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We investigate the formation and transport of gas bubbles across a model porous catalyst/electrode using lattice Boltz-
mann simulations. This approach enables us to systematically examine the influence of a wide range of morphologies,
flow velocities, and reaction rates on the efficiency of gas production. By exploring these parameters, we identify crit-
ical parameter combinations that significantly contribute to an enhanced yield of gas output. Our simulations reveal
the existence of an optimal pore geometry for which the product output is maximized. Intriguingly, we also observe
that lower flow velocities improve gas production by leveraging on coalescence-induced bubble detachment from the
catalyst.

I. INTRODUCTION

The formation and transport of gas bubbles play a pivotal
role in a wide range of catalytic reactors and electrolyzers.
Many of these applications utilize porous materials, either as
catalyst supports or as electrodes themselves1–5. Therefore,
it is crucial to optimize the morphology of the porous ma-
terial to enhance the efficient transport of both reactants and
products, aiming at maximizing the overall chemical yield6–8.
The case where reactants are in liquid phase and products in
gas phase is particularly challenging due to the formation of
bubbles, which exhibit dynamics that can be sensitive to the
morphology of the porous materials9–12.

A prominent example for a chemical reaction forming gas
bubbles in a liquid phase is the generation of oxygen and
hydrogen in an electrolyzer. This process holds significant
importance as hydrogen, produced by renewable energy, is a
promising alternative to fossil fuels and is expected to play a
key role in the transition to a carbon-free economy13. Nev-
ertheless, the current hydrogen production process is still
energy-intensive, and further improvements are necessary to
increase its efficiency. Hence, ongoing research focuses on
advancements in the development of efficient catalysts to
accelerate reaction rates. Building on this, in particular,
where the boundaries of material optimization are reached, the
search for an optimal electrode morphology takes precedence.
However, the design of an efficient electrode microstructure
faces a significant challenge: on the one hand maximizing the
electrode’s surface area is essential to accommodate a large
number of gas evolution reactions, while on the other hand,
the electrode’s morphology must ensure excellent permeabil-
ity to facilitate the unimpeded transport of gas bubbles away
from the electrode’s reactive sites to prevent clogging and re-
duce Ohmic resistances.

Numerous studies have explored the impact of the porous
electrode structure on gas bubble nucleation, growth, de-
tachment and transport aiming at understanding how these
factors influence the efficiency of electrolysis14–19. As gas
bubble nucleation primarily occurs at the electrode’s sur-
face, a common approach to enhance gas output is the

maximization of electrode surface area. To achieve this,
electrodes are frequently constructed from porous materials,
ranging from nanotubes20–22, nanowires23,24, nanorods25,26

or nanospheres27–29 to microfibers30,31 and macroporous
foams32,33. These structures cover various length scales, from
the nano- to millimeter-scale, combining the advantages of
high electrochemical activity and high permeability34,35. Af-
ter nucleation, the bubbles grow by further absorbing dis-
solved gas via diffusion before they eventually coalesce with
neighboring bubbles36. This process continues until either the
entire reactive site is covered by a gas bubble causing the gas
evolution reaction to cease due to the depletion of reactants.
Or, alternatively, if the surface tension force attaching the bub-
ble to the electrode is weaker than buoyancy and/or than the
viscous stress force exerted on the bubble by a surrounding
flow, the gas bubble detaches and is advected away16. In
terms of optimizing the electrode efficiency, it is crucial to
prevent the formation of bubbles blocking the reactive sites15

and instead to promote their effective removal. Therefore, a
frequently utilized approach for improving bubble removal,
especially in flow cells, is to apply a flow field in parallel
with or even through the porous electrode structure31,37–39.
Another strategy to improve gas bubble detachment encom-
passes the tuning of electrode wettability, which includes the
design of electrode microstructures that promote high contact
angles20,40–43. By doing so, the contact area between the gas
bubble and the electrode is reduced, which diminishes the sur-
face tension force binding the gas bubble to the electrode and
facilitates the detachment of the gas bubble.

Once gas bubbles detach from the surface, the focus shifts
to their efficient transport within the porous electrode struc-
ture33,44–47. To explore the impact of geometry on transport
efficiency, the electrode microstructure is frequently assessed
using averaged parameters like porosity, tortuosity, and per-
meability. These parameters serve as critical factors in the op-
timization of the gas transport48. Nevertheless, comparatively
little attention has been devoted to understanding the influ-
ence of the morphology of the vacant electrode space, where
gas bubble transport occurs, on electrolytic efficiency46. This
is attributed not least to the high computational demands that
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have so far prevented a systematic optimization of the 3-
dimensional porous electrode structure.

Considering all of these aspects, it becomes evident that an
increased surface area, along with a higher reaction rate, en-
hances gas production only if the generated gas can be trans-
ported away from the electrode fast enough to prevent gas
bubbles obstructing the reactive surface. An optimized elec-
trode structure has to account for both, a large electrode sur-
face area and at the same time a high permeability, but their
intricate interdependency makes simultaneous optimization
challenging. This challenge arises from the fact that achiev-
ing a larger surface area often results in increased resistance
to flux whereas conversely, a planar geometry with high per-
meability and low tortuosity tends to exhibit a lower surface
area. Adding to this complexity is the involvement of length
scales spanning several orders of magnitude, making the opti-
mization a very difficult task. Until today, it is not clear how
the optimal electrode morphology should be designed.

To address this challenge we employ the lattice Boltzmann
method (LBM) and simulate the electrocatalytic process using
a sinusoidal unit cell as a model of the porous electrode or sup-
port structure Fig. 1. The sinusoidal pore model simplifies the
flow geometry to a few essential parameters, enabling a sys-
tematic investigation of the impact of morphology, flow veloc-
ities, and reaction rates on the catalytic output. This approach
allows us to optimize relevant system parameters and identify
critical parameter combinations that significantly contribute to
an enhanced yield of produced gas.

Figure 1: Schematic representation of the porous model structure
used in our simulations.

The subsequent sections of this paper are organized as fol-
lows: In Section II we outline our numerical methodology and
simulation conditions. Section III comprises a summary of
our simulation results, investigating the impact of diverse pore
geometries, flow velocities, and reaction rates on catalytic ef-
ficiency. The final section provides conclusions and a brief
outlook on future research directions.

II. NUMERICAL METHOD AND SIMULATION
CONDITIONS

The simulation of the electrolysis process requires an algo-
rithm with the capability to accurately model the intricate in-
terplay of phenomena such as phase separation and chemical

reactions with hydrodynamics. We have selected the lattice
Boltzmann algorithm as our model of choice, as it excels in
meeting these requirements and it has recently been used in
similar studies47,49.

We conduct our lattice Boltzmann simulations on a three-
dimensional lattice with 19 discrete velocities (D3Q19)50.
The evolution of the discrete distribution function f k

i (⃗x, t) for
each fluid component k is described by the lattice Boltzmann
equation

f k
i (⃗x+ c⃗i∆t, t +∆t) = f k

i (⃗x, t)+Ω
k
i (⃗x, t), (1)

where Ωk
i is the collision operator, i = 1, ...,19 specifies the

lattice direction and k ∈ {1,2} the fluid component. For clar-
ity without loss of generality, we set the time step ∆t = 1, the
lattice constant ∆x = 1 and the unit mass m0 = 1 for the subse-
quent analysis. The fluid density ρk is derived from the zeroth
moment of the distribution function

ρ
k (⃗x, t) = ∑

i
f k
i (⃗x, t), (2)

and the macroscopic fluid velocity u⃗k (⃗x, t) from the first mo-
ment of the distribution function

u⃗k (⃗x, t) =
∑i f k

i (⃗x, t) c⃗i

ρk (⃗x, t)
. (3)

Phase separation is implemented using the color gradient
method (CG) which introduces an interaction between dif-
ferent fluid components achieving phase separation in three
steps51–54. In the first step, the direction of steepest increase
in the density of the respective fluid component (color gradi-
ent) is calculated

F⃗k (⃗x, t) = ∇

(
ρζ (⃗x, t)−ρξ (⃗x, t)
ρζ (⃗x, t)+ρξ (⃗x, t)

)
, (4)

where ζ ,ξ ∈ {1,2} for a two component fluid and ζ > ξ .
In the subsequent perturbation step, populations collinear to

the gradient of the density field of the respective fluid compo-
nent k are increased, whereas populations perpendicular to it
are diminished, resulting in the emergence of surface tension:

(
Ω

k
i

)pert
f k
i (⃗x, t) = f k

i (⃗x, t)+
Ak

2
|F⃗k (⃗x, t)|

(
wi cos2(φ k

i )−Bi

)
,

(5)
with wi being the lattice weights

wi =

 1/3 i = 1
1/18 i = 2, ... ,7
1/36 i = 8, ... ,19

(6)

and φ k
i the angle between the color gradient F⃗k and the lattice

direction c⃗i. The strength of the surface tension is controlled
using the free parameter Ak, while Bi is selected to ensure
mass conservation:

Bi =

 −2/9 i = 1
1/54 i = 2, ... ,7
1/27 i = 8, ... ,19

(7)
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In the final step, known as the recoloring step, the two phases
are separated by distributing the two fluid populations in op-
posite directions.(

Ω
ζ

i

)recol
fi(⃗x, t) =

ρζ

ρ
fi(⃗x, t)

+β
ρζ ρξ

ρ2 cos(φi) ∑
k=ζ ,ξ

f k,eq
i (⃗x, t)(ρk,0),

(8)

where β controls the interface thickness (β = 0.99 in all our
simulations to obtain sharp interfaces), fi = ∑k f k

i . The lo-
cal equilibrium distribution f k,eq

i is derived from a Taylor ex-
pansion of the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution to the second
order

f k,eq
i (⃗x, t) = ρ

k
[

φ
k
i +ϕiᾱ +wi

(
c⃗i · u⃗
c2

s
+

(⃗ci · u⃗)2

2c4
s

− u⃗2

2c2
s

)]
,

(9)
with cs being the lattice speed of sound, ϕi a lattice dependent
weight and ᾱ the density weighted average of parameter αk,
which sets the equilibrium density for each fluid component55.
The total collision operator of the CG method Ωk

i extends the
standard Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook (BGK) collision operator56

(
Ω

k
i

)BGK
f k
i (⃗x, t) = f k

i (⃗x, t)−ωk

(
f k
i (⃗x, t)− f k,eq

i (⃗x, t)
)
.

(10)
The BGK collision operator relaxes the population f k

i to its lo-
cal equilibrium with a relaxation rate ωk = 1/τk, with τk = 5.5
in our simulations. The relationship between the relaxation
time τk and the kinematic viscosity νk of fluid k is derived
from the Chapman-Enskog expansion to second order. This
relationship is expressed as

νk = c2
s

(
τk −

1
2

)
. (11)

Finally, the BGK collision operator is extended by incorporat-
ing the perturbation and recoloring operators to yield the CG
collision operator Ωk

i ,

Ω
k
i =

(
Ω

k
i

)recol
◦
(

Ω
k
i

)pert
◦
(

Ω
k
i

)BGK
. (12)

The CG collision operator is constructed by sequentially ap-
plying the BGK, perturbation, and recoloring operators, in this
order, and conserves all collisional invariants like mass and to-
tal momentum for each fluid component.

We carefully validated our simulation framework by suc-
cessfully reproducing phenomena such as Neumann angles,
the equation of Young-Laplace and the behavior of oscillating
droplets, consistent with the data presented in57. Furthermore,
we achieved outstanding results in simulating the coalescence
of liquid lenses across wide ranges of surface tensions and
viscosities, as demonstrated in58.

Chemical reactions are introduced through reactive bound-
ary conditions at lattice nodes adjacent to the reactive bound-
ary, converting all 19 fluid populations of one fluid species

into another governed by the reaction rate ω . To minimize the
influence of unequilibrated flow, reactions in our simulation
occur solely at the boundaries of the middle pore. We set up
our simulations with periodic boundary conditions to prevent
the introduction of artificial boundary effects at the channel’s
inflow and outflow. However, this choice necessitates the re-
moval of gas bubbles at the domain outlet. To achieve this,
we skip the recoloring step of the color gradient method in
the vicinity of the outlet and instead assign the total popu-
lation of the perturbation step to the fluid phase, ensuring a
bubble-free fluid at the channel outlet. Nonetheless, we allo-
cate one-quarter of the entire domain at both the inlet and the
outlet as flow equilibration sections. These domains serve to
eliminate boundary effects and prevent interference from the
retransformation of gas bubbles into the fluid phase. To ensure
the accuracy of our measurements and mitigate biases caused
by transient effects, we start our measurements only after a
sufficient number of time steps had elapsed so that the simu-
lation could reach either a limit cycle or a steady state (in the
case of clogging).

We choose the amplitude A of the sinusoidal channel
boundary, the channel diameter D0, the reaction rate ω , and
flow velocity induced by an acceleration a on the fluid as key
variables to tune the electrolytic efficiency. Further simula-
tion parameters are selected in such a way that they are as
similar as possible to the real parameters of water electrolysis,
i.e. we aim for low capillary numbers Ca = µU/σ < 1 and
low Reynolds numbers Re = ρUD/µ ≈ 1. (The low capillary
number accounts for the high surface tension of gas in water
compared to its low viscosity and a low Reynolds number sets
the size of our pores to millimeter scales and below.)

In our set of simulations we varied the amplitudes be-
tween A ∈ [0;24], the channel diameter in the range of D ∈
[31;62], the applied acceleration by one order of magni-
tude a ∈ [10−5;10−4] and the reaction rate between ω ∈
[10−5;0.003] in lattice units. This results in relatively low
Reynolds numbers, Re ∈ [0.001;2.9] and Capillary numbers,
Ca ∈ [0.001;1.3].

We express our parameters and observables in non-
dimensional form (denoted by an asterisk (*) hereafter) to
eliminate the dependencies on specific units and physical
scales. We choose half of the wavelength of the sinusoidal
corrugation λ/2 (see Fig. 1), as our reference length scale.
Consequently, the non-dimensionalized amplitude (pore as-
pect ratio) A∗ = 2A/λ represents the ratio of pore depth (2A)
to pore diameter (λ ), controlling the fluid flow through the
pore. Similarly, normalizing the channel diameter with the
reference length yields D∗

0 = 2D0/λ . Since our simulations
take place in the regime of low Reynolds numbers, where vis-
cous forces dominate over inertial forces, we further choose
the viscous time tc = λ 2/(4ν) (with ν representing the kine-
matic viscosity) as our time scale for non-dimensionalization.
Consequently, the non-dimensionalized applied acceleration
is given by a∗ = aλ 3/(8ν2) and the non-dimensionalized re-
action rate by ω∗ = ωtc. Further, we chose the time-averaged
amount of gas leaving the system Jgas as observable to mea-
sure the system efficiency. It is non-dimensionalized by divid-
ing through the maximum outflow observed in all our simula-
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tions J∗gas = Jgas/J max
gas .

Finally, it should be noted that our freedom of parameter
choice is limited by the simulation method. Spurious cur-
rents57,59–61 are inherent to most lattice Boltzmann multiphase
methods and are generally proportional to the surface ten-
sion σ . To ensure that they do not distort the physical flow
field, surface tension forces must be small compared to iner-
tial forces. Conversely, the upper limit of fluid velocities u is
constrained by the requirement of our LBM implementation
to stay within the limit of low Mach numbers.

III. SIMULATION RESULTS

Our investigation focuses on the optimization of relevant
system parameters and the identification of critical parame-
ter combinations to enhance the electrocatalytic efficiency of
electrolyzers. Specifically, we focus on exploring the effects
of pore morphology described by corrugation amplitude A and
channel diameter D0, flow velocity within the pore, and reac-
tion rate ω .

These four parameters play a crucial role in optimizing the
efficiency of the catalytic process, as underscored by their
key contribution to determining the dimensionless Damköhler
number Da = ωl/u, where ω represents the reaction rate, u is
the characteristic velocity in the channel, and l is a characteris-
tic length of the system. The Damköhler number serves as an
important descriptor of the process efficiency, which signifies
the relative importance of the production time scale compared
to the advection time scale. The reaction rate, a key parame-
ter in our study, directly influences the Da number. Similarly,
when associating the critical length with the length of the re-
acting boundary, the corrugation amplitude A also influences
Da directly. The flow velocity, as the third factor in the Da
number, undergoes an intricate interplay between the applied
acceleration and pore morphology, as elucidated by our simu-
lations.

In the following, we examine the influence of each parame-
ter in detail, also considering how variations in other parame-
ters can alter the observed effects through cross-dependencies.

A. Variation of geometry

We commence our investigation by examining how geome-
try influences gas output. To this end we systematically mod-
ify the geometry of the porous structure by varying the pore
depth controlled by the amplitude A of the sinusoidal perturba-
tion and by changing the channel diameter D0. An increase in
A results in a simultaneous increase of the reactive boundary
where gas evolution reactions occur (see Fig. 2). In our simu-
lation, the reactive surface area S increases by approximately
38% for the highest corrugation amplitude compared to a flat
channel. Thus, the geometry with the largest amplitude has
the potential to produce the greatest amount of hydrogen.

However, the full realization of this potential depends on
the efficiency of the gas removal process. It is crucial to keep
the reactive sites free of reaction products, requiring sufficient
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(b) permeability

Figure 2: Influence of geometric properties on reacting surface area
S normalized by the surface area of the flat channel S0 (a) and per-
meability k normalized by the permeability of the flat channel (with
lowest diameter) k0 (b).

permeability of the geometry and, even more critically, ad-
equate advection in proximity to the reactive surface S. In a
first step, we simulated the flow of a single-phase fluid through
the pore geometries and determined their permeabilities using
Darcy’s law62,63. Taking the permeability of the flat channel
with minimal channel diameter k0 as reference, we observe a
decrease in permeability by approximately 64% for the max-
imal amplitude. Furthermore, enlarging the channel diame-
ter resulted in a nearly 3-fold enhancement of permeability.
Combining the effects of surface area and permeability sug-
gests an increase in gas production with increasing amplitude
until reaching a maximum. Beyond this point the diminishing
permeability becomes predominant, resulting in a decline in
gas output.

We can confirm this expectation through our simulations.
As illustrated in Fig. 4 (top panel), a flat channel geometry
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Figure 3: Mean gas output dependent on channel amplitude A∗ and
channel diameter D∗

0 (a∗ = 2.4, ω∗ = 2.0×103).

demonstrates already a good level of gas output for a wide
range of accelerations, reaction rates, and channel diameters.
This is attributed to the inherent efficiency of a flat geometry,
facilitating effective gas transport and minimizing the likeli-
hood of clogging. However, we observe that especially under
elevated reaction rates (Fig. 4a), accelerations that avoid clog-
ging (Fig. 4b) or small channel diameters (Fig. 4c) the gas out-
put can be increased by increasing the corrugation amplitude.
Under these conditions, the gas output reaches an optimum
for a pore aspect ratio A∗ ≈ 1/3. Interestingly, in many cases,
the increase in production exceeds the increase in surface area
(Fig. 2 and Fig. 3), indicating that the catalytic area alone is
insufficient for predicting the overall production. However,
by increasing amplitudes beyond the optimal threshold, the
higher amplitudes extend so deeply into the channel that they
impede the efficient transport of gas bubbles, leading to a de-
crease in gas output. Simultaneously, the increased depth of
pores leads to the entrapment and accumulation of gas bub-
bles, consequently diminishing the number of active reactive
sites (Fig. 5a). With further increasing amplitudes, the de-

cline in gas output continues until the bubble sizes become
comparable to the channel diameter, leading to clogging of
the channel with gas bubbles (Fig. 4b, diamond symbol and
Fig. 5b).

Concerning the relationship between gas output and chan-
nel diameter, we observe that small channel diameters are
generally favorable for most of the parameter space (Fig. 4,
bottom panel). Nevertheless, it is crucial to ensure that the
channel diameter is sufficiently large compared to the bub-
ble diameter to prevent channel clogging (Fig. 4e, diamond
symbol). Depending on the flow velocity in the channel, we
observe that channel clogging starts when bubble radii exceed
approximately 0.1 to 0.5 times the minimal diameter of the
channel.

Furthermore, we frequently observe a second local opti-
mum at medium channel diameters, which, in special cases
like in a flat channel with high reaction rates and high accel-
eration (Fig. 4f, sphere symbol), becomes the global optimum
for this parameter combination.

Experiments also indicate that enhancing the electrode sur-
face through corrugation, such as using a 3D-printed NiFe-
LDH pyramid structure, results in higher OER performance
compared to a flat electrode64. Additionally, experiments con-
firm that the electrode with the best balance between surface
area and bubble permeability exhibits the best performance31.

Taking all factors into consideration, we can derive generic
design principles for the geometric configuration of the chan-
nel from our simulation results. Firstly, small yet non-
clogging channel diameters prove to be favorable. As for the
amplitude, our second geometric parameter, either a flat chan-
nel or moderate corrugation amplitudes are advantageous, de-
pending on the other non-geometric parameters, i.e., the ac-
celeration and reaction rate. We will discuss the influence of
these parameters in the following.

B. Variation of applied pressure drop

We now focus on elucidating the relationship between the
applied pressure drop, modeled via a constant applied accel-
eration on the fluids, and output of reaction products Jgas. For
a given channel height, we can vary the acceleration by ap-
proximately one order of magnitude. At lower accelerations,
we encounter limitations due to clogging, while at higher ac-
celerations that result in flow velocities approaching 1/3 of
the lattice speed, stability issues with the lattice Boltzmann
algorithm become the primary constraint.

In a simple system with no phase separation and flat geom-
etry, the catalytic output can be enhanced by increasing the
velocity within the channel. This improvement continues un-
til a point is reached where all reaction products are promptly
transported away, leading to a plateau in the output. However,
this line of reasoning is not applicable in situations involving
phase separation. In such cases, an intriguing phenomenon
arises: reducing the flow velocity within the channel can ac-
tually lead to an increase in gas output. While this might ini-
tially appear counterintuitive, a closer examination of the sim-
ulation data unveils the underlying rationale for this behavior.
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Figure 4: Representative one-dimensional slices of the phase space illustrating the dependency of gas output on the corrugation amplitude A∗

(top panel) and the channel diameter D∗
0 (bottom panel). The left panel varies acceleration, the center panel varies the reaction rate ω∗, and the

right panel varies the channel diameter D∗
0 or amplitude A∗, respectively.
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(a) blocked pore
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(b) clogged channel

Figure 5: Representative depictions of a blocked pore (a) and a
clogged channel (b).

When flow velocities are decreased, larger bubble radii are
observed due to a reduction in drag forces (Fig. 6).

By further reducing the flow velocity, these bubbles even-
tually grow to a size where they come into contact with neigh-

0 100 200 300 400 500
50

100
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200

(a) a∗ = 3.82

0 100 200 300 400 500
50

100

150

200

(b) a∗ = 0.96

Figure 6: Representative depiction of the impact of accelerations on
bubble sizes within a flat channel.

boring bubbles. Consequently, these larger bubbles exhibit a
higher frequency of coalescence. The process of coalescence
results in the detachment of bubbles from the reactive bound-
aries, thus freeing up the reactive sites for subsequent reac-
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tions. Experimental evidence also supports the detachment of
bubbles through coalescence, as observed in65–67. The effi-
ciency is not solely enhanced by freeing reactive sites through
coalescence-induced bubble detachment, but is also comple-
mented by the observation that the detached bubbles tend to
move toward the center of the flow channel. In this region,
flow velocities are higher compared to those near the surface,
resulting in enhanced transport efficiency. This also manifests
as a consistent trend in our simulations: reducing acceleration
is associated with an increase in gas output across all parame-
ter combinations (Fig. 7 and Fig 11).

However, this trend only persists until a critical threshold is
reached, below which the small acceleration leads to channel
clogging. Two factors contribute to this phenomenon: firstly,
the low drag forces promote the formation of large gas bub-
bles with diameters comparable to the channel diameter, even-
tually leading to clogging of the channel and secondly, the
low flow velocities are then insufficient to clear blockages.
As illustrated in Fig. 7, clogging can be observed for small
accelerations a∗ < 0.96 and corrugated geometries with am-
plitudes A∗ ≥ 0.06. Hence, the optimal point for maximizing
gas production is generally found at accelerations just before
clogging occurs.

Referring to Fig. 8, three general strategies exist to prevent
channel clogging under low accelerations. Firstly, the chan-
nel diameter can be chosen sufficiently large to avoid clog-
ging at a given reaction rate. Conversely, the reaction rate can
be reduced to a level where bubbles are small enough to pre-
vent channel blocking. Both strategies, however, result in a
diminished gas output. Notably, the choice of a flat channel
geometry stands out as the most favorable configuration for
accommodating low accelerations without compromising gas
production (Fig. 8a, sphere symbol). Additionally, analogous
to the simulations with varying channel geometry, we also ob-
serve an increase in the gas output for moderate amplitudes in
all non-clogging cases when varying the acceleration (Fig. 7a
and Fig. 8a).

C. Variation of reaction rate

Finally, we explore the impact of the reaction rate ω on gas
output (see Fig. 9). As expected, enhancing the reaction rate
results in a corresponding increase in the gas output. For very
high reaction rates the gas output smoothly reaches a plateau
(Fig. 10), as the reaction rate becomes so substantial that more
gas is produced than can be effectively advected in the chan-
nel. Two notable cases arise: firstly, when reaction rate com-
pared to advection becomes too large, resulting in pore block-
age (Fig. 10b, diamond symbol), and secondly, when the re-
action rate increases to the extent that bubbles with sizes are
produced that are comparable to the channel diameter, leading
to channel clogging (Fig. 10a, diamond symbol).

In accordance with previous observations, the output in-
creases as the channel amplitude rises with a maximum output
at a pore aspect ratio of A∗ ≈ 1/3. Similarly, consistent with
previous observations, gas output increases for lower accel-
erations (Fig. 10a) and smaller channel diameters (Fig. 10c)
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(a) Gas output versus acceleration a∗ and amplitudes A∗
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(b) Clogging fraction ϕ versus acceleration a∗ and amplitudes A∗

Figure 7: Average gas output (a) and fraction of time that the channel
is clogged denoted as ϕ (b) dependent on channel amplitude A and
applied pressure gradient (acceleration). All data was simulated with
a channel height of D∗

0 = 1.8 and a reaction rate of ω∗ = 4.1×103.

provided no channel clogging occurs.
To conclude, we broaden the perspective by providing a

representative overview of the four-dimensional parameter
space spanned by amplitude A∗, diameter D∗

0, applied acceler-
ation a∗ and reaction rate ω∗ as depicted in Fig. 11.

It confirms the trends which we discussed in the previous
sections across a wide spectrum of parameters. The overall
gas output can be enhanced by reducing the applied accel-
eration or by increasing the reaction rate, provided channel
clogging is avoided. Specifically, we observe channel clog-
ging for Ca ≲ 0.1. In most cases a small channel diameter
is superior to large channel diameters and for most of the pa-
rameter space the efficiency can be improved by choosing an
optimal corrugation amplitude around A∗ ≈ 1/3. Conversely,
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Figure 8: Representative one-dimensional slices of the phase space, illustrating the variation of gas output in dependence on the acceleration
a∗ for different values of the amplitude (a), the channel diameter D∗

0 (b), and the reaction rate ω∗(c).
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Figure 9: Mean gas output dependent on channel amplitude A and
reaction rate ω∗ (D∗

0 = 1.6, a∗ = 4.8).

a flat channel geometry (A∗ = 0) proves beneficial for high
accelerations in combination with low reaction rates (Fig. 11
h-i). The flat channel geometry stands also out as particularly
suited for low accelerations coupled with large reaction rates,
as alternative configurations tend to result in channel clog-
ging. Notably, this latter parameter combination yields the
highest gas output across all simulations (see Tab. I).

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In our simulations, we investigated how the yield of gas
output can be increased by optimizing the geometry of the
porous electrode structure under different flow velocities and
reaction rates. To identify beneficial parameter combinations,
we sampled the relevant parameter space with more than 2700
simulations. Our results affirm the presence of advantageous
parameter combinations that significantly enhance gas output.

In many cases, gas output can be augmented by increas-

J∗gas A∗ D∗
0 ω∗ a∗

1 1.000 0.0 1.6 4.0×103 0.5
2 0.928 0.0 1.2 4.0×103 1.0
3 0.906 0.0 1.4 4.0×103 0.5
4 0.897 0.0 1.4 3.6×103 0.5
5 0.878 0.0 1.6 3.6×103 0.5
6 0.871 0.3 1.4 4.0×103 1.0
7 0.869 0.3 1.6 4.0×103 1.0
8 0.859 0.3 1.4 4.0×103 1.0
9 0.848 0.3 1.2 4.0×103 2.4
10 0.841 0.3 1.4 4.0×103 1.4

Table I: Most efficient parameter combinations based on a sampling
of the parameter space with more than 2700 simulations.

ing the channel corrugation amplitude A, thereby leveraging
a higher number of reacting sites. However, this trend is ef-
fective only up to a point where the corrugation becomes so
pronounced that gas starts to accumulate in the pores, ren-
dering reactive sites inactive. Simultaneously, the amplitudes
then extend so far into the channel that permeability deteri-
orates and the efficient advection of gas bubbles is impeded.
For very low accelerations or low reaction rates, a flat channel
geometry is found to be optimal.

Further, it generally proves to be beneficial to reduce the
flow velocity within the channel, while avoiding complete
clogging. This promotes the formation of larger bubbles and
capitalizes on the coalescence-induced drop detachment ef-
fect. Consequently, the number of active reactive sites is in-
creased and bubbles are directed toward the center of the chan-
nel, where higher flow velocities enhance efficient gas bubble
transport.

As long as clogging is prevented, higher reaction rates typi-
cally result in increased gas output. This is attributed not only
to the increased gas production, but also to the fact that higher
reaction rates lead to the formation of larger gas bubbles. In
analogy to the reasoning for lower accelerations, these larger
bubbles are more efficient due to coalescence-induced bubble
detachment.

Despite employing a simplified 2D model, we still en-
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Figure 10: Representative one-dimensional slices of the phase space, illustrating the variation of gas output dependent on the reaction rate ω∗

for different values of acceleration a∗ (a), amplitude A∗ (b), and the channel diameter D∗
0 (c). Channel clogging (a)-diamond symbol and pore

blockage (b)-diamond symbal can be observed.

counter the challenge of dealing with an extensive number
of possible parameter combinations, resulting in substantial
computational cost in exploring the relevant parameter space.
Hence, a preemptive exploration of the high-dimensional pa-
rameter space was impractical. Future efforts could focus on
further exploring optimal parameter combinations, employing
techniques such as gradient descent methods or neural net-
works. Another parameter of great interest for future studies
is the wettability of the porous structure, which significantly
influences the detachment of gas bubbles. Furthermore, in-
vestigating the influence of additional geometrical parameters
would allow, e.g., to understand the influence of the tortuosity
on the transport in realistic morphologies.
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Figure 11: Visualization of the parameter space, where the color coding indicates the corresponding gas output Jgas∗.
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