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A mathematical model is developed to study formation and evolution of pores
during the chemical vapor infiltration (CVI) process. In this model the evolving
fiber–gas interface is described by a level-set function with growth rate determined
by the vapor precursor concentration and the local geometry. The vapor precursor,
solely driven by diffusion, is described by a boundary value problem of the Laplace
equation. We then numerically solve this model using the immersed interface method
and a fast searching method developed by the authors for pore detection. This model
is able to numerically advance the fiber–gas interface and automatically handle fiber
merging and pore formation. Numerical experiments are conducted to validate this
model and the corresponding numerical algorithm. c© 2002 Elsevier Science (USA)

1. INTRODUCTION

There are a variety of physical phenomena of gas–solid reactions involving porous media.
These reactions are accompanied by an increase in volume of the solid phase and by
diminishing porosity of the porous medium, due to the formation of a solid product or
deposition of a solid species at the gas–solid interface during the process. Gas–solid reactions
with solid deposition are exemplified by the fabrication of ceramic matrix composites
through the chemical vapor infiltration (CVI) process, during which a matrix of ceramic
fibers is chemically vapor deposited within a porous preform. In this paper, we continue our
study of the process by building a mathematical model for anisotropic fiber growth rates.

Chemical vapor infiltration is receiving increasing recognition as an important practical
approach to fabricating ceramic composites. Among these composites, fiber-reinforced
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composites (produced by using fibrous preform) are of great technological interest. Because
of their improved mechanical properties (high strength-to-density ratio and resistance to
fracture) and increasing resistance to oxidation, their use in commercial applications has
undergone dramatic expansion over the past decades. The CVI is the most-developed method
for fabricating fiber-reinforced ceramic composites [27].

Generally, the CVI process for a fibrous preform can be described as follows. The preform,
consisting of a network of reinforcing fibers of carbon or silicon carbide (SiC) arranged in a
porous array, is placed in a high-temperature furnace. A vapor precursor of matrix material,
such as methyltrichlorosilane (MTS), flowing into the furnace perpetrates the pores of the
preform. The MTS dissociates at the fiber surface and deposits silicon carbide as a solid
coating onto the fiber surface, “growing” the solid fibers and filling the interfiber void. The
fibers get larger and the space between fibers becomes smaller. As the deposition process
continues, avenues for gas precursor transport become more tortuous and begin to close off.
Decreasing porosity makes it possible to form inaccessible pores for gas transport in the
course of reaction, and deposition ceases on the fiber surface inside an inaccessible pore
(Fig. 1). Eventually the external surface of the preform is completely sealed, preventing
further densification of the interior and ending the CVI process. As a final product, the fiber
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FIG. 1. Chemical vapor infiltration process.
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coating (also called matrix) interlocks, and the fibers are held together by the coating. This
coating along with the fibers constitutes the composites.

Modeling has always played a key role in the development of the CVI process. Math-
ematical models have been established to study the pore microstructure evolution and to
simulate the growth of matrix on fibers. It is natural to use a gas transport reaction equation
and/or an equation of conservation of mass [3, 26] to model the mass transport of the reagent
to the fiber preform and the deposition kinetics of the solid matrix. But the description of the
change of pore microstructure and surface area of the preform as the deposition of matrix
occurs is the most difficult part for modeling and simulating the process. The computational
difficulty lies in the fact that the pore microstructure may change topology and inaccessible
pores may form during the process. Most existing models avoid modeling pore microstruc-
ture by modeling the macroscopic quantities, such as porosity, gas permeability, and surface
area per unit volume [3, 22, 23], which are quantities dependent on the pore microstructure.
Some models assume that inaccessible pores do not take place, which is only valid for the
initial stage of the process [21]. Percolation theory may apply but it involves great mathe-
matical and numerical complexity [25]. These models are successful in some aspects, but
most of them do not give detailed information about the final pore structure.

The model we proposed in [7, 8], a level-set equation of Hamilton–Jacobi type coupled
with a boundary value problem of the Laplace equation, can be used to describe the evolution
of pore structures. The main ingredients in this model include the level-set method, a robust
numerical technique in capturing the evolving gas–solid interface, and the fast searching
method to efficiently detect the inaccessible pores. This model accurately predicts not only
the residual porosity but also the close-off time and the shape and location of inaccessible
pores, under the assumption that the process is in the kinetic limit where the front speed is
a constant unless inside an inaccessible pore.

In general, the ideal condition to achieve the kinetic limit may not be realized in lab-
oratory experiments. Instead, the growth speed of the front may depend on many other
factors, such as temperature and its gradient, reagent concentration and its gradient, reac-
tion type, and the local geometry (such as the mean curvature). These variables can affect
the ceramic composite structure and properties. In this paper we explore the effect of the
reagent concentration and local geometry on the process and final composite structure us-
ing an extended model where the growth speed depends on these factors. We also apply an
immersed interface method (IIM), derived by LeVeque and Li [11] (and originated from
Peskin’s immersed boundary method [18]), for this model. This allows one to solve this
complicated front propagation problem with a complex geometry in a Cartesian grid, and
an efficient FFT solver can be utilized to optimize the efficiency of the algorithm.

Although this model is phenomenological, it does address some of the main computa-
tional challenges in a CVI process, such as the handling of topological changes and pore
developments; thus it provides some essential computational tools for realistic simulation
of the CVI process.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we extend our previous model proposed
in [7, 8] to include anisotropic front speeds, which depend on the concentration and the
local geometry. In Section 3, we outline the numerical approach for the new CVI model. In
Section 4, we describe how the immersed interface method (IIM), a numerical technique
for solving PDEs with singular sources or in interface problems, is implemented for the
new model. In Section 5, we present some numerical experiments on this model, and we
conclude the paper in Section 6.
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2. THE MATHEMATICAL MODEL

2.1. Description of the Isothermal CVI (ICVI)

CVI processes can be classified into several types according to (i) whether the preform is
uniformly heated and (ii) how the gaseous reagent flows through the preform. The isothermal
CVI (ICVI) is one of these variations in current practice and study. In the ICVI, the preform
is maintained at a uniform temperature, and the reagent diffuses into the pore space of the
preform, reacting on the fiber surface to deposit matrix material (Fig. 2). The ICVI generally
requires a long infiltration time since diffusion is slow through the fiber matrix. But it is
still frequently used commercially because only simple equipment is required and it can
accommodate a large number of different sizes and shapes.

2.2. The Setup for the ICVI Model

As in [8], in order to model the evolving process, we take the cross section of a unidirec-
tionally arranged fiber bundle and assume that this cross section is in a rectangular region
(Fig. 3). And we use the following notations:
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FIG. 2. Isothermal chemical vapor infiltration.
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FIG. 3. Setup for the isothermal CVI model.

�, the area where the fibers are placed and grown;
∂�, the outer boundary of the problem;
�+, the area of gas reagent;
�−, the area of developed fibers;
�, the interface between fibers and reagent;
O , the pores inaccessible by reagent from ∂�.

2.3. A Mathematical Model for the ICVI

To describe the ICVI process, the simplest mathematical model requires at least, two
partial differential equations. One describes the evolution of the fiber–gas fronts, and the
other describes the changes in reactant concentration.

We start with the model developed in [7, 8]. First, the evolution of the fiber–gas front is
modeled by a level-set equation of Hamilton–Jacobian type,

{
�t − c(u, x, t)|∇�| = 0,

�|t=0 = �0,
(1)
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where � is the level-set function, with �t = {x |�(x, t) = 0} being the fiber–gas interface
at time t and c(u, x, t) the moving speed of the interface along the normal direction. The
inital value �0 is set to be the signed distance function from �.

In the kinetic limit, which occurs under the perfect conditions, the front speed c is a
constant. This was the case studied in [8]. However, in general, other factors, such as tem-
perature, temperature gradient, reagent concentration and its gradient, flow rate, reaction
type, and the local geometry, all influence the CVI process. The determination of the depo-
sition and growth rates could be measured by experiments (see [24] for the production of
silicon carbide using MTS). Since the temperature in the ICVI process is kept as a constant,
we only consider the case where the front speed depends on the concentration gradient and
the local mean curvature; namely,

c̃(u, x, t) = K1

(
1 + K2

∂u

∂�n + K3 F(�)

)
, x ∈ �t , (2)

where u denotes the reactant concentration, �n the normal direction, and � the mean curvature
given by

� = ∇ · ∇�

|∇�| . (3)

K1, K2, K3 are constants that may be determined by experiments [24].
Physically, when an inaccessible pore O is formed, the fiber front surrounding that area

quickly absorbs the reagent remainder and no more reagent is able to reach O . Thus that part
will stop growing, forming a pore permanently. If we take into consideration the accessibility
of a point in the region and denote

p(x, t) =
{

1 if x /∈ O,

0 if x ∈ O,
(4)

the normal speed c(u, x, t) in Eq. (1) is

c(u, x, t) = c̃(u, x, t)p(x, t). (5)

The second equation in this model is used to describe the reactant concentration u. Since
the gas is only driven by diffusion, if we assume the concentration is 1 at the outer boundary
(gas inlet) and 0 at the fiber front, the following initial and boundary value problem of the
heat equation describes the reactant distribution:




ut − �u = 0 in �+(t),

u(x, t) = 1 on ∂�,

u(x, t) = 0 on �t .

(6)

Since the fiber growing speed (millimeters per week) is significantly slower than the gas
diffusion, we may assume that the gas phase is always in a steady state. Thus we drop the
time dependence in (6) and obtain the Laplace equation for u. The complete model for the
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ICVI process can then be expressed as follows:




�t − c(u, x, t)|∇�| = 0,

c(u, x, t) = p(x, t)K1
(
1 + K2

∂u
∂�n + K3 F(�)

)
,

�|t=0 = �0,

�u = 0 in �+(t),
u(x, t) = 1 on ∂�,

u(x, t) = 0 on �t .

(7)

Note that at inaccessible pore area O , u satisfies the Laplace equation with the zero
boundary condition on the part of �t that bounds this area; thus the maximum principle
implies that u ≡ 0 for x ∈ O . Since c = 0 for x ∈ O , the fiber surrounding O ceases to
grow, which is exactly what happens physically.

3. OUTLINE OF THE NUMERICAL ALGORITHM

The model contains two PDEs. At each time step t = tn , the interface �tn is the zero set
of the level-set function �|tn . The boundary value problem of the Laplace equation is solved
and its solution u|tn is used to determine the moving speed c(un, x, tn) of the interface. Then
we solve the Hamilton–Jacobi equation for �|tn+1 . The numerical procedure is as follows.

Initialize the level-set function � to be the signed distance function.
Repeat.

1. From the level-set function �n , find the necessary interface information, such as the
normal and tangential directions, the projections of irregular grid points, and the curvatures.

2. Detect accessibility of all grid points using the fast searching method.
3. Solve the boundary value problem of the Laplace equation for un using the IIM.
4. Calculate the normal speed c(un, x, tn) of the moving interface.
5. Obtain the level-set function �n+1 by solving the Hamilton–Jacobi equation.
6. Go to the next time level until the whole porous region closes off.

As we did in [8], in step 5, the level-set equation is solved by the second-order scheme
for convex Hamiltonian introduced by Sethian [19], while in step 2, a fast searching method
[8] (which requires O(N ) operations at each step, where N is the number of grid points)
is used to determine inaccessible pores (area O). The porosity is computed using the same
second-order method as in [8].

In step 3, to solve the Laplace equation in an irregular domain, we use the immersed
interface method (IIM) [11] developed by LeVeque and Li. IIM is a difference scheme used
to solve the second-order PDEs with discontinuous coefficients and/or singular sources
along an irregular interface in a regular domain. Although the interface is moving, the mesh
is regular and remains unchanged. The jump condition across the interface is incorporated
only into the right-hand side of the discrete equation so that a fast Poisson solver can still be
used. The method has a second-order global convergence even though it is only first-order
accurate at grid points close to the interface [15].

In the following section, we describe how the IIM is applied to our problem.
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4. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE IIM METHOD

The IIM solves PDEs with discontinuous coefficients and/or singular sources along an
irregular interface in a simple region by specifying a jump discontinuity in u and/or its
normal derivative ∂u

∂�n . It uses a uniform rectangular mesh and a modified standard central-
difference approximation to achieve second-order accuracy on the grid points far away from
the interface and consequently a global second-order convergence. When the coefficients
are continuous, it recovers the standard five-point scheme and the specified discontinuity
only affects the right-hand side of the discretized equation [11]. As a result, a fast Poisson
solver can be used. By using the IIM, the mesh does not change even if the interface is
moving. It has been applied to various problems in applications [12, 13, 16].

4.1. The IIM in Two Space Dimension

In this section we outline the IIM for the sake of completeness. This was described in
[11]. Experienced readers may skip this section.

Suppose that the problem to be solved is a Poisson equation �u = f , with f continuous,
in a square region [a, b] × [a, b] with suitable boundary conditions. An interface � is
embedded inside the region and along � there are jumps in u and ∂u

∂�n . Specifically, the
problem is given by 



�u = f,

[u]|� = g(s),[
∂u
∂�n

]|� = v(s),

B.C.,

(8)

where s is the arclength parameter of the interface �.
In IIM, a rectangular mesh is used to discretize the Laplace equation (8) in the rectangular

domain. Assume a uniform grid is being used:

xi = a + ih, y j = a + jh, i, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , n.

An IIM can be put into the form of a finite-difference scheme. At grid point (xi , y j ), the
scheme has the form ∑

k

�kui+ik , j+ jk = fi j + Ci j , (9)

with Ci j incorporating the boundary conditions at �. The sum over k involves a finite
number of points around point (xi , y j ).

First, the grid points are classified into two categories: regular points and irregular points.
A grid point (xi , y j ) is a regular point if the interface does not cross between any two points
of the standard five-point stencil. Otherwise (xi , y j ) is an irregular point (Fig. 4). At a
regular point, (9) is the standard five-point (k = 5) approximation,

ui+1, j + ui−1, j + ui, j+1 + ui, j−1 − 4ui, j

h2
= fi j ,

with

Ci j = 0.

The truncation error at a regular point is obviously O(h2).
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FIG. 4. Irregular and regular points in IIM.

Since the irregular points are adjacent to the interface and form a lower dimensional set,
it turns out to be sufficient to require an O(h) truncation error at these points. In order to
determine the difference scheme at an irregular point (xi , y j ), a point on � which is close to
(xi , y j ), usually the projection (x∗

i , y∗
j ) of (xi , y j ) on �, is chosen. Then one expands each

ui+ik , j+ jk at (x∗
i , y∗

j ) by the Taylor expansion using corresponding-limit values of derivatives
of u from the correct side of the interface:

ui+ik , j+ jk = u± + u±
x

(
xi+ik − x∗

i

) + u±
y

(
y j+ jk − y∗

j

)
+ 1

2
u±

xx

(
xi+ik − x∗

i

)2 + 1

2
u±

yy

(
y j+ jk − y∗

j

)2

+ u±
xy

(
xi+ik − x∗

i

)(
y j+ jk − y∗

j

) + O(h3).

By doing this one avoids taking derivatives across the interfaces and maintains the desired
numerical accuracy of the Taylor expansion.
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Using this expansion at each point in the difference equation (9), the local truncation
error Ti j can be expressed as a linear combination of the values u±, u±

x , u±
y , u±

xx , u±
yy , u±

xy .
Using the jump conditions across �,

u+ = u− + g (10)

and

∂u+

∂�n = ∂u−

∂�n + v, (11)

one can express all values on one side of the interface, say the values u+, u+
x , u+

y , u+
xx , u+

yy ,
u+

xy , in terms of the values on the other side, u−, u−
x , u−

y , u−
xx , u−

yy , u−
xy . This can be done

more easily in a local coordinate with directions � , normal to �, and �, tangential to �.
Once Ti j is expressed as a linear combination of the values u−, u−

x , u−
y , u−

xx , u−
yy , u−

xy ,
the coefficient of each of these terms must vanish in order to achieve an O(h) truncation
error. This results in a linear system of six equations to determine the coefficients �k . To
obtain a solvable system six points are required in the stencil. Normally one uses the standard
five-point stencil together with one additional point.

4.2. Application of the IIM to Our Model

In order to use IIM for our problem, first we need to extend the Laplace equation to
the whole region �. We require that u be continuous along �. By the maximum principle,
u|� = 0 implies that u ≡ 0 in �−. So there is an unknown jump discontinuity for normal
derivative ∂u

∂�n along the interface �t . By specifying this jump condition v(s), we have the
equation 



�u = 0 in �+(t) ∪ �−(t),

u(x, t) = 1 on ∂�,

[u(x, t)]|�t = 0,[
∂u
∂�n

]∣∣
�t

= v(s),

(12)

where v(s) is a function of the arc length parameter s of �t . Since u|�+
t

= 0, (12) implies

u(x, t)|�−
t

= 0. (13)

The solution u(v) of this system is a functional of the jump v(s) with [ ∂u
∂�n ]|�t = v(s). To

solve the above problem, we are interested in the particular v(s) such that u(v)|�t = 0. Now,
we describe this method in the form of the discretized equation.

4.3. Discretization of the Laplace Equation

Applying the IIM to Eqs. (12) and (13), we obtain

LU = F + C, (14)

where LU = F is the discretized form of{
�u = 0 in �,

u(x, t) = 1 on ∂�,
(15)
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and C contains the correction terms. Clearly Ci j = 0 for a regular point, while Ci j is a linear
combination of v and v′ at the projection point for an irregular point after taking [u]|�t = 0
into account,

4.4. Discretization of the Interface

In order to form the discretized equation of (12) and (13), we need to know the jump
values v(s) of the normal derivative and its derivative v′(s) at those projections on �. We
classify those projections into two sets: S+ is the set of projections of irregular points (xi , y j )
outside the interface �t , at which point �(xi , y j ) ≥ 0, and S− is the set of projections of
irregular points (xi , y j ) inside the interface �t , at which point �(xi , y j ) < 0. We only define
the jump values v(s) at points in S+; the jump values in S− and the derivative v′(s) for
both sets are all defined through the interpolation [16]. By doing this, the ill-conditioned
equation caused by too many discretization points can be avoided. For any point X∗ on �,
denote � as those points in S+ and close to X∗; then v(X∗) and v′(X∗) can be interpolated as

{
v(X∗) = ∑

Xk∈��kv(Xk),

v′(X∗) = ∑
Xk∈��kv(Xk).

(16)

Expanding v(Xk) at X∗ in Taylor expansion along the interface and collecting terms results
in a linear system, the solving of which gives the unknown coefficients �k, �k . The details
of finding projections and interpolation of jump values and their derivatives can be found
in [16].

4.5. Discretization of the Residual

We want to find a v(s) such that the solution of Eq. (12), u(v), satisfies the boundary
condition u|�t = 0. For an arbitrary v, the solution usually does not satisfy this condition.
To check this condition, one needs to compute the discrete difference of u(v), which is
called the residual, on the two sides of �t . Namely, one needs to know the residual u|�−

t
at

those projections in S+. Since u and the jump conditions on [u]|�t and [ ∂u
∂�n ]|�t are given,

we use the weighted least-squares interpolation [14] to find u|�−
t

at those projections. This
method is used to interpolate ∂u

∂�n |�−
t

in [14]. We take exactly the same approach for u|�−
t

,

i.e., u− ≈ ∑
i, j u(xi , y j )d�(| �X − �xi j |) − q, where d� is a cutoff function. Using Taylor

expansion of u(xi , y j ) at �X , collecting terms, and incorporating those jump conditions, we
have exactly the same interpolation equation except that the right-hand side of the resulting
linear system now is (1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0)T instead of (0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0)T as in [14]; i.e.,

a1 + a2 = 1,

a3 + a4 = 0,

a5 + a6 = 0,
(17)

a7 + a8 = 0,

a9 + a10 = 0,

a11 + a12 = 0,

where the ak are defined the same as in [14].
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At each projection, u(x∗
i , y∗

j )|�−
t

= ∑
ik jk

�ku(xik , y jk ) − qi j , where qi j is a correction
term to make the truncation error O(h). By considering the jump conditions, qi j turns out
to be linear combinations of v and v′ at (x∗

i , y∗
j ). Now we can write the discretized equation

for u|�− = 0:

EU − Q = 0. (18)

We refer the reader to [14] for more details.

4.6. The GMRES Method

Combining Eqs. (14) and (18), we have a discretization of Eq. (12):

{
LU = F + C,

EU − Q = 0.
(19)

Let V be the discretization of v(s) in set S+. Since C and Q are linear combinations of V
and V ′ at each irregular point, where C = C(V, V ′), Q = Q(V, V ′), and V ′ is interpolated
from V , we can write Eq. (19) as

{
LU = F + BV, (20a)

EU − DV = 0, (20b)

where B and D are matrices: B is the deviation of the difference scheme due to the jump in
the solution, and D is the deviation of the interpolation due to the jump conditions. These
matrices are used for theoretical purposes only. In numerical practice, they are never formed
explicitly.

Eliminating U from Eqs. (20), we have

(E L−1 B − D)V = −E L−1 F. (21)

Now we can solve this small-size equation for V using the GMRES method, and then find
U from Eq. (20a).

The main process of the GMRES [4, 5] requires only matrix–vector multiplication.
For a linear system Ax = b, it requires computation of the residual r0 = b − Ax0 for an
initial guess x0 and the Arnoldi vectors Ar0, A2r0, A3r0, . . . . When applying GMRES to
Eq. (21), where A = E L−1 B − D and b = −E L−1 F , two main procedures are needed: a fast
Poisson solver and an interpolation scheme. To compute the initial residual, given an initial
guess x0 = V0|S+ , one interpolates V0|S− and V ′

0|S and then computes BV = C = C(V, V ′)
and solves Eq. (20a) using a fast Poisson solver for U = U0. Thus the residual r0 can
be interpolated from U0 and by using the jump condition V0: r0 = EU0 − Q(V, V ′). To
compute the matrix–vector multiplication AV + = (E L−1 B − D)V + for a vector V +, which
corresponds to jump condition on set S+, V + = V |S+ , one interpolates V − = V |S− and V ′|S

and then computes BV = C(V, V ′) and DV = Q(V, V ′) and uses a fast Poisson solver to
compute L−1(BV ). Consequently, AV + = E(L−1(BV )) − (DV ). Notice that during the
process, matrices B and D are not computed explicitly.
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FIG. 5. Square distribution.

5. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we present a series of two-dimensional numerical experiments on the
pore evolution using our model and the numerical algorithm presented in previous
sections.

In all the numerical experiments, all the circles (fiber cross sections) are assumed to be
inside a unit-square region. Initially, no circles are allowed to overlay each other or cut
across the boundary of the square region. During the process, growing circles may overlay
or cross the boundary. For the square initial distribution, the process stops when no growth

TABLE I

Final Porosity vs Number of Initial Circles: Square Distribution

Number of initial circles 4 9 16 25
Time steps 115 88 56 46
Final porosity 5.92% 8.58% 13.87% 14.74%
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FIG. 6. Random distribution.

can occur inside the unit-square region, but for the random initial distribution, we let the
process stop after a fixed number of time steps. The porosity is computed also against this
unit square, and the pictures showing the process are drawn only of this region.

In order to avoid the computation complexity as the interface hits the boundary, the
computation is carried out over a 2 × 2 square box, with the periodic boundary condition
for �. The unit square region is located in the center of the computation domain. And
in each space dimension 160 grid points are used (unless otherwise stated), with a proper
time step (�t = 0.025 × h) which satisfies the numerical stability condition. For the normal
speed of the interface, c̃(u, x, t) = K1(1 + K2

∂u
∂�n + K3 F(�)), we always take K1 = 1.0 and

TABLE II

Porosity vs Number of Initial Circles: Random Distribution

Number of initial circles 4 9 16 25
Time steps 72 72 72 72
Porosity at stopping time 29.90% 12.32% 11.95% 8.97%
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F(�) = 1 + |�|
2 + |�| . Since the range of � is [0, ∞) due to the formation of the sharp corners, we

take a function that can map the range of curvature to [0.5, 1) and use the constant K3 to
reflect its contribution to the growth. Other constants are specified in each numerical test.

EXAMPLE 1. We consider the following cases of fiber distribution: a bundle of monosize
circles are initially distributed on a square lattice, the number of circles being 4, 9, 16, 25,
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FIG. 7. Initial state and porosity changes for Example 3.
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with radius r0
2 , r0

3 , r0
4 , r0

5 , respectively. Thus in all the cases the initial porosity is the same,
being P0 = (1 − 	r2

0 ) × 100%. Here we take r0 = 0.36; hence P0 = 59.28%. And we also
take K2 = 0.5 and K3 = 4.0. See Fig. 5 for the pore evolution with 16 and 25 initial circles,
and Table I for final porosity for all cases.

EXAMPLE 2. We also test the model for the following fiber distribution. A bundle of
monosize circles are initially distributed randomly inside the unit square, with no overlap. As
in the previous example, we test different numbers of circles with the same initial porosity,
but this time we use r0 = 0.30. So the initial porosity is (1 − 	r2

0 ) × 100% = 71.72%. The
parameters for the normal speed are the same as in Example 1 (K2 = 0.5 and K3 = 4.0).
The computations are done only for one instance of the random distribution for each circle
number; thus the result for porosity is not an average of several instances. We let the process
stop after 72 time steps. See Fig. 6 for the pore evolution with 16 and 25 initial circles, and
Table II for the porosity for all the cases at the stopping time.

EXAMPLE 3. In the random distribution case, we change the coefficients of the moving
speed of the interface to see how this affects the final porosity. We take a random case with
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FIG. 8. Ending microstructure at t = 72�t for K3 = 0.
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FIG. 9. Ending microstructure at t = 72�t for K2 = 0.

the number of circles = 16. We choose a set of coefficients and try to determine the porosity
after 72 time steps. As in the previous example, the result is only for one instance of random
distribution. See Fig. 7 for initial state and porosity changes, and see Figs. 8–10 for the pore
microstructure at the stopping time (see also Table III).

EXAMPLE 4. As observed in [16], the number of iteration steps of the GMRES is rela-
tively independent of the grid size. To see if that is the case here, for the square distribution
with a circle number = 4 and K2 = 1.0 and K3 = 2.0, we change the mesh size to see
how it affects the average of the number of iterations. We compute the evolving process
for 16 steps in time (for mesh sizes 40, 80, 160, 320 respectively) and record the number
of iterations of the GMRES for each time step (see, Fig. 11). The average is shown in
Table IV. We see that the average of GMRES iteration steps does not increase too much
as the mesh gets finer. The iteration times are higher than those mentioned in the literature
[16]. This may be due to the kinks formed around the interface. Notice that the number of
GMRES iterations is the same as the number of times the fast Poisson solver is called. So
the computation time scales well with the mesh size.
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TABLE III

Porosity vs Moving Speed: Random Distribution

Coefficient set Porosity Stopping time steps

K1 = 1.0, K2 = 0.5, K3 = 0 46.21% 72
K1 = 1.0, K2 = 1.0, K3 = 0 41.10% 72
K1 = 1.0, K2 = 1.5, K3 = 0 37.35% 72
K1 = 1.0, K2 = 2.0, K3 = 0 35.31% 72
K1 = 1.0, K2 = 0, K3 = 2.0 36.68% 72
K1 = 1.0, K2 = 0, K3 = 4.0 26.53% 72
K1 = 1.0, K2 = 0, K3 = 8.0 15.84% 72
K1 = 1.0, K2 = 0, K3 = 16.0 7.15% 72
K1 = 1.0, K2 = 0.5, K3 = 2.0 30.40% 72
K1 = 1.0, K2 = 1.0, K3 = 4.0 16.67% 72
K1 = 1.0, K2 = 1.5, K3 = 8.0 8.00% 72
K1 = 1.0, K2 = 2.0, K3 = 16.0 6.74% 72
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TABLE IV

Iteration Steps vs Mesh Size: Square Distribution

Mesh size Evolving steps in time Average GMRES steps

40 × 40 16 42
80 × 80 16 37

160 × 160 16 42
320 × 320 16 59
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FIG. 11. Number of GMRES iterations as mesh refined.
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6. CONCLUSION

In this paper we introduced a mathematical model for the numerical simulation of the fiber
and pore evolution during the isothermal CVI process. In this model, the level-set equation
is used to follow the evolving gas–solid interface. We couple the level-set equation with
a boundary value problem of the Laplace equation that governs the gas concentration and
the formation of inaccessible pores. This Eulerian formulation of the very complex moving
interface problem allows the robust capturing of the topological changes, such as the merges
of fronts and the formation of inaccessible pores. We use a fast searching method developed
in [8] to efficiently detect the inaccessible pore area, and the immersed interface method to
solve the underlying Laplace equation in a complex geometry. The numerical results show
that the algorithm can effectively evolve the fiber–gas interface and automatically stop fiber
growth at inaccessible areas. It gives quantitative predictions on the porosity of the ceramic
composite products.

In other types of CVI process, many other factors play a role in the deposit rate and hence
affect the distribution of the final pores. This model can be extended without too much
effort to include those factors upon suitable incorporation of these factors into the normal
speed of the moving interface. This will lead to a deeper understanding and more realistic
simulation of the chemical vapor infiltration process and more general gas–solid reaction
phenomena.
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