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Abstract 9

In this work, we develop a novel neural operator, the Solute Transport Operator 10

Network (STONet), to efficiently model contaminant transport in micro-cracked 11

reservoirs. The model combines different networks to encode heterogeneous proper- 12

ties effectively. By predicting the concentration rate, we are able to accurately model 13

the transport process. Numerical experiments demonstrate that our neural operator 14

approach achieves accuracy comparable to that of the finite element method. The 15

previously introduced Enriched DeepONet architecture has been revised, motivated 16

by the architecture of the popular multi-head attention of transformers, to improve 17

its performance without increasing the compute cost. The computational efficiency 18

of the proposed model enables rapid and accurate predictions of solute transport, 19

facilitating the optimization of reservoir management strategies and the assessment 20

of environmental impacts. The data and code for the paper will be published at 21

https://github.com/ehsanhaghighat/STONet. 22

Keywords: Neural Operators; Porous Media; Solute Transport. 23

1. Introduction 24

The depletion of freshwater resources is a pressing global challenge, particularly in re- 25

gions facing severe droughts leading to the rapid exhaustion of groundwater reserves. A 26

significant factor contributing to water quality degradation in underground aquifers is 27

the intrusion of seawater: the higher density of saline water facilitates its rapid disper- 28

sion and mixing within freshwater aquifers, leading to the groundwater contamination 29

[5, 6]. Assessing the risk of seawater intrusion and developing mitigating strategies re- 30

quires quantitative modeling of coupled flow and solute transport in porous media [1, 28]. 31
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These assessments are further complicated by the common occurrence of fractures in the 32

subsurface, which can significantly alter the flow: typically, fractures exhibit higher per- 33

meability than the surrounding domain, thus profoundly modulating groundwater flow 34

and transport [12, 23, 30, 7, 8, 16]. 35

Accounting for fractures in the modeling process generally increases the complexity of 36

the computational models of groundwater flow and transport [7, 17]. However, in cases 37

where the size of fractures is much smaller than other dimensions of interest, upscaling 38

approaches like the equivalent continuum model can be employed to implicitly incorpor- 39

ate the impact of these so-called micro-fractures in the modeling framework [26, 36, 14]. 40

Khoei et al. [15] employed this approach extensively in their study by introducing in- 41

homogeneities in the form of micro- and macro-fractures into a homogeneous benchmark 42

problem known as Schincariol [29, 24]. Their investigation focused on assessing the in- 43

fluence of micro-fractures, both in the presence and absence of macro-fractures, on solute 44

transport in the medium. This study leverages their work to create a dataset for training 45

a neural operator. 46

Machine learning (ML) Over the past few years, there has been an explosive in- 47

crease in the development and application of deep learning (DL) approaches, partly as a 48

result of data availability and computing power [20]. Recent advances in deep learning 49

approaches have pushed engineers and scientists to leverage ML frameworks for solving 50

classical engineering problems. A recent class of DL methods, namely, Phyics-Informed 51

Neural Networks (PINNs), have received increased attention for solving forward and in- 52

verse problems and for building surrogate models with lesser data requirements [27, 13, 4]. 53

PINNs leverage physical principles and incorporate them into the optimization process, 54

enabling the network to learn the underlying physics of the problem. The applications of 55

this approach extend to fluid mechanics, solid mechanics, heat transfer, and flow in porous 56

media, among others [9, 3, 25, 10, 2, 11]. A recent architecture, namely Neural Operators, 57

provides an efficient framework for data-driven and physics-informed surrogate modeling 58

[22, 21, 33, 34, 19]. Neural Operators are a class of neural networks that operate on func- 59

tions rather than vectors, enabling them to capture the relationships between input and 60

output functions. By leveraging the power of Neural Operators, it is possible to construct 61

surrogate models that are both data-efficient and accurate. This makes Neural Operators 62

well-suited for problems where experimental data is limited or computationally expensive 63

to obtain. Once trained, neural operators can be used to perform inference efficiently. 64

Our contributions In this study, we developed a novel neural operator specifically 65

designed for modeling density-driven flow in fractured porous media. The neural oper- 66

ator leverages the power of deep learning to capture the complex relationships between 67

the equivalent permeability tensor, which is a result of variations in fracture orientation 68

and fracture density, and the pressure gradient, and output the temporally varying con- 69

centration field. The new architecture, as detailed in section 3.2, revises the previously 70
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introduced En-DeepONet [11] to achieve higher accuracy at the same computational cost. 71

We generated a comprehensive dataset obtained using high-fidelity finite element sim- 72

ulations to train and validate the neural operator. This dataset serves as a reliable 73

benchmark for evaluating the performance of the proposed neural operator. We applied 74

the developed framework to predict flow patterns in porous media under heterogeneous 75

conditions, demonstrating its ability to handle complex geological scenarios. 76

2. Governing Equations 77

The governing equations describing the solute transport in fractured porous media include 78

the mass conservation equation for the fluid phase and solute component. The fluid mass 79

conservation is expressed as 80

∂

∂t
(ϕρ) +∇ · (ρvm) = 0, (1)

where ϕ represents the matrix porosity, ρ denotes the fluid density that varies with the 81

solute mass fraction (concentration), and vm is the fluid phase velocity vector within the 82

matrix. This velocity can be expressed in terms of pressure by applying Darcy’s law as 83

vm = −km

µ
(∇p− ρg) . (2)

Here, µ denotes the fluid viscosity, g represents the gravitational acceleration, and km 84

stands for the permeability tensor of the matrix. In eq. (1), it is assumed that the fluid is 85

incompressible and the matrix porosity remains constant over time. Substituting Darcy’s 86

law into eq. (1) and neglecting density variations except in the terms involving gravity 87

(Boussinesq approximation [35, 7]), one obtains 88

∇ ·
(
−km

µ
(∇p− ρg)

)
= 0. (3)

As stated earlier, the density is a function of the solute mass fraction. Assuming a linear 89

state equation [6], the density function is expressed as 90

ρ(c) = ρ0 +
ρs − ρ0

ρ0
c, (4)

where c is the mass fraction, taking a value between 0 and 1, and ρ0 and ρs are the 91

reference values for the fluid density at zero mass fraction (pure water) and at unit mass 92

fraction (pure solute), respectively. Additionally, km is influenced by both the intrinsic 93

permeability of the pore structure and the geometric characteristics of micro-fractures. 94

To compute km, the domain must be divided into Representative Elementary Volumes 95

(REV). For each REV, the specific permeability matrix can be determined using the 96
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equivalent continuum model, outlined in [15], as 97

km = kr +
1

12Σ

∑
i

b3i liMi. (5)

The first part of the equivalent permeability tensor eq. (5), i.e., kr, is an isotropic tensor 98

related to the intrinsic permeability of the pore structure. Variables bi and li correspond 99

to the aperture and length of micro-fractures, respectively. Σ is the volume of the REV, 100

and Mi denotes the conversion matrix defined as 101

Mi = I− ni ⊗ ni, (6)

where ni is the unit vector normal to the ith micro-fracture. Note that, while kr is an 102

isotropic tensor, Mi is anisotropic due to the varied orientations of the micro-fractures. 103

The next governing equation pertains to the conservation of mass for the solute within 104

the fluid phase and can be written as 105

ϕ
∂

∂t
(ρc) +∇ · (ρcvm)−∇ · (ρDm∇c) = 0, (7)

in which Fick’s law is used for the dispersive and diffusive flux of solute components. Dm 106

is the dispersion-diffusion tensor, which is a function of the velocity vm, and expressed as 107

Dm = ϕτDmI+ (αL − αT )
vm ⊗ vm

| vm |
+ αT | vm | I. (8)

Here, the first term in eq. (7) denotes the rate of change in the mass of the solute com- 108

ponent, while the second and third terms denote the advective and dispersive transport 109

mechanisms of the solute component, respectively. Dm refers to the molecular diffusion 110

coefficient associated with the matrix, τ represents the tortuosity of the porous medium, 111

I is the identity tensor and αL and αT denotes the longitudinal and transverse dispersiv- 112

ities, respectively. The solution to the aforementioned equations can be achieved through 113

the finite element method, as detailed in [15]. 114

3. STONet: Neural Operator for solute transport in 115

fractured porous media 116

Neural operators are a class of machine learning models designed to learn mappings 117

between infinite-dimensional function spaces. They are particularly well-suited for solving 118

parameterized partial differential equations (PDEs) that arise in various physical phenom- 119

ena. Unlike traditional neural networks that operate on fixed-dimensional vectors, neural 120

operators can handle functions as inputs and outputs, making them ideal for constructing 121

surrogate models for continuous space–time problems. In this section, we review neural 122
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operators in general and then provide details about the specifics of STONet. 123

3.1 Enriched DeepONet 124

The goal of a neural operator is to learn a mapping G : U → V between two function 125

spaces U and V . For the problem of solute transport, U might represent the space of initial 126

and boundary conditions, fracture properties such as orientation, length, and opening, and 127

medium parameters such as permeability and porosity, while V represents the space of 128

the solute concentration field over time. A neural operator typically consists of two main 129

components: (1) a feature-encoding network, known as the branch network (B); and (2) a 130

query network, known as the trunk network (T). They process the input function u ∈ U 131

and encode relevant features. The final output of the neural operator is obtained by 132

combining the outputs of the branch and trunk networks through a suitable operation, 133

such as elementwise multiplication or a learned fusion mechanism (a final network). 134

DeepONet and its generalization Enriched-DeepONet [11] have proven a good candid- 135

ate for learning continuous functional spaces. The neural architecture for En-DeepONet 136

is depicted in fig. 1(a), and expressed mathematically as 137

ϵB = B(u;θB), (9)

ϵT = T (x;θT ), (10)

G(u)(x) = R(ϵB⊙T , ϵB⊕T , ϵB⊖T ;θR), (11)

where x ∈ X and u ∈ U are a query point in the solution domain Ω and a problem 138

parameter set, respectively. Here, θα represents the set of parameters of each network, and 139

ϵB, ϵT are encoded outputs of branch and trunk networks, respectively. ⊙,⊕,⊖ denotes 140

elementwise multiplication, addition, and subtraction of branch and trunk encodings, 141

respectively. R is a fusion network, known as the root network, which decodes the final 142

outputs. 143
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(a) En-DeepONet (b) STONet

Figure 1: Network architecture. (a) En-DeepONet neural architecture. (b) The revised
En-DeepONet architecture, namely STONet. STONet resembles the multi-head atten-
tion mechanism of transformer architecture and applies the multiplication, addition, and
subtraction operations on different layers.

3.2 STONet 144

Here, we present an extension of the En-DeepONet architecture that resembles the multi- 145

head attention mechanism of transformer networks [31]. The network architecture is 146

depicted in fig. 1(b). The architecture consists of an encoding branch and a trunk network. 147

The output of the branch network is then combined with the output of the trunk network, 148

using elementwise operations such as multiplication or addition, and passed to the new 149

attention block. One may add multiple attention blocks. The final output is then passed 150

on to the output root network. The network architecture is expressed mathematically as 151

ϵB = B(u;θB), (12)

ϵT = T (x;θT ), (13)

ϵ0Z = ϵT , (14)

ϵlB⊙Z = Φ(ϵl−1
B⊙Z ;θ

⊙,l
Z ), l = 1 . . . L, (15)

ϵlB⊕Z = Φ(ϵl−1
B⊕Z ;θ

⊕,l
Z ), l = 1 . . . L, (16)

ϵlB⊖Z = Φ(ϵl−1
B⊖Z ;θ

⊖,l
Z ), l = 1 . . . L, (17)

ϵlZ = Φ(ϵlB⊙Z , ϵ
l
B⊕Z , ϵ

l
B⊖Z ;θ

l
Z), l = 1 . . . L, (18)

G(u)(x) = R(ϵLZ ;θR), (19)

where Φ denotes a single fully-connected layer, and L is the total number of attention 152

blocks. Lastly, the network is trained on the concentration rate, therefore concentration 153

field is predicted auto-regressively using the forward Euler update as 154

ct+∆t = ct +G(u)(x)∆t. (20)
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3.3 Optimization 155

The optimization of neural operators involves adjusting the parameters of the branch, 156

trunk, and root networks to minimize a loss function that measures the discrepancy 157

between the predicted and true outputs. In this study, the network output is the concen- 158

tration rate ċ, as mentioned previously. Hence, the loss function is based on the mean 159

squared error between the predicted and observed solute concentrations. The optimiz- 160

ation is performed using the Adam optimizer [18], a variant of the stochastic gradient 161

descent. The gradients are computed using backpropagation through the computational 162

graph of the neural operator. Regularization techniques, such as weight decay or dropout, 163

may be employed to prevent overfitting and improve the generalization of the model. 164

4. Results and Discussion 165

In this section, we present the results of our numerical experiments on the performance of 166

the proposed neural operator for surrogate modeling of solute transport in micro-cracked 167

reservoirs. We compare the accuracy and computational efficiency of our approach to the 168

finite element method. Additionally, we evaluate the effectiveness of the neural operator 169

in handling different input scenarios and encoding heterogeneous properties of the porous 170

medium. Finally, we discuss the potential applications of our model in environmental 171

impact assessment and groundwater management. 172

4.1 Problem Description 173

A schematic of the problem considered in this study of a solute through a micro-cracked 174

reservoir is shown in fig. 2. The domain under consideration has dimensions of 70×50 cm. 175

The solution is injected from the left side and transported through the domain, driven 176

by a pressure difference between the left and right boundaries. The porous reservoir is 177

assumed to be confined between two impervious layers and contains randomly distributed 178

micro-cracks of varying density and orientations. The micro-fracture orientations are 179

sampled randomly from a normal distribution with varying mean values but fixed standard 180

deviation, i.e., θ ∼ N (µθ, σθ = 15◦), where µθ is sampled uniformly as µθ ∼ U(−60◦, 60◦). 181

The representative elementary volume (REV) dimensions for assessing the permeability 182

field (using eq. (5)) are assumed 10× 10 cm. Fracture density, i.e., the number of cracks 183

per REV, is sampled from a Poisson’s distribution as Σ ∼ P(λ), where λ is sampled 184

uniformly as λ ∼ U(30, 70). Fracture length and aperture are sampled from log-normal 185

distributions log(lc) ∼ N (µlc = 0.05, σc = 0.0575 and log(a) ∼ N (µa = 1.14× 10−4, σa = 186

1.15 × 10−4 × 1.5), respectively. The pressure on the left side is kept fixed, while the 187

pressure on the right side is also randomly perturbed from a normal distribution, i.e., 188

pright = U(4976, 4996) + 9792.34y. fig. 3 depicts a sample medium with micro-fractures. 189
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Figure 2: Problem setup. The figure depicts the original problem studied by [29]. The
right pressure, as well as microcrack orientation and density (number of fractures per
REV), are assigned randomly.

Figure 3: A sample realization of micro-crack distributions.

Figure 4 depicts a few snapshots of the solute concentration for different micro-crack 190

distributions. The equivalent permeability field kx (k11) and ky (k22) are plotted in the left 191

two columns, while the right two columns highlight concentration and the rate of change 192

of concentration at the last time step (i.e., t = 36 hr). The changes in the concentration 193

patterns are due to different fracture orientations and pressure gradients. 194
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Figure 4: Sample solute concentration for different fracture patterns. Each row represents
a different realization of fracture and pressure. The left two columns depict the kxx and
kyy components of the equivalent permeability tensor. The right two columns represent
the concentration and its rate of change, respectively, at the last time step (i.e., t = 36 h).

The training dataset consists of 500 FEM simulations, and the test dataset consists 195

of 25 random unseen samples. The domain is discretized using an element dimension of 196

1×1 cm, resulting in a total of 3,500 elements and 3,621 nodes. We run the simulation for 197

a total of 36 h using 1200 s implicit time increments. However, the outputs are recorded 198

only at 4 h time increments. The generated dataset covers a wide range of fracture 199

densities, orientations, and lengths, providing a diverse set of training examples for our 200

neural operator. 201

4.2 Sampling Strategy 202

Since concentration remains near zero for a large portion of the domain (as shown in 203

fig. 4), to reduce the batch size and computational demand, we sub-sample 1,500 random 204

nodes using an importance sampling strategy. Out of these, 1,000 points were selected 205

based on concentration density, while the remaining 500 nodes were uniformly distributed 206

over the domain. 207
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4.3 Training Performance 208

Let us first compare the performance of the new En-DeepONet architecture (i.e., STONet) 209

with respect to the original architecture. To this end, we vary the network width and 210

embedding dimensions in {50, 100}, the number of layers of the branch and trunk networks 211

in {4, 8, 12}, and the number of the layers of the root network in {4, 8, 12} and number of 212

attention blocks in {4, 8}. The results are shown in fig. 5, where circles indicate the loss 213

with the traditional En-DeepONet architecture, and the star symbols the loss with the 214

new STONet architecture. We observe that for a similar number of parameters, the new 215

STONet architecture outperforms the previous architecture without an increase in the 216

computational cost. We also observe that both architectures improve their performance 217

for larger network widths. 218

Figure 5: The performance of the new STONet architecture versus the old En-DeepONet
architecture. The x-axis shows the total number of parameters, and the y-axis presents
the average loss values of the last 20 epochs for training performed for 500 epochs. Each
subplot show the variations with respect to the width of the network, number of branch
and trunk layers, number of root layers, and number of attention blocks, respectively.

Next, to arrive at the optimal neural architecture for modeling this dataset, we ex- 219

plored several network sizes. The first variable is the network width of all networks (i.e., 220

B, T, R, Φ) along with their output dimension (embedding) from {50, 100, 150, 200}. The 221

second variable is the number of layers in the branch and trunk networks from {2, 4, 8, 12}. 222

The third variable is the number of attention blocks from {2, 4, 8, 12}. The training is 223

performed for 2,000 epochs, and the average loss for the last 100 epochs is compared. 224

The results of hyper-parameter exploration are shown in fig. 6. The horizontal axis 225

shows the total number of parameters, while the vertical axis presents the average of the 226

loss value for the last 100 epochs. It is apparent that wider networks lead to a significant 227

improvement in performance. The optimal choice of parameters seems to be 100 for 228

network width, 8 layers for the branch and trunk networks, 8 attention blocks, and 2 root 229

layers. Therefore, this architecture is utilized with further training (up to 50,000 epochs) 230

to arrive at the results presented in the next section. 231
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Figure 6: STONet hyper-parameter optimization. The x-axis shows the total number
of parameters, and the y-axis presents the average loss values of the last 100 epochs for
training performed for 2,000 epochs.

4.4 Model Performance 232

Figure 7 depicts the predictions for the concentration on five random realizations from the 233

test set. The corresponding predictions for the rate of change of concentration are shown 234

in fig. 8. The results from the full-physics simulations for these five test cases were shown 235

earlier in fig. 4. It is apparent that STONet predicts the full-physics results accurately. 236

The fundamental difference is that the STONet, having been pre-trained, can be used for 237

fast prediction of density-driven flow and transport with any new fracture network, while 238

the FEM simulation would need to be recomputed altogether for any new configuration. 239

The distributions for pointwise absolute and relative error at different time steps for 240

concentration and concentration rate are plotted in Figure 9. Overall, STONet’s predic- 241

tion error is very small, with most predictions having below 1% error. The top figures 242

depict the absolute error distributions and highlight the presence of accumulation error 243

as can be observed from widening distributions at different time steps. However, the 244

distribution of relative error at different time steps, as shown in the bottom figures, re- 245

mains nearly unchanged, indicating a predictable fixed error distribution over time, which 246

is highly desirable. This is also confirmed by inspecting the mean absolute and relative 247

error evolution over time, as plotted in fig. 10. It is worth noting that the accumulation 248

error might be controlled with the addition of observational data and additional training 249

samples using data assimilation techniques such as Active Learning [32]. 250

5. Conclusions 251

In this study, we have presented a new Enriched-DeepONet architecture, STONet, for 252

emulating density-driven flow and solute transport in micro-cracked reservoirs. Our ap- 253

proach effectively encodes heterogeneous properties and predicts the concentration rate, 254

achieving accuracy comparable to that of the finite element method. The computational 255

efficiency of STONet enables rapid and accurate predictions of solute transport, facilitat- 256

ing both parameter identification and groundwater management optimization. 257

The STONet model developed in this work has the potential to be applied for fracture 258
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Figure 7: STONet predictions of the concentration field for five samples from the test
(unseen) dataset, corresponding to each sample in fig. 7.

network identification and efficient tracing and control of solute transport in micro-cracked 259

reservoirs. By rapidly and accurately predicting the concentration rate, the model can help 260

identify the location and connectivity of fractures in the porous media, which is crucial 261

for optimizing the management of groundwater resources. Additionally, the model can be 262

used to predict the transport of solutes in different scenarios, such as accidental contam- 263

inant spills, allowing for accurate and efficient decision-making. Overall, the ML model 264

has the potential to significantly improve the sustainable management of underground 265

aquifers, contributing to both local and global efforts towards sustainable groundwater 266

resource utilization. 267
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Figure 8: STONet predictions of the rate of change of concentration for five samples from
the test (unseen) dataset, corresponding to each sample in fig. 7.
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