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Non-equilibrium molecular dynamics (NEMD) simulations of fluid flow have highlighted the peculiarities of nanoscale
flows compared to classical fluid mechanics. In particular, boundary conditions can deviate from the no-slip behavior
at macroscopic scales due to various factors. In this context, we investigate the influence of surface morphology in slit-
shaped nanopores on the fluid flow. We demonstrate that the surface morphology effectively controls the slip length,
which approaches zero when the molecular structures of the pore wall and the fluid are matched. Using boundary-
driven, energy-conserving NEMD simulations with a pump-like driving mechanism, we examine two types of pore
walls—mimicking a crystalline and an amorphous material—that exhibit markedly different surface resistances to flow.
The resulting flow velocity profiles are consistent with Hagen–Poiseuille theory for incompressible, Newtonian fluids
when adjusted for surface slip. For the two pores, we observe partial slip and no-slip behavior, respectively, which
correlate with fluid layering and depletion near the surfaces. However, the confinement of the fluid gives rise to an
effective viscosity that varies substantially with the pore width. Analysis of the hydrodynamic permeability shows that
the simulated flows are in the Darcy regime. Additionally, the thermal isolation of the flow causes a linear increase in
fluid temperature along the flow, which we relate to strong viscous dissipation and heat convection, utilizing conserva-
tion laws of fluid mechanics. Our findings underscore the need for molecular-scale modeling to accurately capture the
fluid dynamics near boundaries and in nanoporous materials, where macroscopic models may not be applicable.

Keywords: nanofluidics, capillary flow, hydrodynamic permeability, fluid state theory, non-equilibrium molecular dy-
namics simulation

I. INTRODUCTION

In the past 60 years, molecular dynamics (MD) simulations
have developed into an indispensable tool in many areas of
research, complementing experimental investigations and the-
oretical predictions; examples range from drug development1

and cell biology2 to materials research3,4, chemical process
engineering5,6, and geology7. Nowadays, it is used routinely
to study the physical and chemical properties of complex
materials and macromolecules as well as kinetic processes
therein8–11. This provides detailed insights into phase dia-
grams, structural properties, transformation rates, and trans-
port coefficients, including dynamic shear viscosity, thermal
and electrical conductivity, and diffusivity. The pioneering
works12,13 employed classical particle models with simplis-
tic interaction potentials to test fundamental predictions of
statistical mechanics and kinetic theory. In this respect, the
results of MD simulations have set and are still setting cor-
ner stones in our understanding of material responses, which
were supported by and are still challenging the theoretical
developments, a prime example being the long-time tails in
the autocorrelation of particles in liquids14–17 and arrested
fluids18–20. Moreover, the development of advanced, realis-
tic force fields21–24 has turned MD simulations into a prime
method for quantitative predictions of material properties, and
these developments have rapidly gained new momentum with
the advent of machine-learned interaction potentials that are
based on first-principles calculations25–27.

a)Electronic mail: f.hoefling@fu-berlin.de

Whereas the investigated system sizes were originally lim-
ited to a few hundred atoms and just several thousand integra-
tion time steps, simulations of some million atoms over tens of
millions of time steps can be performed routinely on today’s
high-performance computing installations28–31, also owing to
the massive parallelism provided by general-purpose accelera-
tor hardware (“graphics processors”). This has brought small-
wave number and low-frequency phenomena into the reach of
MD simulations16,28,32–34, thereby providing access to hydro-
dynamic scales with molecular resolution. It allows one to
study set-ups typical of fluid mechanics in great detail such
that also the boundary layers of a fluid flow can be resolved
down to the scale of atomic interactions. This is particularly
relevant for the development of realistic continuum models
of pores via up-scaling approaches, which need information
about the molecular behaviour at the nanoscale35,36; there, hy-
drodynamic permeability models are prone to break down37.

Transport phenomena in confined geometries, particularly
at the nanoscale, showcase a continuously growing num-
ber of technological applications and relevance in natural
processes38–40. The behavior of fluids in confined spaces is
studied with the aim to design materials for filtration41,42,
energy applications37,42–44, water desalination45, chip-level
cooling46, and DNA sequencing47, to name only a few. A
critical factor in determining fluid behavior within a porous
medium is the nature of the interactions between the fluid
and the pore surfaces48,49. Hydrophobicity, the tendency of
a surface to repel water or similar polar fluids, modulates the
fluid flow and distribution within the pore space; in partic-
ular, it can lead to pronounced slippage of the flow at the
fluid–surface interface. Such slip, however, depends in a
subtly way on factors such as surface roughness, wettabil-
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ity, and the presence of gaseous layers50. Surface roughness
can change the fluid behavior significantly, which is known
as the Lotus effect49: experiments evidence that specific sur-
face coatings—such as polymers or nanotube structures, re-
ferred to as “nanoforests”—can create superhydrophobic sur-
faces with extremely low friction to flow51. The effect has also
been demonstrated in MD simulations of fluid flow near nano-
structured surfaces52. On the other hand, for hydrophilic sur-
faces with a similar topography, one may expect that trapping
of fluids within surface asperities or pockets creates additional
friction and reduces slippage.

For atomically smooth, crystalline surfaces, it was shown
that hydro- and solvophobicity facilitate fluid slip53, which
was linked to the formation of distinct interfacial layers,
where fluid density and structure differ significantly from
those in the bulk54. However, despite a general trend that hy-
drophobic surfaces show a reduced fluid–surface interaction
and enhance fluid slip, hydrophobicity alone does not imply a
large slip length and vice versa55. Moreover, subtle changes
in the fluid–surface interaction can drive significant structural
and density changes near the surface without modifying the
wetting properties of the surface. There is no simple correla-
tion between the interfacial fluid structure and the hydropho-
bicity of the surface and we refer to the partially controversial
discussion in, e.g., Refs. 56–58. Also atomic-level details like
surface composition, molecular orientation, and electronic in-
teractions can profoundly impact the slip behavior, even on
structurally similar surfaces, which was demonstrated in ab
initio simulations of water near graphene surfaces59,60.

Fluid flow through nanoporous media using non-
equilibrium MD (NEMD) simulations has been investigated
with low intensity since the 1990’s (e.g., Ref. 61), but has seen
a surge in research activity during the past decade. The focus
is typically on the permeability of ordered porous media such
as MOFs62,63 and linear or slit-shaped pores54,64–68, but also
through disordered organic materials37,69,70. The majority
of these studies addresses the transport of molecules in the
gas phase or of low-density fluids, while NEMD simulations
for dense liquids face particular technical challenges. One
approach to steady fluid flow is to prescribe the chemical
potential of the inlet and outlet by means of grand-canonical
(GC) reservoirs (dual control volume set-up)69–71. However,
the Monte Carlo part of this approach would become inef-
ficient for dense liquids due to the low acceptance rate of
trial insertions of particles. One solution to this problem is to
control the pressure instead of the chemical potential72, and
a recent, reservoir-based alternative to GC-NEMD simula-
tions is offered by spatially adaptive resolution simulations
(AdResS)73–75. Another line of approach to steady flow
is driving the liquid in a boundary region of a periodic
set-up by applying an external force to maintain a pressure
difference67,68 or a concentration gradient63. More generally,
custom flow fields can be generated by extending the force
field into the whole pore space76; in the context of incom-
pressible flows, a constant force was used to mimic a constant
pressure gradient54,65. Below, we describe boundary-driven
NEMD simulations of steady flow implement via a pump-like
driving mechanism, which is applied to the particles in a

small region at the entrance of the pore, while preserving the
Hamiltonian character of the fluid dynamics in the remaining
pore volume.

No-slip boundary conditions are a customary and realis-
tic choice in fluid engineering to model fluid flow through a
macroscopic conduit. On the other hand, the above discus-
sion shows that the control of specific boundary conditions of
fluid flow in MD simulations is a challenging task. The abil-
ity to realize no-slip boundaries at the molecular scale would
facilitate the comparison of particle-resolved simulations with
predictions from continuum fluid dynamics. In particular, one
may expect that the latter predictions apply to a larger part
of the simulated volume, which can serve as a coarse-grained
particle model of fluid flow with low compressibility. A pos-
sible route to this aim are surfaces with a molecular rough-
ness in order to introduce tangential stresses on the fluid, and
thereby increasing the friction with the surface and decreasing
the slip.

In this work, we investigate how surface morphology, or
molecular-scale surface topography, affects fluid flow near the
surface. In particular, how does it modify the effective bound-
ary conditions, the local structure of the fluid, and the overall
permeability? We propose and characterize a nanopore model
with discrete walls composed of obstacles arranged to match
the molecular structure of the fluid. We show that such a con-
figuration allows efficient control of surface slip, which is al-
most completely eliminated. More specifically, we simulate
the steady flow of a simple fluid inside a slit-shaped nanopore
as a minimal model of a porous medium; this choice enables
comparison with previous studies and has obvious extensions
to other pore cross sections. We relate the molecular-level
observations of fluid flow to the basic laws of fluid mechan-
ics and test predictions of Hagen-Poiseuille theory for incom-
pressible, Newtonian fluids. Lastly, we discuss the issue of
heat transport in isolated fluid flow under conditions of strong
viscous dissipation, as encountered in fast-flow scenarios.

II. FLUID MECHANICAL CONSIDERATIONS

A. Hagen–Poiseuille flow in a slit-shaped conduit

We consider the laminar flow of a fluid through a slit-
like conduit of width 𝐷 and square-shaped surfaces, each of
macroscopic area 𝐿2. The application of a pressure difference
Δ𝑃 = 𝑃in − 𝑃out at the inlet and outlet of the conduit leads
to a Hagen–Poiseuille flow, which we shall briefly re-derive
here. To this end, we choose a coordinate frame such that the
𝑥-axis points parallel to the wall surfaces, in the direction of
the flow, and the 𝑧-axis is perpendicular to the surfaces, which
are located at 𝑧 = ±𝐷/2 so that 𝑧 = 0 denotes the plane in
the center of the flow. By translational symmetry, the problem
does not depend on the 𝑦-coordinate of the position.

The steady flow of a uniform, incompressible, New-
tonian fluid is governed by the stationary Navier–Stokes
equation77,78:

𝑚𝜚 (𝑣 · ∇) 𝑣 = −∇𝑃 + 𝜂∇2𝑣, (1)
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with 𝑚𝜚(𝑥, 𝑧) being the fluid density field, 𝑣(𝑥, 𝑧) the veloc-
ity field, 𝑃 (𝑥, 𝑧) the pressure field, and 𝜂 the dynamic shear
viscosity. At macroscopic scales, no-slip boundary conditions
hold at the surfaces of the conduit:

𝑣(𝑥, ±𝐷/2) = 0. (2)

At low Reynolds number, the l.h.s. of Eq. (1) is negligible
and the velocity field is aligned with the direction of the mean
flow, 𝑣 = (𝑣𝑥, 0, 0). Due to the incompressibility of the fluid,
low Mach number, and in the absence of an external force, the
pressure gradient is constant: 𝜕𝑥𝑃 (𝑥, 𝑧) = −Δ𝑃/𝐿. Thus,
the problem becomes 𝑥-independent and the 𝑥-component of
the flow field obeys:

0 = Δ𝑃/𝐿 + 𝜂 𝜕2
𝑧 𝑣𝑥(𝑧) . (3)

Applying the boundary condition in Eq. (2) results in the
Hagen–Poiseuille flow profile79,80:

𝑣𝑥(𝑧) = Δ𝑃

2𝜂𝐿

(︂
1
4𝐷2 − 𝑧2

)︂
. (4)

Unlike in macroscale systems, where the friction near sur-
faces is fully developed, at the atomistic scale, the fluid
molecules slip along the surface and, the arrangement of
surface atoms, as well as their interaction with the fluid
molecules, affects the boundary layer of the flow. These lead
to an effective full or partial slip of the flow field, described
by Navier’s partial slip condition77,81:

𝑣𝑥(𝑧 = ±𝐷/2) = ∓𝛽slip 𝜕𝑧𝑣𝑥(𝑧 = ±𝐷/2), (5)

where 𝛽slip is the slip coefficient, representing the distance be-
low the surface at which the no-slip condition would hold if
the velocity was linearly extrapolated into the wall. As an
alternative to 𝛽slip, we introduce the slip length 𝛿slip as an ap-
parent displacement of the pore surface from, e.g., 𝑧 = 𝐷/2
to 𝑧 = 𝐷/2+𝛿slip. The velocity profile for partial slip follows
from solving Eq. (3) for the boundary condition (5) instead of
the no-slip condition Eq. (2):

𝑣𝑥(𝑧) = Δ𝑃

2𝜂𝐿

(︂
1
4(𝐷 + 2𝛿slip)2 − 𝑧2

)︂
; (6)

in this case, the two definitions of the slip length are related
via:

𝛽slip = 𝛿slip(1 + 𝛿slip/𝐷) . (7)

In many applications, interest often lies in the total amount
of fluid passing through the conduit per unit time, which is
quantified by the volumetric flow rate or, equivalently, the
mass flux per unit area,

𝐽𝜚 = 1
𝐷

∫︁ 𝐷/2

−𝐷/2
𝜚𝑣𝑥(𝑧) d𝑧 , (8)

which is given as the momentum density field, 𝜚𝑣, averaged
over the cross section of the conduit. In the case of Hagen–
Poiseuille flow without slip, one finds:

𝐽𝜚 = 2
3𝜚𝑣𝑥(0) = 𝐷2Δ𝑃

12𝜈𝐿
, (9)

using Eq. (4) and the kinematic viscosity 𝜈 = 𝜂/𝜚. In the
field of porous media, the proportionality between fluid flow
and the applied pressure gradient is known as Darcy’s law48,82,
which defines the permeability 𝑘 of the medium:

𝐽𝜚 = 𝑘Δ𝑃

𝜈𝐿
. (10)

Comparison with Eq. (9) yields the permeability of the slit-
shaped conduit:

𝑘 = 𝐷2

12 . (11)

If slip at the surface is taken into account, one calculates from
Eq. (6):

𝑘 = 𝐷2

12 + 𝛽slip(𝐷/2) (12)

= 1
12

(︀
𝐷2 + 6𝐷𝛿slip + 6𝛿slip

2)︀
, (13)

showing that the presence of slip increases the effective per-
meability of the pore, allowing more fluid to pass through for
the same pressure gradient.

B. Non-isothermal flow

For the interpretation of data obtained within energy-
conserving MD simulations, as presented below, we need to
relate viscous dissipation and heat conduction to the fluid tem-
perature. Such a relation can be found in fluid mechanics
texts78,83; here, we will only sketch its derivation. To this
end, we start from the first law of thermodynamics applied
to a small control volume 𝑉 . The total energy 𝐸 within the
volume consists of the internal energy due to molecular inter-
actions and thermal motion, and the kinetic energy due to the
macroscopic fluid flow, but it does not include the potential
energy due to external forces. According to the first law, the
rate of change d𝐸/d𝑡 of the energy balances the rate �̇� of
heat added to the volume minus the rate �̇� of work done by
the volume:

d𝐸/d𝑡 = �̇� − �̇� . (14)

The energy content of the control volume changes due to local
energy conversion and due to advection with the flow field:

𝑑𝐸

𝑑𝑡
=

∫︁
𝑉

𝜕𝑡

(︀
𝑚𝜚𝑒 + 1

2 𝑚𝜚|𝑣|2
)︀

d𝑉

+
∫︁

𝜕𝑉

(︀
𝑚𝜚𝑒 + 1

2 𝑚𝜚|𝑣|2
)︀
𝑣 · 𝑛 d𝐴, (15)

where the field 𝑒 denotes the internal energy per unit mass, 𝑚𝜚
is the mass density field, and 𝑣 the flow field, as above. The
work performed by the volume has a contribution stemming
from the pressure acting on its surface 𝜕𝑉 and a contribution
due to viscous forces at the surface. For the rate of work:

�̇� =
∫︁

𝜕𝑉

𝑃𝑣 · 𝑛 d𝐴 −
∫︁

𝜕𝑉

𝑣 · (𝜏 · 𝑛) d𝐴 , (16)
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where the unit vector 𝑛 is the outward normal to the surface
and the symmetric tensor 𝜏 is the deviatoric stress of the fluid.
Moving from the rate of heat, �̇�, to that of the heat density, per
volume, 𝑞, and transforming the surface integrals into volume
integrals via Gauss’ divergence theorem yields a local form of
energy conservation:

𝜕𝑡

(︀
𝑚𝜚𝑒 + 1

2 𝑚𝜚|𝑣|2
)︀

+ ∇·
[︀
𝑚𝜚𝑣

(︀
𝑒 + 𝑃/(𝑚𝜚) + 1

2 |𝑣|2
)︀]︀

= 𝑞 + ∇ · (𝑣 · 𝜏 ). (17)

The l.h.s. is further simplified by expanding the derivatives
over the products and introducing the material derivative,
D𝑡 = 𝜕𝑡 + 𝑣 · ∇, as well as by making use of the continu-
ity equation for mass conservation,

𝜕𝑡(𝑚𝜚) + ∇ · (𝑚𝜚𝑣) = D𝑡𝑚𝜚 + 𝑚𝜚∇ · 𝑣 = 0 (18)

and Cauchy’s momentum equation, which yields:

𝑚𝜚D𝑡𝑣 = −∇𝑃 + ∇ · 𝜏 . (19)

On the r.h.s., we rewrite ∇ · (𝑣 · 𝜏 ) = 𝑣 · (∇ · 𝜏 ) + Φ upon
defining the viscous dissipation function:

Φ = 𝜏 : ∇𝑣 = 𝜏𝛼𝛽(𝜕𝛼𝑣𝛽) ; (20)

the sum convention is applied in the last expression. Collect-
ing terms leads to the energy equation, which holds generally,
here, in the absence of external forces, since it is merely an
expression of the fundamental conservation laws:

𝑚𝜚D𝑡𝑒 + 𝑃∇ · 𝑣 = 𝑞 + Φ . (21)

Assuming thermodynamic equilibrium locally, in each con-
trol volume, spatial changes of the internal energy 𝑒 are deter-
mined by the fluid’s caloric and thermal equations of state,
𝑒 = 𝑒(𝑇, 𝜚) and 𝑃 = 𝑃 (𝑇, 𝜚). We invoke the fundamental
relation84,85:

d𝑒(𝑇, 𝜚) = 𝑐𝑣(𝑇, 𝜚) d𝑇 − 𝑃 (𝑇, 𝜚) d(𝜚−1) , (22)

where the irreversibly added heat 𝛿𝑞 = 𝑐𝑣d𝑇 is expressed
through the isochoric specific heat 𝑐𝑣 = (𝜕𝑒/𝜕𝑇 )𝜚 and 𝜚−1

denotes the specific volume. Then, the chain rule for D𝑡 im-
plies:

D𝑡𝑒(𝑇, 𝑚𝜚) =
(︂

𝜕𝑒

𝜕𝑇

)︂
𝜚

D𝑡𝑇 +
(︂

𝜕𝑒

𝜕𝜚

)︂
𝑇

D𝑡𝑚𝜚

= 𝑐𝑣D𝑡𝑇 + 𝑚𝜚−2𝑃 D𝑡𝜚 . (23)

Thus, the l.h.s. of Eq. (21) can be rewritten to yield the tem-
perature form of the energy equation:

𝑐𝑣𝑚𝜚D𝑡𝑇 = 𝑞 + Φ , (24)

where we have used mass conservation, Eq. (18), to cancel
the term 𝑃∇ · 𝑣. Equation (24) rests on mild assumptions
and, in particular, holds for non-uniform, compressible, non-
Newtonian fluids. It remains to specify the terms on the r.h.s.
of the equation.

For the rate �̇� of change of the heat contents of the control
volume, we consider only heat conduction through the control
surface, which is given in terms of the heat flux vector 𝑗𝑞 by
�̇� = −

∫︀
𝜕𝑉

𝑗𝑞 · 𝑛 𝑑𝐴. Using Gauss’ theorem and removing
the integral over the control volume, which was arbitrary, 𝑞 =
−∇ · 𝑗𝑞 holds. We apply Fourier’s law86,87,

𝑗𝑞 = −𝜅∇𝑇, (25)

which approximates the heat flux 𝑗𝑞 as the linear response to
a (small) temperature gradient ∇𝑇 , in accordance with exper-
imental observations for both fluids and solids; the coefficient
𝜅 is the thermal conductivity. Hence,

𝑞 = 𝜅∇2𝑇. (26)

For the viscous dissipation function, Eq. (20), we specialise
to an incompressible, Newtonian fluid. Under these condi-
tions the viscous stress tensor is 𝜏 = 𝜂�̇�, where the rate of
strain tensor is given by �̇� = ∇𝑣 + (∇𝑣)⊤. Accordingly, the
viscous dissipation function reads:

Φ = 𝜂(𝜕𝛼𝑣𝛽 + 𝜕𝛽𝑣𝛼)(𝜕𝛼𝑣𝛽) = 1
2 𝜂�̇� : �̇� , (27)

and substituting into Eq. (24) yields to the equation of the tem-
perature field under the named approximations83:

𝑐𝑣𝑚𝜚(𝜕𝑡𝑇 + 𝑣 · ∇𝑇 ) = 𝜅∇2𝑇 + 1
2 𝜂�̇� : �̇� . (28)

It describes how the local temperature of the fluid changes as a
result of fluid convection (𝑣 · ∇𝑇 ), heat conduction within the
fluid (𝜅∇2𝑇 ), and viscous dissipation (𝜂�̇� : �̇�/2); the latter
accounts for the irreversible work performed due to friction
between fluid layers.

III. SIMULATION METHOD

This study employs boundary-driven non-equilibrium
molecular dynamics (NEMD) simulations to explore
nanoscale mass transport of a simple fluid within slit-shaped
pore structures formed by discrete obstacles. The simulations
were conducted using HAL’s MD package88,89, a software that
leverages the high parallelism of graphics processors (GPUs)
and other accelerator hardware90 and that is an efficient and
precise tool for studying inhomogeneous fluids32,34,91–93.

A. Fluid model

For the fluid, we employ a simple liquid consisting of re-
pulsive spheres interacting via a smoothed Weeks–Chandler–
Andersen (WCA) potential:

𝑈WCA(𝑟) = [𝑈LJ(𝑟) − 𝑈LJ(𝑟𝑐)] 𝑔((𝑟 − 𝑟𝑐)/ℎ), (29)

which is derived from the Lennard-Jones pair potential,
𝑈LJ(𝑟) = 4𝜀

[︀
(𝜎/𝑟)12 − (𝜎/𝑟)6]︀

. The parameters 𝜀 and 𝜎
serve as units of energy and length, respectively, and the unit
of time is chosen to be 𝜏 =

√︀
𝑚𝜎2/𝜀 in terms of the particle
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FIG. 1. Top: sketch of the geometry of the simulated slit-shaped
pore space. The cuboid is filled with fluid, which is driven at the pore
entrance (yellow region) in the direction of the thick arrow, indicating
the flow. The flow is delimited by the pore walls at the top and bottom
faces of the cuboid, and periodic boundary conditions are applied at
the other faces. Bottom: Snapshots of the particle configurations
in NEMD simulations for two different obstacle arrangements (red
particles), which realize walls with a crystalline (fcc) and amorphous
structure, respectively. The pore is filled with fluid particles (blue).
For better visibility, a smaller pore space (𝐿 = 50) than the one used
in the actual simulations is shown.

mass 𝑚. Placing the cutoff distance 𝑟𝑐 at the minimum of the
potential, 𝑟𝑐 = 21/6𝜎, the interaction contains only the repul-
sive forces that prevent particle overlap without considering
attractive dispersion forces. A smooth truncation is used to
ensure good energy conservation during long MD simulations
in the microcanonical (NVE) ensemble, implemented via mul-
tiplication of the energy-shifted potential with the algebraic
interpolation function33,89,94,95 𝑔(𝑥) = 𝑥4/

(︀
1 + 𝑥4)︀

for 𝑥 ⩽ 0
and 𝑔(𝑥) = 0 otherwise. Thereby, 𝑈WCA(𝑟) is rendered 𝐶2-
continuous also at the cutoff. We choose ℎ = 0.005𝜎 for the
truncation range, which is small enough to entail only minor
changes of the fluid properties due to the truncation. Through-
out this study, density and temperature of the quiescent fluid,
without driving, are fixed to 𝜚 = 0.7𝜎−3 and 𝑇 = 1𝜀/𝑘B.

B. Pore morphologies

The fluid flow is confined to a nanoscale conduit of slit ge-
ometry, which is created by two parallel, square-shaped walls
of nominal distance 𝐷 and each of surface area 𝐿×𝐿 (Fig. 1).
The accessible volume has the form of a cuboid, and periodic
boundary conditions are applied at the four open faces. Carte-
sian coordinates are used as in Section II A, in particular, the
𝑧-axis is normal to the wall surfaces and the 𝑥-axis points in
the direction of the flow. Here, we focus on a pore width of
𝐷 = 15𝜎, amounting to 𝑁 = 105 000 fluid particles in the
set up, which is complemented by results for wider pores with
𝐷 = 30𝜎 and 60𝜎 to better separate surface and confinement
effects.

The pore walls are implemented as arrangements of obsta-

cle particles, which are fixed in space and which exert forces
on the fluid particles according to the same WCA potential,
Eq. (29), that is used for the interaction between fluid parti-
cles. The use of such discrete walls provides us with flexibil-
ity regarding the surface morphology. This allows us to study
the role of morphology in the fluid flow by comparing simu-
lations with two types of pore surfaces, which we refer to as
crystalline and as amorphous walls.

For crystalline walls, the pore particles are placed on a face-
centered cubic (fcc) lattice with a lattice constant of 𝑎lat =
1.25𝜎, Fig. 1. (Technically, the dimension of the simulation
box is extended along the 𝑧-axis by adding 15𝜎 in total to
accommodate the obstacle particles.) The lattice constant is
chosen small enough to prevent infiltration of fluid particles
into the wall structure, it implies nearest-neighbor distances
of 𝑎lat/

√
2 ≈ 0.88𝜎. The dense arrangement of pore particles

results in a highly ordered, crystalline structure, exposing a
comparably smooth surface to the fluid.

For amorphous walls, the pore particles are distributed in
a disordered fashion in such a way that the fluid structure is
matched, Fig. 1. Such structures are generated by filling the
whole simulation volume, (𝐷 + 15𝜎) × 𝐿 × 𝐿, with a WCA
fluid at the desired fluid density and temperature and equili-
brating its structure in a short NVT simulation run. After-
wards, the particles found outside the (nominal) volume of the
conduit are identified as obstacles and they delimit the pore
space, while those inside the pore region represent the fluid;
obstacle particles do not participate in the further integration
of the equations of motion. The procedure leads to compara-
bly rough, irregular wall surfaces in contact with the fluid.

The presence of density fluctuations in the obstacle config-
uration and the overall lower obstacle density, we applied an
additional measure to prevent fluid particles from penetrating
the walls. Alongside the obstacles, two flat, planar walls are
positioned at a distance of 𝜎 behind the pore surfaces. For the
interaction energy of a fluid particle at position 𝑧 with each
wall, we use a purely repulsive surface potential:

𝑈flat(𝑧 < 𝑟𝑐) = 4𝜋𝜀𝑤

3 × 15

(︁𝜎

𝑧

)︁9
, (30)

in terms of the distances 𝑧 = 𝑧 − (𝐷/2 + 𝜎) and 𝑧 =
𝑧 + (𝐷/2 + 𝜎). The surface potential is smoothly trun-
cated, analogously to Eq. (29), using again the cutoff distance
𝑟𝑐 = 21/6𝜎 with ℎ = 0.005𝜎.

C. Boundary-driven NEMD simulation

Thermostatted pump. Boundary-driven flows are gener-
ated in the NEMD simulations by placing a “pump”, com-
bined with a thermostat, at the entrance of the pore space75.
For particles in the region 0 ⩽ 𝑥 ⩽ 𝐿pump = 10𝜎 along the
𝑥-axis, new velocities are randomly assigned, after fixed in-
tervals of 𝜏pump = 0.2𝜏 , by sampling from a shifted Gaus-
sian distribution with mean 𝑣0𝑒𝑥 and variance 𝑘B𝑇/𝑚; the
latter corresponds to the Maxwell–Boltzmann distribution at
temperature 𝑇 with an imposed flow velocity 𝑣0 along the 𝑥-
axis. Thereby, particles leave the pump region with the de-
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sired target velocity, pushing away particles in front of them
and thereby creating a steady mass flux in the pore. We note
that due to the resistance of the pore to the flow, the achieved
average flow velocity is slightly below the nominal pump ve-
locity 𝑣0 (see below). This issue can be mitigated by decreas-
ing the update interval 𝜏pump. For the data interpretation, we
will work with the achieved flow velocity.

The motion of all fluid particles, including those in the
pump region, is generated with the velocity Verlet integrator,
yielding a Hamiltonian dynamics in the pore space (𝐿pump ⩽
𝑥 ⩽ 𝐿), except in the pump region; in particular, mass, mo-
mentum, and energy are locally conserved.

Simulation protocol. The system preparation starts with
an equilibration phase in a canonical (NVT) ensemble over a
duration of 100𝜏 , where the number of particles and the vol-
ume of the simulation box are fixed and a global Andersen
thermostat96, with an update rate of 10𝜏−1, is used to con-
trol the temperature. After equilibration, the simulation tran-
sitions to the non-equilibrium set-up, by replacing the Ander-
sen thermostat with the thermostatted pump in the boundary
region. Two NEMD simulation runs follow, each of a duration
of 100𝜏 , first to relax the fluid to the non-equilibrium steady
state and, finally, to collect the data for the observables. For
equilibrium MD simulations, we have chosen an integration
timestep of 𝛿𝑡 = 0.001𝜏 , which was increased to 𝛿𝑡 = 0.005𝜏
in NEMD simulation runs.

D. Observables

Spatially resolved properties. During data collection,
phase space trajectories, combining particle positions and ve-
locities, are saved regularly after intervals of length 𝜏 to the
disk using the H5MD file format97. Spatially resolved profiles
of the flow velocity are calculated along the direction normal
to the pore surfaces. To this end, the pore space is divided
along the 𝑧-axis into equally-spaced slabs of width 0.375𝜎
and centered at the positions 𝑧𝑛. For each of these “bins”, the
set 𝑆𝑛(𝑡) of particles located in bin 𝑛 at time 𝑡 is determined
and the mean velocity 𝑣𝑥(𝑧𝑛) is computed from:

𝑣𝑥(𝑧𝑛) = 1
⟨|𝑆𝑛(𝑡)|⟩

⟨ ∑︁
𝑗∈𝑆𝑛(𝑡)

𝑢𝑥,𝑗(𝑡)
⟩

, (31)

where |𝑆𝑛(𝑡)| represents the number of particles in the set
𝑆𝑛(𝑡), and 𝑢𝑥,𝑗(𝑡) is the 𝑥-component of the velocity of par-
ticle 𝑗 at time 𝑡.

Similarly, spatially resolved profiles of the fluid’s thermo-
dynamic properties along the direction of the flow are ob-
tained by also dividing the simulation box into 40 slabs of
width 2.5𝜎 and perpendicular to the 𝑥-axis. From the particles
in each slab, instantaneous values of the particle count, po-
tential energy, temperature, (virial) pressure, center-of-mass
velocity, are calculated on-the-fly of the simulation using the
GPU and are written to the above mentioned H5MD output
file. The ensemble averages ⟨ · ⟩ are calculated in a post-
processing step as the time average over the entire data col-
lection phase.
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FIG. 2. Exemplary transversal profiles of the fluid velocity 𝑣𝑥(𝑧)
at different 𝑥 positions along the flow direction. The lines show
parabolic fits to simulation data obtained for a wide slit-shaped pore
(𝐷 = 60𝜎) with amorphous walls. A mean velocity of 𝑣0 =
0.5𝜎𝜏−1 is imposed on the fluid in the pump region, at the en-
trance of the pore (𝑥 < 10𝜎). One observes that a plug-like flow
at the entrance develops into the classical parabolic shape of Hagen–
Poiseuille flow downstream.

The fluid particles leave the thermostatted pump region
with a spatially homogeneous mean velocity, which does not
depend on the distances to the pore surfaces. This corresponds
to the plug-like flow that is mathematically obtained for (al-
most) full-slip boundary conditions at the surfaces. Only
gradually, the plug flow transitions downstream into Hagen–
Poiseuille flow due to viscous stresses. This transforma-
tion is exemplified in Fig. 2 for the flow inside a wide pore
(𝐷 = 60𝜎) and a pumping velocity of 𝑣0 = 0.5𝜎𝜏−1. The
transversal velocity profiles 𝑣𝑥(𝑧) at different 𝑥 positions ex-
hibits an almost flat behavior near 𝑥 = 𝐿pump, with little
velocity variation, which changes into a parabolic shape for
𝑥 ≳ 30𝜎 as the flow develops towards the center of the pore
space. This issue is less relevant for more narrow pores, i.e.,
the Hagen–Poiseuille flow is already well developed closer to
the pump region. In the computation of quantities averaged
along the flow, we take this effect into account by discarding
the upstream part of the pore space and considering only par-
ticles with 𝑥 > 50𝜎.

Density profile via Fourier modes. For the spatial vari-
ation of the density perpendicular to the wall surfaces, we
used a different route based on a Fourier representation of
the fluctuating density field, encoding all particle positions:
𝜚(𝑧) =

∑︀𝑁
𝑗=1 𝛿(𝑧 − 𝑧𝑗); here, it suffices to consider only the

Cartesian component along the 𝑧-axis. First, the (fluctuating)
density modes98:

𝜚𝑘𝑧 (𝑡) =
𝑁∑︁

𝑗=1
exp(𝑖𝑘𝑧𝑧𝑗(𝑡)) (32)

are computed for all wave “vectors” 𝑘𝑧 in parallel, by sum-
ming the contributions from all 𝑁 particles, positioned at
𝑧𝑗(𝑡) at time 𝑡; these summations occur during the simula-
tion and take full advantage of GPU acceleration. The wave
vectors are located on the reciprocal lattice of the periodic do-
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main of the simulation; here, 𝑘𝑧 = 2𝜋𝑛/𝐿𝑧 for |𝑛| ⩽ 𝑛max
integer and 𝐿𝑧 is the length of the simulation box in the 𝑧-
direction. The stationary density profile in real space, 𝜚(𝑧),
follows from applying the corresponding Fourier backtrans-
form to the time-averaged density modes:

𝜚(𝑧) = 𝐿−1
𝑧

∑︁
𝑘𝑧

⟨𝜚𝑘𝑧
(𝑡)⟩ e−𝑖𝑘𝑧𝑧−𝑤2𝑘2

, (33)

carried out once in a post-processing step. The spatial res-
olution Δ𝑧 of the method is determined by the maximum
wave number 𝑘max = 2𝜋𝑛max/𝐿𝑧 , which was chosen to be
𝑛max = 120 for 𝐿𝑧 = 30𝜎, corresponding to Δ𝑧 = 𝜎/4.
Equation (33) includes a Gaussian filter of width 𝑤 = Δ𝑧/2,
which slightly smoothens the density profile 𝜚(𝑧) by softly
truncating the spectrum at long wave numbers, thereby avoid-
ing spurious small-wave length oscillations.

Shear viscosity. The shear viscosity 𝜂𝑏 of the bulk fluid
was computed in equilibrium MD simulations33 of the
bulk fluid, which is homogeneous and isotropic, using the
Einstein–Helfand formula99,100,

𝜂𝑏 = 𝜚

𝑘B𝑇
lim

𝑡→∞

1
6𝑁

𝜕𝑡

∑︁
𝛼<𝛽

⟨(︁∫︁ 𝑡

0
Π𝛼𝛽(𝑡′) d𝑡′

)︁2⟩
, (34)

for Helfand’s second moment of the time-integrated, micro-
scopic expression for the total stress tensor98,

Π(𝑡) =
𝑁∑︁

𝑖=1

[︁
𝑚𝑢𝑖(𝑡) ⊗ 𝑢𝑖(𝑡) +

𝑁∑︁
𝑗>𝑖

𝑟𝑖𝑗(𝑡) ⊗ 𝐹 𝑖𝑗(𝑡)
]︁

, (35)

where 𝑢𝑖(𝑡) is the velocity of particle 𝑖, 𝑟𝑖𝑗(𝑡) = 𝑟𝑖(𝑡)−𝑟𝑗(𝑡)
the separation vector between particles 𝑖 and 𝑗 and, 𝐹 𝑖𝑗(𝑡) the
force acting on particle 𝑗 due to particle 𝑖, and ⊗ denotes the
tensor product. For the repulsive fluid at density 𝜚 = 0.7𝜎−3

and temperature 𝑇 = 1𝜀/𝑘B (Section III A), we have obtained
the bulk value of the shear viscosity to be:

𝜂𝑏 = (1.417 ± 0.004)𝜀𝜏𝜎−3. (36)

With this, we can characterize the flow regime in terms of
the Reynolds number:

Re = 𝑚𝜚𝑣𝐷

𝜂𝑏
, (37)

which is set by the mass density 𝑚𝜚 of the fluid, the typical
flow velocity 𝑣 ≈ 𝑣0, and the width 𝐷 of the slit pore; the
latter is supposed to be the typical length over which the fluid
properties vary. In this study, we shall consider pumping ve-
locities 𝑣0 between 0.1𝜎𝜏−1 and 1𝜎𝜏−1, yielding to Reynolds
numbers between 0.74 and 7.4. This range of values suggests
that the flow remains laminar and that it is sufficiently well
described by the linearized Stokes equation. For compari-
son, employing the LJ parameters of argon, a flow velocity
of 𝑣0 = 1𝜎𝜏−1 corresponds to 160 m/s.
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FIG. 3. Number density 𝜚(𝑧) of the simulated fluid flow as a function
of the distance 𝑧 = (𝑧 + 𝐷/2) to one of the pore surfaces (vertical,
dashed lines); the surfaces stem from (a) crystalline and (b) amor-
phous walls. Colors distinguish the results for six nominal pump
velocities 𝑣0, including the equilibrium case (𝑣0 = 0).

IV. RESULTS & DISCUSSION

A. Surface layering in transversal density profiles

In a first step, we determined the implications of the mor-
phology of the pore surfaces on the fluid structure near the
surfaces. For the two kinds of surfaces, as realized by crys-
talline and amorphous walls (Section III B), we have calcu-
lated the number density profiles 𝜚(𝑧) as a function of the dis-
tance 𝑧 = 𝑧 ± 𝐷/2 to the surfaces, Fig. 3, both in equilibrium
(𝑣0 = 0) and for fluid flows driven at nominal velocities be-
tween 𝑣0 = 0.1𝜎𝜏−1 and 1𝜎𝜏−1. For the calculation, only the
𝑧-component of the particle positions was used, Eq. (32), and
the profiles shown are thus averaged along the 𝑥- and 𝑦-axes,
i.e., along the directions parallel to the surfaces.

A first observation is that the density profiles remain largely
unaffected by changes in the flow velocity; even for the
strongest driving studied, they correspond to the equilibrium
profiles. This suggests, first, that the flowing fluid is locally in
equilibrium and, second, that the obtained density profile can
uniquely be associated to an effective surface potential101,102,
which may have both attractive and repulsive components. In
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this context, we recall that the simulated pore walls are made
of purely repulsive obstacles that are merely arranged differ-
ently for the two wall types.

In case of the densely packed, crystalline walls, 𝜚(𝑧) dis-
plays three to four distinct monolayers of adsorbed fluid near
the surfaces, which resemble the layering phenomena known
for, e.g., hard spheres near a flat, impenetrable surface56,103.
(As a side remark, such layering is absent in the composition
profile for surface adsorption of binary fluids93.) We interpret
the behavior of 𝜚(𝑧) as a direct consequence of the geometric
regularity and dense packing of the crystalline obstacle con-
figuration, shown in simulation snapshot in Fig. 1. In contrast,
the density profile lacks any pronounced peaks for the amor-
phous walls, Fig. 3b), with the obstacle configuration match-
ing the fluid structure: 𝜚(𝑧) remains almost constant upon ap-
proaching the surface as close as 𝑧 ≈ 1𝜎 and, finally, decays
to zero monotonically. We conclude that the use of amor-
phous walls in simulations can essentially eliminate the issue
of layering effects, so that bulk-like behavior can be expected
in a larger volume of the confined fluid. The depletion zone
observed at the amorphous wall is reminiscent of a gaseous
layer at the surface, which may be related to solvophobicity,
but not necessarily, and which would suggest a low resistance
to fluid flow, i.e., a large slip length.

B. Hagen–Poiseuille flow with slip

The surface morphology of the pore walls also determines
the flow velocity 𝑣𝑥(𝑧) in the cross section of the pore, as a
function of the distance to the pore center at 𝑧 = 0. For the
crystalline walls, the velocity profiles of the simulated fluid
flows exhibit a parabolic shape in the pore space for a range
of pumping velocities 𝑣0, Fig. 4a). However, close to the sur-
faces, the obtained flow velocities are still considerably large,
approximately one half of the maximum value 𝑣𝑥(0). The
data points next to the surface positions display jumps to val-
ues close to zero, which we attribute to the very low particle
densities 𝜚(𝑧) at these positions and thus a poor statistics. For
all pumping velocities, the velocity profiles 𝑣𝑥(𝑧) are well de-
scribed by the modified Hagen–Poiseuille law, Eq. (6), which
permits also a non-zero slip length 𝛿slip. The values of 𝛿slip
fitted to the data are on the order of two fluid particle diame-
ters and depend on the strength of the fluid flow; they increase
mildly from 𝛿slip ≈ 1.23𝜎 to 2.13𝜎 upon increasing 𝑣0 from
0.1𝜎𝜏−1 to 1𝜎𝜏−1, Fig. 5a). This pronounced deviation from
the no-slip boundary condition, expected to hold at macro-
scopic scales, suggests an only moderate resistance of the pore
walls to the fluid’s movement along the surfaces. One possi-
ble contribution to the enhancement of the surface’s flow is a
putative sliding motion of the distinct layers that occur near
the crystalline walls, Fig. 3a).

In contrast, the amorphous walls yield nearly perfect no-
slip boundary conditions for the flow, as shown in Fig. 4b).
The obtained slip lengths are an order of magnitude smaller
than for the crystalline walls and increase from 𝛿slip ≈ 0.17𝜎
to 0.30𝜎 upon increasing the flow velocity, Fig. 5a). Thus,
fluid particles encounter a strong resistance as they flow past
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FIG. 4. Variation of the flow velocity 𝑣𝑥(𝑧) transversal to flow, as
function of the distance 𝑧 to the pore center. Symbols show NEMD
simulation data for a slit pore of a nominal width of 𝐷 = 15𝜎 with
(a) crystalline and (b) amorphous walls; for clarity, only every sec-
ond item data points are shown. Colors distinguish the results for
six nominal pump velocities 𝑣0; the realized average flow velocities
𝑣𝑥 are indicated by the bars on the left. Solid lines are parabolic
fits of the Hagen–Poiseuille law for partial slip boundary conditions,
Eq. (6), to the disk-shaped symbols; black circles represent data ex-
cluded from the fits.

by the disordered surface, which we attribute to the disor-
dered, fluid-like structure of this type of wall, generating an
optimal roughness at the atomic scale.

C. Effective viscosity of the confined fluids

For Hagen–Poiseuille flow, the curvature of the velocity
profile 𝑣𝑥(𝑧) equals the ratio of the pressure gradient Δ𝑃/𝐿
and the shear viscosity 𝜂, and it does not depend on the bound-
ary condition (i.e., the slip length 𝛿slip); this is evident from
the the velocity profiles in Eqs. (4) and (6). In order to test
this relation in the NEMD simulations, we determined the
fluid pressure 𝑃 (𝑥) along the direction of the flow Fig. 6a)-
b). The pressure exhibits an approximately linear decrease
due to the viscous resistance and the surface stresses imposed
on the fluid as it moves through the pore. For the pore with
crystalline walls Fig. 6a), the pressure drop is less pronounced
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FIG. 5. (a) Slip length 𝛿slip and (b) effective shear viscosity 𝜂 ob-
tained from the fits to the velocity profiles in Fig. 4 for Hagen–
Poiseuille flow between crystalline, red diamonds, and amorphous,
blue disks, pore walls. Solid lines connect the data points and serve
as guide for the eye.

than in the case of amorphous walls Fig. 6b), which is inline
with the picture of a lower resistance of the surfaces to the
flow in the crystalline case. The slope of the pressure profiles
increases (in magnitude) as the imposed flow velocity is in-
creased, suggesting that the stronger driving of the fluid leads
to enhanced friction forces and also higher energy dissipation
in the fluid. A constant pressure gradient, 𝜕𝑥𝑃 (𝑥) ≈ Δ𝑃/𝐿,
is expected from the linearized Navier–Stokes equation for
laminar and incompressible, unidirectional flows in the ab-
sence of an external body force, see Eq. (1). We attribute the
obtained small deviations from a linear behaviour of 𝑃 (𝑥) to
the non-zero compressibility of the simulated fluid. Linear fits
to the pressure data in Fig. 6 provide us with values for Δ𝑃/𝐿
for each pumping velocity 𝑣0 studied.

The simulated flows may be used to define an effective
shear viscosity 𝜂 of the fluid as the ratio of Δ𝑃/𝐿 and the
curvature 𝜕2

𝑥𝑣𝑥(𝑧)/2 entering the parabolic fits to the veloc-
ity profiles in Fig. 4. The viscosities obtained for 𝐷 = 15𝜎
depend only mildly on the flow velocity 𝑣0, with an excep-
tion at the smallest value of 𝑣0, Fig. 5b). The values for the
crystalline walls are slightly below those for amorphous walls;
however, the overall magnitude 𝜂 ≈ 0.5𝜀𝜏𝜎−3 is smaller by

almost a factor of 3 than the bulk value obtained in separate
simulations of the homogeneous fluid, Eq. (36). In order to
clarify this discrepancy, we have performed NEMD simula-
tions for fluid flow inside much wider slit-shaped pores, using
𝐷 = 30𝜎 and 60𝜎, and have again determined the effective
viscosity for a range of pumping velocities, Fig. 7a). Again,
there is the dependency on the surface morphology and some
variability of 𝜂 as a function of 𝑣0. More significantly, we find
that 𝜂 increases systematically with the pore width 𝐷 such
that, for 𝐷 = 60𝜎, the effective viscosity of the confined flow
reaches about 80% of 𝜂𝑏, Fig. 7b).

D. Permeability of the pore

The mass flux 𝐽𝜚 as a function of the pressure gradient
is shown in Fig. 8 for the three different pore widths anal-
ysed, 𝐷/𝜎 = 15, 30, 60. The data exhibit a linear relationship
for small pressure gradients, in agreement with Darcy’s law,
Eq. (10). Nonlinear behavior, i.e., a deviation from Darcy’s
law, begins to emerge at the largest pressure gradients ob-
tained, particularly for the pore with 𝐷 = 60𝜎 and amorphous
walls. In general, the mass flux for the crystalline pore walls,
red symbols, is consistently higher than for amorphous walls,
blue symbols, across all pressure gradients, indicating a higher
permeability. This observation aligns with our findings on the
slip length, Fig. 5b): In Hagen-Poiseuille flow through a slip-
shaped conduit, the permeability 𝑘 = 𝐷2/12 is expected to
increase quadratically with the width, Eq. (11). Allowing for
partial slip reduces the friction at the surfaces and leads to an
increase of the permeability, depending on the slip length 𝛿slip,
Eq. (13). Thus, the higher permeability observed for the crys-
talline walls is routed in the larger slip lengths compared to
the amorphous walls. We note that the permeabilities for the
widest pores studied (𝐷 = 60𝜎) deviate considerably from the
fluid mechanical predictions, even if partial slip is included.

E. Heating due to viscous dissipation

The profiles of the fluid temperature 𝑇 (𝑥) along the direc-
tion of the flow (Fig. 6c,d) provide insights into the energy
dissipation of the fluid as it is pushed through the nanopore.
For both crystalline and amorphous walls, the temperature in-
creases approximately linearly with the flow, which we will
justify below. For the smaller pumping velocities (𝑣0 ≲
0.25𝜎𝜏−1), the fluid is near global thermal equilibrium and
the slight increase in temperature is consistent with a mod-
erate energy dissipation. However, at higher flow velocities
(𝑣 ≳ 0.5𝜎𝜏−1), a pronounced rise of the temperature is ob-
served, up to factors of 2 and 3, indicating a significant in-
crease in heat generation, which we attribute to the higher
frictional forces at play. The temperature rise is weaker by
about 30% for the crystalline walls (Fig. 6c) than for the amor-
phous ones (Fig. 6d), which qualitatively aligns again with the
increased surface slip in the first case.

The almost linear variation of pressure 𝑃 (𝑥) and tempera-
ture 𝑇 (𝑥) along the flow has consequences for the fluid den-



10

0 25 50 75 100
0

1

2

3

4

5

6
P

(x
)

σ
3 ε−

1
a) v0 /στ−1

1.0
0.75
0.5

0.25
0.1
0.0

0 25 50 75 100

x /σ

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

P
(x

)
σ

3 ε−
1

b)

0 25 50 75 100
0

1

2

3

4

k B
T

(x
)
/
ε

c) v0 /στ−1

1.0
0.75
0.5

0.25
0.1
0.0

0 25 50 75 100

x /σ

0

1

2

3

4

k B
T

(x
)
/ε

d)

0 25 50 75 100
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ρ(
x)

σ
3

e)

v0 /στ−1

1.0
0.75
0.5

0.25
0.1
0.0

0 25 50 75 100

x /σ

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ρ(
x)

σ
3

f)

FIG. 6. Variation of fluid pressure 𝑃 (𝑥), temperature 𝑇 (𝑥), and number density 𝜚(𝑥) along the direction of the flow inside a slit-shaped
nanopore with either crystalline (top row) or amorphous (bottom row) walls. The pore is of width 𝐷 = 15𝜎 and has a length of 𝐿 = 100𝜎;
periodic boundary conditions are applied along the 𝑥-axis. Disks represent simulation data and solid lines denote linear fits to the data for
𝑥 > 50𝜎, indicating constant pressure and temperature gradients, respectively. Colors distinguish the six flow velocities 𝑣0 imposed by a
thermostatted pump in the pore entrance (yellow shaded regions).

sity 𝜚(𝑥) since, anticipating local thermal equilibrium, the
three quantities are coupled via the thermal equation of state.
The data exhibit also a linear change of the density for all sim-
ulated flows and wall configurations, Fig. 6e)-f); however, the
overall variation of 𝜚(𝑥) is comparably small, on the order of
15–25% for the largest flow velocity considered.

Finally, we provide an argument from fluid mechanics to
support the linear increase of temperature. We recall that the
NEMD simulations are performed such that the total energy is
locally conserved in the pore, so that the generated heat needs
to be transported downstream to the thermostatted pump. In
particular, the fluid flow is isolated energetically and a heat
transfer into the pore walls is not included in the simulated
set-up.

The heat introduced into the fluid due to viscous stresses
as it moves non-uniformly is given by the viscous dissipation
function, Eq. (20), which reduces to Φ = 𝜂(𝜕𝑧𝑣𝑥)2 for uni-
directional, incompressible Newtonian flow. It is independent
of the boundary conditions at the surfaces and reads explicitly
for Hagen–Poiseuille flow, Eq. (4):

Φ(𝑧) = (𝜕𝑥𝑃 )2

𝜂
𝑧2 . (38)

For simplicity, we will treat the viscosity as being uniform in
space, i.e., we neglect the dependencies of 𝜂 on temperature,
density, and shear rate; noting that a more advanced, even non-
local theory may be more realistic104.

The dissipation implies a change in temperature that is de-
termined by the energy equation, Eq. (28), which holds rather

generally for laminar flow.8 Focusing on steady flow in slit
geometry, it reads:

𝑐𝑣𝑚𝜚(𝑥, 𝑧)𝑣𝑥(𝑥, 𝑧)𝜕𝑥𝑇 (𝑥, 𝑧)
= 𝜅(𝜕2

𝑥𝑇 (𝑥, 𝑧) + 𝜕2
𝑧 𝑇 (𝑥, 𝑧)) + Φ(𝑧), (39)

To make further progress, we assume that the temperature is
transversally equilibrated, i.e., in the pore cross section, so
that we can approximate 𝜕𝑧𝑇 (𝑥, 𝑧) ≈ const and set 𝑇 (𝑥) :=
𝑇 (𝑥, 𝑧). In addition, we introduce the transversally averaged
viscous dissipation:

Φ̄ = 1
𝐷

∫︁ 𝐷/2

−𝐷/2
Φ(𝑧)𝑑𝑧 = (𝜕𝑥𝑃 )2

𝜂

𝐷2

12 . (40)

In addition, we note that the mass flux 𝐽𝜚 through the cross
section of the pore [Eq. (8)] is constant along a steady flow
due to mass conservation [Eq. (18)]; 𝐽𝜚 appears on the l.h.s.
of Eq. (39) after integration over 𝑧. This leads to a first-order
ordinary differential equation in 𝜕𝑥𝑇 (𝑥):

𝜅𝜕2
𝑥𝑇 (𝑥) − 𝑐𝑣𝐽𝜚𝜕𝑥𝑇 (𝑥) = −Φ̄. (41)

Neglecting heat conduction, 𝜅 ≈ 0 implies a constant temper-
ature gradient:

𝜕𝑥𝑇 = Φ̄
𝑐𝑣𝐽𝜚

, (42)
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FIG. 7. a) Effective shear viscosity 𝜂 obtained from fits to the
Hagen–Poiseuille flow in Fig. 4 as a function of the pumping ve-
locity 𝑣0 for three pore widths: 𝐷 = 15𝜎 (disks), 𝐷 = 30𝜎 (dia-
monds), and 𝐷 = 60𝜎 (stars). Colors distinguish results for pores
with the crystalline, red, and amorphous, blue, wall configurations.
Lines connect data points of the same pore to guide the eye. b) Ef-
fective shear viscosity 𝜂 at a flow velocity of 𝑣0 = 0.5/𝜎𝜏−1 as
function of the pore width 𝐷 for the two surface morphologies. The
black line represents the shear viscosity 𝜂𝑏 of the bulk fluid, Eq. (36).

which in the case of Hagen–Poiseuille flow, upon inserting
Darcy’s law and the permeability, Eqs. (10) and (11), simpli-
fies to:

𝜕𝑥𝑇 = 𝜕𝑥𝑃

𝑚𝜚𝑐𝑣
. (43)

Correspondingly, the temperature 𝑇 (𝑥) increases linearly.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have investigated the role that the atomic-
scale morphology of the pore surfaces plays in the flow be-
havior of a simple fluid confined to slit-shaped nanopores.
Utilizing boundary-driven NEMD simulations with large par-
ticle numbers, we examined two kinds of pore walls realized
by crystalline and amorphous obstacle configurations, respec-
tively; in the latter case, the wall structure was chosen to

0.00 0.01 0.02
∆PL−1 /σ 4ε−1

0

1

2

3

J/
(σ
−

2 τ−
1 m

)

a) D15
D30
D60

15 30 60

D/σ

0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

k/
σ

2

b) crystalline walls
amorphous walls
No slip

FIG. 8. a) Relation between the mass flux 𝐽𝜚 imposed on the simu-
lated fluid and the obtained pressure gradient Δ𝑃/𝐿. Colors distin-
guish the two surface morphologies studied: crystalline walls, red,
and amorphous walls, blue. Symbols encode the pore widths: 15𝜎
(circles), 30𝜎 (diamonds), and 60𝜎 (stars). Straight solid lines are
fits to the data, testing Darcy’s law, Eq. (10). b) Permeability 𝑘 of
the nanopore as a function of the pore width 𝐷. Symbols show the
values obtained from the linear fits in panel (a) for amorphous (blue
disks) and crystalline (red disks) walls for each pore width. Solid
lines are fits of Eq. (13) to the data points with 𝛿slip = 5.88𝜎 and
𝛿slip = 0.20𝜎, for the crystalline and amorphous walls, respectively.
The shaded regions around the data points reflect the uncertainty in
the effective viscosity values (Fig. 7a), entering the calculation of
𝑘. The black dashed line represents the permeability, 𝑘 ∝ 𝐷2, pre-
dicted for Hagen-Poiseuille flow in a slit-shaped conduit with no-slip
boundary conditions, Eq. (11).

match that of the equilibrium fluid. We have shown that the
two surface morphologies lead to very different surface re-
sistances to fluid flow: whereas a pronounced, well-known
slip occurs in the flow near the crystalline walls, high surface
stresses near the amorphous walls drastically reduce the slip
and lead to almost ideal no-slip boundary conditions (Fig. 4).
Accordingly, the obtained permeabilities of pores with crys-
talline surfaces are constantly higher than in the case of amor-
phous surfaces (Fig. 8).

The different slip behavior correlates with the fluid struc-
ture near the surfaces as follows: near the crystalline walls,
the fluid structure shows strong density variations and layer-
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ing (Fig. 3a). However, at comparable distances to the amor-
phous walls, the fluid remains homogeneous, which is accom-
panied by an apparent depletion zone at the fluid–surface in-
terface with a monotone decay of the density to zero (Fig. 3b).
For both wall types, we observed that the fluid structure is
independent of the flow velocity and resembles the equilib-
rium behavior, also at the fastest flows studied. This suggests
that there is a unique effective surface potential seen by the
fluid, which can be altered significantly by changing the sur-
face morphology; in particular, attractive effective forces may
appear despite the absence of attraction between the fluid and
wall particles.

The simulated transversal velocity profiles 𝑣𝑥(𝑧), in the
cross section of the pore, follow the predictions of Hagen-
Poiseuille theory for incompressible, Newtonian fluids, pro-
vided that a slip length is included, Eq. (4). The obtained slip
lengths 𝛿slip are almost independent of the flow velocity and
characterize the pore surface (Fig. 5). However, the curvature
of the parabolic velocity profiles suggests an effective shear
viscosity 𝜂 that is significantly smaller than its bulk value, 𝜂𝑏.
We attribute this effect to the non-zero compressibility of the
simulated fluid and, second, to the nanoconfinement. Our data
provide evidence for a systematic increase of 𝜂(𝐷) towards 𝜂𝑏

as the pore width 𝐷 is increased (Fig. 7b).
The fluid temperature increases linearly along the flow in

our energy-conserving NEMD simulations (Fig. 6c,d). Such
behavior may be explained by the dominant role of viscous
dissipation, quantified by Φ̄, in combination with fluid convec-
tion, given by the mass flux 𝐽𝜚. Within the fluid mechanics of
Newtonian fluids, Eq. (39), the viscous dissipation is treated
as a localized heat source that increases the fluid temperature
proportionally to the viscous stresses. This leads to the pre-
diction of a constant temperature gradient: 𝜕𝑥𝑇 ∝ Φ̄/𝐽𝜚, see
Eq. (42). This line of argument is consistent with the data for
𝑇 (𝑥), showing smaller thermal gradients for the crystalline
pore walls as compared to the amorphous walls. The latter
case implies a higher energy dissipation, which is attributed to
the irregularity of the wall structure; for crystalline walls, on
the other hand, the comparably flat surface minimizes the fric-
tional resistance to flow. We acknowledge that an unbounded
increase of the fluid temperature in the pore challenges phys-
ical intuition and seems to contradict experimental evidence.
Yet, we note that (i) measurements of the fluid temperature
within a nanopore are not available to our knowledge, and
(ii) heat transfer to and heat conduction within the pore ma-
terial is not included in the investigated, oversimplified sim-
ulation model. Such heat transfer obviously delimits the rise
in temperature, depending on a set of additional parameters
that one would need to introduce into the model along with
additional non-trivial physical processes such as Kapitza heat
resistance105–107.

The fluid depletion near the amorphous surface (Fig. 3b)
may suggest that such surfaces are solvophobic, which may
appear counterintuitive given the almost ideal no-slip condi-
tions are observed at this surface. However, it was pointed
out previously56 that there is no simple correlation between
the wetting properties and the surface potential (and thus the
fluid structure). Similarly, we have provided a simple example

for the absence of surface slip that is not intuitively inferred
from an effective surface potential. It would be interesting to
test a proposed relation of the surface slip with the fluid struc-
ture and its transport coefficients near the surface108. Along
these lines, the further characterization of amorphous, fluid-
matched wall structures, is left for future research.

Our findings point on the importance of molecular-level de-
tails in designing nanoporous materials for specific fluid trans-
port applications. Tailoring the surface interactions and their
morphology of nanoporous materials has the potential to op-
timize the efficiency of nanoscale filtration, drug delivery, or
energy storage.
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