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[11 The macroscopic flow equations used to predict two-phase flow typically utilizes

a capillary pressure-saturation relationship determined under equilibrium conditions.
Theoretical reasoning, experimental evidence, and numerical modeling results have
indicated that when one fluid phase replaces another fluid, this relationship may not be
unique but may depend on the rate at which the phase saturations change in response to
changes in phase pressures. This nonuniqueness likely depends on a variety of factors
including soil-fluid properties and possibly physical scale. To quantify this dependency
experimentally, direct measurements of equilibrium and dynamic capillary pressure-
saturation relationships were developed for two Ottawa sands with different grain sizes using
a 20 cm long column. A number of replicate air-water experiments were conducted to
facilitate statistical comparison of capillary pressure-saturation relationships. Water and air
pressures and phase saturations were measured at three different vertical locations in the
sand column under different desaturation rates (1) to measure local capillary pressure-
saturation relationships (static and dynamic); (2) to quantify the dynamic coefficient 7, a
measure of the magnitude of observed dynamic effects, as a function of water saturation for
different grain sizes and desaturation rates; (3) to investigate the importance of grain size
on measured dynamic effects; and (4) to assess the importance of sample scale on the
magnitude of dynamic effects in capillary pressure. A comparison of the static and dynamic
P_-S,, relationships showed that at a given water saturation, capillary pressure measured
under transient water drainage conditions is statistically larger than capillary pressure
measured under equilibrium or static conditions, consistent with thermodynamic theory. The
dynamic coefficient 7, used in the expression relating the static and dynamic capillary
pressures to the desaturation rate was dependant on porous media mean grain size but not on
the desaturation rate. Results also suggest that the magnitude of the dynamic coefficient did
not increase with the increased averaging volume considered in this study, as has been
reported in the literature. This work suggests that dynamic effects in capillary pressure
should be included in numerical models used to predict multiphase flow in systems when
saturations change rapidly, particularly in fine-grained soil systems (e.g., CO, sequestration,
enhanced oil recovery, air sparging for remediation).
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1. Introduction

[2] An understanding of multiphase flow processes is
important in many natural and engineered systems including
crop irrigation management practices, groundwater remedi-
ation and petroleum reservoir engineering. In these systems,
under natural or imposed boundary conditions or stresses,

"Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering, University of
Western Ontario, London, Ontario, Canada.

“Center for Experimental Study of Subsurface Environmental
Processes, Colorado School of Mines, Golden, Colorado, USA.

Copyright 2010 by the American Geophysical Union.
0043-1397/10/2009WR008881

there are numerous instances when the rate of saturation
change is significant as determined by transient boundary
conditions and source conditions. For example, significant
rates of saturation change may be expected when injecting
CO; into deep subsurface aquifers (sequestration reservoirs),
water flooding of petroleum reservoirs for oil recovery
[Kalaydjian, 1992], high pressure sand filter systems and
heavy rainfall/irrigation events on soils at residual saturation
[Manthey, 2006]. Accurate representation of the constitutive
relationships between capillary pressure and saturation in
predictive models of multiphase flow in these instances is
essential.

[3] The capillary pressure-saturation relationship (herein-
after referred to as P.-S,, relationship) is a basic constitutive
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relationship that is required for the prediction of multiphase
flow behavior in porous media systems. Experimental mea-
surement of the capillary pressure-saturation relationship
typically takes weeks or months and data points are usually
only quantified under equilibrium conditions (i.e., mea-
surements made after the fluid flow has completely ceased).
In standard practice, these capillary pressure-saturation
relationships are then applied to nonequilibrium conditions
with fluids sometimes flowing at high flow rates. The appli-
cation of capillary pressure-saturation relationships derived
under equilibrium conditions to systems that are far from
equilibrium implicitly assumes that disturbances to inter-
facial properties (e.g., contact angle) are rapidly dissipated
[Hassanizadeh et al., 2002]. In a wide range of practical
situations of multiphase fluid flow this assumption may be
violated.

[4] Although it is commonly assumed that the capillary
pressure-saturation relationship is not a function of the
desaturation rate, many studies suggest that this may not be
the case [e.g., Topp et al., 1967, Stauffer, 1978; Kalaydjian,
1992; Schultze et al., 1997, Hassanizadeh et al., 2002;
Bottero et al., 2006; Sakaki et al., 2010]. For example, air-
water drainage experiments conducted by Topp et al. [1967]
found that capillary pressure, at a given saturation, increased
with the rate of desaturation. Similar results have been
reported for two phase experiments with tetrachloroethene
(PCE) and water [Berentsen et al., 2006; Bottero et al.,
2006].

[5] To account for the transient or dynamic effects on
the capillary pressure-saturation relationship, Barenblatt
[1971], Stauffer [1978], Hassanizadeh and Gray [1990]
and Kalaydjian [1992] proposed relationships to account
for the observed nonuniqueness in the P,-S,, relationship. The
studies of Hassanizadeh and Gray [1990] and Kalaydjian
[1992] used conservation of mass, momentum and energy
to develop macroscopic multiphase flow equations. A con-
stitutive relationship for capillary pressure was therefore
developed at the REV scale establishing a thermodynamic
basis for the concept of dynamic effects in capillary pressure.
These studies proposed that the difference between the
nonwetting and wetting phase fluid pressures is a function of
the capillary pressure measured under static conditions as
well as the product of the desaturation rate and a dynamic
coefficient (7) [Hassanizadeh and Gray, 1990; Kalaydjian,
1992]:

PNW _ PW — P;tatic _ T(E?S%)t) (1)
where P is the capillary pressure when there are no
changes in saturation, Py is the nonwetting phase pressure
measured at any time (i.e., with or without changes in satu-
ration), Py, is the wetting phase pressure measured at any time
and as%t is the rate of water saturation change.

[6] Stauffer [1978] proposed an empirical relationship
relating readily measurable porous media and fluid proper-
ties, including permeability, to the magnitude of 7:

on (Pg\*
To (pg) (2)
where ¢ is porosity, k is intrinsic permeability, A and P, are

Brooks-Corey constitutive model parameters (equation (3))
[Brooks and Corey, 1964], u is fluid viscosity, p is the fluid
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density, and g is gravity. Where the Brooks-Corey constitu-
tive model [Brooks and Corey, 1964] is

P, = PS4 " 3)

where S% is the effective saturation.

[7] In the model of Barenblatt [1971], the capillary pres-
sure and relative permeability relationships under nonequi-
librium conditions are determined using an expected future
water saturation (i.e., a lower water saturation on drainage
and a larger water saturation on imbibition for a given cap-
illary pressure). As such his theory suggests that dynamic
effects in capillary pressure are related to the finite time
required for fluids in the pore structure to rearrange
[Barenblatt, 1971; Barenblatt et al., 2003; Juanes, 2008].
The difference between the current and future saturations is a
function of the desaturation rate and is related to a redistri-
bution time. Using a first order approximation the dynamic
coefficient can therefore be related to a characteristic redis-
tribution time as [Juanes, 2008]

tatic
_dps

7(Sw) = asn

- T3(Sw) 4)

where 7 is the dynamic coefficient determined in equation (1)
and T3 is the redistribution time. All of these relationships
suggest that dynamic capillary pressure, defined as the cap-
illary pressure measured under nonequilibrium conditions, is
larger than the static capillary pressure measured under
equilibrium conditions, on water drainage and smaller on
water imbibition.

[8] The need to include the dynamic coefficient and
desaturation rate in the mass balance equations governing
multiphase flow has been the subject of some debate in the
literature. For example, O’Carroll et al. [2005] found that
the inclusion of a dynamic capillary pressure term improved
the agreement between observed and simulated outflow in
PCE-water multiphase outflow experiments. However, studies
conducted in air-water systems suggest that the inclusion of
a dynamic capillary pressure term was either unnecessary
to achieve reasonable agreement between experimental and
simulated outflow [Vogel et al., 2008] or only resulted in a
slight improvement [Sakaki et al., 2010]. The study of Sakaki
et al. [2010] found the capillary pressure-saturation rela-
tionship, measured under nonequilibrium conditions in both
drainage and wetting cycles, was statistically different than
that measured under equilibrium conditions for the single soil
that was tested. The study of Vogel et al. [2008] did not,
however, measure the capillary pressure—saturation in situ
and therefore could not directly detect if dynamic effects in
capillary pressure were present for the conditions of their
study. This suggests that although dynamic capillary pres-
sure—saturation effects were quantified, the instances when
these effects need to be incorporated in multiphase flow
simulators are unclear.

[v9] The actual physical mechanisms that result in an
increased relaxation (redistribution) time for system equilib-
rium or the dynamic coefficient (7) are not clearly under-
stood [Manthey et al., 2008]. Essentially, any factor which
increases the time needed to achieve equilibrium increases the
magnitude of the dynamic coefficient [Juanes, 2008]. Some
of the factors that may result in dynamic effects in capillary
pressure include imposed boundary conditions [Manthey,
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Table 1. Soil Properties

Sand Type k (m?) P? (cm of water) A dso (mm) U,
F32/F50 53 x 107! 225 2.7 0.42 23
F70 1.47 x 107! 47.0 3.9 0.18 1.6

2006], soil properties [Stauffer, 1978], dynamic contact angle
[Friedman, 1999], fluid properties [Das et al., 2007], air and
water entrapment, pore water blockage and air entry value
effect [Wildenschild et al., 2001] as well as macro and
microscale heterogeneities [Manthey et al., 2005; Mirzaei
and Das, 2007]. According to a review of a number of pub-
lished studies that were performed over the last five decades
[Hassanizadeh et al., 2002], finer textured soils did not
consistently result in a larger dynamic coefficient, as would
be expected based on equation (2). This suggests that the
impact of grain size on observed dynamic effects is still
unclear and merits further investigation.

[10] The studies of Manthey et al. [2005], Mirzaei and Das
[2007], and Das et al. [2007] are based on numerical mod-
eling and did not include the dynamic coefficient in their
governing equations. In these studies they started by assum-
ing that 7 =0 at the point scale. Pressures and saturations were
then averaged over their model domain, which was less than
100 cm, and the dynamic coefficient was found to be nonzero
by fitting a straight line to the difference in capillary pressure
versus desaturation rate (equation (1)). As such they inves-
tigated if dynamic effects in capillary pressure were due to
upscaling pressure and saturation from the point scale to the
domain scale in a numerical model. A number of numerical
and theoretical studies investigating the impact of the domain
size over which parameters are averaged have suggested that
T is proportional to the square of the length scale [Dahle et al.,
2005; Manthey et al., 2005; Nordbotten et al., 2008]. For
example Manthey et al. [2005] simulated nonequilibrium
experiments at varying length scales. Their results showed
that as the domain size increased, the difference between the
averaged dynamic and static P, increased while the saturation
rate (determined from the averaged saturations) decreased,
thereby increasing 7 at larger domain sizes. In their study they
found that the magnitude of the dynamic coefficient increased
from approximately 10> kg m™' s, with a domain size of
3 cm, to approximately 10° kg m™'s ', with a domain size
of 100 cm. However, such upscaling effects in 7 have not
been confirmed experimentally.

[11] Experimental studies in the literature [e.g., Topp et al.,
1967; Berentsen et al., 2006; Bottero et al., 2006; Sakaki
et al., 2010] have focused on detecting dynamic effects in a
single soil and fluid pair system and did not, in a systematic
fashion, investigate the impact of other system parameters
(e.g., soil and fluid properties) on the dynamic coefficient.
Furthermore capillary pressure and saturation that are typi-
cally measured at only one location in experimental studies
are used to evaluate local dynamic effects. As a result it has
not been possible to determine if upscaling pressures and
saturations leads to the dynamic effects that have been
reported in numerical modeling studies.

[12] In this work, air-water primary drainage capillary
pressure-saturation relationships were measured for medium
and fine textured sands at three measurement elevations in
the same vertical column at a number of different imposed
boundary conditions. Water pressure and saturation were
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quantified at all measurement locations and air pressure was
measured at the measurement location in many of the
experiments. This approach facilitated the determination of
95% confidence intervals of the capillary pressure—saturation
curves measured under both static and dynamic conditions,
for the very first time to our best knowledge, to determine if
water desaturation rate impacted the magnitude of measured
capillary pressure. Using the experimentally measured P,.-S,,
relationships, the dynamic coefficient 7 was first quantified at
point locations. The dependency of grain size (i.e., impacting
both intrinsic permeability and entry pressure) on the magni-
tude of the dynamic coefficient 7 was then assessed. Finally,
the locally evaluated 7 was upscaled over a 9 cm interval of
the column length, by averaging pressures and saturations,
facilitating an assessment of the impact of upscaling on the
dynamic coefficient.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Sand Materials

[13] The solid phase used in these experiments was either
F32/F50 Ottawa sand (i.e., a 1:1 by weight mixture of F35 and
F50 sand) or F70 Ottawa sand (Opta Minerals Inc., Brantford,
Ontario, Canada). The F32/F50 sand mixture has a mean
grain size of 0.42 mm and a uniformity index of 2.3 (Table 1).
The F70 sand has a mean grain size of 0.18 mm and a uni-
formity index of 1.6.

2.2. Experimental Setup

[14] All experiments were conducted in a custom built
aluminum column 20 cm in length with an internal diameter
of 10 cm. A set of probes consisting of one nonwetting phase
tensiometer, one wetting phase tensiometer and one soil
moisture probe was installed at depths of 7cm (level 1), 10 cm
(level 2) and 13 cm (level 3), measured from the upper end of
the soil chamber (Figure 1).

[15] Wetting phase tensiometers were developed by
connecting ceramic porous cups (0652X03-BIM3, Soil-
moisture Equipment Corp., Santa Barbara, California) to
FP2000 pressure transducers (Honeywell, Columbus, Ohio).

Wetting Fluid Tensiometer

Soil Column

Ec-5 Soil Moisture Probe

Non Wetting Fluid

Tensiometer

Figure 1. Cross-sectional view of the soil chamber.
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Figure 2. Experimental outflow setup.

Nonwetting phase tensiometers (NWPT) were developed by
treating the ceramic cups with a 15% solution (by volume) of
Mythyltrichlorosilane (100%) (Sigma-Aldrich Co., Oakville,
Ontario) in toluene (100%) [Sah et al., 2004], for 24 h, fol-
lowed by rinsing thoroughly with methanol (100%). The
NWPTs were then air-dried over night before being attached
to the pressure transducers. The pressure transducers were
connected to a CR7 data logger (Campbell Scientific, Logan,
Utah). The wetting and nonwetting phase tensiometers re-
sponded to changes in pressure within the measurement
interval of the data logger (i.c., 15 s) at 100% water saturation
and the water pressure sensors increased to 90% of their
steady state value within 90 s and to 95% of their steady state
value within 120 s under partially saturated conditions. In this
assessment of pressure sensor response time the air inflow
line was closed, the outflow water reservoir elevation
instantaneously increased, and the time required for the
pressure transducers to read this change quantified at the three
measurement locations. As such this test assesses the time
required for pressure changes at the base of the column to
travel through the aqueous phase in the porous media,
through the water saturated ceramic porous cup and be read
by the pressure transducer. The pressure transducers were
calibrated prior to both permeability and outflow experiments
to ensure minimal drift (<2 mm) in the readings over the
experimental time period.

[16] In the F32/F50 experiments only the upper boundary
air pressure was quantified, assuming that the air phase had an
infinite mobility, and the upper boundary air phase pressure
was used to approximate air phase pressure throughout the
column [Hopmans et al., 1996]. In the F70 experiments, air
pressure was measured at three locations using the nonwet-
ting phase tensiometers except for one F70 experiment in
which the nonwetting fluid phase tensiometer failed (i.e., the
ceramic was not adequately hydrophobic). For this experi-
ment, the upper boundary air pressure was used to calculate
capillary pressure at levels 1, 2 and 3. In the F70 experiments
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where the nonwetting fluid tensiometers worked properly and
in a separate F32/F50 experiment, the assumption that the air
pressure measured at the upper boundary was equal to the air
pressure measured at the different depths in the column was
confirmed.

[17] Water saturation was determined by soil mois-
ture probes (ECH,O EC-5, Decagon Devices, Pullman,
Washington), whose two prongs were oriented vertically in
the column. The sampling height of the EC-5 probes can
be taken approximately as 1.0 cm when the plus prong (with
EC-5 logo) is placed on top of the shield prong and the
drainage front propagates from top to bottom, as adopted in
this study [Limsuwat et al., 2009]. The EC-5 probe uses the
capacitance technique to measure the dielectric permittivity
of porous media [Czarnomski et al., 2005] and responded
immediately to changes in water saturation. A two-point
calibration procedure was used to calibrate the EC-5 probes
[Sakaki et al., 2008]. Sakaki et al. [2008] determined an
instrument error of less than +£0.005 cm® cm > for dry sand
and +0.028 cm® cm > for saturated sand with instrument
specific calibration. The EC-5 detection limit (0.7% water
saturation) was assumed to be the 95% confidence interval
of at least 100 EC-5 readings at 100% water saturation.

[18] Once the tensiometers and EC-5 probes were cali-
brated and installed, the column was dry packed, and flushed
with CO, for 20 min. After flushing with CO,, the column
was slowly saturated with de-ionized water vertically
upwards at a rate of 1 mL/min for at least 24 h [O ’Carroll
et al., 2005]. After packing the permeability of the sand
was determined at 100% water saturation using a constant
head method [Klute and Dirksen, 1986]. For experiments
with F32/F50 sand, a water saturated hydrophilic membrane
(Nylaflo 0.2 um pore size, Pall Corporation, Ann Arbor
Michigan) was placed at the lower end of the pressure cell.
In these cases the membrane permeability was determined
from experimental data by applying Darcy’s law for flow in
series. De-ionized water was used as the aqueous phase in all
experiments.

2.3. Static and Dynamic Drainage Experiments

[19] Static and dynamic primary drainage experiments
were conducted using an automated laboratory apparatus
(Figure 2). Outflow was induced by increasing the upper
boundary air pressure (P,,) above atmospheric pressure.
Here, P,;, was controlled by a pressure regulator attached to a
stepping motor. Cumulative outflow (gravimetric), quantified
using a balance (Adventure Pro., Ohaus, New Jersey)
connected to a computer, water saturations and tensiometric
air and water pressures were recorded at 15 s intervals.

[20] In the static experiments air phase pressure was
increased in small increments (2-3 cm water) with sufficient
time between steps to allow the system to equilibrate (i.e., an
outflow rate of <0.2 g/h). Once equilibrium was achieved,
this process was repeated until the residual water saturation of
the sand was reached. Dynamic experiments were conducted
by increasing the P,;, to either 135 or 214 cm of water in one
step. This large initial step ensures a rapid rate of satura-
tion change. All experiments were conducted at a temperature
of 22°C (£2°C) in a temperature controlled environmental
laboratory.

[21] For the F32/F50 sand, a total of nine drainage
experiments were performed under three desaturation rate
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Table 2. Summary of Column Parameters After Packing
Cumulative
Imposed Air Pressure Levels Used to Porosity Ksana Kmem Outflow
Sand Type Static or Dynamic (cm of water) Calculate P.-S 0] (m?) (m?) (g)
F32-F50 Static n/a 1,2 and 3 0.32 632x 107" 1.15x 107" 361.0°
F32-F50 Static n/a 1,2and 3 0.32 6.06 x 107" 1,09 x 107" 446.0
F32-F50 Dynamic 135 3 0.32 - - 467.0
F32-F50 Dynamic 135 3 0.32 526 x 107" 1.07x 107" 461.7
F32-F50 Dynamic 135 3 0.32 267 %107 876 x 107'° 453.4
F32-F50 Dynamic 135 2 and 3 0.32 561 x 107" 150 x 1071° 469.6
F32-F50 Dynamic 214 2 0.31 - - 467.3
F32-F50 Dynamic 214 1,2 and 3 0.31 - - 4445
F32-F50 Dynamic 214 2 and 3 0.33 - - 443.2
Mean - 0.32 518x 10" 114 x 107" 456.6
Normalized 95% C.I.° - 1.34 72 16.0 1.9
F70 Static n/a 1,2 and 3 0.32 - NA 390.2
F70 Static n/a 1,2 and 3 0.32 - NA 379.9
F70 Dynamic 135 1,2 and 3 0.32 - NA 365.9
F70 Dynamic 135 1,2 and 3 0.32 - NA 376.7
F70 Dynamic 135 1,2 and 3 0.32 - NA 368.3
Mean - 0.32 - NA 376.2
Normalized 95% C.I.° - 0.7 - NA 2.7

“Experiment stopped before S,,, achieved as data acquisition system failed. This reading was not used to compute the mean cumulative outflow.

*Normalized 95% C.C. = (95% C.I.)/mean x 100.

regimes. Two experiments were conducted under static or
slow desaturation rates. Four experiments were conducted
at an intermediate desaturation rate induced by maintaining
a constant upper boundary air pressure of 135 cm water
and three experiments were conducted at a fast desaturation
rate induced by imposing a constant upper boundary air
pressure of 214 cm water. For the F70 sand, two static and
three dynamic experiments were conducted. The F70 sand
dynamic experiments used an upper boundary air pressure of
135 cm water (Table 2). In some instances the tensiometers
or soil moisture sensors failed (e.g., the porous ceramic
developed a leak allowing water to infiltrate an air pressure
line or EC-5 probes failed) and results from this measurement
location are not reported.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Statistical Analysis of the Measured P.-S,,
Relationships

[22] For each static experiment, the column was packed
with either the F32/F50 or F70 sand. Variations in indepen-
dently quantified porosity and permeability in each experi-
ment were small (i.e., less than 5% for permeability; see
Table 2). The P_-S,, relationship was measured at the three
measurement locations (levels 1-3). In the P.-S,, experiments
water drained sequentially starting at level 1 followed by
level 2 and then level 3, as shown in Figure 3. The measured
static P.-S,, curves for the F32/F50 and F70 sands were
reproducible indicating that a homogeneous and reproducible
packing was achieved within the columns. For example
Figure 4 presents P.-S,, data for a dynamic F32/F50 experi-
ment (P,;,. = 214 cm water) in one sand pack at each of the
three measurement locations. The entry pressure is very
reproducible, similar to the static experiment, and the dif-
ference between the three measured capillary pressures, at the
same water saturation, are small. Similar reproducibility was
observed for other static and dynamic experiments.

[23] To assess the reproducibility of measured P,.-S,, data
and to compare measured P.-S,, data at the different imposed
boundary conditions, 95% confidence intervals about the

mean static P.-S,, data were determined for each sand type.
To do this the water saturation was divided into 0.005
intervals for static experiments (0.01 intervals for dynamic
experiments) and the mean measured capillary pressures and
95% confidence intervals were quantified in this water satu-
ration interval. The data was binned into intervals in this
manner as capillary pressures were measured at slightly dif-
ferent water saturations making it difficult to directly compare
capillary pressure data at a given measured water saturation.
For the static P_.-S,, curves for the F32/F50 sand, 95% con-
fidence intervals of the mean were less than 1.4 cm water for
water saturations less than 0.98. In general, the 95% confi-
dence intervals decreased with decreasing water saturation
(Figure 5). With the finer F70 sand the 95% confidence in-
tervals were larger but generally less than 2 c¢cm of water
(Figure 6). The 95% confidence intervals were larger for the
dynamic experiments (Figures 5 and 6). Maximum 95%
confidence intervals were 1.6 cm of water for the F32/F50
sand at both imposed boundary conditions and 2.3 cm water,
at water saturations below 90%, for the dynamic experiments
conducted in the F70 sand.

[24] The capillary pressures measured under dynamic
conditions were consistently larger than those measured
under static conditions. For the F32/F50 sand, measured
capillary pressures were largest at the largest imposed pres-
sure step (214 cm water), followed by the imposed boundary
condition of 135 cm water and finally the static condition (i.e.,
Pztatic < P£35 cm water P514 cm water ata giVGl’l Sw) The mean
entry pressure (P,) increased with the desaturation rate. For
the F32/F50 sand, a mean P, of 18.1 cm (95% C.I. = 1.6),
23.0 cm (95% C.I. = 0.89) and 26.0 cm (C.I. = 3.1) was
recorded for experiments conducted at the slowest (static),
intermediate (P,;,- = 135 cm) and fastest (P,; = 214 cm)
desaturation rates, respectively. These entry pressures are
taken as the capillary pressure at the onset of desaturation
(S,, = 0.99). The 95% confidence interval of the mean static
P_-S,, curve overlaps with the 95% confidence interval of the
P_-S,, curve measured at the imposed boundary condition of
135 cm water for the F32/F50 sand however at the larger
imposed boundary condition the confidence intervals do not
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Figure 3. Measured experimental parameter at levels 1, 2 and 3 for F32—F50 dynamic experiment 5 (P, =
135 cm): outflow, tensiometric water pressures (W1, W2 and W3) and saturations (S1, S2 and S3) versus

time.

overlap with the static curve suggesting that PZ'* < " s
statistically different than P{“”° (Figure 5). Differences in
capillary pressure measured under static and dynamic con-
ditions were larger for the F70 sand in comparison to the F32/
F50 sand, for the same imposed boundary condition (P, =
135 cm). With the exception of two data points, the 95%
confidence intervals of the mean static and dynamic P.-S,,
curves (P,;-= 135 cm) for the finer F70 sand do not overlap.
An analysis of the pressure measurement system (ceramic
porous cups + pressure transducers) suggests that any lag in
pressure sensor readings (if there are any) would serve to
decrease measured capillary pressure below the actual value.
Furthermore, the inside volume of the pressure sensor (porous
ceramic cup + transducer) was kept as small as possible to
maintain high measurement sensitivity. Any lag in water

50

saturation measurements would serve to increase observed
dynamic effects in capillary pressure, however, independent
tests of the EC-5 probes suggest that they respond immedi-
ately to changes in water saturation, as discussed earlier. As a
result observed dynamic effects in capillary pressure are not
associated with delays in the measurement systems. Increased
capillary pressures at higher desaturation rates have also been
observed in air-water experiments [e.g., Topp et al., 1967;
Smiles et al., 1971; Vachaud et al., 1972; Stauffer, 1978;
Wildenschild et al., 2001; Chen et al., 2007; Sakaki et al.,
2010], and PCE-water experiments [Berentsen et al., 2006;
Bottero et al., 2006]. The study of Sakaki et al. [2010]
reported that capillary pressures, measured under dynamic
conditions, fell outside the 95% confidence interval of the
static capillary pressures, however, they did not observe

45

==Dynamic experiment 6 (Level 1)

40

==Dynamic experiment 6 (Level 2)

35

===Dynamic experiment 6 (Level 3)
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20

P, (cm H,0)
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0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

06 07 0.8 0.9 1.0
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Figure 4. Dynamic P -S,, curves measured at three levels (F32/F50 dynamic experiment 6, P,;. =214 cm

water).

6 of 13



W08544 CAMPS-ROACH ET AL.: DYNAMIC EFFECTS IN CAPILLARY PRESSURE W08544

50

O Mean Static Pc-Sw

B Mean Dynamic Pc-Sw (Pair=214cm)

45

¢ Mean Dynamic Pc-Sw (Pair=135cm)

40

35

P.(cm H,0)

—V.G. fit to Static Pc-Sw Mean

30

25

20
0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
Sw

Figure 5. Mean static and dynamic P,.-S,, curves for F32/F50 sand. For dynamic experiments, P,;,. =
135 cm and 214 cm of water. Error bars indicate the 95% confidence intervals about the mean.

increasing differences between static and dynamic P, with been attributed to various physical processes which may
increasing imposed boundary pressure. Sakaki et al. [2010]  account for the observed dynamic or nonequilibrium effects,
did not compute 95 % confidence intervals for their mea- as discussed in section 1. These phenomena are discussed
sured dynamic P.-S,, curves. The other reported studies below in the context of the results observed in this study.

did not attempt to quantify statistical differences. Increased [25] 1. It is known that measured dynamic contact angles
capillary pressures with increased rate of desaturation is ex-  differ from the static contact angles [Friedman, 1999]. To
pected based on thermodynamic considerations [Kalaydjian, investigate whether the dynamic contact angle could account
1992; Hassanizadeh and Gray, 1993] as well as the model for the difference between static and dynamic P,, the Young-
of Barenblatt [1971]. The apparent dependency of the P.-S,, Laplace equation was used to quantify the static contact angle
relationship on the desaturation rate/boundary condition has  using the ratio of dynamic P.. to static P... For example for the
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Figure 6. Mean static and dynamic P,-S,, curves for F70 sand. For dynamic experiments, P,;.= 135 cm of
water. Error bars indicate the 95% confidence intervals about the mean.

7 of 13



W08544

Table 3. Comparison of the Normalized Cumulative Outflow at
the Onset of Desaturation at Level 1

Time Air-Water Front

Norm Arrives at Level 1
Experiment Name &2 (h)
F32/F50 static experiment 1 0.07 1.79
F32/F50 static experiment 2 0.06 3.17
F32/F50 dynamic experiment 6 0.07 0.12
F32/F50 dynamic experiment 7 0.08 0.10
F32/F50 dynamic experiment 8 0.07 0.13

aNoergff = (%) Norm where Q.. is the cumulative outflow O/ is the
cumulative outflow at the termination of the experiment.

F32/F50 sand if it is assumed that the contact angle, measured
under dynamic conditions (P,; = 214 cm of water) through
the water phase, is 0°, the Young-Laplace equation suggests
that the static contact angle would be 46°. This contact angle
is larger than would be expected in an air-water-quartz sand
system and a contact angle of 0° under dynamic conditions is
unlikely. It is therefore unlikely that dynamic contact angles
alone result in observed differences in capillary pressure
measured under static and dynamic conditions in this study.
The ratio of dynamic to capillary forces decreases with sat-
uration, as a result this static contact angle would decrease to
more reasonable estimates with decreasing water saturation.

[26] 2. For the F32/F50 drainage experiments, hydrophilic
membranes were emplaced at the lower boundary. It has been
suggested that large capillary pressure gradients near the
membrane in dynamic drainage experiments can result in
water drainage first occurring at the outflow end of the col-
umn if there is air phase continuity throughout the column
[Wildenschild et al., 2001]. In this study, water drained
sequentially from levels 1 through 3 in experiments when
membranes were used. Furthermore in the F70 drainage
experiments no membranes were used and dynamic effects
in the measured P.-S,, relationships were observed. As such
membrane effects did not contribute to observed dynamic
effects.

[27] 3. In water drainage column experiments, where air
enters through the top of the column via small openings that
are not large enough to facilitate the movement of air into
the column, air pressure within the sample may deviate
from atmospheric pressure [Schultze et al., 1997]. In these
instances the air phase may expand, resulting in air entrap-
ment [Wildenschild et al., 2001; Hassanizadeh et al., 2002].
To address this concern, drainage was induced by pressur-
izing the upper air phase boundary in this study, as suggested
in the literature [Hopmans et al., 1996]. Air pressure was also
quantified at the measurement locations to further confirm
that air pressure at the measurement location was equivalent
to the imposed upper boundary air pressure. This further
confirmed that air entrapment did not result in observed dif-
ferences between static and dynamic P_-S,, data.

[28] 4. During dynamic drainage, water may become
entrapped in smaller pores as the entry pressure of the larger
surrounding pores is exceeded [Hassanizadeh et al., 2002].
The resulting drainage of the larger pores may isolate water in
the smaller pores [Wildenschild et al., 2001]. This phenom-
enon may explain why, during dynamic experiments, water
saturation is higher at a given capillary pressure than for static
experiments. To assess if water entrapment contributed to
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observed dynamic effects in capillary pressure the normalized
cumulative water outflow at the onset of desaturation at
level 1 (depth of 7 cm) are compared for the F32/F50 static
and dynamic experiments (P,;- = 214 cm) (Table 3). If the
normalized cumulative water outflow was lower under
dynamic conditions, this would suggest that water was in fact
entrapped in the region of the column between the upper
boundary and level 1. However, the normalized cumulative
water outflow at the onset of desaturation at level 1 were
similar in the static and dynamic experiments suggesting
water entrapment was not a major contributing factor to the
observed dynamic effects.

[29] Results from this analysis therefore suggest that (1)
both static and dynamic P.-S,, experiments yield reproduc-
ible results, (2) capillary pressures measured under dynamic
conditions are statistically different than those measured under
static conditions, (3) the magnitude of differences between
measured static and dynamic P.-S,, curves is dependent on
both the imposed boundary condition and mean grain size,
(4) pore water blockage, water and air entrapment do not
likely contribute to observed dynamic capillary pressure ef-
fects, and (5) dynamic contact angle does not solely con-
tribute to observed dynamic capillary pressure effects in air/
water systems. As discussed in the introduction there are still
anumber of factors that could contribute to observed dynamic
effects that need further study, including measurement scale,
grain size distribution, fluid viscosities and interfacial phe-
nomena (e.g., wettability), some of which are investigated
below.

3.2. Quantification of Dynamic Coefficient 7

[30] In this section, we calculate the dynamic coefficient 7
as a function of water saturation using equation (1) and dis-
cuss its magnitude and dependency on grain size and imposed
boundary pressure. To quantify the difference between the
static and dynamic capillary pressures in equation (1), the
static capillary pressure was determined by fitting van
Genuchten P.-S,, [van Genuchten, 1980] model parameters
to the mean static P.-S,, data. The van Genuchten model was
selected over the Brook and Corey model [Brooks and Corey,
1964] due to its better fit to the mean static P .-S,, data, par-
ticularly at higher water saturations. The desaturation rate
was determined for each dynamic drainage experiment using
a 7 point moving polynomial smoothing routine (i.e., the
desaturation rate was averaged over 90 s) [Golay, 1972]. The
desaturation rate dS,,/dt was only calculated when the dif-
ference between two consecutive saturation readings was
larger than 0.7% water saturation, the experimental detection
limit of the EC-5 soil moisture probes. If changes in two
consecutive water saturation readings were less than 0.7% it
was assumed that the water saturation did not change. The
dynamic coefficient (1) was quantified using equation (1) at
each water saturation where (Pyyr — Py,) was available and
when changes in water saturation were greater than the
detection limit of the EC-5 probes. Since changes in water
saturation decreased below the detection limit of the EC-5
probes as the column became desaturated the dynamic coef-
ficient is generally not reported at lower water saturations.
The dynamic experiments were rapid and the measurement
frequency of the data logger was 15 s. As a result, quantifi-
cation of (Pyy — Py) at closely spaced water saturations was
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Figure 7. Mean dynamic coefficient (7) calculated using equation (1) for F70 and F32/F50 sand
experiments. The dynamic coefficient calculated using the Barenblatt method (redistribution time =72 s for
the F32/F50 sand and 102 s for the F70 sand) is shown for comparison.

not possible. The dynamic coefficients for each of the
dynamic experiments, at a given imposed boundary condition
and for a given sand type, were therefore averaged in 0.02
water saturation intervals. This facilitated calculation of 95%
confidence intervals about the mean dynamic coefficient for
each imposed boundary condition.

[31] The magnitude of averaged 7, shown in Figure 7, is
generally largest for completely water saturated conditions
and decreases with decreasing water saturation. This is
expected from equation (4) as with the VG model, dP,./dS,, is
large at completely water saturated conditions. It should be
noted, however, that the error bars are large at completely
water saturation conditions. As such, although average values
of 7 are greater at higher water saturations they are not sta-
tistically different than values at lower water saturations.
For the F70 sand in this study 7 ranges between 10 and 3.7 x
10° kg m ' s' and for the F32/F50 sand 7 ranges between
6.7 x 10° and 10° kg m™~' s~'. This range is consistent with a
number of published air-water experimental studies reported
in the literature review of Hassanizadeh et al. [2002] (i.e., 3
10*kgm ' s 'to 5x 10’ kgm ' s7') as well as a recent study
that utilized a field soil in air-water experiments [Sakaki et al.,
2010]. For PCE-water-sand systems, a saturation dependent
7 of between 10° and 10’ kg m™' s™' has been reported
[O’Carroll et al., 2005; Bottero et al., 2006] and an average
of 2 x 10° kg m™"' s™' has been reported for an oil-water
system [Kalaydjian, 1992]. Reported values of 7 vary over
three orders of magnitude in the literature. Further work is
therefore needed to determine the factors that contribute to
these variations.

[32] The dynamic coefficient was larger in the finer
F70 sand in comparison to the coarser F32/F50 sand, with
the difference being statistically significant between water
saturations of 0.85 and 0.75 (Figure 7). Other studies have
suggested that the magnitude of the dynamic coefficient is
related to the permeability of the medium [Stauffer, 1978;
Manthey et al., 2005; Mirzaei and Das, 2007] however, to

our knowledge this is the first experimental study that has
observed that the dynamic coefficient is statistically different
for different grain sizes, or equivalently, intrinsic perme-
ability and entry pressure. Using the Stauffer [1978] rela-
tionship (equation (2)) and the measured soil and fluid
properties from this study (Table 1) suggests that 7 for the F70
sand should be 11 times larger than for the F32/F50 sand. The
maximum and minimum ratio of 7 between both sands
occurred at S, ~ 0.82 and S,, ~ 0.67 respectively (Figure 7).
Here the dynamic coefficient was 4 times larger for the
F70 sand at S,, ~ 0.82 and 1.6 times larger at S,, ~ 0.67.
The general trend of increasing dynamic coefficient with
decreasing intrinsic permeability and increasing entry pres-
sure observed in this study is consistent with that proposed by
Stauffer [1978], however the magnitude of the ratio for these
two sands is different. This analysis has only been conducted
for one porous media pair in this study therefore further work
is necessary to determine the appropriateness of the rela-
tionship proposed by Stauffer for a broader range of porous
media types. Comparison of the dynamic coefficient derived
from a number of experimental studies suggests that the
relationship of Stauffer [1978] may not be broadly applicable
and further work is necessary to develop a better understand-
ing of the factors impacting the magnitude of the dynamic
coefficient [Hassanizadeh et al., 2002].

[33] For the F32/F50 sand used in this study there was
no significant difference between 7 for the two imposed
boundary conditions over the range of water saturations
quantified. These different imposed air boundary conditions
resulted in different maximum water desaturation rates,
as expected (i.e., 1.4 x 10> s 'and 2.4 x 10 57! for P, =
135 cm water and P, = 214 cm water, respectively). This
may suggest that division of dP, by dS,,/dt at a given satu-
ration, as defined in equation (1), remains similar regardless
of the imposed boundary condition. These results are con-
sistent with the heterogeneous sand simulation results of
Manthey et al. [2005] that found that under three different
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desaturation regimes there was no pronounced difference
between 7 when water saturation was larger than 0.7. In their
study, however, 7 increased with applied pressure step size at
lower water saturations. In this study 7 was not quantified
below a water saturation of 0.6 because the water saturation
change over the measurement time interval was less than the
detection limit of the EC-5 soil moisture probe at lower water
saturations.

3.3. Assessment of Controlling Forces
and Determination of Redistribution Time

[34] In order to determine the conditions when dynamic
effects become important, Manthey et al. [2008] carried out a
dimensional analysis of the two-phase mass balance equa-
tions. Inclusion of the extended P.-S,, relationship (i.e.,
including equation (1) in this analysis) yielded two new
dimensionless numbers that could be used to compare the
magnitude of dynamic capillary forces to both viscous and
equilibrium capillary forces. These numbers are calculated
here to assess the importance of the magnitude of dynamic
capillary forces in this study. The dimensionless dynamic
number (Dy), developed through dimensionless analysis
of the nonwetting phase mass balance equation, relates the
magnitude of dynamic capillary forces to viscous forces
[Dahle et al., 2005; Manthey et al., 2008]:

ket
B /Jw'l?(z)

Dy (%)

where (., is the viscosity of the wetting phase and /. is a
characteristic length. In this study /. is taken as the mea-
surement range of the EC-5 soil moisture probes and the
sampling range over which the desaturation rate was quan-
tified (approximately 1 cm for desaturation with the probe
alignment adopted in this study) [Limsuwat et al., 2009].
Manthey et al. [2008] investigated the use of system length,
front width length and pore diameter as appropriate charac-
teristic lengths and suggested that the front width is most
appropriate. A DyC number, relating the magnitude of
dynamic capillary forces to equilibrium capillary forces, has
also been proposed:

Uu.T

DyC =
T T Pl

(6)

where u, is a characteristic velocity and P, is a characteristic
capillary pressure, in this study taken as the entry pressure fit
using the Brooks-Corey relationship. u.//. was assumed to be
equivalent to the desaturation rate in this study. In these
calculations, maximum observed desaturation rates of 1.4 x
107 s 'and 2.4 x 10 s ! were used for the F32/F50 sand at
imposed boundary conditions of 135 cm water and 214 cm
water, respectively and 2.1 x 10> s™! for the F70 sand at an
imposed boundary condition of 135 cm water. The dynamic
number was Dy = 968 for the F32/F50 sand and 410 for
the F70 sand and the DyC number was 1.3 and 2.3 for the
F32/F50 sand at the imposed boundary conditions 135 cm
water and 214 cm water, respectively and 1.4 for the F70
sand. Note that the dynamic number is not a function of the
desaturation rate. This analysis suggests that dynamic capil-
lary forces were larger than both viscous and equilibrium
capillary forces in this study, however the dynamic capillary
forces were on the same order as the equilibrium capillary
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forces. This is consistent with the observed capillary pressure/
saturation curves which were statistically different under
dynamic and static conditions however the magnitude of
these differences were generally 10% to 15% of the entry
pressure of the two sands in this study.

[35] The work of Barenblatt [1971] suggests that observed
dynamic effects are due to a finite time required for pore
fluids to redistribute in the pore space. The redistribution
times are calculated here using the dynamic coefficient
determined by minimizing the RMSE between the dynamic
coefficients estimated using equations (1) and (4) (Figure 7),
facilitating a comparison of the two theories. Redistribution
times were 72 s for the F32/F50 sand and 102 s for the F70
sand, suggesting that a finite and a readily observable time is
required for the pore fluids to redistribute in these systems.
The redistribution time, which is largely independent of sat-
uration, is larger for the F70 sand, consistent with the larger
reported dynamic coefficients. Larger redistribution times
may therefore be required in porous media with a smaller pore
structure. These values are smaller than the 509 s redistri-
bution time reported by Sakaki et al. [2010] for primary water
drainage in an air-water system. They utilized a similar
experimental apparatus with a mean grain size of 0.3 mm,
which is between that of the F32/F50 and F70 sands used
here, however their sand had a larger uniformity coefficient.
Sakaki et al. [2010] also utilized the Brooks-Corey model to
obtain the slope of the P_-S,, relationships, as opposed to the
van Genuchten model used in this study, and they utilized
dynamic coefficients at lower water saturations in their fitting
routine, where the dynamic coefficients were largest. As
suggested by equation 4, the shape of the measured 7-S,,
relationships in Figure 7 seems to be largely controlled by
the slope of P.-S,, relationships. All of these factors could
have contributed to the larger reported redistribution time
of Sakaki et al. [2010].

3.4. Upscaling 7 for Larger Systems

[36] As discussed in section 1 numerical and theoretical
studies have suggested that 7 is proportional to the square of
the length scale when pressures and saturations are averaged
over the length scale [Dahle et al., 2005; Manthey et al.,
2005; Nordbotten et al., 2008]. To investigate the impact of
scale on the magnitude of 7, fluid pressures and saturations at
each measurement location (with a representative sampling
thickness of the sensor = ~1 cm) were upscaled to lengths of
6 cm or 9 cm using the volume averaging technique used by
Manthey et al. [2005]. For F32/F50 dynamic experiment 4
(Pair = 135 cm) and F32/F50 dynamic experiment 7 (P, =
214 cm), point-measured local pressure and saturation mea-
surements (levels 2 and 3) were averaged over 6 cm (i.e., tWo
3 cm-thick layers). Measurements at all three levels were
used to average over a 9 cm interval (i.e., three 3 cm thick
layers) for F32/F50 dynamic experiment 6 (P,;. = 214 cm)
and F70 dynamic experiments 1, 2 and 3 (P,;, = 135 cm).
For the other F32/F50 dynamic experiments, the averaging
technique could not be applied because both pressure and
saturation data from multiple levels were not available. The
values of 7 averaged over 6 and 9 cm for both sand systems
were very similar to the point measurements (Figure 8 for
F35/F50 sand dynamic experiment 6 and Figure 9 for F70
sand dynamic experiment 1, other results not shown).
Upscaled dynamic coefficients were similar to the point
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Figure 8. Point measured and upscaled 7 as a function of S,, (F32/F50 dynamic experiment 6).

measurements since the magnitude of differences in static and
dynamic capillary pressure did not increase with scale nor did
the desaturation rate decrease with increasing scale. These
observations suggest that column-scale upscaling using
the method of Manthey et al. [2005] (from a 1 cm local
measurement to 9 cm) did not affect the magnitude of 7
under the conditions considered in this study (i.e., uniform/
homogeneous sand, air-water fluids, and boundary condi-
tions). The study of Manthey et al. [2005] utilized different
fluid pairs (PCE-water) and a heterogeneous domain ranging
from 3 to 100 cm in size. In their study 7 increased by
approximately 3 orders of magnitude with a 30 fold increase
in averaging scale (i.e., from 3 to 100 cm), and by one order of
magnitude when the averaging scale increased from 3 cm to
12 cm. Although Manthey et al. [2005] used the PCE/water
fluid pair the 3 cm and 12 cm averaging scales are similar to
that used in this study. It is possible that with the conditions of
this study and averaging over a larger column length would
lead to increases in the dynamic coefficient. Further investi-
gation is necessary to determine whether or not there is a
threshold scaling size for which the averaged 7 is signifi-
cantly affected.

4. Conclusions

[37] In this study, a number of capillary pressure—
saturation (P.-S,,) relationships were measured at different
desaturation rates to determine if the relationships depend
on desaturation rate, as have been suggested in modeling,
theoretical and experimental studies. A number of replicate
air-water primary drainage experiments were conducted
using two sands with different mean grain sizes (F32/F50 and
F70 sands), facilitating statistical comparison of the static and
dynamic P.-S,, relationships. The 95 % confidence intervals
of the measured P,.-S,, data (both static and dynamic) showed
that the P.-S,, relationships under fast drainage rates were
statistically different than those measured under static con-
ditions for both F32/F50 and F70 sands, consistent with
thermodynamic theory. Although the magnitude of differ-

ences between capillary pressure, measured under static and
dynamic conditions increased with increased imposed bound-
ary condition, pore water blockage, water and air entrapment
do not likely contribute to observed dynamic capillary pres-
sure effects. Finally, dynamic contact angle could be a con-
tributing factor but it is does not solely lead to observed
dynamic effects in air/water systems.

[38] The dynamic coefficient 7 quantified using
equation (1) showed that averaged values of 7 vary with S,
and the shape of 7-§,, appears to be largely controlled by the
slope of the P,.-S,, relationship. However, due to the large
confidence intervals for 7 near completely water saturated
conditions, the averaged 7 values at lower S, liec roughly at
the lower bound of the confidence intervals for 7 near com-
pletely water saturated conditions, i.e., 7 values are not sta-
tistically different at different water saturations. This suggests
that the assumption of a constant 7 may also be appropriate.
A constant 7 model could simplify the implementation of
dynamic effects in capillary pressure in a numerical model
when modeling unsaturated flow under conditions similar to

Instrument Measurement (Level 1)
2.E+06 1T * Instrument Measurement (Level 2)
¥ [nstrumentMeasurement (Level 3)
=4=Upscaled to 9cm e
— 1.E+06
?
£
o
4
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Figure 9. Point measured and upscaled 7 as a function of S,,
(F70 dynamic experiment 1).
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those presented here. Also shown is that the magnitude of 7
is consistent with other studies and that 7 is dependent on
porous media mean grain size (i.e., larger 7 for finer soil) but
not on the desaturation rate. Finally the dynamic coefficient
was upscaled from local point measurements to the column
scale. Within the scale that was considered (i.e., ten-fold), the
upscaled dynamic coefficients were the same as the point
measurements. Additional work is required to investigate
other factors that could contribute to observed dynamic
effects, including fluid viscosities and interfacial phenomena
(e.g., wettability). Furthermore, study is needed to investigate
what the implications of dynamic effects would be for com-
mon field scenarios where rapid changes in fluid saturations
are induced (e.g., air sparging for site remediation, CO,
sequestration or enhanced oil recovery). Results from this
study would suggest that the inclusion of dynamic effects in
capillary pressure should be considered when fluid satura-
tions change rapidly.

[39] Acknowledgments. This research was supported by Natural
Sciences and Engineering Research Council (NSERC) of Canada and Cana-
dian Foundation for Innovation grants. Such support does not indicate
endorsement by any sponsor. The authors would also like to thank Michael
Celia for helpful advice.

References

Barenblatt, G. 1. (1971), Filtration of two nonmixing fluids in a homoge-
neous porous medium, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR, Mekh. Zhidk. Gaza, 5,
857-864.

Barenblatt, G. 1., T. W. Patzek, and D. B. Silin (2003), The mathematical
model of nonequilibrium effects in water-oil displacement, SPE J., 8(4),
409-416, doi:10.2118/87329-PA.

Berentsen, C., S. M. Hassanizadeh, A. Bezuijen, and O. Oung (2006),
Modelling of two-phase flow in porous media including non-equilibrium
capillary pressure effects, in Proceedings of the XVI International Con-
ference on Computational Methods in Water Resources, edited by P. J.
Binning et al., 11 pp., Tech. Univ. of Denmark, Copenhagen, Denmark.
(Available at http://proceedings.cmwr-xvi.org/contributionDisplay.py?
contribld=329&amp;sessionld=7&amp;confld=a051)

Bottero, S., S. M. Hassanizadeh, P. J. Kleingeld, and A. Bezuijen (2006),
Experimental study of dynamic capillary pressure effect in two-phase
flow in porous media, in Proceedings of the XVI International Confer-
ence on Computational Methods in Water Resources, edited by P. J.
Binning et al., 7 pp., Tech. Univ. of Denmark, Copenhagen, Denmark.
(Available at http://proceedings.cmwr-xvi.org/contributionDisplay.py?
contribld=343 &amp;sessionld=9&amp;confld=a051)

Brooks, R. H., and A. T. Corey (1964), Hydraulic properties of porous
media, Hydrol. Pap. 3, 27 pp., Colo. State Univ., Fort Collins.

Chen, L. X., G. A. Miller, and T. C. G. Kibbey (2007), Rapid pseudo-static
measurement of hysteretic capillary pressure-saturation relationships in
unconsolidated porous media, Geotech. Test. J., 30(6), 474-483.

Czarnomski, N., G. W. Moore, T. G. Pypker, J. Licata, and B. J. Bond
(2005), Precision and accuracy of three alternative instruments for mea-
suring soil water content in two forest soils of the Pacific Northwest,
Can. J. For. Res., 35(8), 1867-1876, doi:10.1139/x05-121.

Dahle, H. K., M. A. Celia, and S. M. Hassanizadeh (2005), Bundle-of-
tubes model for calculating dynamic effects in the capillary-pressure-
saturation relationship, Transp. Porous Media, 58(1-2), 5-22,
doi:10.1007/s11242-004-5466-4.

Das, D. B., R. Gauldie, and M. Mirzaei (2007), Dynamic effects for two-
phase flow in porous media: Fluid property effects, AIChE J., 53(10),
2505-2520, doi:10.1002/aic.11292.

Friedman, S. P. (1999), Dynamic contact angle explanation of flow rate-
dependent saturation-pressure relationships during transient liquid flow
in unsaturated porous media, J. Adhes. Sci. Technol., 13(12), 1495—
1518, doi:10.1163/156856199X00613.

Golay, M. J. E. (1972), Smoothing of data by least-squares procedures and
by filtering, IEEE Trans. Comput., 21(3), 299-301, doi:10.1109/
TC.1972.5008953.

CAMPS-ROACH ET AL.: DYNAMIC EFFECTS IN CAPILLARY PRESSURE

W08544

Hassanizadeh, S. M., and W. G. Gray (1990), Mechanics and thermody-
namics of multiphase flow in porous media including interphase bound-
aries, Adv. Water Resour., 13(4), 169-186, do0i:10.1016/0309-1708(90)
90040-B.

Hassanizadeh, S. M., and W. G. Gray (1993), Thermodynamic basis of
capillary-pressure in porous media, Water Resour. Res., 29(10), 3389—
3405, doi:10.1029/93WR01495.

Hassanizadeh, S. M., M. A. Celia, and H. K. Dahle (2002), Dynamic effect
in the capillary pressure-saturation relationship and its impacts on unsat-
urated flow, Vadose Zone J., 1, 38-57, doi:10.2113/1.1.38.

Hopmans, J. W., M. E. Grismer, J. Chen, and Y. P. Liu (1996), Parameter
estimation of two-fluid capillary pressure-saturation and permeability
functions, EPA/600/R98/046, 97 pp., EPA, Cincinnati, Ohio.

Juanes, R. (2008), Nonequilibrium effects in models of three-phase flow
in porous media, Adv. Water Resour., 31(4), 661-673, doi:10.1016/j.
advwatres.2007.12.005.

Kalaydjian, F. (1992), Dynamic capillary pressure curve for water/oil dis-
placement in porous media: Theory vs. experiment, 24813-MS, 16 pp.,
Soc. of Petrol. Eng., Richardson, Tex.

Klute, A., and C. Dirksen (1986), Hydraulic conductivity and diffusivity:
Laboratory methods, in Methods of Soil Analysis: Part 1, edited by
A. Klute, pp. 687-734, Am. Soc. of Agron., Madison, Wis.

Limsuwat, A., T. Sakaki, and T. H. Illangasekare (2009), Experimental
quantification of bulk sampling volume of ECH,O soil moisture sensors,
in 29th Annual American Geophysical Union Hydrology Days, edited by
J. A. Ramirez, pp. 39-45, Colo. State Univ., Fort Collins.

Manthey, S. (2006), Two-phase flow processes with dynamic effects
in porous media—Parameter estimation and simulation, dissertation,
139 pp., Univ. of Stuttgart, Stuttgart, Germany.

Manthey, S., S. M. Hassanizadeh, and R. Helmig (2005), Macro-scale
dynamic effects in homogeneous and heterogeneous porous media,
Transp. Porous Media, 58(1-2), 121-145, doi:10.1007/s11242-004-
5472-6.

Manthey, S., S. M. Hassanizadeh, R. Helmig, and R. Hilfer (2008), Dimen-
sional analysis of two-phase flow including a rate-dependent capillary
pressure-saturation relationship, Adv. Water Resour., 31(9), 1137-1150,
doi:10.1016/j.advwatres.2008.01.021.

Mirzaei, M., and D. B. Das (2007), Dynamic effects in capillary pressure-
saturations relationships for two-phase flow in 3D porous media: Impli-
cations of micro-heterogeneities, Chem. Eng. Sci., 62(7), 1927-1947,
doi:10.1016/j.ces.2006.12.039.

Nordbotten, J. M., M. A. Celia, H. K. Dahle, and S. M. Hassanizadeh
(2008), On the definition of macroscale pressure for multiphase flow
in porous media, Water Resour. Res., 44, W06S02, doi:10.1029/
2006WRO005715.

O’Carroll, D. M., T. J. Phelan, and L. M. Abriola (2005), Exploring
dynamic effects in capillary pressure in multistep outflow experiments,
Water Resour. Res., 41, W11419, doi:10.1029/2005WR004010.

Sah, A., H. L. Castricum, A. Bliek, D. H. A. Blank, and J. E. ten Elshof
(2004), Hydrophobic modification of ~-alumina membranes with
organochlorosilanes, J. Membr. Sci., 243(1-2), 125-132, doi:10.1016/;.
memsci.2004.05.031.

Sakaki, T., A. Limsuwat, K. M. Smits, and T. H. Illangasekare (2008),
Empirical two-point a-mixing model for calibrating the ECH,O EC-5
soil moisture sensor in sands, Water Resour. Res., 44, W0O0DOS,
doi:10.1029/2008 WR006870.

Sakaki, T., D. M. O’Carroll, and T. H. Illangasekare (2010), Direct quan-
tification of dynamic effects in capillary pressure for drainage-wetting
cycles, Vadose Zone J., 9, 424-437, doi:10.2136/vzj2009.0105.

Schultze, B., O. Ippisch, B. Huwe, and W. Durner (1997), Dynamic non-
equilibrium during unsaturated water flow, in Proceedings of the Inter-
national Workshop on Characterization and Measurement of the
Hydraulic Properties of Unsaturated Porous Media, edited by M. T.
van Genuchten, F. J. Leij, and L. Wu, pp. 877-892, Univ. of Calif.,
Riverside.

Smiles, D. E., G. Vachaud, and M. Vauclin (1971), Test of uniqueness of
soil moisture characteristic during transient nonhysteretic flow of water
in a rigid soil, Soil Sci. Soc. Am. Proc., 35, 534-539.

Stauffer, F. (1978), Time dependence of the relations between capillary
pressure, water content and conductivity during drainage of porous
media, paper presented at Symposium on Scale Effects in Porous Media,
TIAHR, Thessaloniki, Greece.

Topp, G. C., A. Klute, and D. B. Peters (1967), Comparison of water
content-pressure head data obtained by equilibrium steady-state and
unsteady-state methods, Soil Sci. Soc. Am. Proc., 31, 312-314.

12 of 13



W08544 CAMPS-ROACH ET AL.: DYNAMIC EFFECTS IN CAPILLARY PRESSURE W08544

Vachaud, G., M. Vauclin, and M. Wakil (1972), Study of uniqueness of =~ Wildenschild, D., J. W. Hopmans, and J. Simunek (2001), Flow rate depen-
soil-moisture characteristic during desorption by vertical drainage, Soil dence of soil hydraulic characteristics, Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J., 65, 35-48.
Sci. Soc. Am. Proc., 36, 531-532.

van Genuchten, M. T. (1980), Closed-form equation for predicting the G. Camps-Roach, T. A. Newson, and D. M. O’Carroll, Department of
hydraulic conductivity of unsaturated soils, Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J., 44, Civil and Environmental Engineering, University of Western Ontario,

892-898. London, ON N6A 5B9, Canada. (docarroll@eng.uwo.ca)

Vogel, H.-J., A. Samouelian, and O. Ippisch (2008), Multi-step and two- T. H. Illangasekare and T. Sakaki, Center for Experimental Study of
step experiments in heterogeneous porous media to evaluate the rele-  Subsurface Environmental Processes, Colorado School of Mines, Golden,
vance of dynamic effects, Adv. Water Res., 31(1), 181-188. CO 80401, USA.

13 of 13




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


