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A complete Dusty-Gas Model for the H2–H2O mixture in the anode transport layer of the anode-supported SOFC is
considered. An exact conservation law relating the total pressure and hydrogen molar fraction at any point inside the
anode to their values in the anode channel is derived. Using this conservation law, approximate analytical solutions
for the hydrogen molar fraction and total pressure in the anode transport layer are obtained. The solutions can be
used to calculate concentration overpotential.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Anode–supported Solid Oxide Fuel Cells (SOFCs) employ
thick, on the order of 1 mm, porous anode support layer
(ASL). The ASL role is twofold: (i) it provides mechani-
cal stability to the SOFC sandwich, and (ii) it serves as a
transport layer for gases.

Mass transport through porous medium is a classic prob-
lem in chemical engineering1. Huge surface area of pores
dramatically increases the rate of surface–activated chem-
ical or electrochemical reactions. In some devices, part of
the porous domain is used for diffusive transport of gaseous
or liquid components to/from the reaction zone. An im-
portant example is the anode–supported SOFC, where the
porous ASL provides transport of hydrogen to and water
from the thin reaction zone located near the electrolyte2.

Schematic of the SOFC anode is shown in Figure 1. Hy-
drogen is supplied through the channel in the interconnect
to the porous ASL, and finally to the anode active layer,
where the electrochemical conversion of H2 runs

H2 + O2− → H2O+ 2e− (1)

The oxygen ions O2− come to the active layer from the
cathode side through the electrolyte. The product water is
removed through the ASL to the channel / interconnect.
The ASL thus supports two oppositely directed fluxes of
hydrogen and water vapor.

It has been agreed that the most general description of
multicomponent gaseous transport in porous media gives
the Dusty–Gas Model (DGM)1,3,4. The DGM equation for
the molar fraction yk of gaseous mixture kth component is
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FIG. 1. Schematic of anode–supported SOFC anode. The
sketch is strongly not to scale: the active layer thickness is
two orders of magnitude smaller than the ASL thickness.

(Zhu and Kee5):
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Here Nk is the molar flux, p the pressure, Di,k the effec-
tive binary molecular diffusion coefficient, DK,k the effec-
tive Knudsen diffusion coefficient B0 the hydraulic perme-
ability of the porous media, m the mixture viscosity. The
DGM takes into account the inter–diffusion Stefan–Maxwell
fluxes (the first term on the left side), the Knudsen diffusion
in smaller pores (the second term on the left side), and the
flux due to the pressure gradient (the last term in Eq.(3)).
The term with pressure gradient introduces quite signif-

icant complexity to the analysis and in many works this
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term has been neglected6–11. This simplifies the DGM to
the Stefan–Maxwell–Knudsen Model (SMKM):

∑
i ̸=k

yiNk − ykNi

Dik
+

Nk

DK,k
= − p

RT

∂yk
∂x

(4)

An exact consequence of SMKM is the Graham’s law12

∑
k

Nk

√
Mk = 0 (5)

which is obtained by summing Eq.(4) over k, taking into
account that

∑
k yk = 1 and DK,k ∼ 1/

√
Mk. Here Mk

is the molecular weight of the kth component. However,
in SOFC anode, water and hydrogen fluxes are related by
stoichiometry requirement Nw = −Nh, which follows from
Eq.(1). This relation is provided by the pressure gradient,
which is missing in SMKM.

Several works have demonstrated importance of the pres-
sure gradient term13–15 (note a typo in Eq.(35a) of Ref.14).
Fu et al.4 have shown that the inequality of hydrogen and
water Knudsen diffusion coefficients generates pressure gra-
dient in the porous media. Indeed, if in a two–component
system M1 = M2, the Graham’s law, Eq.(5), reduces to the
SOFC anode stoichiometry relation N1 +N2 = 0. Thus, if
the molecular weights of water Mw and hydrogen Mh were
equal, the SMKM would have been equivalent to the DGM.
In fact, however,

√
Mw/Mh = 3, which makes the things

more complicated. Bertei and Nicolella15 discussed this and
several other inconsistencies in models for porous electrode.

In this work, a complete two–component DGM for H2–
H2O transport in the SOFC ASL is considered. An exact
conservation law is derived relating the total pressure and
hydrogen concentration at any point inside the anode to
their values in the channel. Further, approximate analytical
solutions for the DGM equations are constructed using the
conservation law. Comparison with numerical results shows
good accuracy of the analytical shapes.

II. MODEL

A. Two–component DGM equations

Equation for the hydrogen molar fraction y ≡ yh in the
two–component mixture of H2–H2O is obtained from Eq.(2)
taking into account that yw = 1− y and Nw = −Nh:

∂(yp)

∂x
+

ypB0

DK,h µ

∂p

∂x
= − RT

DK,h
(1 +K)Nh (6)

where the subscripts w and h denote water and hydro-
gen. Equation for the total pressure is obtained by sum-
ming up Eqs.(3). Taking into account that the Stefan–
Maxwell terms cancel out,

∑
k yk = 1, and

∑
k yk/DK,k =

(Q+ y(1−Q))/DK,h, we get(
1 +

(
Q+ y

(
1−Q

)) pB0

DK,h µ

)
∂p

∂x

= − RT

DK,h
(1−Q)Nh (7)

Here,

K =
DK,h

Dm
, Q =

DK,h

DK,w
=

√
Mw

Mh
= 3. (8)

Eq.(6) suggests a suitable characteristic scale for pressure.
Introducing dimensionless variables

x̃ =
x

L
, p̃ =

p

p∗
, p∗ =

µDK,h

B0
(9)

and setting Q = 3, from Eqs.(6), (7) we find

∂(yp̃)

∂x̃
+ yp̃

∂p̃

∂x̃
= − (1 +K)Ñh (10)(

1 + p̃ (3− 2y)
)∂p̃
∂x̃

= 2Ñh (11)

where the dimensionless hydrogen molar flux is

Ñh =
Nh

N∗
, N∗ =

µD2
K,h

RTLB0
(12)

B. Mass transport equations

Hydrogen mass conservation prescribes that

∂Ñh

∂x̃
= 0. (13)

Differentiating Eqs.(10), (11) over x̃, we thus get

∂

∂x̃

(
∂(yp̃)

∂x̃
+ yp̃

∂p̃

∂x̃

)
= 0 (14)

∂

∂x̃

((
1 + p̃ (3− 2y)

)∂p̃
∂x̃

)
= 0 (15)

It is worth noting that the system of Eqs.(14), (15) does
not contain parameters.

C. Boundary (initial) conditions

At the channel/ASL interface y = yc, p̃ = p̃c. where
the subscript c marks the values in the channel. The
reaction stoichiometry prescribes that the hydrogen flux
Nh = J/(2F ) and from Eq.(10) we, thus, get

p̃c
∂y

∂x̃

∣∣∣∣
x̃=0

= −yc
(
1 + p̃c

) ∂p̃

∂x̃

∣∣∣∣
x̃=0

− (1 +K)J̃ (16)
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where

J̃ =
J

J∗
, J∗ = 2FN∗ =

2FµD2
K,h

RTLB0
(17)

Quite similarly, from Eq.(11) we find

∂p̃

∂x̃

∣∣∣∣
x̃=0

=
2J̃

1 + p̃c(3− 2yc)
≡ W (18)

III. CONSERVATION LAW AND APPROXIMATE
ANALYTICAL SOLUTION

Since Ñh = J̃ , Eqs.(10), (11) can be written as

∂(yp̃)

∂x̃
+ yp̃

∂p̃

∂x̃
= − (1 +K)J̃ (19)(

1 + p̃ (3− 2y)
)∂p̃
∂x̃

= 2J̃ (20)

With the constant right sides, Eqs.(19), (20) automati-
cally satisfy the mass transport Eqs.(14), (15). Multiplying
Eq.(19) by 2 and summing with Eq.(20), we get

2
∂(yp̃)

∂x̃
+
(
1 + 3p̃

)∂p̃
∂x̃

= −2KJ̃ (21)

Rewriting this equation as

2
∂(yp̃)

∂x̃
+

∂p̃

∂x̃
+

3

2

∂
(
p̃2
)

∂x̃
= −2KJ̃ (22)

we see that it can be integrated from 0 to x̃ yielding a
conservation law:

2(yp̃− ycp̃c) + (p̃− p̃c) +
3

2

(
p̃2 − p̃2c

)
= −2KJ̃ x̃ (23)

Eq.(23) can be derived for the two–component system
CO-CO2. Eq.(19) does not change, while Eq.(7) in the
dimensionless form reads(

1 + p̃
(
Q− y

(
Q− 1

))) ∂p̃

∂x̃
= − (1−Q) J̃ (24)

Multiplying Eq.(19) by (Q− 1) and summing with Eq.(24)
we get

(Q− 1)
∂(yp̃)

∂x̃
+
(
1 +Qp̃

)∂p̃
∂x̃

= −(Q− 1)KJ̃ (25)

Integrating Eq.(25) we find

(
Q− 1

)
(yp̃− ycp̃c) + (p̃− p̃c) +

Q

2

(
p̃2 − p̃2c

)
= −

(
Q− 1

)
KJ̃ x̃ (26)

where Q =
√

28/44 for the CO-CO2 pair.
A simple analytical formula for the hydrogen molar frac-

tion through the ASL depth can be obtained from the con-
servation law as follows. The variation of product p̃yk along

Cell temperature, K T 273 + 800

Pressure in the channel, Pa pc 105

Current density, A m−2 J 104

Anode thickness, m L 10−3

Mean pore diameter, m d 10−6

Porosity/tortuosity ratio λ 0.033, Ref.7

Hydrogen viscosity at 800 ◦C, Pa s µ 2 · 10−5

Free binary molecular diff. m2 s−1 Dfree
m 8.154 · 10−4, Ref.7

Anode gas composition 85%H2 + 15%H2O

TABLE I. Cell parameters used in calculations.

x̃ is not large and hence the term with pressure gradient in
the DGM, Eq.(2), is close to the D’Arcy law describing flow
in a pipe. We, therefore, may expect that the deviation
of pressure gradient from a constant value is small. From
Eq.(18) it follows that a reasonably good approximation for
p̃(x̃) is a linear function

p̃ ≃ p̃c +Wx̃ (27)

Solving Eq.(23) for y and substituting p̃, Eq.(27), into the
resulting equation, we get

y =
1

p̃c +Wx̃

(
ycp̃c −

3

4
W 2x̃2

−
(
(3p̃c + 1)

2
W +KJ̃

)
x̃

)
(28)

At x̃ = 1, Eqs.(28), (27) give the hydrogen molar con-
centration ca = p∗p̃aya/(RT ) at the active layer:

ca =
p∗
RT

(
ycp̃c −

3

4
W 2 −

(
(3p̃c + 1)

2
W +KJ̃

))
,

mol m−3 (29)

Similar results for CO-CO2 mixture can be easily derived
from Eqs.(26), (27).

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Parameters used in the calculations below are collected
in Table I. The transport coefficients were calculated as

B0 =
λd2

32
, Ref.15

DK,h =
λd

3

√
8RT

πMh

Dm = λDfree
m

(30)

where λ is the porosity/tortuosity ratio, d is the mean pore
diameter (Table I).
Setting in Eq.(23) p̃ = p̃c we get the linear hydrogen mo-

lar fraction shape (Fick’s law) corresponding to zero pres-
sure gradient in the ASL:

y = yc −
RTLJ

2FDmpc

x

L
(31)
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FIG. 2. The shapes of hydrogen molar fraction through the
one–mm thick Ni–YSZ cermet anode calculated using the
Fick’s law Eq.(31) (solid line), Eq.(32) (dash-dotted line),
from the numerical solution to the DGM model Eqs.(19),
(20) (solid points), and using the analytical solution Eq.(28)
(dashed line). Open circles show numerical pressure from the
DGM model (right axis), dotted line is the approximate linear
formula for p(x̃), Eq.(27).

In literature, another version of the Fick’s law, which follows
from the SMKM has been used16,17:

y = yc −
RTLJ

2Fpc

(
1

Dm
+

1

DK,h

)
x

L
(32)

Figure 2 shows the linear shapes of y from the Fick’s law,
Eq.(31) and Eq.(32), the exact numerical solution to the
problem (19), (20), and the approximate analytical Eq.(28).
The numerical and analytical, Eq.(27), shapes of pressure
are also shown.

Both Fick’s equations, Eqs.(31),(32) quite significantly
overestimate the exact hydrogen molar fraction (Figure 2).
Physically, Knudsen diffusion leads to formation of the pos-
itive pressure gradient (Figure 2), which retards hydrogen
diffusion toward the active (reaction) zone, while Fick’s
equations ignore this effect. In addition, the Fick’s law
is used in literature together with the constant pressure
assumption, hence the error in calculated hydrogen molar
concentration c = yp/(RT ) is even larger than the error in
y itself demonstrated in Figure 2.

The analytical shape of hydrogen molar fraction, Eq.(28),
approximates the numerical result very well (Figure 2). The
linear shape of pressure, Eq.(27), is somewhat less accurate,
though the maximal error at the ASL/active layer interface
is about 1% only (Figure 2). It is worth noting that for lower
currents, the agreement of analytical and numerical pressure
shapes is better. Eq.(29) could, thus, be recommended
for calculation of concentration polarization in SOFC anode
instead of a widely used Fick’s law.

The Fick’s law, Eq.(31) results from the conservation law
under the condition ∂p̃/∂x̃ = 0 and it shows that y is inde-
pendent of the Knudsen diffusivity. Therefore, in the case
of H2-H2O mixture, the Stefan–Maxwell–Knudsen model,

Eq.(4), and in particular Eq.(32), is contradictory. Indeed,
from Eq.(31) it follows that to neglect pressure gradient in
Eq.(3), both ∂p/∂x and Knudsen Nk/DK,k terms must be
omitted, rather than ∂p/∂x term alone.
The conservation law, Eq.(23), provides several opportu-

nities. Setting in Eq.(23) x̃ = 1, we get a relation between
parameters in the channel and at the ASL/active layer in-
terface:

2(yap̃a − ycp̃c) + (p̃a − p̃c) +
3

2

(
p̃2a − p̃2c

)
= −2KJ̃ (33)

where the subscript a marks the values at x̃ = 1. In the
dimension form Eq.(33) reads

2(yapa − ycpc) + pa − pc +
3

2

(
p2a − p2c

) B0

µDK,h

= −RTLJ

FDm
(34)

From practical perspective, measuring pressure pa one can
calculate hydrogen molar fraction ya using Eq.(34). An-
other useful options arise in the case of limiting current
density: setting in Eq.(34) ya = 0, we get the relation be-
tween yc, pc, pa and the system transport parameters:

−2ycpc + pa − pc +
3

2

(
p2a − p2c

) B0

µDK,h
= −RTLJ

FDm
(35)

Eq.(35) allows for direct calculation of pressure pa at the
active layer. On the other hand, by measuring pa in this
regime, the relation between DK,h, B0 and Dm results,
hence any one of this three transport parameters can be es-
timated provided that the other two are known. Measuring
pressure inside the porous sandwich at high temperature is
a challenging task18. However, in the future it could be
feasible.

V. CONCLUSIONS

An exact first integral (the conservation law) of the
Dusty-Gas Model for the two–component mixture in SOFC
anode support layer is derived. Based on this result, approxi-
mate analytical solution for the hydrogen molar fraction and
total pressure shapes in the ASL are obtained. Comparison
with the numerical solution of the full system of DGM equa-
tions shows a good quality of the approximate solutions. A
simple formula for the hydrogen molar concentration at the
ASL/active layer interface could be employed for calcula-
tion of concentration overpotential instead of the widely
used Fick’s law.
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NOMENCLATURE

˜ Marks dimensionless variables

B0 Hydraulic permeability, m2, Eq.(30)

d Mean pore diameter, m

c Hydrogen molar concentration, mol m−3

ca Hydrogen molar concentration

at the active layer, mol m−3

Dh,w Effective binary molecular diffusion coefficient

in H2–H2O mixture, m2 s−1

DK,h Effective Knudsen diffusion coefficient

of hydrogen, m2 s−1

DK,w Effective Knudsen diffusion coefficient

of water, m2 s−1

F Faraday constant, C mol−1

J Cell current density, A m−2

K K = DK/Dm

L Anode support layer thickness, m

Mi Molecular weight of the ith component, kg mol−1

Ni Molar flux of the ith component, mol m−2 s−1

p Pressure, Pa

p∗ Characteristic pressure, Pa, Eq.(9)

q Dimensionless parameter, 0 ≤ q ≤ 1

R Gas constant, J K−1 mol−1

T Cell temperature, K

W ≡ ∂p̃/∂x̃|x̃=0, Eq.(18)

x Coordinate through the anode support layer, m

y Molar fraction of hydrogen

yi Molar fraction of the ith component

Subscripts:

∗ Characteristic value

a ASL/active layer interface

c Channel/ASL interface

h Hydrogen

K Knudsen diffusion

m molecular diffusion

w Water

Greek:

λ Porosity/tortuosity ratio

µ Dynamic viscosity, Pa s
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