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Highlights

Effect of fiber curvature on gas diffusion layer two-phase dynamics of a proton
exchange membrane fuel cell

Danan Yang, Himani Garg, Martin Andersson

- Curved and straight fiber GDL reconstructions with similar bulk and layer porosity.

- Larger fiber curvature enhances the connectivity of the pore network and increases
the number of smaller pores.

- GDL water saturation and capillary pressure increase with fiber curvature.

- Intimate correlation between GDL pore network and two-phase flow dynamics is
studied.

- Breakthrough water instability is related to the droplet detachment location.
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Abstract

The dynamics of two-phase flow within the cathode of a proton exchange membrane
fuel cell, particularly in Gas Diffusion Layers (GDLs) with varying fiber curvatures, re-
main underexplored. Using a periodic surface model, we stochastically reconstruct three
GDL types with different fiber curvatures, incorporating vital parameters derived from
a physical GDL. Considering the randomness in reconstruction, the structure generation
process is iterated four times for each GDL type, enabling an ensemble average analysis.
Pore network models are adopted to reveal disparities in these GDL porous structures.
The subsequent two-phase simulations are conducted to explore liquid transport through
these GDLs and interfaces to assembled gas channels. Time-varying GDL total, local
water saturation, and capillary pressure are investigated. Results show stochastic re-
constructions exhibit similar frequency peak ranges in pore and throat diameters, and
coordination numbers, but diverge from the physical GDL. Bigger fiber curvature tends
to enhance pore network connectivity by increasing smaller pores, leading to heightened
water saturation and capillary pressure. Straight-fiber GDLs, compared to curved-fiber
GDLs, show greater potential proximity to the physical GDL in terms of overall water sat-
uration and capillary pressure but are also accompanied by increased uncertainty. Despite
similar layer porosity, water saturation in the same layer of all samples differs increas-
ingly from the inlet to the outlet. Water breakthrough and detachment near the GDL
can induce significant water saturation instability at the GDL and gas channel interface.
Detached droplets in gas channels connected with straight-fiber GDLs exhibit larger sizes
and slower movement than those in channels assembled with curved-fiber GDLs. These
findings can be utilized in future GDL design and optimization.

Keywords: Curved and straight carbon fiber; Gas diffusion layer reconstruction; Pore
network; Volume of fluid method; Capillary pressure; Water saturation

1. Introduction

Proton exchange membrane fuel cells are anticipated to utilize hydrogen energy to
generate electricity based on the electrochemical reaction with oxygen with the promise
of high efficiency and pollution-free operation [1]. Nevertheless, effective management of
the simultaneously produced heat and water is essential to ensure optimal performance
[2]. In the typical operation temperature range of 60-80 ◦C [3], the generated water vapor
within the cathode catalyst layer tends to undergo condensation. The liquid water then
flows through the Gas Diffusion Layer (GDL) before reaching the Gas Channels (GCs).
Excessive liquid water accumulation inside the GDL will impede the diffusion of reactive
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gas from the GCs, particularly under the condition of high current density, in turn, leading
to a performance decrease and even irreversible damage [4]. The mechanisms of gas and
liquid water transport inside the GDL remain challenging due to the intricate nature
of small scales and porous media [5]. Therefore, understanding the interaction between
liquid water movement and GDL microstructure as well as further water behavior in the
GDL/GC interface and GC is crucial to optimize water management.

Commercially available GDLs are predominantly carbon-based porous mediums, which
are manufactured in different types, e.g., carbon paper, carbon felt, carbon cloth, and
carbon foam [6]. All of these GDLs exhibit distinctions in terms of fiber curvature, fiber
diameter, porosity size distribution, binder, polytetrafluoroethylene treatment, thickness,
compression size, and so on. To investigate these GDL features and the inside two-phase
dynamics, both experimental and numerical studies have been conducted. Experimental
approaches generally rely on high-resolution (about 1.5-10 µm) visualization techniques,
i.e., fluorescence microscopy [7], X-ray computed tomography [8–10], and neutron radio-
graphy [11, 12]. Hasanpour et al. [7] studied the water behavior within woven GDLs
using fluorescent microscopy, and the results show that applying a fluorinated ethylene
propylene coating to the GDL can benefit water removal and higher thermal conductivity
but reduce electrical conductivity. The interaction of water removal and oxygen transport
inside the GDLs was investigated using synchrotron X-ray radiography in different con-
ditions of cathode inlet relative humidity and operating current density [9]. A combined
neutron imaging and X-ray computed tomography was developed by Maier et al. [12], to
study the liquid-gas transport in the GDL of a proton exchange membrane electrolyzer.

In contrast to experimental techniques that demand expensive high-resolution ma-
chinery and advanced image-processing approaches, along with the real GDL frameworks,
numerical methods provide cost-effective and flexible options. There are three popular
numerical methods including the lattice Boltzmann method [13–16], pore network model
[17, 18], and volume of fluid method [19–23]. These methods enable the exploration of
essential mechanisms that might remain elusive or limiting in experiments. Moreover,
they also provide the advantage of flexible control over geometric and operational vari-
ables to seek optimal GDL design and reasonable operation. Pore network models are
usually based on simplified GDL geometries, such as regular pore and throat structures.
Therefore, they have a cheaper computational burden and better capacity in large-scale
simulations. Both lattice Boltzmann methods and volume of fluid are adopted for complex
GDL structures. Nevertheless, the majority of lattice Boltzmann methods are employed
for simulation within the two-dimensional GDL domain, with limited application in three-
dimensional scales. The computational cost of the volume of fluid simulations is notably
high, particularly in three-dimensional scenarios (from days to months), still, it can better
guarantee the real GDL features with an appropriate mesh resolution. Straubhaar et al.
[17] and Jiao et al. [21] have studied condensation within the GDLs using the pore net-
work model and volume of fluid, respectively. Furthermore, the impact of compression on
liquid water transportation in the GDL is investigated with lattice Boltzmann methods
[13, 14] and volume of fluid [19, 20].

During the numerical investigation, the GDL structures usually need to be recon-
structed either using an image-based method based on image sequence from tomography
scanning and electron microscope [24–27] or using a geometry-based stochastic method
[23, 28, 29]. The stochastic methods have attracted enough attention to GDL reconstruc-
tion with straight carbon fiber, e.g., the Toray-type GDLs. In a GDL with constant bulk
porosity, increasing the fiber curvature is likely to reduce the number of fibers, which
shows great potential to change pore structures. Besides, some commercialized GDLs
like Fredeunberg GDLs are manufactured with curved fibers [27, 30–32]. However, the
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reconstructions of carbon cloth and carbon felt consisting of curved carbon fibers are still
rare. In contrast to the stochastic straight-fiber GDL reconstruction, where a fiber ori-
entation is determined by two random points [23], curved-fiber GDLs are reconstructed
based on a curved line [33] or periodic surface [34]. Gaiselmann et al. [33] utilized a
random walk algorithm based on multivariate time series to randomly generate curved
track lines by inputting extracted fiber features from synchrotron tomography. Didari et
al. [34] improved the periodic surface model proposed by Wang et al. [35] to reconstruct
a curved-fiber GDL and showed similar properties with the actual carbon felt Freuden-
berg H2315 GDL in terms of the cumulative density function of its pore size distribution.
In addition, the tortuosity, in-plane permeability, through-plane permeability, and chord
length are also compared.

To the best knowledge of the authors, most GDL studies only pay attention to straight-
fiber GDLs, and the effect of fiber curvature on water behavior has not yet been studied.
The pore and throat spatial distribution of the GDLs with different fiber curvature is
rarely studied by the pore network. Therefore, based on curved-fiber and straight-fiber
GDL configurations reconstructed by using an improved periodic surface model, the GDL
fiber curvature influence on the inner GDL water distribution is numerically investigated
for the first time using the volume of fluid method in OpenFOAM 7.0. The water behavior
within the GDL and breakthrough interface is investigated. Moreover, the relationship
between the water dynamics and the pore networks is analyzed. Note the purpose of this
work is not only to try to mimic the water behavior inside a real GDL using stochastically
reconstructed GDLs with different fiber curvatures but also to study the effect of different
fiber curvatures on GDL pore structure and water behavior.

2. Methods

2.1. Computational domain

In this work, a ’T-shaped’ computational geometry is considered, consisting of a fi-
brous GDL and an assembled GC, as shown in Fig. 1. The long GC is exclusively supplied
with air, while the entire bottom of the GDL serves as the liquid inlet. Previous studies
that only consider a single GDL have neglected the effects of airflow on the water behavior
close to the GDL top region [19, 20]. Therefore, the assembled GC is used to conduct
more realistic boundary conditions. For example, it should meet the natural development
of airflow and the water flow behavior along the airflow direction. Due to the signifi-
cant computational load, the reconstructed GDL size is smaller than that of GC. The
dimensions of each component are labeled in the geometry.

Figure 1: A ”T-shaped” configuration for the numerical simulation, including a long GC above and a
smaller porous GDL below the middle of GC.
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2.2. Stochastic GDL reconstruction

To obtain the required GDL structure topology and study the effects of different fiber
curvature, a stochastic GDL reconstruction is chosen due to its efficiency and flexibility in
adjusting parameter values. The proposed GDL reconstruction process is shown in Fig.
2. To make the GDL reconstruction more realistic, some vital parameters are extracted
from a physical GDL structure, Freudenberg H2315 (shared by Forschungszentrum Jülich
GmbH), as illustrated in Fig. 3(a). These parameters include the desired domain size
(500 µm × 500 µm × 117 µm), fiber diameter (9 µm), through-plane local porosity, and
bulk porosity (around 0.7). The through-plane local layer porosity is shown in Fig. 3(b).
Furthermore, the presented H2315 GDL topology reveals the presence of both straight
and curved fibers.

GDL fibers are generated using the periodic surface model proposed by Wang et al.
[35, 36]. There are various periodic surface models for different shapes of structure surface,
such as sphere, membrane, and mesh shape. In the present work, a rod periodic surface
model f(r) is selected to reconstruct the GDL fibers, as shown below,

f(r) = 4 cos(2π(RTP1)
T r+ b cos(2πfr(RTQ1)

T r)) + 4 cos(2π(RTP2)
T r)+

4 cos(2π(RTP2)
T r) + 3 cos(2π(RTP3)

T r)− 4 cos(π(1− Sr)) + 1
(1)

Where, r = [x, y, z, 1] is the location vector within the unit space R3 ∈ [0, 1]3. To suit
different length scales, a scaling factor Sr is introduced to scale the generated structure
to the desired dimension. Specifically, Sr is the ratio of fiber diameter and the longest
dimension of the expected GDL, which are 9 µm and 500 µm, respectively. [P1, P2, P3, P4]
and Q1 are fiber display orientation and deforming orientation matrices. R and T are
translation and rotation matrices, which are the functions of (α, θ, w) and (t1, t2, t3).
α, θ, and w are axis rotation angle align x,y, and z axis, respectively. t1, t2, and t3 are
translation scalar align x-y, y-z, and x-z planes. Moreover, b and fr are used to control the
fiber curvature magnitude and wave frequency, respectively. A more detailed discussion
can be found in previous works [23].

Figure 2: Stochastic GDL reconstruction schemes based on a rod periodic surface model (PS: periodic
surface; Px: the xth fiber porosity; Pbulk: bulk porosity; Pgoal: desired porosity; i: layer number,
1,2,...,13.).
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In addition, GDL reconstruction depends on a specific fiber stacking strategy for the
generated fibers. Random stacking is commonly used in previous GDL reconstructions
[19, 20, 22, 34]. In this study, a layer-by-layer stacking method is adopted to maintain
a desired layer porosity distribution along the through-plane direction during reconstruc-
tions. Moreover, the bulk porosity is difficult to keep constant in GDL reconstructions,
thus a maximum tolerance of 1.5 % is given to it.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: (a) A physical Fredeunberg H2315 GDL sample, measuring 500 µm in length, 500 µm in width,
and 117 µm in thickness; (b) The through-plane layer porosity distribution of 13 layers, with Layer 1
near the GDL bottom and Layer 13 adjacent to the GDL/gas channel (GC) interface

2.3. Computational methodology

In this work, the gas and liquid flow in the whole region is considered to be incompress-
ible and laminar. Temperature is assumed to be constant at 60 ◦C within the specified
simulation domain. In order to characterize the dynamics of two-phase flow, the inter-
Foam solver, utilizing the volume of fluid methods within OpenFOAM 7.0, is employed
for the resolution of mass and momentum equations for gas-liquid mixtures, alongside an
advection equation governing fluid fraction [37]. The equations are expressed as,

Mixture mass and momentum conservation equations:

∇ · u = 0 (2)

ρ
∂u

∂t
+ ρ∇ · (uu) = ∇ ·

[
µ
(
∇u+∇uT

)]
−∇p+ ρg + fσ (3)

Fluid-fraction advection equation:

∂α

∂t
+∇ · (αu) = 0 (4)

In a fluid system characterized by two phases, α represents the volume fraction of
one phase within the specified control volume, with 1-α denoting the volume fraction of
the other phase. u and p are the velocity and pressure, respectively. µ and ρ are the
fluid mixture viscosity and density, which are weighted-averaged by α based on two-phase
corresponding properties. fσ is surface tension force, and g is gravity acceleration. More
details of the governing equations can be found in previous research [37].
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2.4. Boundary conditions

In addition, boundary conditions are applied to different solid surfaces. Uniform ve-
locity boundary conditions are enforced at GC inlet air and GDL inlet liquid with 10
m/s and 0.02 m/s, respectively. Bigger liquid inlet velocity value of 0.054 [38] and 0.1
m/s [39, 40] were utilized. It should be mentioned that liquid inlet velocity has been
scaled more than 1000 times compared with that in the real operation, around 2E-5 m/s
[39, 41]. An ex-situ experiment has shown that the liquid breakthrough takes several
minutes [42]. Furthermore, the time steps in such micro-scale simulations with a grid
resolution around several micros are typically small. Therefore, it will take more than
1.5E5 core-hours computational time to see the liquid breakthrough if employing such a
physical GDL liquid invasion velocity. Fortunately, it was found that scaling up the liquid
velocity causes little change in GDL capillary fingering dominated flow and dramatically
accelerates the simulation to observe longer water behavior [43]. At the GC outlet, a
zero gradient condition for the velocity and liquid volume fraction, together with a total
pressure condition, is applied. At the GDL side walls, a symmetry boundary condition
is adopted to mimic the influence of the two-phase flow surrounding the GDL region.
For the GC and GDL surfaces, zero flux and no-slip boundary conditions are enforced.
Moreover, the surface wettability is determined by varying contact angles, with the GDL
surface and GC bottom surface exhibiting a contact angle of 150 ◦, while the remaining
three GC surfaces have a contact angle of 45 ◦. Considering the trade-off between optimal
computational speed and simulation accuracy, all the equations are discretized by mixed
one-order and two-order accuracy. Besides, an adjustable time step strategy is employed
by controlling the Courant number below 0.5. In addition, the simulation timestep is ob-
served to stabilize around 4E-8 s. Moreover, the liquid water and gas transport property
values, e.g., viscosity, surface tension, and density, are utilized considering the operation
temperature of 60 ◦C. Note that all simulations in this study are performed on parallel
computing clusters, totally utilizing over 105,000 CPU hours. Each case requires around
48 hours of computation using 160 cores.

2.5. Capillary pressure calculation

Liquid water transport inside a GDL is dominated by the capillary fingering process
[44]. The related capillary pressure Pc is defined by,

Pc = Pl − Pg (5)

Where, while Pl and Pg denote the liquid and gas pressure at the respective sides of the
two-phase interface. To obtain the liquid and gas pressure, the fluid fraction α in the
volume of fluid simulation is utilized to identify two phase domains. Theoretically, α = 1
represents the volume occupied by the liquid phase, whereas α = 0 donates the volume
filled by the gas phase. The two-phase interface has a step variation in volume fraction,
but there is usually a thin transition region where 0 < α < 1 between the two phases
in numerical simulation, and α = 0.5 is widely considered as the interface between two
phases. The pressure distribution within each phase remains relatively uniform. There-
fore, we calculate the averaged pressure difference across two specific interfaces within the
interfacial region. One interface corresponds to an isosurface Ωl with a liquid fraction of
0.51 and another is an isosurface Ωg with a liquid fraction of 0.49, which contains the
pressure of the gas phase, a similar method can be found in [45]. Mathematically, the
capillary pressure is calculated according to the following equation.

P interface
c =

∑N
i=1 Pl,i

N
−

∑M
j=1 Pg,j

M
(6)
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Here, Pl,i and Pg,j are the liquid pressure at the ith point in Ωl and gas pressure at the
jth point in Ωg. N and M separately represent the number of grid points in Ωl and Ωg.

2.6. Pore network extraction

Young-Laplace equation is also used to estimate the capillary pressure, i.e., Pc =
2σcos(θ)/r. Here, σ represents the surface tension force. θ is the contact angle and r is the
pore radius. Under conditions of a consistent contact angle and surface tension, capillary
pressure demonstrates an inversely proportional relationship with pore size. Therefore,
the pore network serves as a crucial intermediary connecting the complex GDL structure
with its inside water dynamics, which illustrates the pore and throat locations and con-
nections within the GDL. Besides, before conducting relatively expensive two-phase flow
simulations using the volume of fluid method. A pore network can be employed to quickly
identify the differences caused by different fiber curvatures and to determine the necessity
for further observation.

To obtain the pore networks of the GDLs in this work, two open-source tools, PoreSpy
[46] and OpenPNM [47] are adopted. GDL structures are transferred to binarized volume
voxels, labeled with 0 (pore) and 1 (solid). Each cube voxel size uses a resolution of 1E-6
m. Followed by a granulometric analysis using local thickness function in PoreSpy and a
watershed segmentation using a sub-network of an over-segmented watershed algorithm
[48], the pore region, delineated by watershed segmentation, is connected to form the
pore network. The watershed is represented by throats, serving to denote the proximity
between two adjoining pore cells. The pores and throats in actual GDL structures are
arbitrary shapes. To enhance clarity, pores are illustrated as spherical balls, and throats
are depicted as cylinders. The maximal inscribed diameter represents the pore and throat
diameter values. Coordination number is introduced in a pore network to describe the
number of neighbors of each pore, in other words, the larger value means more connected
pores. Additional significant characteristics of the network, such as pore volume, centroid
coordinates, inscribed sphere diameter, throat area, perimeter, centroid, and length, are
beyond the scope of this discussion but are comprehensively introduced in a previous
study [48].

3. Results and discussion

3.1. Mesh sensitivity analysis

The mesh was generated using the SnappyHexMesh tool in OpenFOAM. The entire
grid is dominated by hexahedral grids. As shown in Table 1, three different mesh reso-
lutions are used for mesh independence analysis. Mesh 1 is regarded as base mesh, and
Mesh 2 and Mesh 3 are sequentially refined with a ratio of 1.3 in each dimension of GC
and GD. Compared with those mesh grid resolutions in previous studies [39, 49, 50], it
can be seen that the designed coarse grid (Mesh 1) in the GC and GDL in the present
study is still comparable to the results in previous studies. Figure 4(a-b) shows the total
water saturation and planar water saturation of GDL over time. The three grids show
comparable results. However, according to the water distribution in Fig. 4(c). The
amount of water accumulated in the upper two corners of Mesh 1 is significantly different.
An additional flow path appears near the right corner compared to the other two finer
meshes, which should result from the coarse mesh. Considering the mesh accuracy and
computation load, the grid resolution in Mesh 2 was used in subsequent studies. It should
be mentioned that in this mesh-independent study, the GDL water fraction initialization
was based on a bottom surface rather than on the entire thin region in the GDL bottom
in the later studies. This is the reason that water takes some time to start accumulating
in the GDL region in Fig. 4(a).
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Table 1: Mesh comparison with different grid resolution.

Mesh cells Mesh resolution in GC Mesh resolution in GDL

Mesh 1 3.4 Million 10.87 µm × 10.87 µm × 10.87 µm 2.72 µm × 2.72 µm × 1.72 µm
Mesh 2 7.2 Million 8.3 µm × 8.3 µm × 8.3 µm 2.08 µm × 2.08 µm × 1.46 µm
Mesh 3 15 Million 6.4 µm × 6.4 µm × 6.4 µm 1.6 µm × 1.6 µm × 1.05 µm
Ref. [39] - ≈ 13 µm × 13 µm × 13 µm ≈ 6.8 µm × 6.8 µm × 6.8 µm
Ref. [49] - ≈ 25 µm × 25 µm × 25 µm -
Ref. [50] - - ≈ 3 µm × 3 µm × 1.47 µm

(a) (b)

𝑥
𝑦

𝑧 Mesh 1 Mesh 2 Mesh 3

Local region 1 Local region 2 Local region 3 Local region 4

(c)

Figure 4: Mesh sensitivity results, (a) Time-dependent total water saturation in GDL. (b) Through-plane
local water saturation at t = 4 ms. (c) Water distribution in the GDL at t = 4 ms.

3.2. Model validation

The volume of fluid method implemented in OpenFOAM has been validated in differ-
ent situations, for example, bubble rise [51, 52], dam break [53, 54], multi-scale channel
flow [55, 56]. In this study, a two-dimensional rising bubble is simulated with the same
solver schemes as those utilized in this study. The results are compared with that of an-
other simulation method FreeLIFE [57], developed based on the level-set method. Both
simulations exhibit satisfactory similarity concerning the bubble center of mass. Detailed
simulation geometry and two more comparisons of bubble shape and bubble rise veloc-
ity are presented in Fig. 14(a-c). Besides, to validate the application of the volume of
fluid method in the GDL and GC two-phase flow simulation, an initial comparison be-
tween experimental and numerical results has shown a similar variation trend in the local
water saturation variation [23]. The GC water behavior has also been compared with
synchrotron-based X-ray radiography and tomography imaging [55]. For such a complex
GDL microstructure, an ideal comparison should keep the same GDL topology in both
experiment and simulation. Both experimental image-based porous structure reconstruc-
tions and water saturation measurements are mostly based on high-resolution scanning
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techniques and good image processing approaches, which increases the difficulty of giving
good precise results. Niblett et al. [39] have used the same GDL geometry for both
experimental and numerical studies, as exhibited in Fig. 5(b). Both methods show a
similar GDL through-plane water saturation trend, starting to decline from around 0.32.
However, it can be seen that there is still some difference between the experiment and
simulation despite keeping the same geometry. In the present research, a comparable
analysis has also been carried out based on a stochastic straight-fiber GDL reconstruction
by controlling as many parameters as possible same as the experimental setup in [39].
The simulation geometry is shown in Fig. 14(d), and vital parameters have been listed
in Table 4 in 5. The present simulation also shows comparable results to the previous
results, which further illustrates the viability of the simulation method.

(a) A rising bubble case (b) A GDL-GC system case

Figure 5: (a) Comparison of the center of mass of a single rising bubble simulation between the fluid
volume method in OpenFOAM and the level set-based simulation method FreeLIFE [57]. (b) In a GDL-
GC system, comparison of the GDL through-plane water local saturation in the present work with both
experimental and numerical results in [39]. The simulation results in both studies are all extracted from
the same simulation time step, t = 4.5 ms.

3.3. GDL structure comparison

Given the inherent uncontrollable randomness observed in the GDL during manufac-
turing, such as variations in fiber orientation, achieving a completely ordered structure
relying on current techniques is still challenging [40]. Consequently, this investigation
maintains the random fiber orientation instead of pursuing a theoretically ordered config-
uration. Three distinct fiber curvatures, characterized by the parameters b = 0, fr = 0;
b = 0.2, fr = 2.5; and b = 0.4, fr = 2.5, have been employed to reconstruct three types of
GDLs. To mitigate potential misinterpretations arising from this randomness, each type
of GDL reconstruction comprises four samples, which are generated using a consistent
procedure. Besides, these GDLs undergo reconstruction through a layer-by-layer stack-
ing approach. Table 2 provides data on bulk porosity and five layer porosity values for
both physical and virtual GDLs. Layer 1 is situated at the GDL bottom and Layer 13
is positioned near the GDL/GC interface. Note that the capital letters S, C1, and C2
represent GDL fibers with straight, curved, and more curved shapes, respectively. The
maximum deviation of bulk porosity values from those of the authentic GDL H2315 is be-
low 1%, while the deviation of layer porosity is under 2%. These discrepancies fall within
acceptable limits for this investigation. Achieving a smaller tolerance error requires a
more strict constraint at the expense of an extended generation time. Additionally, the
observed similarity in layer and bulk porosity illustrates the controllability of the layer-by-
layer stacking strategy, which shows the potential for future fabrication of such structures.
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Representative illustrations of the first sample for each type are presented in Fig. 6(a-c).
From S-GDL1 to C2-GDL1, an increasing presence of curved fibers is observable.

𝑥
𝑦

𝑧

(a) S-GDL1 (b) C1-GDL1 (c) C2-GDL1

Figure 6: Three representative GDL configurations with different fiber curvature. (a) S-GDL1 (straight
fibers with b = 0, fr = 0); (b) C1-GDL1 (curved fibers with b = 0.2, fr = 2.5); (c) C2-GDL1 (curved
fibers with b = 0.4, fr = 2.5).

Table 2: Structural bulk and layer porosity in GDLs with varied fiber curvatures (S, C1, and C2).

GDL name Fiber curvature Bulk
porosity

Layer 1
porosity

Layer 4
porosity

Layer 7
porosity

Layer 10
porosity

Layer 13
porosity

H2315 GDL - 0.6985 0.7165 0.6897 0.7075 0.6688 0.7350
S-GDL1 b = 0, fr = 0 0.7039 0.7282 0.6967 0.7100 0.6780 0.7404
S-GDL2 0.7012 0.7189 0.6908 0.7080 0.6757 0.7418
S-GDL3 0.7027 0.7264 0.6870 0.7107 0.6759 0.7435
S-GDL4 0.7019 0.7246 0.6911 0.7116 0.6769 0.7382
C1-GDL1 b = 0.2, fr = 2.5 0.7006 0.7268 0.6915 0.7049 0.6691 0.7366
C1-GDL2 0.7010 0.7168 0.6957 0.7138 0.6729 0.7395
C1-GDL3 0.7021 0.7268 0.6914 0.7099 0.6686 0.7444
C1-GDL4 0.7021 0.7263 0.6909 0.7166 0.6703 0.7436
C2-GDL1 b = 0.4, fr = 2.5 0.6990 0.7246 0.6867 0.7081 0.6729 0.7404
C2-GDL2 0.6995 0.7148 0.6926 0.7110 0.6701 0.7435
C2-GDL3 0.6989 0.7253 0.6891 0.7078 0.6685 0.7401
C2-GDL4 0.6997 0.7169 0.6866 0.7025 0.6716 0.7364
Maximum
deviation

Absolute value 0.0055 0.0135 0.0101 0.0075 0.0095 0.0054
Percentage 0.78% 1.85% 1.45% 1.05% 1.40% 0.70%

3.4. GDL pore networks

Figure 7 displays the spatial distribution of pores and throats in the pore networks
of H2315 GDL, S-GDL1, C1-GDL1, and C2-GDL1, serving as representative samples in
each type. The H2315 GDL exhibits denser pores and throats compared to the other
three numerically regenerated GDLs, evident in the prevalence of red-colored pores and
denser blue-colored throats in Fig. 7(a). Note that the displayed pore network is fully
interconnected, excluding isolated individual pores and locally connected pores. Thus,
dense throats indicate robust connectivity among pores. Enlarging GDL fiber curvature
in Fig. 7(b-d), an increasing trend in small pores and throat density, as well as a reduction
of large pores can be observed.

10



𝑥
𝑦

𝑧

Pores

Throats

(a) H2315 GDL (b) S-GDL1 (c) C1-GDL1 (d) C2-GDL1

Figure 7: The spatial pore (the first row) and throat (the second row) distribution in pore networks for
H2315 GDL and S-GDL1, C1-GDL1, C2-GDL1, colored by the pore and throat diameter, respectively.

To extract detailed difference among these pore networks, Fig. 8(a-d) further distin-
guishes the frequency distribution of pores, throats, and an additional parameter, coor-
dination number. Thirty uniform sub-regions are utilized for frequency statistics of each
parameter. A higher sub-region division number yields a comparable distribution, indi-
cating the independence of subregion numbers in the analysis. It is noteworthy that the
specific frequencies for pore diameter, throat diameter, and coordination number in var-
ious scenarios are derived using different base constants, namely 3600, 13000, and 3600,
respectively. In Fig. 8(b-d), the term ’Minimum’ denotes the minimum recorded value
within individual subregions across the four distinct samples of each GDL type. Frequency
values are determined by summing the corresponding color region and all adjacent subre-
gions below it, ensuring a clear representation of sample frequency without encountering
issues of color overlap or transitions. The deviation of each sample from the lowest value
within the same category can be calculated. Furthermore, the observed discrepancies in
Fig. 8(b-d) are relatively minor, which suggests that each four stochastically generated
GDLs with the same fiber curvature exhibit comparable frequency distributions for pore
diameter, throat diameter, and coordination number.

Comparing Fig. 8(a) and Fig. 8(b-c), it can be seen that the H2315 GDL sample and
all numerically reconstructed GDLs have apparent difference in the three distributions.
Notably, the former exhibits a higher frequency peak value and a smaller peak frequency
distribution range. In detail, H2315 GDL has the largest pore and throat ratios with pore
diameters of 6-8 µm and throat diameters of 4-6 µm. The frequency distribution of pore
throat sizes exhibits a sudden rise preceding the peak and then shows a gradual decline
thereafter. In comparison, it is found that three types of reconstructed GDLs exhibit
larger pore and throat peak frequency distribution regions, and both have a diameter
range of 8-10 µm. Besides, their pore size distribution exhibits a cliff-like decline on both
sides of the peak value. Throat size distribution shows the second-largest frequency value
in the smallest throat diameter region. The difference between these two peak values
seems to decrease with enhancing fiber curvature. The similarities among the three types
of GDLs may result from the same layer-by-layer stacking methods. Compared with the
pore and throat frequency distribution among all pore networks, the coordination number
distribution shows similar variation profiles as the increase in the coordination number,
while H2315 GDL almost has the highest frequency value in each region, indicating the
best connection features. With the increase of fiber curvature in reconstructed GDLs, the
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pore connection becomes better. Consequently, increasing fiber curvature leads to more
pores and throats, thereby better connections.

(a) H2315 GDL

(b) S-GDLs

(c) C1-GDLs

(d) C2-GDLs

Figure 8: Frequency distribution of pore diameter, throat diameter, and coordination number for pore
networks of experimental and all reconstructed GDL. Their varying ranges are respectively [2-42 µm], [2-
38 µm], and [1-41]. The legend ’Minimum’ in Fig. 8(b-d) represents the minimal value in each subregion
of the four samples in each type of GDL. The frequency of each case equals the sum of its color region
and all below regions.

3.5. GDL water saturation and capillary pressure

In Fig. 9(a-c), the time-dependent total water saturation state is presented for three
types of GDLs featuring distinct fiber curvatures, during 4 ms. Prior to 1 ms, all GDLs
exhibited comparable rates of water accumulation within the material. However, their
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water behavior diverges thereafter, despite similarities in fiber diameter, bulk porosity,
and through-plane local layer porosity. Table 3 compiles the water breakthrough times
and corresponding capillary pressures for each GDL. Water breakthrough occurs across
all GDLs within the time span of 0.8 ms to 1.1 ms. Notably, there is an approximate
upward trend in breakthrough pressure with the increase of fiber curvature. Further
specific elaboration on capillary pressure will be provided subsequently.

Following the breakthrough, the water saturation in GDL H2315 experienced a slight
increase before reaching statistical stabilization, which is lower than those within all
virtually reconstructed GDLs. Only S-GDL1 shows a similar level of water saturation.
The concentrated small pores and throats in H2315 GDL probably contribute to its inside
low saturation, as water is forced to flow from large pores. In contrast, reconstructed GDLs
show a more pronounced increase in water accumulation. This may be due to their larger
pore and throat diameters corresponding to the peak frequency. Figure 9(a) reveals that
S-GDLs achieve statistically stable water saturation within the GDLs after 2 ms. For
C1-GDLs, Fig. 9(b) shows that C1-GDL3 and C1-GDL4 begin the stabilization around
2.5 ms, while C1-GDL1 and C1-GDL2 continue accumulating water at a slower rate. Four
C2-GDLs exhibit gradual water accumulation after 1.5 ms (See Fig. 9(c)). Figure 9(d)
depicts the ensemble average water saturation for different GDL types throughout the
specified duration. S-type GDLs exhibit an average water saturation closely resembling
that in the physical GDL but show the widest uncertain range. Both C1-type and C2-type
GDLs demonstrate comparable average values and exceed the maximum of the S-GDLs.
Consequently, a noticeable distinction emerges between straight-fiber and curved-fiber
GDLs. Additionally, a subtle divergence in water behavior is apparent between C1-type
and C2-type GDLs. with increasing the fiber curvature, a slow increase in total water
saturation after 2 ms becomes more general, which may related to the increased small
pores and throats.

Table 3: GDL breakthrough time and corresponding capillary pressure

GDL name Breakthrough
time (ms)

Breakthrough
pressure (kPa)

H2315 GDL 0.85 5.26
S-GDL1 0.85 5.83
S-GDL2 1.05 6.06
S-GDL3 0.85 5.58
S-GDL4 1 6.05
C1-GDL1 0.85 5.94
C1-GDL2 0.9 6.25
C1-GDL3 1.1 6.37
C1-GDL4 1.1 6.58
C2-GDL1 0.85 6.72
C2-GDL2 1.05 6.91
C2-GDL3 0.85 6.51
C2-GDL4 0.8 7.08

The discrepancy among four samples of each type of GDL can be attributed to the
irregularity in the distribution and connection of various sizes of pores, as we have dis-
cussed in Section 3.4, which is challenging to regulate in stochastic generation and even
actual manufacturing. This observation also highlights the challenge of drawing definitive
conclusions in two-phase flow studies solely based on one randomly reconstructed GDL.
Therefore, the ensemble average water saturation of three kinds of GDLs is shown in Fig.
9(d). It should be mentioned that the same type of physical GDL samples also should
have a difference in inside water saturation. Due to the structure limitation, this differ-
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ence is not shown for the physical GDL in this study. The error bar plot indicates that the
straight fiber GDLs bring a larger deviation compared with the curved fiber GDLs even if
it provides the possibility to be close to the water dynamics within the real GDL. On the
contrary, the curved-fiber GDL samples give higher ensemble average water saturation,
but the deviation is relatively smaller, which decreases the uncertainty.

(a) Straight fiber GDLs (b) Curved-fiber GDLs, b = 0.2

(c) Curved-fiber GDLs, b = 0.4 (d) Ensemble average for three types

Figure 9: Time-dependent water saturation state in the GDLs with three distinct fiber curvatures in 4
ms. The simulation results based on a physical GDL H2315 are used for comparison.

Figure 10 displays the time-varying capillary pressure in different GDLs. Before the
water breakthrough, the GDL sample showed a similar quick increase as the other three
samples of the same type. All of them begin to have a stabilization trend from t = 1 ms.
However, different levels of capillary pressure fluctuations can be seen, rather than the
relatively smooth changes in water saturation. Since the breakthrough, different levels of
pressure overshoot as well as relatively rapid fluctuation during 0.8 ms and 1.5 ms also
can be observed. Therefore, the capillary pressure is more sensitive to the pore structure
difference and flow evolution compared with the total water saturation.

Similar to the total water saturation, the four straight-fiber GDLs have a great dis-
tinction among them, while the S-GDL1 has a close capillary pressure variation to the
experimental GDL H2315. Whereas, the other GDL samples have higher capillary pres-
sure than the H2315 GDL. As the fiber curvature increases, from S-type to C2-type, the
GDL capillary pressure has a visibly increasing trend compared with the trend of total
water saturation, see Fig. 10(a-c). However, a slightly higher capillary pressure can be
found at the beginning period of water invasion (before around 0.4 ms) in Fig. 10(a-b)
and becomes very little in Fig. 10(c). Figure 10(d) shows the ensemble average capillary
pressure variation over time. Straight-fiber GDLs have the biggest error and lowest value
among the three types. Both curved-fiber GDLs have smaller errors, while the C2-GDLs
have the largest capillary pressure, which has an apparent difference from that of the
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C1-GDLs, unlike the ensemble average total water saturation in Fig. 10(d). Therefore,
the close relationship between capillary pressure and total water saturation is embodied.

With the above phenomenon, an extended consideration is that even though the whole
in-plane local porosity of an actual GDL can be kept relatively uniform, the uniformity
of the inside water distribution is still hard to guarantee. Non-uniform water distribution
will lead to non-uniform oxygen distribution, thereby non-uniform current density distri-
bution. To improve the controllability of GDL species transport properties, one possible
solution is to try to control the spatial distribution of pores considering both size and
connection. Even if the curved-fiber GDL water behavior is far away from the real one
in the present work, the smaller water saturation deviation among different samples also
shows potential in future GDL optimal designs.

(a) Straight fiber GDLs (b) Curved-fiber GDLs, b = 0.2

(c) Curved-fiber GDLs, b = 0.4 (d) Ensemble average for three types

Figure 10: Time-dependent capillary pressure in the GDLs with three distinct fiber curvatures in 4 ms.
The simulation results based on a physical GDL H2315 are used for comparison.

Combining the results of Fig. 8 and Fig. 10, a positive correlation is observed between
the pore network and capillary pressure in reconstructed GDLs. Higher fiber curvature in
these GDLs results in an increasing frequency of small pores and throats, contributing to
elevated capillary pressure. H2315 GDL exhibits dissimilar characteristics compared to
C2-GDLs, despite both having high frequencies in smaller pore and throat regions. This
discrepancy can be attributed to the higher frequency of coordination numbers in H2315
GDL, indicating improved pore connections. Consequently, there is an enhanced likeli-
hood of larger pores establishing connections with efficient water pathways, mitigating
the influence of smaller pores. Additionally, variations in water saturation and capillary
pressure between H2315 GDL and C2-type GDL result from dominant pore diameter re-
gions, despite relatively minor differences in coordination number distribution. Thus, the
importance of water transport is not solely dependent on the number of pores and throats;
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the coordination number, reflective of GDL connection quality, also holds significance.
Figure 11 is used to further investigate the relationship between saturated water in Fig.

9 and the pore network. The water saturation at 1 ms and 4 ms is selected to represent
before and after water breakthrough and colored in gray and purple, respectively. The
pore networks in Fig. 7 are filtered by removing the pores outside the water accumulation
topology at 4 ms. The top four panels in Fig. 11 represent the combination of filtered
pores and water saturation (gray) at 1 ms. It can be seen that most of the pores are
included in the gray topology while a few big pores (in H2315-GDL and S-GDL1) and
small-pore clusters (in C1-GDL1 and C2-GDL2) are outside. It can be seen that water
quickly occupies the regions clustered by large pores, which results in non-uniform spatial
water distribution across GDLs. The subregion without water rising up is found with
very small pores. In addition, with the increase of fiber curvature, an increasing number
of small pores (for example, blue color pores) are included in the water topology. Even
though the water saturation at this moment is similar among the four samples. However,
the small pores are found to contribute to the increasing capillary pressure. The bottom
four figures show the combination of filtered pores and the water saturation over two time.
The transitional light purple color represents the overlap in water saturation between these
two moments, indicating smaller water changes in these regions. Dark purple represents
the new water saturation. It is found that delayed water saturation after 1 ms in H2315
GDL and S-GDL1 is primarily attributed to both the emergence of a new breakthrough
flow path connected by big pores and water accumulation in big pore clusters, see Fig.
11(a-b). According to Fig. 11(c-d), increasing fiber curvature in C1-GDL1 and C2-GDL1
correlates with noticeable water accumulation in middle-size pores. The delayed water
accumulation in unique larger pores may result from difficult water breakthrough within
prior connected small pores and throats.

𝑥
𝑦

𝑧

t = 1 ms t = 4 ms Overlap at t = 1 ms and t = 4 ms

(a) H2315 GDL (b) S-GDL1 (c) C1-GDL1 (d) C2-GDL1

Figure 11: Combination of filtered pores and GDL water distribution state at 1 ms (gray surface) and
4 ms (purple surface). The gray color, dark purple color, and light purple color represent the water
saturation at 1 ms, the water saturation at 4 ms, and the overlap water distribution at two timesteps,
respectively. The pores are colored with the pore diameter size (see left color bar).
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Figure 12: Layer water saturation GDLs with different fiber curvature. Layer 1 is close to the GDL
bottom and Layer 13 is near the GDL/GC interface.

Furthermore, Fig. 12 displays the local layer water saturation at five layers (1, 4, 7,
10, 13). From the GDL bottom (Layer 1) to the GDL top (Layer 13), the local layer
water saturation gradually decreases in all cases. Even though the similar through-plane
layer porosity among all GDLs, as displayed in Table 2, the individual GDL in each
type gradually shows a larger difference from the other samples over time, apart from
the similar variations in layer 1. A type of GDL is usually designed and manufactured
with distinct through-plane porosity distributions. For example, the Toray TGP-H type
[58] shows higher porosity on both sides and lower porosity in the middle. Besides, some
people also try to design gradient porosity distribution [59]. However, we find that all
the GDLs here show different through-plane layer water variations. In each type, a GDL
exhibiting reduced water saturation in a specific lower layer compared to other specimens
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does not necessarily maintain lower water saturation in subsequent layers relative to other
samples. For instance, S-GDL3 displays the least water saturation in Layer 4 among the
four samples, yet exhibits the highest water saturation in Layer 7, with middle water
saturation level observed in Layer 10. This finding means the layer water distribution can
not be well controlled by a specific through-plane porosity distribution. It can be seen
that different sizes of pores are randomly located in different layers in Fig. 7, which is
also a key factor for water distribution. Not only the layer porosity but also a possible
control of the fiber location and orientation which can contribute to the layer pore size
adjustment and through-plane pore connectivity should be paid attention to in future
work.

In addition, for the GDLs with curvature b = 0.4, a slight increase in total water
saturation after breakthrough in Fig. 9(c) is found resulting from the increase in the 7th
and 10th layers. Starting from Layer 7, H2315 GDL has a faster water accumulation
rate than that of all other reconstructed GDLs before water breakthrough, followed by
quick stabilization. This may result from its good connections among big pores and short
breakthrough pathways. As the increase of fiber curvature, an increasing trend of local
water saturation also can be found in layers 1, 4, and 7.

Furthermore, the local water dynamics within the majority of GDLs exhibit frequent
fluctuations in Layer 13, attributed to droplet breakthrough and detachment in the central
region of the GDL. In contrast to the preceding layers, the 13th layer demonstrates a
higher saturation level in S-type GDLs and H2315 GDLs. An augmentation in fiber
curvature results in a decline in water saturation in this layer, particularly evident in
the transition from S-type GDLs to curved-fiber GDLs. Within the breakthrough region,
water saturation primarily depends on the in-plane cross-section size of the fingering flow,
as illustrated in Fig. 11, where the pore size distribution governs fingering flow size and
length. The results also indicate that large pores in H2315 GDL and S-type GDLs form
significant breakthrough pathways, while an abundance of small pores in curved-fiber
GDLs increases the likelihood of smaller breakthrough pathways. Certain GDLs, such as
C1-GDL2, C2-GDL1, and C2-GDL1, exhibit relatively stable saturation.

To explain the reasons behind these differences in oscillation degrees, Fig. 13 presents
water flow within three interconnected GCs at 3 ms, 3.25 ms, and 3.35 ms. Based on
water flow within the GC connected to C1-GDL2, the breakthrough flow is categorized
into three types, labeled 1 (red), 2 (green), and 3 (pink). In Type-1 flow, droplets detach
close to the GDL with a larger size, exerting a more substantial influence on GDL water.
Type-2 flow features an elongated water throat and smaller droplets, resulting in a lower
impact on GDL water. Type-3 flow adheres to the GC side wall, accumulating water
without significant influence on GDL water. Consequently, a higher prevalence of Type-2
and Type-3 flow corresponds to reduced water oscillation in the top region of the GDL.
The GC connected to C2-GDL1 also exhibits some Type-2 flow, correlating with smaller
oscillations in GDL Layer 13, as depicted in Fig. 12. In contrast, the water flow in
the GC associated with S-GDL1 is characterized by a higher occurrence of Type-1 flow,
explaining the frequent and pronounced oscillations. Following droplet detachment from
GDL breakthrough water, a discernible decreasing trend in layer water saturation in the
13th layer is observed around 3 ms in Fig. 12. Besides, the bigger droplets in the GCs
move slowly compared with the small ones in the GCs connected with curved-fiber GDLs.
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Figure 13: Water behavior in three GCs connected with S-GDL1, C1-GDL2, and C1-GDL1, respectively.
Based on C1-GDL2, three different breakthrough flow types in the GCs are labeled with 1 (red), 2 (green),
and 3 (pink).

4. Conclusions

In this study, a rod periodic surface model stochastically reconstructs three Gas Dif-
fusion Layer (GDL) types with varying fiber curvatures, using essential structural param-
eters from a physical Fredenberg H2315 GDL sample. Pore network and two-phase flow
simulation models are employed to explore differences between reconstructed and physi-
cal GDLs, considering the impact of fiber curvature for the first time. The relationship
between pore network parameters (pore diameter, throat diameter, coordination number)
and GDL water saturation and capillary pressure is investigated. Although virtual GDLs
maintain similar bulk and layer porosity, as well as fiber diameter, to the physical GDL,
both simulation types reveal visible differences. H2315 GDL exhibits higher frequency
in pore and throat diameter, and coordination number, and peak frequencies located in
smaller sizes of these parameters. Despite the H2315 GDL having a more complex and
better pore connection, it shows lower GDL water saturation and capillary pressure than
virtual GDLs. Compared to all curved-fiber GDLs, straight-fiber GDLs, like S-GDL1,
show potential similarity to H2315 GDL, but with a larger uncertain range in GDL water
saturation and capillary pressure. Increasing fiber curvature leads to a noticeable rise in
the amount of pore, throat, and coordination number. Moreover, capillary pressure shows
an increase with fiber curvature. The increase in fiber curvature enhances complexity and
pore connection level but contributes to larger capillary pressure due to the increased
number of smaller pores. Long-term slow increase trends in GDL water saturation af-
ter water breakthrough becomes apparent with increasing fiber curvature. Water flow
varies significantly from the GDL bottom to the top, and the breakthrough region experi-
ences local water saturation oscillation during droplet attachment and detachment at the
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GDL/GC interface, indicating inherent instability. Three types of breakthrough flow are
explored based on droplet detachment distance to the interface: near the interface, upon
the interface, and no detachment on the side walls. Channels with straight-fiber GDLs
show a higher occurrence of large droplets detaching close to the interface, resulting in
a slower drainage process. The impact of droplet detachment near the interface on GDL
top layer water oscillation is more pronounced than detachment upon the interface and
attached flow on the GC side walls.

Future studies could extend to investigate water behavior in gas channels, such as pres-
sure drop and water accumulation. Additionally, stochastic reconstruction could be im-
proved by considering other GDL properties like tortuosity, permeability, and anisotropy
for a more reliable and realistic base for further GDL optimization.
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5. Model validation
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Figure 14: (a) The geometry for simulation model comparison on a rising bubble. (b-c) Comparison of
bubble shape and bubble rise velocity between two simulation methods. (d) The geometry and dimensions
for validation simulation in a GDL and GC system, including a long rectangular GC and a smaller
rectangular GDL in the middle as well as a cylindrical water inlet in the bottom. The right two are the
top view and side view of the central part with GDL.

Table 4: Parameter comparison between the present study and previous study [39].

Parameters Niblett et al. [39] Present validation study

GDL Size 786 µm× 848 µm× 165 µm 800 µm× 800 µm× 165 µm
GC Size 800 µm× - µm× 300 µm 800 µm× 800 µm× 300 µm
GDL inlet 500 µm diameter, 50 µm thick-

ness
Same

GDL fiber contact angle 139◦ Same
GC wall contact angle 56◦ Same
Operation temperature 80◦C Same
Porosity - 0.88a

Fiber diameter - 9 µm [60]
Water inlet velocity 0.0287 m/s Same
Air inlet velocity 15 m/s Same
a: https://www.fuelcellstore.com/spec-sheets/SGL-GDL_24-25.pdf
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6. Supplementary data

A supplementary video is provided to show more details about the dynamic process of
liquid water transport process through the physical GDL H2315 and three representative
GDLs with different fiber curvature.
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