uncertainty caused

by imperfect refractive-index matching. The solid-phase map was refined by isolating bead

centroids with Avizo’s blob-finding algorithm, then drawing new sphere bodies at these

locations. We have checked that the refined maps contain only a small fraction of spheres

(< 1 %) which overlap appreciably and represent beadpacks with realistic bulk geometric

properties (see Sec. IVE).

The invading fluid was segmented by applying a gradient-map adjusted threshold to

the green color channel of the images. Fluorescence from both the green invading and

red defending fluids entered the image green channel, but the invading fluid induced a

much stronger response. The gradient and threshold parameters were manually adjusted in

Avizo. The parameters were then entered into a Python script that creates a 3D thresholding

matrix, with linear gradients in the x and y directions. This matrix filtered the green channel

and produced the invading fluid segmentation map. This map was refined by subtracting

its intersection with the solid phase, as green color from the dye tends to bleed into bead

margins. The remaining volume in the cell, with the beads and the invading fluid subtracted,

was then defined as the defending fluid. The entire segmentation process is described in

greater detail in [31].
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F. Characterizing the fluid invasion front

FIG. 3. Images from Exp. A (Q = 2 ml/min) show the segmentation bodies and the evolution

from an initially planar front to an unstable, increasingly wide front. In (a), the front (in red) from

an early image of the experiment is artificially shifted below the invasion body for visualization.

Upward-trailing regions of pinned fluid are visible. In (b), the last image before the front leaves

the imaging region is shown, with well-developed fingers extending from the main invasion body.

In (c), we show a rendering of the porous medium.

Figure 3 shows 3D renderings of the segmented invading and solid phases from one exper-

iment (Exp. A, with Q = 2 ml/min). The method used to extract the invasion front dividing

the fluid phases is described in the text box of Fig. 3. In all experiments, the invasion fronts

appear as perforated surfaces with holes surrounding bead contacts and extensions that

point both upstream and downstream.

We characterize the invasion front and its stability using the “front distribution”, formed

as the probability distribution of the vertical coordinates Z of the front voxels [red voxels

in Fig. 3(a)]. In our 3D experiments, front distributions can be highly skewed, as we detail

below. We therefore characterize the front evolution using metrics which include contribu-

tions from the extreme tails of the front distributions. The front width W is a key quantity,

defined as the 90% percentile (Z90) minus the 10% percentile (Z10) of front distribution:

W = Z90 − Z10. (1)
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This measure resembles the standard deviation of the z-coordinates of front voxels, often

referred to as the RMS-roughness [55], except the use of quantiles better represents skewed

distributions. We also consider width contributions from ahead and behind the front, rep-

resented by the components of W above and below the distribution’s median Z50:

W+ = Z90 − Z50 (2)

W− = Z50 − Z10. (3)

Due to the equality W− + W+ = W , the proportions W+/W and W−/W summarize the

respective relative amounts of forward and backward skew in the front distribution.

III. THEORETICAL CRITERION FOR FRONT INSTABILITY

Here we present a first-order prediction, modified from [33], for the “critical flow rate” Qc

corresponding to the transition between stable, viscosity-dominated invasion and unstable,

gravity-dominated invasion. Our prediction involves a two-phase Darcy theory valid only

for stable invasion, when the front can be approximated as a sharp interface.

For a single fluid flowing at a rate Q, the pressure field can be approximated by Darcy’s

law in integral form:

p(z) = p(0) +

(
ρg − µQ

κA

)
z. (4)

Here, p(z) is the pressure at depth z, ρ is the fluid density, g is the gravitational acceleration,

µ is the dynamic viscosity, A is the cross-sectional area, and κ is the permeability. In this

equation, z increases downward, parallel to g⃗ (see Fig. 2). The local pressure p(z) has both

gravitational and viscous contributions, represented in the respectively first and second terms

in brackets in Eq. (4).

Now we consider a two-phase configuration in which one fluid invades a volume initially

saturated with another. We consider an initially flat front at z = z0 and perturb one region

of it by a small distance a, comparable to the size of an individual pore. Evaluating the

minimal flow rate for which this perturbation grows provides an estimate of Qc. Using

Eq. (4), the pressure changes in the invading fluid (1) and the defending fluid (2) due to the
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perturbation can be expressed as

∆p1 = p1(z0 + a)− p1(z0) =

(
ρ1g −

Qµ1

AκTP (Q)

)
a ,

∆p2 = p2(z0 + a)− p2(z0) =

(
ρ2g −

Qµ2

AκSP

)
a ,

(5)

where κSP and κTP (Q) are the respective single- and two-phase permeabilities [33]. Here,

we allow for κTP (Q) to explicitly depend on the flow rate Q, reflecting an expectation that

clusters of defending fluid trapped behind the main invading front will effectively reduce the

permeability for the invading phase, meaning that, in general, κTP (Q) < κSP [56–58].

The capillary pressure across the interface between fluids 1 and 2 is pc = p1 − p2, so the

capillary pressure change induced by the perturbation at a given flow rate Q is ∆pc(Q) =

∆p1 −∆p2, or using Eq. (5),

∆pc(Q) =

[
(ρ1 − ρ2)g −

Q

A

(
µ1

κTP (Q)
− µ2

κSP

)]
a . (6)

Because the invading fluid (1) has higher viscosity and density than the defending fluid

(2), ∆pc is increased by the gravitational term and decreased by the viscous term. The

perturbation is unstable and tends to grow when gravity dominates, ∆pc(Q) > 0, and

conversely it is stable and tends to shrink when viscosity dominates, ∆pc(Q) < 0. The rate

Qc, below which fronts destabilize, therefore follows from ∆pc(Qc) = 0. Noting that µ1 ≫ µ2

(see Table I), we obtain the condition

Qc

κTP (Qc)
≈ (ρ1 − ρ2)

gA

µ1

(7)

for the critical flow rate Qc. Fronts are expected to be unstable for all Q ≲ Qc, where Qc is

the solution to Eq. (7). In Sec. IVD, we study the dependence of κTP (Q) on Q to predict

Qc from Eq. (7), and we compare the prediction with the observed front-stability trends.
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IV. RESULTS

TABLE II. Summary of experimental results. The Stability column indicates whether the front

was classified as stable or unstable for each experiment. Experiments were considered unstable

when the best-fit slope of W/a versus the injected volume exceeded 0.005 ml−1, see Sec. IVA. Our

classification is largely insensitive to this threshold, although changes could modify the assessed

stability of some experiments. The Crystal fraction represents the proportion of beads participating

in crystallites in each experiment, as described in Sec. IVE. dpb−dpt
dt is the averaged time derivative

of the pressure difference across the cell, as described in Sec. IVC, with errors estimated as the

maximum possible rate-of-change of hydrostatic pressure in the outlet basin (ρ2gQ/Ab, with Ab the

basin area). Pressure measurements were not performed for Exps. C and G, denoted by hyphens.

ID Q [ml/min] Stability Crystal fraction dpb−dpt
dt [Pa/s]

A 2.0 Unstable 0.031 0.0132± 0.0025

B 4.0 Unstable 0.030 0.005± 0.005

C 5.0 Stable 0.056 -

D 5.0 Unstable 0.079 −0.013± 0.006

E 7.0 Stable 0.022 0.059± 0.009

F 7.0 Unstable 0.067 −0.062± 0.009

G 7.0 Stable 0.017 -

H 8.0 Unstable 0.080 0.004± 0.006

I 8.0 Unstable 0.040 −0.04± 0.10

J 10.0 Stable 0.014 −0.132± 0.012

K 10.0 Stable 0.027 −0.193± 0.012

L 15.0 Stable 0.014 −0.435± 0.019

M 15.0 Stable 0.048 −0.540± 0.019

N 20.0 Stable 0.045 −0.833± 0.025

O 20.0 Stable 0.034 −1.003± 0.025

P 30.0 Stable 0.014 −1.603± 0.037

Q 30.0 Unstable 0.37 −2.150± 0.037
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We conducted 17 experiments with flow rates ranging from 2 to 30 ml/min. For each

experiment, we segmented the porous solid, tracked the defending and invading fluid bodies

through time, and documented the invasion-front dynamics. We also recorded pressure time

series at the top and bottom of the cell. While we controlled the flow rate of each experiment,

the detailed structure of the porous medium differed from one experiment to the next. The

temperature of the experimental fluids also varied between trials, which affected the fluid

viscosities (see Table I). Key parameters and results from the experiments are listed in

Table II. Videos of experimental invasion fronts and graphics of the key results can viewed

in the Supplemental Material [52].

A. Front instability: contributions of fingering and pinning

We classified each experimental invasion front as stable or unstable, using the width time

series W (t) shown in Fig. 4(a). Each series W (t) was plotted against the cumulative injected

fluid volume and fit with a linear model for the last 85% of data points [see Figure 4(a)].

Experiments were considered unstable if the best-fit slope of W/a versus the injected volume

exceeded a threshold, chosen at 0.005 ml−1. This identified experiments A, B, D, F, H, I, and

Q as unstable, indicated in the Stability column of Table II. The stability classification was

found relatively insensitive to the threshold, although large-enough changes could reclassify

several experiments. As expected, measured front widths W were generally stable for high

flow rates, with W taking on values between 2 and 5 bead diameters, while front widths

increased across the entire experiment duration for most of the lower flow rate experiments,

reaching values in the range of 5 to 30 bead diameters by the end of these experiments. All

experiments with flow rates above Q ≈ 8 ml/min were stable with the exception of Exp. Q.

Most experiments with flow rates below Q ≲ 8 ml/min were unstable, although Exps. C,

E, and G provide exceptions. Taken together, these image analysis results suggest a critical

flow rate, Qc, near 8 ml/min.
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FIG. 4. Plots of the front width W (a), forward front width W+ (b), and backward front width

W− (c), all as functions of injected volume (normalized time). The measures are scaled by the

bead diameter, a = 3.0 mm. The plots increase in flow rate with the lettering and symbol size,

starting with 2 ml/min for Exp. A, and ending at 30 ml/min for Exp. Q. Continually growing

front widths indicate a gravitationally-unstable experiment and correlates with low flow rates. The

plotted gray line in (a) indicates the threshold slope for instability, set at W/a = 0.005 ml−1.
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FIG. 5. 3D renderings from three experiments indicating the two main modes by which fronts

destabilize. In (a), at a high flow rate, we have only small perturbations in the front, corresponding

to a stable experiment with a relatively small front width (see Fig. 4). In (b), at a low flow rate,

visible fingers shoot ahead of the bulk of the front, corresponding to an unstable growth (see Fig. 4),

and forward skew in the front distribution (see Fig. 6). In (c), also at a high flow rate, we see

large sections of ordered beads that the invading flow bypasses. The resulting backward-lagging

regions of invading fluid are characteristic of pinning. They produce a high front width (Fig. 4)

and contribute backward skew to the front distribution (Fig. 6).

The experimental images indicate two different modes by which fronts destabilize, as

shown in Fig. 5. In the first mode, which we refer to as fingering, thin regions of invading

fluid increasingly protrude ahead of the main front, contributing forward skew to the front

width distribution. In the second mode, referred to as pinning, regions of invading fluid

lag behind the main front, contributing backward skew in the front distribution. When the
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front distribution is symmetrical, neither fingering nor pinning dominates, and we refer to

the front distribution as neutral. Snapshots of representative neutral, fingered, and pinned

fronts are displayed in Figs. 5(a-c).

To quantify the relative influence of fingering and pinning on the observed front dynamics,

we evaluate contributions to front-width growth by the positive and negative front widths,

W+ and W−, defined in Eqs. (2) and (3) and plotted in Fig. 4(b) and (c). The differing

contributions of fingering and pinning to skew in the front width distributions are displayed

in Fig. 6, where a stable front (Exp. C) is compared to fronts destabilized predominantly by

fingering (Exp. H) and pinning (Exp. Q), respectively. In the figure, the front distribution

is scaled to show the proportion of front voxels at a given vertical position.
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FIG. 6. Examples of characteristic front distributions for neutral, fingering, and pinning, from

experiments C (a), H (b), and Q (c), respectively. The plots are from the last recorded scan from

each experiment.

Fingering has long been associated in 2D experiments with unstable displacement pro-

cesses [7, 26, 35, 41, 59, 60]. To evaluate finger growth in our 3D experiments, we examine

the forward front width W+ of Eq. (2), which represents the amount of forward skew con-

tributed by the growing fingers. W+ is plotted against the cumulative injected volume for all

experiments in Fig. 4(b). All unstable experiments show a rapid growth of fingers for about

the first half of each experiment, and the growth of fingers is relatively faster for lower flow

rates, consistent with their production by gravity and dissipation by viscosity. However, the

finger growth slows as time progresses, with finger growth stalling toward the end of most

unstable experiments (Exps. B, D, and F in particular), even as their overall front widths

W continue to increase, Fig. 4(a, c).

The observed slowing of finger growth indicates that fingering has a relatively limited
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impact on interface instability at the late stages of our 3D experiments. Figure 4(c) shows

the backward width W− of Eq. (3) for all experiments, summarizing the contributions of

pinning to the front distributions. The growth of W− typically mirrors that of W for

all unstable experiments, indicating that growing regions of slow-moving interface pinned

behind the main front are the leading source of front growth in unstable 3D experiments.

B. Velocity characteristics of invasion fronts

FIG. 7. Panel (a) displays median front positions versus time for all experiments, with a linear

fit on the final 85% of each time series for front velocity determination. Panel (b) displays the flow

dependence of the front velocity alongside the best-fit trend vf = C1Q− C2Q
2 derived in Eq. (9),

with C1 = (0.506± 0.020) mm/ml and C2 = (0.0020± 0.0008) min·mm/ml2.

As we externally imposed the injection rate Q of the invading fluid, fronts are expected

to move downward with an average velocity determined by the flow rate and available pore

volume. However, due to the trapping of the defending fluid behind the front, the available

pore volume for the invading phase is generally less than the total pore volume. The velocity

of fronts during stable invasion is then

vf =
Q

Aϕ [1− S(Q)]
, (8)
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where S(Q) is the residual saturation of the displaced fluid left behind the front. Expanding

the residual saturation S around the critical flow rate Qc gives

vf ≈ C1Q− C2Q
2 , (9)

where C1 > 0 and C2 > 0. These coefficients relate to the flow-rate dependence of the

residual saturation as detailed in the Appendix VI.

We determined the experimental front velocities by fitting a linear relation to the median

front positions versus the time for each experiment, shown in Fig. 7(a). The final 85% of

each time series were used to avoid any artificial velocity changes as the front first enters the

observation volume. Errors in median front positions were estimated from the front width

and number of front voxels, providing errors < 1 mm, which we incorporated into the fitting.

Front velocities for all experiments are plotted against flow rates in Fig. 7(b), and the

constants C1 and C2 found by fitting the measured front velocities to Eq. (9), providing

C1 = (0.506 ± 0.020) mm/ml and C2 = (0.0020 ± 0.0008) min·mm/ml2 with uncertainties

calculated as the standard error of the fit parameters. Despite large uncertainty in the

C2 coefficient, the quadratic model shows better agreement with the experimental data in

Fig. 7 than a linear model. This agreement suggests that the residual saturation introduces

a weak non-linearity to the dependence of the front velocity on flow rate, in support of

Eq. (9). The weak dependence we observe is consistent with earlier observations that the

residual saturation behind a 2D fluid displacement front depends only weakly on the applied

pressure gradient [30].

C. Analysis of pressure readings

The pressure readings from the top and bottom of the cell provide an alternative assess-

ment of front stability.
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FIG. 8. Schematic of a two-phase flow experiment, where the green fluid is displacing the red one

from above at a fixed flow rate Q. L is the cell height. z the distance from the top of the cell to

the front. pt and pb are the pressures at the top and bottom of the cell, respectively.

Figure 8 illustrates a stable front during an experiment. When a front is stable, the difference

between the pressure at the bottom (pb) and the top (pt) of the cell can be formulated by

using the same approach as in Sec. III. For a flat interface at depth z, the pressure difference

pb − pt can be written as

pb − pt =

(
ρ1g −

Qµ1

AκTP (Q)

)
z − pc +

(
ρ2g −

Qµ2

AκSP

)
(L− z), (10)

where pc is the capillary pressure at the interface. The front position advances as z ∝ vf (Q)t,

with an approximately constant front velocity related to the flow rate via Eq. (9). Using

this relation, we can differentiate pb − pt with respect to time t, obtaining

d(pb − pt)

dt
≈ vf (Q)

d(pb − pt)

dz
= vf (Q)

[
(ρ1 − ρ2)g −

Q

A

(
µ1

κTP (Q)
− µ2

κSP

)]
. (11)

This result shows the same balance of viscous and gravitational pressures encoded in Eq. (6).

We therefore expect a stable front when d(pb−pt)
dt

< 0 and an unstable front otherwise. When

the front is unstable, Eqs. (10) and (11) are no longer valid, since the front can no longer

be represented as a sharp interface.

We measured pressure signals in all experiments except Exps. C and G. Figure 9 shows

pt and pb from three representative experiments. In each experiment, the pressures follow a

three-stage response, corresponding to (I) experiment initialization, in which the area above

the mesh screen fills with invading fluid; (II) initial invasion, in which the fluid permeates
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the cell at the maximum injection rate into the imaging region; and (III) interface dynamics,

when the pressures evolve under the imposed flow rate, Q. If the interface is stable, the

final stage of pressure evolution (III) is approximated by Eqs. (10) and (11). According to

Eq. (11), the inequality dpb−dpt
dt

< 0 provides a pressure-based criterion for front stability.

By interpreting the time derivative of the pressure difference in Table II, we could use this

inequality to qualitatively estimate the critical flow rate Qc. Instead, we evaluate Qc with a

quantitative method in the following section.
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FIG. 9. Representative pressure signals from three experiments (A, I, M) at the bottom (pb) and

top (pt) of the experimental cell. Stages I and II are prior to altering the flow rate, from the

initiation of the experiments. Stable experiments show decreasing pb − pt in stage III, when the

front progresses through the imaging region at the fixed flow rate Q. Values reported in the inset

are in Pa/s. All available values are reported together with error estimates in Table II.

D. Flow-dependent two-phase permeability and the critical flow rate

In Sec. III we left the possibility that the two-phase permeability κTP encountered by the

invading phase was a function of flow rate. There is extensive literature on two-phase perme-

ability [57, 58, 61–64], but the bulk of the work has been done in steady-state flows, where
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both phases are transported in parallel, which is not the case in the experiments described

here. We expect invasion fronts to leave trapped clusters of the defending fluid behind,

which will effectively reduce the porosity and therefore decrease the two-phase permeability.

It stands to reason that a lower flow-rate, which leads to a wider front, would produce larger

trapped clusters of defending fluid behind the front. This has been confirmed in earlier 2D

experiments and simulations [22, 25, 30], although a theory explaining the relation between

two-phase permeability and flow rate remains to be developed.

FIG. 10. Panel (a) shows the mobility κTP (Q)/µ1 for different flow rates Q. These data are

calculated from the experimental data and Eq. (11), as described in Sec. IVD. Each experiment

provides one data point, and the points have colors representing whether the experiment was

classified as stable (green), unstable (blue), or as an outlier as far as the fitting is concerned (gray),

as described in the text. A linear fit κTP /µ1 = B1 +B2Q is shown as a solid black line, while the

power-law fit κTP /µ1 = B′
1 + B′

2Q
0.5 is shown for comparison as a dotted gray line. The best-fit

parameters are provided in the text. Panel (b) shows the averaged time derivative of pb−pt versus

the flow rate, with Eq. (11) evaluated for both linear and power-law fits of κTP , providing nearly

identical results. The solid black line indicates the solution Qc = (5.5 ± 2.9) ml/min of Eq. (6)

using the best-fit parameters with the linear model, while the shaded region is the 95% confidence

interval. This solution is equivalent to d(pb− pt)/dt = 0. Two experiments were excluded from the

fitting (Exps. G and Q) based on irregularities in their porous geometries, discussed in Sec. IVE.
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We can investigate the flow dependence of the two-phase permeability by applying

Eq. (11) to the stable experiments. The experimental data provide all components of

this equation except the single-phase permeability κSP and the two-phase permeability

κTP . We measured the single-phase permeability for identical beadpacks in [33], finding

κSP = (1.7 ± 0.3) × 10−8 m2. We also measured the two-phase permeability, but due to

experimental limitations, we only measured it for a high flow rate of 30 ml/min. The front

velocity vf (Q) is given in Eq. (9) with fit parameters from Sec. IVB, while the fluid densities

and viscosities (with their temperature dependences) are provided in Table I.

Using Eq. (11) with the measured single-phase permeability and the measured front

velocity relation in Eq. (9), we have evaluated the mobility κTP/µ1 as a function of Q and

plotted it in Fig. 10(a). We neglected the term involving µ2, since µ2 ≪ µ1. We plotted

the mobility κTP (Q)/µ1 rather than the two-phase permeability alone because the viscosity

depends on temperature, which differs between experiments. Although Fig. 10(a) shows the

results for all experiments, the analysis is strictly valid only for the stable experiments. In

the same plot, we have fitted κTP (Q)/µ1 to the function

κTP/µ1 = B1 +B2Q
α , (12)

with B1 and B2 as fitting parameters, where α is fixed either to 1 or 0.5. We excluded Exps.

G and Q from the fitting [plotted as gray squares in Fig. 10(a)] because they have outlier

values of κTP accompanied by anomalous porous geometries, as discussed in Sec. IVE.

For the linear model (α = 1), we find coefficients B1 = (3.5 ± 0.5) × 10−9 m2/(Pa·s) and

B2 = (1.1 ± 0.3) × 10−10 m2·min /(Pa·s·ml). For the power-law model (α = 0.5) we find

B′
1 = (1.6±1.0)×10−9 m2/(Pa·s) and B′

2 = (9.4±2.3)×10−10 m2·min1/2 /(Pa·s·ml1/2). The

listed uncertainties are calculated as the standard error of the fit parameters. The power-law

model provides almost identical goodness of fit as the linear model, shown as a dotted line

in Fig. 10.

A power-law dependence of κTP on Q with an exponent α = 0.5 has been measured in

steady-state experiments, where both fluids are injected at the same time [57, 58], although

this scenario differs from the experiments described here. Due to the scatter in the exper-

imental data, we are not able to decide the functional dependence of κTP/µ1 on Q. The

scatter reflects variations in the porosity and arrangement of grains in the porous struc-

ture, giving rise to variations in the permeability and pressure measurements from sample
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to sample. This produces relative uncertainties in d(pb−pt)
dt

and κ/µ1 of the order of 20%.

Nevertheless, both cases α = 1 and α = 0.5 fit the experimental data better than choosing

a constant value for κTP (Q)/µ1, as seen in Fig. 10(a).

Using the best fit model to κTP (Q) we plot Eq. (11) in Fig. 10(b), showing consistency

with the experimental data. We also use this relation to identify the critical flow rate

from the pressure data, which complements our earlier estimate from the image data in

Sec. IVA. Using Eq. (11) to evaluate d(pb − pt)/dt = 0, which is equivalent to solving

Eq. (7), provides Qc = (5.5 ± 2.9) ml/min, with listed uncertainties from 95% confidence

bounds. This pressure-derived value of Qc agrees with our image-derived estimate within

the experimental uncertainty.

E. Beadpack characterization

Several of our experiments show anomalous front stability, including Exps. C, E, and

G, which are stable experiments at low flow rates, and Exp. Q, which was unstable even

though it was the highest flow rate studied and the most negative d(pb−pt)
dt

(Table II). Here we

investigate whether these anomalies originate from differences in these experiments’ porous

structures. We consider three main metrics: (1) recognition of small crystalline regions

(crystallites), (2) local porosity distributions, and (3) radial correlation functions.

Crystallites (see [65]) were identified using adaptive Common-Neighbor Analysis (CNA)

as implemented in the Ovito software [66]. CNA examines the local topology around each

sphere in the pack for similarity to template crystal structures [67, 68]. We used CNA to

identify regions with face-centered cubic (FCC), body-centered cubic (BCC), and hexagonal

close-packed (HCP) order. Crystallites were present in all experimental beadpacks, with

typically 2% to 8% of beads participating. Figure 11(a) displays the crystallites identified in

a typical beadpack, while Table II provides the fraction of beads participating in crystallites

for all experiments.
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FIG. 11. Panel (a) shows crystallites of three types identified by common-neighbor analysis in

a typical experiment, Exp. K. Crystallite centers are colored by type. Panel (b) displays the

local porosity distributions calculated in a sphere of diameter L = 4a from each bead. Outlier

experiments with particularly right- (Exps. G, H, I) and left-skewed (Exp. Q) porosity distributions

are highlighted, reflecting experiments with particularly loose and tight beadpacks, respectively.

Panel (c) shows radial correlation functions g(r) for all beadpacks. Most experiments overlap

tightly and exhibit the split second peak characteristic of monodisperse sphere packs [69]. Exp. Q

deviates from all others (dotted curve), with oscillations characteristic of crystalline order.

Identified crystallites were primarily of FCC and HCP types, the lowest-porosity arrange-

ments possible in monodisperse beadpacks. For this reason, we expect that crystallites could

affect the dynamics of fluid invasion in the experiments through the coupling of pore size

to the capillary and viscous pressures. In particular, among the “anomalous” experiments

Exp. Q, 37% of beads were in crystalline arrangements, representing an abnormally large

crystalline region in the pack [see Fig. 5(c)], with an order of magnitude more beads partic-

ipating in crystallites than any other experiment.

Local porosity distributions were calculated by accumulating the void fraction within

spherical domains of diameter L surrounding each detected bead [70, 71]. This produced
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around 30,000 local porosity observations ϕL per experiment, and these observations were

binned into the histograms P (ϕL) shown in Fig. 11(b). Local porosity distributions depend

on the bin size L. We selected L = 4a to resolve porosity fluctuations at the scale of typical

stable front widths. The obtained local-porosity distributions are largely consistent between

experiments, and mean porosity values ranged between 0.390 ≤ φ ≤ 0.420, with mean

0.406 and standard error 0.001. However, some experiments show particularly left (Exp. Q)

and right-skewed (Exps. G, H, and I) local-porosity distributions, indicating particularly

low- and high-porosity packs, respectively. In particular, Exp. G had a flow rate Q = 7.0

ml/min, lower than several unstable experiments, yet its front remained stable as assessed

by the image analysis. Possibly, the anomalous stability in Exp. G can be explained by its

uniquely high porosity, which differs from all other experiments, as shown in Fig. 11(b).

Radial correlation functions were calculated to assess the homogeneity of the experimental

beadpacks [72], again using an implementation from the Ovito software [66]. Figure 11(c)

shows the radial correlation functions of the beadpacks of all 17 experiments. All experiments

show a sequence of local peaks separated approximately by the bead diameter (a). These

correlation functions tightly overlap for all trials, except for Exp. Q. All radial correlation

functions show a split second peak at values
√
3a and 2a, which originates from the different

geometric configurations possible for second-nearest neighbors in a hard-sphere pack [see

Fig. 11(c) inset] [69]. Exp. Q deviates from all others, showing oscillations characteristic of

crystalline order [73], another indication of its irregularity.

V. DISCUSSION

In Section IV, we evaluated the stability of an initially planar invasion front between

two immiscible fluids in a porous medium, using 3D imaging and pressure measurements.

Our study included 17 experiments at 9 different flow rates, allowing us to resolve how the

balance of viscous, capillary, and gravitational forces determines front stability as a function

of flow rate.

Two independent methods were adopted for front-stability classification. Time-resolved

front widths were classified as stable or unstable with a slope-over-threshold method

(Sec. IVA), indicating that fronts usually remain stable for flow rates larger than Qc ≈ 8

ml/min. Further analysis of the data using the pressure measurements and experimentally-
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determined front velocities, see Sec. IVC, predicted a critical flow rate Qc = (5.5 ± 2.9)

ml/min. Both of these independent Qc estimates produce equivalent values within the

experimental uncertainty. Partly, this uncertainty originates from the slow variation of

d(pb − pt)/dt near Qc, see Fig. 10.

A. Pinning and fingering mechanisms of instability

The experimental images revealed two different mechanisms by which fronts destabilized,

which we referred to as fingering and pinning (Sec. IVA and Fig. 5). Fingering appears

as narrow plumes of invading fluid protruding in the direction of the flow. This instability

originates from the interplay between the pressure gradients within the fluid phases due to

viscous and gravitational forces, and the capillary-pressure thresholds for interface displace-

ment through individual pores. If a positive gradient of capillary pressures along the interface

between the fluids in the flow direction develops, fingering occurs, and this mechanism has

long been understood to control front instability in 2D experiments [25, 26, 30, 35, 39, 40].

Pinning appears as regions of defending fluid, much larger than a single pore, trailing

behind the main front [see Fig. 5(c)]. Most of our unstable 3D experiments exhibit pin-

ning, as identified from relatively large contribution of backward-skewed regions of the front

distribution to the front width (See Fig. 6). Pinning likely originates from relatively long-

ranged correlations in the porous geometry. Earlier numerical simulations of gravity-invasion

percolation have noted that introducing large-scale correlations in porous-medium charac-

teristics can fundamentally modify the front progression and residual fluid saturation after

drainage [74]. Indeed, our detailed analysis of the 3D porous structures revealed crystalline

regions (primarily HCP and FCC) of typical extent 4 − 8a, dispersed throughout the oth-

erwise randomly-arranged beadpacks (see Fig. 11). Considering that our cell was near 24a

wide (see Fig. 1), crystallites represent significant heterogeneity compared with the sys-

tem size. Such relatively long-ranged correlations have not been present in most earlier 2D

experiments, which are typically much larger porous Hele-Shaw cells filled with randomly-

distributed elements (see [41]). For example, [26] has system size 350a, compared to ours

with size ∼ 24a. Although most of our beadpacks had less than 4% of beads participating

in these crystallites (see Table II), some had more, such as Exps. F and D, with 7-8%, and

Exp. Q, which had 37%. Because crystallites have relatively low local porosity, they present
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locally-higher capillary pressure thresholds for invasion and lower permeabilities for flow.

The elevated capillary pressure thresholds at the crystallites will stall the forward progres-

sion of fluid through the crystallites, while the relatively higher permeability of nearby areas

will redirect flow around crystallites, providing a likely explanation for the development of

backward-trailing regions of defending fluid that we termed pinning.

B. System-size effects on fluid invasion

Although the majority of our experiments obey the stability criterion for Q > Qc, certain

experiments deviate. Near the transition point Qc, experiments can appear either stable or

unstable, independently of the flow rate (Exps. C to I), and one experiment (Exp. Q) was

unstable despite having the highest experimental flow rate.

We believe these deviations originate from the limited system size, in addition to the

long-range spatial correlations in the beadpacks discussed in Sec. VA and the sensitivity to

the specific threshold value chosen for stability classification, see Sec. IVA. Fronts assessed

as unstable may have attained stable widths if allowed to propagate over a longer distance

than we could observe in our experimental cell. For example, viewing Fig. 4(a), our slope

criterion for stability judges Exps. F, H, and Q as unstable, whereas these fronts might have

stabilized given more time to evolve.

The importance of system size has been emphasized in studies which represent immiscible

fluid displacement in porous media as an invasion-percolation process [22, 34]. As pointed out

by Wilkinson [34], the saturation of the invading fluid at breakthrough – the endpoint of our

experiments – exhibits finite-size scaling, affecting the observed front width. Consequently,

the Qc values we identified from the pressure and image data were likely affected by the

necessarily-limited size of our experimental cell.

C. Residual saturation after drainage in 3D beadpacks

Following the passage of a stable drainage front in a porous medium, the defending

phase can be found either in trapped clusters or in wetting films [75–78]. Numerical and

experimental studies have verified that under a stabilizing pressure gradient ∇P with a

spatially-homogeneous distribution of pore sizes, the maximum length of trapped clusters
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lmax exhibits a scaling function lmax ∝ |∇P |−ν/(1+ν), where ν is the critical exponent for the

correlation length in 2D or 3D percolation [25, 26, 34, 79–81].

While this scaling applies to both 2D and 3D porous media, the structure of the trapped

clusters differs between these cases. Primarily, these differences originate from the higher

connectivity between pores in 3D media when compared to 2D. The low connectivity between

pores in 2D porous materials leads to the disconnection of the defending phase at relatively

low invading-phase saturations, producing trapped clusters of defending fluid that span

across multiple pores and throats [26, 30]. In contrast, the high connectivity between pores

in 3D porous media ensures that the defending phase cannot be trapped until a significant

portion of the porous medium has been occupied by the invading phase, producing lower

residual saturations and bodies of trapped fluid having smaller volumes, which may reside in

films coating beads or as pendular bridges spanning across the contact points of neighboring

grains [20].

For this reason, we expect relatively low residual saturations in our 3D experiments

when compared with 2D. Such low S(Q) values could not be precisely measured with our

3D visualization apparatus, as our spatial resolution was limited by the voxel size (about

a/42, or 71 µm) which may be comparable to the size of trapped defending fluid bodies.

Nevertheless, secondary effects of the residual saturation varying with the imposed flow rate

were detected in our data, both in the form of the non-linear function vf (Q) [Eq. (9)] and in

κTP (Q)/µ1 [Eq. (12)]. A constant S(Q) in our experiments would lead to a linear relationship

between vf and Q and a constant value of κTP , inconsistent with our observations. Instead,

we observe a weak but statistically-significant nonlinear dependence of vf on Q and a value

of κTP which grows with increasing Q, supporting the hypothesis of a flow-rate-dependent

residual saturation.

D. Comparing with existing theory

In previous studies of drainage in quasi-2D spatially homogeneous porous media, a di-

mensionless number F – termed the fluctuation number – has been proposed to compare

the effective pressure drop developed in the fluids at the pore scale to the width of the

fluctuations in the capillary-pressure thresholds to invade pore throats [25, 26, 30, 41]. Pos-

itive F values indicate that the invasion front during drainage should reach a stable width,
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while negative values are associated with unstable fronts, in which the growth of fingers is

unbounded. Besides serving as a front-stability criterion, the fluctuation number can be

used to predict the front width, with W ∝ F−ν/(1+ν), where ν is the critical exponent for

the correlation length in 2D percolation, corresponding to 4/3.

While this theory has been verified in numerous studies of displacement flows of immis-

cible fluids in 2D porous media, [25, 26, 30, 39, 41], its extension to 3D systems is limited.

In 3D systems, negative F values would still be linked to unstable drainage fronts, as they

indicate a positive capillary-pressure gradient along the front in the direction of the flow.

Under this condition, the invasion of pores at the tip of the front is favored, and fingers can

grow indefinitely. Conversely, when F is positive, the invasion of pores at the trailing region

of the front becomes relatively easier, limiting the width over which the fluid interface can

be stretched and producing a stable value over time.

Under stabilizing pressure gradients, F > 0, the front width W in 3D immiscible-

displacement flows should also decrease monotonically with the fluctuation number, but

the scaling W ∝ F−ν/(1+ν) may no longer be valid. As first pointed out by Wilkinson [34]

and later investigated numerically and experimentally [82, 83], higher stabilizing pressure

gradients lead to narrower saturation-transition zones, in which the defending phase goes

from completely saturating the porous medium – ahead of the front – to being trapped in

clusters at the residual saturation – behind the front. However, due to the higher phase con-

nectivity in 3D systems, this saturation-transition region differs substantially from the 2D

case [34]. In 3D, we expect the front to extend over a broad range of saturations, from the

tip with a low invading-phase saturation, to a center region where both phases can percolate

and very little trapping occurs, to the tail where the invading-phase saturation is high and

the defending fluid becomes trapped in isolated clusters.

Based on the analogy of immiscible displacement flows in porous media to percolation on

a gradient of occupation probabilities, [26, 39, 79, 82], one could conjecture the expansion of

the front width scaling with the fluctuation number in 2D, to a Wt ∝ F−ν/(1+ν) in 3D, where

Wt represents what is defined by Gouyet et al. [79] as the “front tail width”, and ν = 0.88.

Still, we have not tested this hypothesis with our experimental data for several reasons. First,

delimiting the “front tail” is not straightforward as it presents no defining characteristics

in our 3D images. Second, our experimental F values span only approximately a decade,

which may be insufficient to substantiate the theoretical prediction. Finally, in many of our
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experiments, the volume fraction occupied by crystallites may be too large to ensure spatial

homogeneity in the capillary pressure thresholds for throat invasion, fundamental for the

scaling to be valid. For these reasons, the verification of a theoretical scaling relationship

between the front width and the fluctuation number based on 3D experiments remains an

open research problem.

VI. CONCLUSION

We conducted 3D imaging experiments to assess the stability of fluid invasion fronts in

a porous medium for different imposed flow rates. Above a critical flow rate Qc, fronts

stabilized at a well-defined width, whereas below this rate they destabilized. Two distinct

mechanisms of front growth were visible, which we termed “pinning” and “fingering”. While

fingering describes the primary instability mechanism in earlier 2D experiments, pinning de-

scribes a backward-trailing front growth which may predominate in unstable 3D invasion

flows, considering the higher connectivity of 3D porous media. We estimated Qc using two

independent methods, one based the 3D images, and another based on pressure measure-

ments. Most of our experiments align with the Qc predictions, while the experiments which

deviate may have been affected by the limited system size and the presence of crystalline

regions in the beadpacks. Our analyses reveal several interesting consequences of trapped

defending fluid behind stable invasion fronts which to our knowledge have not been empha-

sized in earlier studies. First, the front velocity relates non-linearly to the flow rate, and

second, the relative permeability for the invading phase is not a constant, but rather has a

weak dependence on the flow rate. Incorporating these dependences was found necessary to

describe the observed front-velocity and pressure-measurement data within a Darcy-based

framework. While our results provide useful insights into the mechanisms of front insta-

bility in 3D fluid-invasion processes, future studies will be required to further investigate

invasion-front morphology and to explore the application of theories developed for 2D to the

description of 3D flows.
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APPENDIX: RELATION OF FRONT VELOCITY TO RESIDUAL SATURA-

TION

The front velocity is given by Eq. (8) ,

vf (Q) =
Q

Aϕ(1− S(Q))
, (13)

where A is the cross-section area of the model, ϕ the porosity, and S(Q) the residual satu-

ration of the displaced fluid behind the front. By expanding the residual saturation around

the critical flow rate Qc to first order in Q−Qc, we get

vf (Q) =
Q

Aϕ(1− S(Q))
=

Q

Aϕ(1− S(Qc)− S ′(Qc)(Q−Qc))
=

Q

Aϕ(1− S(Qc))(1− S′(Qc)
1−S(Qc)

(Q−Qc))
= C1Q− C2Q

2 , (14)

where

C1 =
1

Aϕ(1− S(Qc)
(1− S ′(Qc)

1− S(Qc)
Qc) , (15)

and

C2 = − S ′(Qc)

Aϕ(1− S(Qc))2
. (16)

Because increasing flow rates reduce trapping [30], S ′(Q) must be negative, implying that

C2 > 0.
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paths in wetting unsaturated flow: Experiments and simulations, Physical Review E 65,

036312 (2002).

[25] A. Birovljev, L. Furuberg, J. Feder, T. Jøssang, K. Måløy, and A. Aharony, Gravity invasion
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[26] Y. Méheust, G. Løvoll, K. J. Måløy, and J. Schmittbuhl, Interface scaling in a two-dimensional

porous medium under combined viscous, gravity, and capillary effects, Physical Review E 66,

051603 (2002).

[27] V. Frette, J. Feder, T. Jøssang, and P. Meakin, Buoyancy-driven fluid migration in porous

media, Physical Review Letters 68, 3164 (1992).
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