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Abstract

Mathematical modelling of coupled flow systems containing a free-flow region
in contact with a porous medium is challenging, especially for arbitrary flow
directions to the fluid–porous interface. Transport processes in the free flow and
porous medium are typically described by distinct equations: the Stokes equations
and Darcy’s law, respectively, with an appropriate set of coupling conditions at
the common interface. Classical interface conditions based on the Beavers–Joseph
condition are not accurate for general flows. Several generalisations are recently
developed for arbitrary flows at the interface, some of them are however only
theoretically formulated and still need to be validated.
In this manuscript, we propose an alternative to couple free flow and porous-
medium flow, namely, the hybrid-dimensional Stokes–Brinkman–Darcy model.
Such formulation incorporates the averaged Brinkman equations within a com-
plex interface between the free-flow and porous-medium regions. The complex
interface acts as a buffer zone facilitating storage and transport of mass and
momentum and the model is applicable for arbitrary flow directions. We validate
the proposed hybrid-dimensional model against the pore-scale resolved model
in multiple examples and compare numerical simulation results also with the
classical and generalised coupling conditions from the literature. The proposed
hybrid-dimensional model demonstrates its applicability to describe arbitrary
coupled flows and shows its advantages in comparison to other generalised
coupling conditions.

Keywords: Stokes equation, Brinkman equation, Darcy’s law, fluid–porous interface,
coupling conditions, hybrid-dimensional model

1ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

01
36

8v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
fl

u-
dy

n]
  3

 F
eb

 2
02

5



MSC Classification: 35Q35 , 65N08 , 76D07 , 76S05

Article Highlights

• New hybrid-dimensional model is presented to couple the Stokes equations and
Darcy’s law.

• The proposed model is validated numerically using pore-scale resolved simulations
and compared to other coupling concepts.

• Higher-order correction terms in the hybrid-dimensional model enhance the accu-
racy and make it suitable for arbitrary flows.

1 Introduction

Study of flow systems involving free flow and porous medium is an active research
area with applications in biology, agriculture, and industry, such as drug transport
in biological tissues, subsurface drainage, and industrial filtration. Fluid behaviour
varies significantly in these regions, and it can be described from either pore-scale or
macroscale perspective. For the pore-scale modelling, the pore geometry is resolved
and the Stokes equations are considered in the free-flow domain and the pore space
of the porous medium (Hornung, 1997; Jäger and Mikelić, 2009; Weishaupt et al.,
2019; Lācis et al., 2020; Eggenweiler and Rybak, 2020). However, this approach is
computationally extensive for applications, and it is mainly used for model validation
and calibration (Rybak et al., 2021).

From the macroscale perspective, laminar flow in the plain–fluid region is described
using the Stokes equations, while flow in the porous medium is governed by Darcy’s
law. Modelling the interaction between these two flow subdomains is a challenging
problem. Extensive studies have been conducted on coupling the Stokes and Darcy’s
models, which can be modelled by considering either a sharp interface or a transition
zone between the free flow and porous medium (Ochoa-Tapia and Whitaker, 1995;
Goyeau et al., 2003; Angot et al., 2017).

In the last decades, most of the studies have been focused on coupling conditions
at the sharp fluid–porous interface based on the Beavers–Joseph condition (Beavers
and Joseph, 1967; Saffman, 1971; Jäger and Mikelić, 2000, 2009; Discacciati et al.,
2002; Discacciati and Quarteroni, 2009; Layton et al., 2003; Girault and Rivière, 2009).
However, these conditions are limited to the cases where the flow is either parallel
or perpendicular to the interface (Eggenweiler and Rybak, 2020). To address these
limitations, several generalised interface conditions have been introduced using differ-
ent methods, e.g., asymptotic modelling, homogenisation, boundary layer theory and
upscaling techniques (Ochoa-Tapia and Whitaker, 1995; Jäger et al., 2001; Valdés-
Parada et al., 2009; Carraro et al., 2015; Angot et al., 2017; Lācis and Bagheri, 2017;
Angot, 2018; Lācis et al., 2020; Angot et al., 2021; Eggenweiler and Rybak, 2021;
Strohbeck et al., 2023). In these generalised conditions, additional terms are often
introduced, but some of the conditions are only theoretically derived without accom-
panying any numerical simulation results. Recently, generalised interface conditions
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have been developed using homogenisation and boundary layer theory (Eggenweiler
and Rybak, 2021). This approach involves some additional terms, making it suitable
for flows in any direction compared to the classical Beavers–Joseph condition.

As an alternative approach, we can also consider a transition zone between the
free-flow and porous-medium subdomains. Compared to the sharp interface, the tran-
sition zone stores mass, momentum, and energy, and facilitates their transport in the
tangential direction. The thickness of the transition zone is always considered to be
narrow compared to the entire domain size (Angot et al., 2017; Ruan and Rybak,
2023). Therefore, it can be regarded as a lower-dimensional inclusion and treated
as a complex interface. Such hybrid-dimensional modelling is widely used in frac-
tured porous-medium systems (Lesinigo et al., 2011; Brenner et al., 2018; Rybak
and Metzger, 2020; Gander et al., 2021, 2023; Dugstad and Kumar, 2022; Hörl and
Rohde, 2024), and it is proven to be an effective approach in comparison to the full-
dimensional formulation. In our previous work, we derived the hybrid-dimensional
Stokes–Brinkman–Darcy model, which consists of the averaged Brinkman equations in
the transition zone and the corresponding transmission conditions (Ruan and Rybak,
2023, 2024). The new model allows the treatment of viscous flows along the complex
interface, and involves additional higher-order correction terms. We proved the well-
posedness of this hybrid-dimensional model and provided the numerical convergence
study using analytical solutions (Ruan and Rybak, 2024).

In this paper, we aim to provide thorough numerical study of the developed hybrid-
dimensional model in order to validate its applicability for arbitrary flow directions
and to make inter-comparison with the classical and generalised interface conditions.
Various scenarios are tested to demonstrate the suitability of the developed model for
non-parallel flows in the vicinity of the fluid–porous interface.

The paper is arranged as follows: In section 2, we introduce the pore-scale model
and the macroscale models for the coupled free-flow and porous-medium system
with three different coupling concepts, namely, the hybrid-dimensional model, the
classical interface conditions and the generalised interface conditions. Numerical sim-
ulation results for three different test cases (validation against analytical solutions,
lid-driven cavity over a porous bed and splitting flow) are provided in section 3. Finally,
discussion and conclusions follow in section 4.

2 Coupled flow models

2.1 Flow domain and geometry

The coupled flow domain Ω = Ωff ∪ Ωpm ⊂ Rn consists of two subdomains: the free
flow Ωff and the porous medium Ωpm (Fig. 1). A steady-state flow of a single-phase
and incompressible fluid with constant viscosity is taken into account in this work. The
same fluid fully saturates the porous-medium subdomain, where the solid inclusions
are periodically distributed. Note that periodicity is not requested for the proposed
hybrid-dimensional model, but is taken here to be able to compare the model with the
generalised interface conditions in section 2.3.3. The Reynolds number is assumed to
be low such that the inertial effects are neglected.
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Free flow, Ωff

Porous medium, Ωpm

Γff

Γff Γff

Γpm

Γpm Γpm

n

τ

Complex interface

d
Γ

∂Γ

γ

Sharp interface

Fig. 1: Geometry of the coupled free-flow and porous-medium system

In the pore-scale setting, there is no transition region or interface between the
two subdomains (Fig. 1, left). The pore geometry is resolved and we denote the
pore space in the porous medium as Ωpm,ϵ ⊂ Ωpm. The Stokes equations are con-
sidered in the fluid domain Ωϵ := Ωff ∪ Ωpm,ϵ. From the macroscale perspective, the
two subdomains are considered as two distinct continua. Either a sharp interface or
a transition zone is considered between the free flow and the porous medium. In
the former case, the macroscale model is coupled at the sharp fluid–porous inter-
face γ = ∂Ωff ∩ ∂Ωpm (Fig 1). A local coordinate system is defined with the unit
tangential vector τ and unit normal vector n. In the latter case, the free-flow and
porous-medium subdomains (Ωff ∩ Ωpm = ∅) are separated by a transition zone
Γ =

{
x ∈ R2

∣∣x = s± 1/2td(s)n, t ∈ [0, 1], s ∈ γ
}
. We assume that the thickness d > 0

is sufficiently small so that we can treat the transition zone as a complex interface Γ
(Fig. 1) in the hybrid-dimensional setting.

2.2 Pore-scale model

In the pore-scale model, the flow in the fluid domain Ωϵ is governed by the Stokes
equations

∇ · vϵ = 0 in Ωϵ, (1)

−∇ · T (vϵ, pϵ) = f ϵ in Ωϵ, (2)

vϵ = 0 on ∂Ωϵ/∂Ω, (3)

where vϵ and pϵ denote the pore-scale velocity and pressure, f ϵ is the source term and
T (v, p) := µ∇v − pI represents the stress tensor with the dynamic viscosity µ > 0.
In Eq. (3), we prescribe the non-slip boundary condition at the fluid–solid interface.
On the external boundary ∂Ω = ∂ΩD ∪ ∂ΩN , ∂ΩD ∩ ∂ΩN ̸= ∅, we consider either
Dirichlet (D) or Neumann (N) boundary conditions

vϵ = v on ∂ΩD, T (vϵ, pϵ) · nΩ = t on ∂ΩN , (4)

with the given values v and t, and the unit outward normal vector nΩ on ∂Ω. We use
the pore-scale model for validation of macroscale coupled models.
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In the porous-medium region, we apply homogenisation theory (Hornung, 1997)
to calculate the effective permeability values for the macroscale model. The pore-scale
and macroscale are assumed to be separable that means the scale separation parameter
ϵ := l/L ≪ 1 for the characteristic pore size l and the length of the domain L (Fig. 2a).
The porous-medium region is constructed by the repetition of the unit cell Y scaled
by ϵ. The unit cell consists of the fluid part Yf and the solid part Ys (Fig. 2b). Flow
behaviour in the porous medium follows Darcy’s law when ϵ → 0.

Porous medium, Ωpm

L

l

l

0

1

1

Unit cell Y

Ys

Yf

(a) (b)

Fig. 2: Porous-medium geometry with periodic solid inclusions (a) and unit cell (b)

The permeability tensor K in the unit cell is given by

K := (kij)1≤i,j≤n =

∫
Yf

wji dy, y :=
x

ϵ
∈ Y, (5)

where wj := (wj1, . . . , wjn)
⊤

is the solution of the following cell problem

−∆ywj +∇yπj = ej in Yf, (6)

∇y ·wj = 0 in Yf , (7)

wj = 0 on ∂Yf/∂Y. (8)

The functions {wj , πj} are 1-periodic in y and
∫
Yf
πj dy = 0, where πj , j ∈ {1, . . . , n}

is the pressure in the unit cell. The physical permeability tensor is obtained by scaling
K as follows Kpm := ϵ2K.

2.3 Macroscale models in two flow domains

In this section, we present the macroscale models for the free flow and porous medium,
where the macroscale velocity and pressure are denoted by (vi, pi) for i ∈ {ff,pm}.
Under the assumptions introduced in section 2.1, the Stokes equations are used to
describe the laminar flow in the free-flow subdomain

∇ · vff = 0 in Ωff , (9)

−∇ · T(vff , pff) = fff in Ωff , (10)
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where fff is the source term. On the external boundary Γff := Γff,D ∪ Γff,N , where
Γff,D ∩ Γff,N ̸= ∅ and Γff,D ̸= ∅, the following boundary conditions are considered

vff = vff on Γff,D, T (vff , pff) · nff = tff on Γff,N , (11)

with the unit outward vector nff and the given boundary data vff , tff .
In the porous-medium subdomain, the slow flow is governed by Darcy’s law

∇ · vpm = fpm in Ωpm, (12)

vpm = −Kpm

µ
∇ppm in Ωpm, (13)

with the porous-medium source term fpm. The following boundary conditions

ppm = ppm on Γpm,D, vpm · npm = vpm,n on Γpm,N , (14)

are taken into account on the external boundary Γpm = Γpm,D ∪ Γpm,N . Here, ppm
and vpm,n are the given functions and npm denotes the unit outward vector on Γpm.

2.3.1 Hybrid-dimensional Stokes–Brinkman–Darcy model

In this section, we present the hybrid-dimensional model derived in our previous
work (Ruan and Rybak, 2023, 2024), where a thin transition zone is considered between
the two subdomains. The model contains the averaged Brinkman equations for the
transition region, which is modelled as a complex interface of co-dimension one, and
the corresponding transmission conditions.

On the complex interface Γ, the averaged Brinkman equations are given by

vff · n|γff
− vpm · n|γpm = −d

∂Vτ

∂τ
on Γ, (15)(

n · T (vff , pff) · n− µ√
KΓ

(βvff) · n
)∣∣∣

γff

+ ppm
∣∣
γpm

= d
(
µ(K−1

Γ V) · n− µeff
∂2Vn

∂τ 2
− Fn

)
on Γ, (16)(

n · T (vff , pff) · τ − µ√
KΓ

(βvff) · τ
)∣∣∣

γff

− αµeff(6Vτ − 2vff · τ |γff
)

αd+ 4
√

Kpm

= d
(
µ(K−1

Γ V) · τ − µeff
∂2Vτ

∂τ 2
+

∂P

∂τ
− Fτ

)
on Γ, (17)

where µeff > 0 is the effective viscosity, α > 0 is the slip coefficient, and β is the stress

jump tensor. The averaged velocity and pressure are defined as V := 1
d

∫ d/2

−d/2
vΓ dn

and P := 1
d

∫ d/2

−d/2
pΓ dn using velocity and pressure (vΓ, pΓ) in the transition region.

Interfaces γff and γpm are defined at the top and bottom of the transition region in the
full-dimensional model (Ruan and Rybak, 2024), and they are fictitious in the hybrid-
dimensional model. The normal and tangential components of the averaged velocity
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are denoted by Vn := V · n and Vτ := V · τ , and the corresponding source terms are
Fn, Fτ . The permeability tensor KΓ is symmetric positive definite, KΓ := ∥KΓ∥∞,
and Kpm := τ ·Kpm · τ .

The effective viscosity µeff in (16)–(17) comes from the Brinkman equations, and
it differs from intrinsic viscosity due to the dispersion of viscous diffusion flux. It
has been generally accepted that µeff is dependent on the type of porous media as
well as the strength of the flow. Through volume averaging of the Navier–Stokes
equations (Ochoa-Tapia andWhitaker, 1995), the effective viscosity is set to µeff = µ/ϕ
with porosity ϕ. The permeability values in the transition zone KΓ are expected to be
larger or equal to the porous-medium permeability Kpm. The stress jump parameter β
is assumed to be positive semi-definite and need to be determined. The slip coefficient
α comes from the Beavers–Joseph–Saffman condition, which is typically considered
α = 1 in the literature, e.g. (Layton et al., 2003; Discacciati and Quarteroni, 2009).

On the external boundary ∂γ = ∂γD ∩ ∂γN , we consider the following boundary
conditions

V = V on ∂γD, µeff
∂Vn

∂τ
= Tn, µeff

∂Vτ

∂τ
− P = T τ on ∂γN , (18)

where V, Tn and T τ are the given data.
Remark 1. Note that the averaged Brinkman equations (15)–(17) are the second
order partial differential equations of dimension (n− 1). If there is no transition zone
(d = 0), we recover from Eq. (15) the mass conservation equation (22) and from
Eq. (16) the normal stress jump condition between the free flow and porous medium
(Ochoa-Tapia and Whitaker, 1995; Angot et al., 2017), respectively.

In the hybrid-dimensional problem, the averaged Brinkman equations on Γ are not
able to extrapolate the velocity and the pressure values on the top γff and bottom γpm
of the transition zone. Therefore, to obtain a closed model, we derive the following
transmission conditions(

n · T(vff , pff) · n− µ√
KΓ

(βvff) · n
)∣∣∣

γff

= −µeff

d

(
(λ1 + λ2)Vn − λ1vff · n|γff

− λ2vpm · n|γpm

)
− P, (19)(

n · T(vff , pff) · τ − µ√
KΓ

(βvff) · τ
)∣∣∣

γff

= −µeff

d

(
6(αd+ 2

√
Kpm)

αd+ 4
√

Kpm

Vτ − 4(αd+ 3
√

Kpm)

αd+ 4
√

Kpm

vff · τ
∣∣
γff

)
, (20)

ppm
∣∣
γpm

= −µeff

d

(
(λ1 + λ2)Vn − λ2vff · n|γff

− λ1vpm · n|γpm

)
+ P, (21)

using the a priori assumptions on the velocity and pressure profiles across the transi-
tion region. We assume a quadratic tangential velocity vΓ · τ and a constant pressure
pΓ profiles while deriving the transmission conditions (19)–(21). The dimensionless
numbers λ1 and λ2 in Eq. (19), (21) determine the profile of the normal velocity. In
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this work, we consider the linear (λ1 = 2, λ2 = 0), piecewise linear (λ1 = 3, λ2 = 1)
and quadratic (λ1 = 4, λ2 = 2) normal velocity profiles.
Remark 2. According to Ruan and Rybak (2024), the parameter β characterizes the
surface roughness at the boundary between the free flow and the complex interface,
while the coefficient α represents the roughness between the complex interface and the
porous medium. The complex interface acts as a buffer zone, where arbitrary velocities
from the free-flow region are decelerated and enter the porous medium subdomain.
This buffering mechanism facilitates a smooth and accurate exchange of mass and
momentum between the regions, enhancing the model ability to handle diverse flow
conditions.

2.3.2 Classical interface conditions

In this section, we introduce the classical coupling conditions typically used in the
literature for coupling the Stokes and Darcy equations (Discacciati et al., 2002;
Layton et al., 2003; Rivière, 2005). These conditions are composed of the mass con-
servation, the balance of normal forces across the interface and the Beavers–Joseph
condition (Beavers and Joseph, 1967):

vff · n = vpm · n on γ, (22)

−n · T(vff , pff) · n = ppm on γ, (23)

vff · τ − vpm · τ =

√
Kpm

αBJ

∂vff

∂n
· τ on γ, (24)

where αBJ > 0 is the Beavers–Joseph coefficient. Note that these conditions are
developed for parallel flows.

2.3.3 Generalised interface conditions

In this section, we provide the generalised interface conditions derived using homogeni-
sation and boundary layer theory (Eggenweiler and Rybak, 2021), which are applicable
for arbitrary flows near the sharp interface. These generalised conditions are given by

vff · n = vpm · n on γ, (25)

−n · T(vff , pff) · n+ µNbl
s

∂vff

∂n
· τ = ppm on γ, (26)

(vff − vint
pm) · τ = ϵNbl

1

∂vff

∂n
· τ on γ, (27)

where the boundary layer coefficients Nbl
1 > 0 and Nbl

s are computed solving the
appropriate boundary layer problems (Eggenweiler and Rybak, 2021, Sec. 3.2.2) for
the given pore geometry. The interfacial porous-medium velocity in Eq. (27) is defined
by

vint
pm := −ϵ2

µ

2∑
j=1

Mj,bl ∂ppm
∂xj

· τ on γ, (28)
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where Mj,bl =
(
M j,bl

1 ,M j,bl
2

)⊤
for j = 1, 2 is the boundary layer constant defined

in (Eggenweiler and Rybak, 2021, Sec. 3.2.3) with M j,bl
1 > 0.

Remark 3. Note that the coupling condition (26) includes the correction term to
the balance of normal forces in Eq. (23) for the case of anisotopic porous media. The
interface condition (27) can be regarded as a jump of the tangential velocity component
as the Beavers–Joseph condition (24).

3 Numerical results

In this section, we study the considered coupling concepts numerically. We begin
by validating the hybrid-dimensional model against an analytical solution. Then, we
present two test cases: lid–driven cavity over porous bed and splitting flow system. For
each test case, we validate the numerical results of the hybrid-dimensional model by
comparing them to pore-scale-resolved simulations. Additionally, we compare the pro-
posed model with the Stokes–Darcy models, considering both classical and generalised
interface conditions.

The pore-scale problem (1)–(4) is solved using the software package FreeFEM++
with the Taylor–Hood finite elements (Hecht, 2012). The same software is applied
to compute the permeability tensor and boundary layer constants appearing in
the generalised interface conditions (Eggenweiler and Rybak, 2021, Sec. 3.2). The
macroscale Stokes and Darcy problems (9)–(14) are discretised by the second-order
finite volume method on staggered rectangular grids conforming at the fluid–porous
interface with the grid size hx, hy (Fig. 3). The problem is completed by the classi-
cal interface conditions (22)–(24) or generalised conditions (25)–(27). The proposed
hybrid-dimensional model (15)–(21) is discretised using the second-order staggered
finite difference scheme along the complex interface Γ with the grid size hx. The
grids on the complex interface Γ are conforming with the grids in the free-flow and
porous-medium subdomains (Fig. 3).
Remark 4. Note that there is a gap of size d between the free-flow and porous-
medium regions due to the geometric configuration of the transition zone in the
hybrid-dimensional model. We consider this gap as a shift either in the free-flow or
porous-medium subdomain depending on the external boundary conditions. The thick-
ness d > 0 is sufficiently small compared to the length of the flow domain, therefore
the shift in the subdomain is negligible.

3.1 Validation against analytical solutions

In our previous work (Ruan and Rybak, 2024), numerical solutions for the hybrid-
dimensional model were validated against analytical solutions, demonstrating the
second-order convergence of the discretisation scheme. In this section, we consider
appropriate analytical solutions and study effects of the thickness d and the profile of
the normal velocity across the complex interface determined by λ1, λ2.

The geometry of the coupled flow domain is set as Ω = [0, 1]× [0, 1+ d], where the
free-flow region Ωff = [0, 1]×[0.5+d, 1+d] and porous medium Ωpm = [0, 1]×[0, 0.5] are
separated by the complex interface Γ = [0, 1]× [0.5, 0.5+d]. In this test case, the stress
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Ωff

− pressure pff

− velocity vff · n
− velocity vff · τ
− boundary vff · n
− boundary vff · τ

dΓ

− pressure P

− velocity Vn

− velocity Vτ

Ωpm

− pressure ppm

− boundary ppm

hy

hx

Fig. 3: Staggered grid in the coupled domain for the hybrid-dimensional model

jump is disregarded (β = 0). The dynamic and effective viscosity is µ = µeff = 1, and
the slip coefficient is set to α = 0.1. The permeability tensors are Kpm = KΓ = 10−2I.

The analytical solution for the hybrid-dimensional problem is constructed to
satisfy the incompressibility condition in the free flow (9) and the transmission condi-
tions (19)–(21). The analytical solutions in the free-flow and porous-medium regions
are given by

vff · τ = cos (x1) exp (x2 − 0.5), vff · n = sin (x1) exp (x2 − 0.5),

pff = sin (x1 + x2 − 0.5), ppm = −100(x2 − 0.5) sin (x1), (29)

and on the complex interface γ:

Vτ = cos (x1)(exp (d)− 1)/d, Vn = sin (x1)(exp (d)− 1)/d,

P = −(cos (x1 + d)− cos (x1))/d. (30)

Substituting (29), (30) into (10)–(12), (14), and (16)–(18), the corresponding source
terms and the boundary values are obtained. Here, Dirichlet boundary conditions
are applied on the top of the free flow and the boundaries of the porous-medium
subdomain, while Neumann boundary conditions are imposed on the boundary of the
complex interface ∂Γ and the remaining boundaries of the free-flow subdomain.

In section 2.3.1, we introduced the dimensionless numbers λ1 and λ2, which deter-
mine the velocity profile in the normal direction. In this test case, we compare the
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numerical solution of the hybrid-dimensional model against the analytical solution
for different normal velocity profiles. The L2-error of the averaged normal velocity
is E(Vn) = ∥V h

n − Vn∥L2(Γ), where V h
n is the numerical solution. The grid size is

hx = hy = 1/800. Starting from d = 1/10, the thickness of the complex interface is
decreased by the factor of ten and five refinement levels are considered. The simula-
tion results in Fig. 4a show that application of both piecewise linear (λ1 = 3, λ2 = 1)
and quadratic (λ1 = 4, λ2 = 2) assumptions can describe normal velocity across the
interface more accurately than the linear case (λ1 = 2, λ2 = 0). When the thickness
of the complex interface d is sufficiently small, all choices of normal velocity profile
provide a good approximation to the analytical solution.
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Fig. 4: L2-error for averaged normal velocity for different λ1, λ2 (a) and correction
terms ξ1, ξ2, ξ3 for different thickness d (b)

The correction terms in Eq. (15)–(17) model storage and transfer of mass and
momentum along Γ. We evaluate the effects of the correction terms by computing

ξi :=

∫
Γ

|ci| dx1, i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, (31)

where

c1 := −d
∂Vτ

∂τ
, c2 := d

(
µ(K−1

Γ V) · n− µeff
∂2Vn

∂τ 2
− Fn

)
, (32)

c3 := d
(
µ(K−1

Γ V) · τ − µeff
∂2Vτ

∂τ 2
+

∂P

∂τ
− Fτ

)
+

αµeff(6Vτ − 2vff · τ |γff
)

αd+ 4
√

Kpm

. (33)

The simulation results in Fig. 4b indicate that the impact of the correction terms
diminishes as the interface thickness decreases. Note that the last term in Eq. (33)
plays a dominant role when the complex interface becomes narrow.

11



3.2 Lid-driven cavity over porous bed

The lid-driven cavity flow is one of the most commonly used benchmarks in compu-
tational fluid dynamics due to its simple geometric setting and the intriguing flow
patterns it produces.

In this test case, the size of the flow domain is set as Ω = [0, 1]×[−0.5, 0.5] (Fig. 5a).
On the macroscale, the free-flow and porous-medium subdomains are of equal size,
with Ωff = [0, 1] × [0, 0.5] and Ωpm = [0, 1] × [−0.5, 0] separated by a sharp interface
γ = (0, 1)×{0}. In the hybrid-dimensional model, these subdomains are separated by
a transition region Γ = [0, 1] × [0, d], where d = 10−5. The presence of the transition
zone results in a shift of the free-flow subdomain Ω′

ff = [0, 1]× [d, 0.5 + d].
In the pore-scale setting, the porous medium consists of 20×10 circular inclusions,

with the pore size ϵ = 1/20 (Fig. 5). The radius of each circular inclusion is set to
r = 0.25ϵ leading to the porosity ϕ = (ϵ2 − πr2)/ϵ2 = 0.8037. According to (5), the
permeability tensor in the unit cell is determined to be K = 1.990·10−2I. Consequently,
the physical permeability tensor is Kpm = ϵ2K = 4.975 · 10−5I. The fluid viscosity is
set µ = 1.

In the hybrid-dimensional model (15)–(21), we use the same permeability tensor
in the transition region as in the porous medium, i.e., Ktr = Kpm = 4.975 · 10−5I. The
effective viscosity is µeff = µ/ϕ = 1.244 and the slip coefficient is α = 1. The stress
jump tensor is set β = 4.0 I. The value of parameter β is chosen by testing different
flow scenarios and optimising the difference between the macroscale and averaged
pore-scale results. For this test case, we choose the quadratic normal velocity profile
(λ1 = 4, λ2 = 2) which demonstrated the best accuracy (Fig. 4). For the classical
interface conditions (22)–(24), we set the Beavers–Joseph parameter αBJ = 1, which is
a common value used in the literature. For the generalised interface conditions (25)–
(27), the corresponding boundary constants are calculated for the given pore geometry
Nbl

s = 0, Nbl
1 = 5.384 · 10−2, M1,bl = (3.116 · 10−3, 0)⊤, M2,bl = 0.

Ωff

Ωpm

(0,−0.5) (1,−0.5)

(0, 0)

(0, 0.5)
vff = (1, 0)

⊤

wall

wall

wall

(a) (b)

Fig. 5: Lid-driven cavity: geometric setting (a) and pore-scale velocity magnitude (b)
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Fig. 6: Tangential velocity profiles for lid-driven cavity at x1 = 0.2 (a) and x1 = 0.5 (b)

For the lid-driven cavity, the boundary conditions are defined in Fig. 5a. On the
top boundary, we consider vff = vϵ = (1, 0)⊤. For the rest of the external boundaries,
we have the “wall” boundary conditions, which read in the pore-scale setting:

vϵ = 0 on ∂Ωwall, (34)

and in the macroscale setting:

vff = 0 on Γff,wall, vpm · npm = 0 on Γpm,wall. (35)

In the hybrid-dimensional model, the “wall” condition is

V = 0 on ∂Γwall. (36)

The pore-scale velocity magnitude and the streamline pattern of the lid-driven cavity
are shown in Fig. 5b. The recirculating vortex is driven by the horizontal velocity
on the top of the domain and the streamlines are nearly symmetric. The flow is
mainly parallel to the fluid–porous interface in the centre of the domain and the
normal velocity is small. The tangential velocity profiles for the pore- and macroscale
models are compared at the cross-sections x1 = 0.2 and x1 = 0.5 (Fig. 6). Here, the
following notations are used: pore-scale resolved model (pore-scale), classical interface
conditions (classical IC), hybrid-dimensional Stokes–Brinkman–Darcy model (hybrid-
dim. model). All the macroscale numerical simulation results show good agreement
with the pore-scale results due to mainly parallel flow near the interface.
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3.3 Splitting flow

In this test case, we demonstrate that the hybrid-dimensional model is suitable for
general flow problems, where the flows are arbitrary to the interface. We consider the
same geometric setting as in section 3.2.

Ωff

Ωpm

(0,−0.5) (1,−0.5)

(0, 0)
0.225

(0, 0.5)
vff = (0,−0.1 sin (πx1))

⊤

outflow

outflow

wall

wall wall

wall

(a) (b)

Fig. 7: Splitting flow: geometric setting (a) and pore-scale velocity magnitude (b)

The boundary conditions of this test case are schematically presented in Fig. 7a.
The inflow velocity on the top of the free-flow subdomain is set as vff = vϵ =
(0,−0.1 sin (πx1))

⊤. For the pore-scale model, we define the following “outflow”
boundary conditions

µ
∂vϵ

∂n
· τ − pϵ = 0, vϵ · n = 0 on ∂Ωoutflow. (37)

In the macroscale setting, the “outflow” boundary conditions are

µ
∂vff

∂n
· τ − pff = 0, vff · n = 0 on Γff,outflow, (38)

µeff
∂Vτ

∂n
− P = 0, Vn = 0 on Γoutflow. (39)

The pore-scale velocity field is visualised in Fig. 7b. We observe that in this case the
flow is arbitrary to the fluid–porous interface and provide the profiles of both velocity
components at different cross-sections (Fig. 8, Fig. 9). Velocity profiles are plotted at
x1 = 0.7, where the flow splits near the interface. Note that for the normal component
of velocity, all numerical results are close to the pore-scale results (Fig. 8b). However,
a significant difference can be observed for the tangential velocity at the cross-sections,
where the flow is not nearly parallel to the interface. In Fig. 8a and Fig. 9a, the results
of the hybrid-dimensional model are almost identical to the pore-scale simulations.
The generalised interface conditions show a good agreement with the pore-scale data

14



−0.4 0 0.5 1 1.2

·10−2

−0.5

−0.4

−0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.5

VELOCITY, v · τ

x
2

Cross-section at x1 = 0.7

classical IC
generalised IC
hybrid-dim. model
pore-scale

6 · 10−2

0.16

(a)

−8 −6 −4 −2 0

·10−2

−0.5

−0.4

−0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.5

VELOCITY, v · n

x
2

Cross-section at x1 = 0.7

classical IC
generalised IC
hybrid-dim. model
pore-scale

−3 · 10−2

0.1

(b)

Fig. 8: Velocity profiles for splitting flow system at x1 = 0.7
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Fig. 9: Tangential velocity profiles at x1 = 0.2 (a) and x1 = 0.9 (b)

as well. However, simulation results obtained using the classical interface conditions
do not match so well with the pore-scale velocity profile.

We also provide the tangential velocity profiles for different models at x1 = 0.9,
where the flow is almost parallel to the fluid–porous interface (Fig 9b). Here, the
numerical simulation results for all macroscale models provide accurate results as in
the case of the lid-driven cavity.

According to Strohbeck et al. (2023), achieving accurate results for arbitrary flow
directions requires different values of the Beavers–Joseph parameter at various posi-
tions along the interface. However, for the proposed hybrid-dimensional model, a single
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optimal choice of parameter β is sufficient to maintain accuracy across different cross-
sections without compromising the fidelity of results when compared to pore-scale
simulations.

4 Discussion and conclusions

In this paper, we studied the hybrid-dimensional Stokes–Brinkman–Darcy model
derived in our previous work by averaging the Brinkman equations across the transi-
tion region between the free flow and porous medium. This thin transition zone serves
as a complex interface and involves higher-order correction terms that enhance accu-
racy and make the model suitable for arbitrary flow directions near the fluid–porous
interface.

To validate the proposed model and to study the influence of the higher-order
terms as well as different velocity profiles across the complex interface, we first choose
appropriate analytical solutions. The model is more accurate by allowing non-constant
velocity profiles in the complex interface. The correction terms in the tangential direc-
tion play an essential role when the thickness of the complex interface decreases. Then,
we consider two benchmarks and compare the developed hybrid-dimensional model
and the Stokes–Darcy model with the classical and generalised coupling conditions
against the pore-scale resolved model. These simulation results demonstrate the suit-
ability of the hybrid-dimensional model for arbitrary flow directions to the interface in
comparison to the classical conditions, and a similar accuracy (slightly more accurate)
to the generalised interface conditions. These results demonstrate that the developed
hybrid-dimensional model is an accurate alternative to the generalised interface con-
ditions and it effectively handles arbitrary flow directions near the interface that is of
highest importance for a wide range of applications. Future extension of this work will
include the inertial terms in the hybrid-dimensional problem.
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