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Predicting cement microstructure and mechanical properties in hy-

drating cement paste with a Phase-Field model

Alexandre Sac-Morane, Katerina Ioannidou, Manolis Veveakis, Hadrien Rat-

tez

• A physics-based Phase-Field model predicts the microstructure evolu-

tion during the hydration of cement-based material.

• Predicted microstructures are used to derive the elastic moduli of the

composite material with a computational homogenization scheme.

• Predicted microstructures and elastic moduli show excellent agreement

with data available in the literature.
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Abstract

Predicting the evolving microstructure of hydrating cement is essential for

understanding and modeling its mechanical property development. Physics-

based continuum approaches offer a rigorous framework for capturing the

thermodynamics of dissolution and precipitation processes at the microstruc-

tural scale. In this work, we present an adapted Phase-Field (PF) model

for cement hydration that resolves key physical inconsistencies in existing

PF formulations by introducing a revised free-energy potential and distinct

equilibrium constants for clinker dissolution and hydrate precipitation. The
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resulting PF framework reproduces microstructural evolution, yielding real-

istic porosity levels and continuous phase boundaries in close agreement with

experimental observations.

The predicted hydrated microstructures are subsequently used in a com-

putational homogenization scheme to evaluate the elastic response of the

material. The PF-derived mechanical properties show good agreement with

experimental trends, supporting the ability of the proposed framework to

consistently link hydration chemistry, microstructure formation, and the re-

sulting mechanical response.

Keywords: Cement hydration, Microstructure evolution, Phase-Field,

Computational homogenization

1. Introduction

A central objective in the study of cement-based materials is to elucidate

and predict their mechanical behavior [1], in order to enable the optimization

of existing formulations or the development of alternative binders [2], par-

ticularly those with reduced environmental impact. Over the past decades,

numerous analytical and empirical models have been proposed to capture the

wide range of factors governing the mechanical performance of cementitious

systems [3, 4, 1]. These factors include, among others, the water-to-cement

mass ratio (w/c), raw material properties, particle size distribution, and the

presence of chemical or mineral additives [5, 6, 7, 8, 9].

Beyond these empirical formulations, foundational physical models were

developed to describe the evolution of the hydrate microstructure. The Pow-

ers–Brownyard model [10] provided the first quantitative framework for the
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structure of hydrated cement paste, distinguishing between gel pores and cap-

illary pores. Later, idealized microstructures were described using homog-

enization approaches, involving three steps—description, localization, and

upscaling—to relate microscale phase morphology to macroscale mechanical

properties [11, 12]. A variety of homogenization schemes have been proposed

[13, 14, 15, 16, 17], with the dilute [18], self-consistent [19], and Mori–Tanaka

[20] approaches being the most widely adopted. Such schemes can be con-

catenated across multiple scales—from hydrate foam (20 µm) to cement paste

(0.7 mm), and from cement paste to mortar (1 cm) [21, 22, 23]. Coupling

these approaches with hydration kinetics enables the prediction of evolving

mechanical properties throughout hydration [24]. These efforts established

the conceptual link between hydration degree, porosity, and mechanical per-

formance—a relationship modern computational models now aim to simulate

explicitly [25]. Nonetheless, these homogenization methods rely on idealized

or simplified microstructures.

To overcome such limitations, microstructure-explicit hydration models

were developed. One of the earliest is HYMOSTRUC [26], where reactants

and products are idealized as continuum spheres whose sizes evolve during

dissolution or precipitation. This framework was later extended to voxel-

based microstructures in CEMHYD3D [27], where hydration is simulated

through Cellular Automata (CA). Although widely used, CA approaches

are constrained by voxel resolution. To alleviate this limitation, alternative

solvers such as HydratiCA [28], µic [29], and the Integrated Particle Kinetics

Model [30] were introduced. However, all those methods are based on semi-

empirical reaction coefficients.
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More recently, level-set based approaches were proposed to describe mi-

crostructure evolution using continuous fields and physics-based dissolution–precipitation

laws [31]. Although these methods incorporate fundamental hydration kinet-

ics, the underlying Kooi law [32] is formulated at the macroscale and does

not strictly satisfy local physical constraints at the microstructural scale.

To address this issue, Phase-Field (PF) methods have emerged as a

promising alternative [33]. PF formulations naturally describe interface evo-

lution based on local thermodynamic principles and have been successfully

applied to various dissolution/precipitation [34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39] and frac-

ture problems [40, 41, 42]. When coupled with diffusion equations for dilute

species, PF models enable dissolution and precipitation to occur whenever lo-

cal solute concentrations deviate from their equilibrium values, thus ensuring

thermodynamic consistency at the microstructural scale.

However, the formulation introduced in [33] presents two limitations that

motivate the present work. First, the free-energy functional employed per-

mits spontaneous gel precipitation even when the system is at equilibrium.

Second, the equilibrium concentrations associated with source–solute (disso-

lution) and solute–gel (precipitation) reactions are assumed equal, whereas

they are known to be distinct according to established hydration theory

[43, 44]. These inconsistencies hinder the model’s physical fidelity and predic-

tive capability. To address these issues, the present work proposes an adapted

Phase-Field formulation in which the free-energy landscape and equilibrium

relationships are revised to better reflect the thermodynamics of cement hy-

dration.

Once the hydrated microstructure has been computed, the mechanical
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behavior of the hardened cement-based material can be determined using

computational homogenization. This permits the calculation of properties

such as Young’s modulus, shear modulus, Poisson’s ratio, bulk modulus, and

strength parameters, which depend explicitly on microstructural morphol-

ogy and hydration state [45, 46]. The phases (pore, skeleton, binder) can be

distinguished and characterized based on their intrinsic properties. The com-

posite microstructure is then subjected to a Finite Element or Fast Fourier

Transform-based homogenization scheme to infer macroscale mechanical pa-

rameters [47, 48, 49].

The contribution of this work is organized as follows. First, the formu-

lation of the adapted PF model for cement hydration is presented. The

framework is then applied to boundary-value problems for w/c = 0.3 and

0.5. The microstructural evolution predicted by the model is compared with

results from CEMHYD3D [48] and with experimental measurements [6, 50].

Finally, the resulting hydrated microstructures are subjected to mechanical

loading (shear and tension) in order to estimate mechanical properties such

as Young’s and shear moduli, which are compared to values reported in the

literature, particularly those in [48].

2. Formulation of the microstructure evolution

This section focuses on the modelization of the microstructure evolution

during hydration. This chemical process is divided into two main reactions:

dissolution and precipitation. The source phases (mainly C3S, C2S, C3A and

C4AF) react with water and dissolve [51, 52]. The generated solute diffuses

and is consumed during the precipitation of the phases of the cement paste
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(mainly calcium silicate hydrates C-S-H and Portlandite CH) [51, 52]. For

simplicity reasons, only three phases are considered in this paper: the source

(C3S) which is the main clinker phase of Portland cement [52, 53], the paste

of the cement (C-S-H), which represents the main product of the hydration

[48, 52], and the solute (c), which is a transient specie dissolved in the water.

As shown in Figure 1, C3S dissolves to generate c, and c is consumed to

generate C-S-H after its diffusion. In the same vein of simplification, the

local packing fraction of the C-S-H is considered constant and homogeneous

in the precipitated phase. This assumption is a limitation compared to the

observations showing that this property is heterogeneous and evolves with

the hydration process [54, 55, 56]. These hypotheses are a common and

effective first-order approximation for estimating the evolution of bulk elastic

properties, which is the primary focus of this investigation. Of course, the

framework presented herein can be extended to the other phases and to an

evolving local packing fraction for the C-S-H.

Figure 1: Scheme of the hydration process considered.

In the following sections, the equations solved and the numerical model

are presented. Then, a validation of the microstructure is performed by

comparison with the literature [6, 48, 50].
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2.1. Equations solved

Three coupled equations are solved with a finite element solver MOOSE

[57, 58]. Equations 1 and 2 are Allen-Cahn formulations [59] applied to the

phase variables C3S (the source of the cement) and CSH (the cement paste)

to model heterogeneous dissolution/precipitation phenomena [38, 39]. The

variable C3S (resp. CSH) equals 1 if it is located inside a source of cement

(resp. the C-S-H gel) and equals 0 elsewhere. In the following of this article,

a variable η can be used, representing the variables C3S or CSH. In parallel,

Equation 3 is a diffusive equation applied to the variable c. This variable

represents the solute concentration in the water of the dilute species.

∂ C3S

∂t
= −LC3S

∂fC3S + Ed

∂ C3S
+ LC3S κC3S ∇2C3S (1)

∂ CSH

∂t
= −LCSH

∂fCSH + Ep

∂ CSH
+ LCSH κCSH ∇2CSH (2)

∂ c

∂t
= −αCSH

∂ CSH

∂t
− αC3S

∂ C3S

∂t
+ κc∇2c (3)

Where, Lη is the effective mobility of the phase η (impacting the kinetics of

the relation, = 1 here), κη is the gradient coefficient of the phase η (influ-

encing the width of the phase interface), fη is the free energy of the phase

η, Ed/Ep are the tilting free energies. The formulation of the free energies

fη/Ed/Ep is described in Section 2.2. Finally, κc is the diffusivity of the

solute concentration c, defined Equation 4 [33].

κc = κc0 (1− C3S) exp(−κcexp CSH) (4)

Where, the term 1 − C3S is a penalty term to avoid diffusion of the solute

in the source of cement. Similarly, the term exp(−κcexpCSH) models the
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decrease of the diffusivity of the solute in the gel [60, 61], where κcexp is the

penalty coefficient. A factor exp(−κcexp) = 1/400 is used [62].

Furthermore, the gradient coefficient κη is related to the free energy fη

described in Section 2.2 [35, 39].

κη ∝ Wη · δ2 (5)

Usually, δ = 4∆ − 10∆ [34, 35], where ∆ is the mesh discretization. Wη is

the energy barrier of the free energy fη, see Equation 7. Even if a strong

mesh dependency exists because of the PF definition, a method to cancel

this impact is detailed in [39].

The terms ∂c
∂t

= −αCSH
∂CSH

∂t
− αC3S

∂C3S
∂t

of the Equation 3 ensure the

conservation of the total mass [33, 38, 39]. The coefficients αCSH and αC3S

represent conversion terms (1 η gives αη c). These coefficients can be de-

termined with the mass conservation between the initial ·i and the final ·f
configurations at the saturation limit, see Equation 6. The saturation limit

is defined as the total consumption of the source particles and the entire

saturation of the domain by the C-S-H gel.

αC3S C3Si + αCSH CSHi + ci = αC3S C3Sf + αCSH CSHf + cf (6)

With:

• C3Si = 1/2.344, here the saturation is assumed at (w/c)sat = 0.42 ⇐⇒
1−C3Si

C3Si

ρH20

ρC3S
= 0.42, with w the mass of water, c the mass of the source,

and ρH20/ρC3S = 1000/3200 [33].
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• CSHi = 0, there is no C-S-H gel in the initial state (except some

insignificant nucleation seeds).

• ci = ceq, CSH , the solute concentration is at equilibrium with the C-S-H

gel in the initial state.

• C3Sf = 0, there is no source of cement in the final state, ensuring the

full hydration.

• CSHf = 1, the domain is fully saturated with the C-S-H gel in the

final state, ensuring the full hydration.

• cf = ceq, C3S, the solute concentration is at equilibrium with the source

of cement C3S in the final state, ensuring the full hydration.

By the nature of the problem, the equilibrium constants ceq, C3S and ceq, CSH

must be different [43, 44]. Furthermore, it appears that ceq, C3S is several

orders of magnitude larger than ceq, CSH [52]. Thus, it can be assumed that

ceq, C3S = 1 and ceq, CSH = 0. Injecting these assumptions into the Equation 6

and assuming αCSH = 3, it gives αC3S = 9.376. It is important to notice that

the value of the coefficient αCSH has been found after a sensitivity analysis

available in Appendix B. Indeed, this coefficient affects the conversion term

αC3S between the source C3S and the solute c during the dissolution. If the

value is too small, the solute c produced is not large enough to saturate the

pore fluid, and the supersaturation state observed in experiments is not veri-

fied [43, 44]. Similarly, the consequence of a small αCSH coefficient is the fact

that the source particles are significantly dissolved before the precipitation

of the paste, not in agreement with the experimental observations.
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2.2. Tilting the free energy fη to obtain dissolution/precipitation

In this description, the source of cement is modeled by the phase variable

C3S. In a similar vein, the C-S-H gel is modeled by the phase variable CSH.

As a reminder, a variable η can be employed herein to refer to C3S or CSH.

As emphasized by the Allen-Cahn formulation detailed in Equations 1 and

2, a free energy fη is employed to describe the problem. The equilibrium is

reached in the system when the free energy is minimized. In the literature

different expressions are available [33, 35, 63, 64], but a double well one is

preferred, as the minimum locations are fixed and known. Furthermore, it

appears to be the most used form in the literature. The formulation of this

function is given Equation 7 and is illustrated in Figure 2.

fη(η) = Wη × η2(1− η)2 (7)

Where, Wη is the barrier energy of the phase variable η (= 1 here), preventing

phase transformation.

Figure 2: Free energy fη and its derivative ∂fη.

It is important to notice that the minima of this potential energy are

located at η = 0 and η = 1. Then, these values are used to describe the source
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and the gel. As the PF description minimizes the free energy in the domain,

the phase variable remains at these values at the equilibrium and without

external destabilization. There is no dissolution/precipitation. Subsequently,

the idea is to add an external source term Ed/Ep to tilt the initial free

energy to favor localized dissolution or precipitation [33, 36, 38, 39]. Indeed,

depending on the tilting, η = 0/1 is no longer the minimum of the free

energy, and some dissolution/precipitation occurs. These tilting free energy

functions are defined Equations 8 and 9.

Ed(c, C3S) = χc ,C3S × (ceq, C3S − c)× hC3S(C3S) (8)

Where, hC3S(C3S) = 3C3S2 − 2C3S3 is an interpolation function on the

phase variable C3S [35], χc, C3S is the tilting coefficient related to the dis-

solution kinetics. This coefficient can be calibrated with experimental data.

The choice of the interpolation function hC3S has an insignificant impact,

while it verifies hC3S(0) = 0, hC3S(1) = 1, and ∂hC3S

∂C3S
(0) = ∂hC3S

∂C3S
(1) = 0. For

instance, other formulations have been employed in [33]. It is important to

notice the tilt occurs only if c ̸= ceq, C3S and dissolution occurs in the case

c < ceq, C3S. The value ceq, C3S = 1 is considered for the equilibrium for the

source dissolution. Figure 3 illustrates an example of tilting. It is important

to point out that the term χc ,C3S × (ceq, C3S − c) determines the amplitude

of the tilting, and so the kinetics of the dissolution. The larger the tilting is,

the faster the dissolution is.

Ep(c, CSH) = χc ,CSH × (c− ceq, CSH)× hCSH(CSH) (9)

Where, hCSH(CSH) = 1− (3CSH2 − 2CSH3) is an interpolation function
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Figure 3: Example of tilted free energy fC3S + Ed(c, C3S) (in red), the dissolution is

favored (c < ceq, C3S).

on the phase variable CSH [35], χc, CSH is the tilting coefficient related to

the precipitation kinetics. This coefficient can be calibrated with experi-

mental data. Similarly, the choice of the interpolation function hCSH has

an insignificant impact, while it verifies hCSH(0) = 1, hCSH(1) = 0, and
∂hCSH

∂CSH
(0) = ∂hCSH

∂CSH
(1) = 0. It is important to notice the tilt occurs only if

c ̸= ceq, CSH and precipitation occurs in the case c > ceq, CSH . The value

ceq, CSH = 0 is considered for the equilibrium for the C-S-H precipitation.

Figure 4 illustrates an example of tilting. It is important to point out that

the term χc ,CSH × (c− ceq, CSH) determines the amplitude of the tilting, and

so the kinetics of the precipitation. The larger the tilting is, the faster the

precipitation is.

Even if the model can predict the distribution of the volume fractions

of the different phases in the domain, it is worth noting that the chemical

shrinkage is not captured herein. This phenomenon is defined as a reduction

of the source+paste+water volume and an increase of the air volume (in

proportion to conserve the volume of the sample) [10]. For simplicity reasons,

the air phase is neglected and the domain is assumed to be always saturated
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Figure 4: Example of tilted free energy fCSH +Ep(c, CSH) (in blue), the precipitation is

favored (c > ceq, CSH).

(addition of water during the hydration). Indeed, the effect of the shrinkage

(and the required addition of water) remains small during the hydration

phenomenon.

The PF framework with dissolution/precipitation is then ready to be

employed to predict the microstructure evolution.

3. Numerical microstructure evolution

Similarly to [48], two configurations are considered, employing a 100µm

domain size: w/c = 0.3 and w/c = 0.5. Indeed, a saturation limit w/c = 0.42

has been assumed to formulate the problem in Equation 6, and the under-

and over-saturation configurations are explored. Even if the framework is

easily extended to 3D, only 2D slices have been considered in this paper.

Indeed, the PF description can be computationally expensive.

The different parameters are available in Table 1. Considering the lack

of information on the value of the tilting coefficients χc ,CSH/χc ,C3S, they

have been assumed equal. Moreover, the competition between precipita-

tion/dissolution χc ,CSH/χc ,C3S and diffusion κc0 is primordial. Indeed, the
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slowest physics determines the global hydration kinetics. It appears that the

diffusion in the C-S-H gel dictates the rate of the hydration reactions [43, 44].

This diffusivity value κc0 is uncertain and has been determined by a trial-

and-error method to correlate data from [48]. At the contrary, the values

of the tilting coefficients χc ,CSH/χc ,C3S have an insignificant impact on the

results as the precipitation/dissolution physics is faster than the diffusion.

The mesh size (0.2µm) has been determined to limit the computation cost

induced by the PF description, while ensuring the quality of the result. Such

as comparison, a mesh size of 1µm is employed in the CA formulation [48].

To investigate if the modelization is representative, at least ten simulations

for each w/c configuration have been conducted.

Domain size 100µm

Mesh size ∆ 0.2µm

Tilting coefficients χc,C3S/χc,CSH 0.1Wη

Diffusivity κc0 1µm2

Table 1: Parameters used during the microstructure evolution simulations.

3.1. Initial conditions

Spheres are generated in a periodic domain, considering a given particle

size distribution function [9, 65] and a random position avoiding overlap.

This particle size distribution is modified, see Appendix A, as the nature of

the PF theory limits the size of the particles (Rmin ≥ 12∆, where ∆ is the

mesh size). Even if it is unclear in [48], such a modification seems also to be

employed during the generation of the initial conditions for the CA approach.
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Spheres are generated until the domain reaches the targeted ratio w/c. It is

worth noting that sphere shapes have been used for simplification reasons.

However, the PF formulation can capture any heterogeneous shape, such as

the irregular shapes obtained during the microstructure evolution depicted

in Figure 5.

Once the position of the source of cement has been determined, it is

possible to determine the map of the phase variable C3S. A signed distance

to the interface water-source is computed and a cosine profile is used [35],

defined in Equation 10.

= 1 if d ≤ −δ/2 (inside the grain)

C3S = 0.5

(
1 + cos

(
π
d+ δ/2

δ

))
if |d| < δ/2 (in the interface of the grain)

(10)

= 0 if d ≥ δ/2 (outside the grain)

Where, d is the signed (− if inside the grain, + if outside the grain) distance

of the node to the interface and δ is the interface thickness.

Concerning the map of the phase variable CSH, one would like to set

CSH = 0 (no gel) everywhere. Then, the gel needs to nucleate and propa-

gate with the consumption of the solute c. Nevertheless, PF formulation has

some difficulties in capturing the nucleation phenomenon, in particular if it

is localized. The physical mechanisms governing the initial formation of C-

S-H are known to be complex, involving processes like frustrated nucleation

and growth. To ensure the localization of the nucleation around the source

particle [51, 52], a given number of nucleation seeds are therefore generated
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in the simulation. The same strategy was used in Molecular Dynamics pre-

cipitation simulations for the nucleation and growth of C-S-H [55, 66]. Their

positions are randomly selected in the source neighborhood. Then, a cosine

profile, see Equation 10, is applied with a radius of several mesh sizes. Fur-

thermore, some noise is introduced into Equation 2 to obtain heterogeneous

nucleation/growing due to imperfections or temperature fluctuations [33, 67].

Finally, the solute concentration c is set to ceq, CSH = 0 in the domain,

the value of the gel-water equilibrium. Without source grain, the domain

is at the equilibrium. After the introduction of the source in the domain,

dissolution occurs as the source-water equilibrium is not verified (c = 0 versus

ceq, C3S = 1). The consequence of this dissolution is the increase of the solute

concentration c in the domain. With c > ceq, CSH , the gel-water equilibrium

becomes not verified, and precipitation occurs. As depicted in Figure 1, these

processes verify the hydration phenomenon.

3.2. Results

Figure 5 depicts examples of microstructure evolution, and different movies

are available in supplementary documents. As expected, the source phase dis-

solves to produce the gel phase. Occasionally, a source grain may become

entrapped within the cementitious matrix, subsequently acting as an inclu-

sion within the hardened paste. Indeed, the solute generated from the source

dissolution is trapped in the paste. Remember that the diffusivity of the so-

lute is much smaller in the paste than in the pore [43, 44, 68], see Equation 4.

As the solute is trapped, the solute concentration c reaches the equilibrium

value of the dissolution reaction ceq,C3S, and the dissolution stops locally.

Furthermore, it appears the paste is not the only phase to precipitate (see at
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the bottom for w/c = 0.3 in Figure 5). Indeed, the source phase precipitates

also. The PF theory can induce curvature-driven shape evolution to reduce

surface tension [34, 59]. The origin of this unphysical phase evolution is the

gradient coefficient κη from Equations 1 and 2. The solution to this problem

appears to be the use of new distinct phase variables for each grain, increas-

ing the computational cost [38]. The volume fraction of this reprecipitated

source was found to be less than 0.3% in all simulations (mean value of 0.1%)

and thus has a minimal effect on the overall phase fractions and computed

mechanical properties.

It is worth noting that microstructures from Figure 5 have not reached

the final configuration. Indeed, some chemical reactions occur until the to-

tal consumption of the source particle (for the undersaturated configuration,

w/c = 0.5) or until the saturation state is reached (for the oversaturated con-

figuration, w/c = 0.3). However, the hydration kinetics are strongly slowed

down by the trapping of the solute in the paste. The final configurations

depicted herein are expected to be a sufficient approximation of the steady

state.

Compared to microstructures obtained with a CEMHYD3D model [48]

or observed after a real hydration experiment [6], the phase boundaries are

smoother and the integrity of the phases is conserved in the PF framework.

Indeed, the PF framework has been observed to facilitate the smoothing

of interfaces [69], which may lead to the inaccurate capture of the fingering

growth pattern [6]. A finer mesh would help to capture heterogeneous shapes,

increasing the computational cost.

This chemical process can be described by the degree of hydration of the
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Figure 5: Evolution of the microstructure during the hydration process.

source material h, defined in Equation 11. This index varies between 0 for

intact source particles initially to 1 when all the source phases are dissolved.

h =
C3Si − C3St

C3Si

(11)

Where, C3Si and C3St are the source variable’s initial and current mean

values.

Figure 6 shows the evolution of the hydration in the two cases (w/c = 0.3

and 0.5). The results are compared to the hydration curves obtained with the

CA description in [48] and to experimental results obtained with w/c = 0.4

and = 0.55 [50]. The time has been normalized to allow the comparison

between the results. Considering the repetitions of the configurations, Figure
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6 depicts the average value in plain lines and an envelope in the color areas.

This envelope considers the extrema values µ− σ and µ+ σ, where µ is the

mean value and σ is the variance at a given x-coordinate. This representation

is preserved in the following of this work.

Figure 6: Time evolution of the degree of hydration in the distinct cases (configurations

are repeated ten times). time50 is the normalization factor defined as the mean time

required to reach h = 50%.

Hydration appears to be divided into two parts: a fast dissolution period

and a slow dissolution period [43, 44, 68]. In the first part of the curve,

dissolution occurs. However, the diffusivity of the solute aims to decrease

with the precipitation of the C-S-H, and the solute concentration locally

reaches the water-source equilibrium value. This phenomenon slows down

the dissolution of the source, explaining the second part of the curve. As

expected, the hydration kinetics are faster for the configuration w/c = 0.5

than for w/c = 0.3. Indeed, w/c = 0.5 is an under-saturation configuration,

and the dissolution of the source particles is favored. The results from the

PF simulations appear to correlate well with the CA prediction and with

the experimental observations (even if the w/c are not similar). About the

19



representativeness of the simulations, the results for the w/c = 0.3 configu-

ration are strongly similar. In the same vein, the results for the w/c = 0.5

configuration appear reproducible, even if the variance is a bit larger. This

aspect can be diminished, considering a larger domain size. In the following,

the 100µm domain is conserved for comparison purposes with [48].

Then, the microstructure evolution can be described through the evo-

lution of the volume fractions of the different species, see Figure 7. The

hydration phenomenon is well divided into the dissolution of the source to

generate some solute and then the consumption of the solute to precipitate

the paste, with an intermediary supersaturation of the pore space with re-

spect to the gel.

If the mean value of the source quantity appears similar to the one ob-

tained by [48] (C3S, C2S, C3A, C4AF species are considered), it is not the

case for the mean value of the paste quantity (CSH, CH species are consid-

ered), which is larger in the PF simulations. Even if supplementary phases

(available in [48]) were included such as the gypsum, the anhydrite, the et-

tringite, the AFm or FH3, these phases represent only ∼ 19% of the volume

for w/c = 0.3 and ∼ 16% of the volume for w/c = 0.5 [70]. It is not sufficient

to fill the gap between the PF and the CA descriptions. In order to determine

the most accurate formulation, the final concentrations of the source and the

paste obtained from the hydrated microstructure available in [6] (w/c = 0.5)

are depicted for comparison. The results obtained with the PF description

appear more accurate. It seems that CEMHYD3D simulations overestimate

the pore space, in particular for the case w/c = 0.5. Furthermore, it is not

possible to estimate the mean value of the solute concentration in the data
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a)

b)

Figure 7: Time evolution of the different volume fractions for the species (source, paste,

solute) in the case w/c = a) 0.3 and b) 0.5 (configurations are repeated ten times).

described in [48]. Indeed, the CEMHYD3D description does not consider

this specific phase. In the CA approach, the source phase is transformed

directly into a paste phase if the chemical conditions are set (reaction be-

tween the given phases). Compared to the data from [48], a delay can be

appreciated in the PF formulation concerning the precipitation of the paste,

due to the required diffusion of the solute. Similarly to the hydration curves,

the PF simulations appear reproducible in terms of phase distribution, in

particular for w/c = 0.3. Beyond these bulk volume fractions, a deeper un-

derstanding of the microstructure’s development can be gained by analyzing

the morphology and spatial organization of the phases.
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To do so, the microstructure is segmented into three phases: paste, source,

and paste+source. The different nodes of the mesh are considered in the

paste phase if CSH > 0.5. Similarly, the nodes are considered in the source

phase if C3S > 0.5. The paste+source phase is a combination of the two

previous phases. Then, the connectivity of the phases is quantified by la-

beling the different phases of the segmented images with the Python func-

tion scipy.ndimage.label. This operation distinguishes the individual features

from a given phase. A feature is defined as a phase island surrounded by the

pore/water. For instance, the number of features for the paste+source phase

is depicted in Figure 8. It appears this number increases and then decreases

as the source dissolves. The initial increase is due to the nucleation of the

cement paste, while the reduction occurs as the source grains dissolve and

the distinct paste seeds interconnect. It is worth noting the wide envelopes of

this descriptor. Indeed, this specific morphometer remains at the microscale,

counting the individual features, while the others consider a homogenization

at the sample scale, computing an average value. It remains sensitive to the

microstructure evolution, especially considering a domain size of 100µm.

Figure 8: Evolution of the number of features for the phase paste+source.
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The microstructure can be more deeply described by investigating the

evolution of the perimeter of each phase (paste, source, paste+source), see

Figure 9. This perimeter index is obtained by the function measure.perimeter

from the Python module skimage.

Figure 9: Evolution of the perimeter of the different phases (paste, source, paste+source)

during the hydration (configurations are repeated ten times).

The perimeter of the source phase appears to decrease with the hydration

(dissolution). On the contrary, the paste perimeter increases with the hy-

dration (precipitation). Similarly to the phase distribution curves, the delay

between the dissolution and the precipitation can be pointed out. Indeed,

the perimeter of the paste does not evolve initially, while the perimeter of

the source decreases, even at the initial times. Furthermore, a decrease in

the paste perimeter during the hydration can be noticed at the end of the

simulation. Indeed, as illustrated in Figures 5, the different paste seeds can

interconnect, reducing the phase perimeter. This phenomenon also explains

the slope variation of the paste+source perimeter curve. The decrease in

the perimeter for the combined phase accelerates with the interconnection of

the seeds. The nucleation and the coalescence of these aggregates are also
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depicted in Figure 8, where the number of the distinct islands (paste+source

phase surrounded by pore) shows an increase followed by a decrease during

the hydration process. Similarly, Figure 7 and [55] emphasize the fact that

the C-S-H volume fraction evolves with a sigmoidal pattern. While a direct

overlay of the plots would be inappropriate as they measure different quan-

tities (morphology vs. bulk volume), the non-monotonic hump shape of the

perimeter curve is the direct morphological signature of the sigmoidal growth,

revealing the nucleation/growing of separate islands followed by the coales-

cence of these aggregates. In the same vein as previously, the microstructure

obtained with the PF formulation appears reproducible, regarding the size

of the envelope.

Subsequently, these segmented images can be used to compute the nor-

malized two-point correlation function, [71] and Appendix C for a definition,

see Figure 10 (the results of only one simulation for w/c = 0.3 and = 0.5

are depicted for clarity reasons; however, the repeatability is discussed in

Appendix D). This tool adds details on the structure of the microstructure

by giving the characteristic size of the phase. Indeed, this function takes a

value between 1 (highly correlated) and 0 (not correlated) for different length

dimensions. For example, it appears the paste correlation function drops at

the initial condition (h → 0) for the distance equal to 5µm (initial size of

the seeds). Then, the correlation function increases for the different sizes as

the paste phase precipitates. Similarly, the source correlation function de-

creases for all sizes with the hydration as the source dissolves. For compari-

son with the case w/c = 0.5, a real microstructure, from [6], is characterized.

The phase paste+source appears well described by the PF formulation. It is
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worth noting that the paste correlation is lightly underestimated, whereas the

source correlation is lightly overestimated. These differences may be filled

by considering a wider source size distribution or capturing the fingering

growth pattern of the cement paste. Furthermore, the evolution of the two-

point correlation function for the paste phase available in Figure 10 provides

a quantitative signature of the developing microstructure. The progressive

flattening of the curve at higher degrees of hydration indicates the estab-

lishment of long-range spatial correlations, which is the statistical marker of

the percolation threshold. This signifies the physical transition of the paste

from a collection of isolated aggregates into a continuous, sample-spanning

network. This mechanism is also visible through the increase-decrease evo-

lution of the paste perimeter, see Figure 9, and through the decrease of the

number of isolated material islands, see Figure 8. This result is conceptually

consistent with findings from more fundamental molecular dynamics studies

of C-S-H formation, which also investigate the development of a cohesive,

percolating gel network [54, 55]. The model’s ability to capture this critical

topological transition therefore provides a validation of its physical realism.

Before the next Section, please note that other indices could have been

applied to describe the microstructure [33, 45, 46, 72], such as the chord-

length density function, the pore-size function, the Euler number, or the

specific surface. These indices would characterize the microstructure with

complementary information.
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a)

b)

Figure 10: Evolution of the correlation function for the different phases (paste, source,

paste+source) in the case w/c = a) 0.3 and b) 0.5.

4. Mechanical characterization of the hydrated microstructure

4.1. Formulation of the mechanical homogenization

After estimating the microstructure evolution, mechanical loading (tensile

and shear forces) is applied at the specimen’s boundaries to determine the

homogenized parameters, including Young’s modulus and Shear modulus,

see Figure 11. It is worth noting that the chemical aspect of the problem

(microstructure evolution) is paused during this mechanical estimation of

the composite material. The distinct microstructures obtained in Section

3 are employed as independent inputs in the following. Furthermore, the

impact of the mechanics on the chemistry and microstructure evolution is

neglected herein. However, this feedback influence is pivotal in some contexts,
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such as the underground storage (involving hydrating concrete wells under

stress [73, 74, 75]), and can be considered. For instance, a stress-dependent

microstructure evolution has already been proposed in [36]. In the same vein,

[38, 39] depicts the development of a new method to consider the impact of

the stress and the microstructure reorganization on the chemistry.

Figure 11: The microstructure is loaded to compute homogenized mechanical parameters.

A displacement (vertical in the case of pulling or lateral in the case of

shearing) is applied on the top surface, whereas the bottom surface is as-

sumed fixed. Periodic conditions are considered for the left and right surfaces

to avoid any influence of the boundary conditions. It is worth noting that

it is important to verify the mechanical continuity of the sample before the

interpolation of the mechanical characteristics. To ensure force transmission

between the top and bottom surfaces, the paste+source phase must be con-

tinuous, while the pore phase is not considered in the transmission of forces.

Consequently, the initial microstructures formed during hydration are not

used in the estimation of the sample’s mechanical parameters as this crite-
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rion is not verified. Figure 8 depicts the mean hydration (and its variation)

ensuring the mechanical continuity.

Three phases are identified and assigned to the mesh: the paste, the

source, and the water in the pore, all having an isotropic elastic mechanical

behavior described in Table 2 [48, 54, 56, 70]. It is worth noting that the

mechanical behavior of the paste has been simplified in this initial estima-

tion. Indeed, it has been proved that the paste tends to behave such as a

viscoelastic material, in particular at the early age [76, 77, 78]. Considering

the intrinsic viscosity of the paste, the model would be able to predict the

creep behavior of the hydrated cement. To ensure the water is not transmit-

ting stress in the medium, the Young modulus assigned is small compared

to the other phases. Hence, the stress will concentrate on the harder phases:

the paste and the source.

Phase Young modulus (GPa) Poisson ratio (-)

Paste 25 0.24

Source 120 0.3

Pore 0.12 0.3

Table 2: Elastic properties considered for the different individual phases (from [9]).

The loading is applied until reaching ϵy = ∆y/height = 0.2 (pulling) or

γ = ∆x/height = 0.2 (shearing), where ∆y is the displacement following

the y-axis, ∆x is the displacement following the x-axis, and height is the

dimension of the sample in the y-axis. The mechanical problem is also solved

with the finite element solver MOOSE [57]. An example of microstructure

loading is depicted in Figure 12.
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a) b)

c)

Figure 12: Example of the prediction of the shear modulus for a w/c = 0.5 configuration:

a) the composite material is b) loaded, and the parameter is estimated from c) the strain-

stress curve.

Then, the mechanical parameters of the sample are computed by homog-

enization of the stresses and the strains in the domain. The Young mod-

ulus Eh is determined with the traction test by interpolating the relation

σyy = Eh · ϵy, where σyy is the mean stress in the source and paste phases

and ϵy is the loading condition. The Shear modulus Gh is determined with

the shearing test by interpolating the relation σxy = Gh · γ, where σxy is the

mean stress in the source and paste phases and γ is the loading condition.

The Poisson’s ratio νh can be interpolated with a traction test without pe-

riodic conditions (not conducted herein) and the Bulk modulus Kh can also

be interpolated with an isotropic loading test (not conducted herein). These
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parameters could also be interpolated from the interpolated Young and Shear

moduli (νh = Eh/(2 ·Gh)− 1 and Kh = (Eh ·Gh)/(9Gh − 3Eh)).

The framework presented herein could be extended to determine numer-

ically the yield envelope of the sample. To achieve this, each distinct phase

should be characterized by a plasticity criterion, and the sample should be

subjected to various mechanical loading paths until the overall mechanical

behavior deviates from linearity (after significant plastic deformation occurs

locally) [79, 80].

4.2. Results

The evolution of the homogenized Young modulus Eh and Shear modu-

lus Gh is available in Figure 13. The cases w/c = 0.3 and w/c = 0.5 are

compared to the results from [48] and the intrinsic value for the paste phase,

dominant in the domain and representing the weaker phase (pore/water ex-

cluded). Moreover, a realistic microstructure obtained by Scanning Electron

Microscope observation of a w/c = 0.5 sample, from [6], is used as an input

of the homogenization method for comparison purposes.

It is worth noting that the hydration that ensures the mechanical con-

tinuity varies in the repeated simulation, see the variation in Figure 8. For

comparison purposes, the curves are then shifted to a common point timecont,

which represents the mechanical continuity time for each individual simula-

tion.

As expected, the different moduli (Young and Shear) increase with the

hydration process. As the chemical process occurs, bonds are generated be-

tween the aggregates, and the mechanical properties of the sample harden.

Similar to the tendencies observed in [48], the evolution consists of two stages:
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a) b)

Figure 13: Time evolution of the homogenized a) Young modulus Eh and b) Shear modulus

Gh in the cases w/c = 0.3 and 0.5.

an initial rapid phase followed by a slower final phase. This curve is corre-

lated to the hydration evolution depicted in Figure 6. The microstructure

remains weak at the initial mechanical continuity point (when there exists a

continuous paste+source phase between the top and the bottom of the sam-

ple). As shown in Figure 5, the bonds between the aggregates remain small.

However, the bond sizes increase with the hydration, and it reinforces the

sample.

The results for w/c = 0.5 obtained by the PF formulation appear closer to

the estimated moduli from the real microstructure obtained by [6] than the re-

sults from [48]. Indeed, the microstructure computed with the CEMHYD3D

description is more discrete, and the different phases are less continuous

than the ones obtained with a PF formulation. These localizations gener-

ate weak points in the CEMHYD3D microstructure and weaken the sample.

Furthermore, it has been pointed out in Figure 7 that the CEMHYD3D for-

mulation overestimates the volume fraction of the pore, weakening the mi-

crostructure. Because of these weakening origins, the moduli of the homog-

enized CEMHYD3D microstructure appear much smaller than the intrinsic
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value of the cement paste (weakest phase after pore/water and dominant in

the microstructure). The PF formulation appears more suitable than the

CEMHYD3D description.

The w/c = 0.3 microstructure appears stiffer than the w/c = 0.5 mi-

crostructure for the different moduli (Young and Shear). Indeed, Figure 5

emphasizes there are more source inclusions in the case w/c = 0.3. These

inclusions are stiffer, see Table 2, and affect the mechanical behavior of the

sample. As a reminder, the saturation limit has been defined as w/c = 0.42.

This limit is defined as the maximal source quantity with full hydration. If

w/c is smaller, there are remaining source inclusions (rigid phase) after the

hydration. If w/c is larger, there is not enough source to produce a saturation

of the hydration.

Similar to the previous results, the PF simulations appear reproducible.

The largest variations are located in the evolution of the Shear modulus.

Indeed, Figure 5 depicts the fact that the initial configuration (position of

the source particles) is heterogeneous. The Shear modulus is more sensitive

to such irregular aspects of the microstructure, the pores acting as weakness

points. In the same vein, it is relevant to emphasize the fact that the variance

for the w/c = 0.5 configuration is larger than for the w/c = 0.3 configuration.

Indeed, the irregular aspect of the initial configuration is even more visible

for w/c = 0.5 as there is less cement source/more pore space. The quality of

the results would be better with a more homogeneous initial configuration,

considering another algorithm for the generation.

The results obtained for the Young modulus of the hydrated sample are

compared with the values available in the literature for distinct w/c values
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in Figure 14. It is important to point out that these data have been ob-

tained with a PF formulation + computational homogenization [33], a CA

description + computational homogenization [48, 70, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85], a

computational homogenization based on experimental observations [86, 87,

88, 89, 90, 91], a several-steps homogenization model [56, 92], or by experi-

ments [48, 50, 92]. Moreover, sample characteristics are not always consistent

in this dataset. For instance, the species distribution, the preparation meth-

ods, or the intrinsic mechanical parameters for the distinct phases are not

similar. The properties of the composite material appear to be widely im-

pacted by these fluctuations.

Figure 14: Dataset of the Young modulus of the hydrated concrete material for distinct w/c

ratios. Different computation homogenization has been conducted from the microstructure

evolution depicted herein, considering (Ysource, Ypaste).

First of all, it appears that, at a given w/c, a large distribution of the

Young modulus of the hydrated sample is available in the literature. This

parameter is deeply affected by the prediction method (modelization or ex-

perimental). In the case of the modelization, the homogenized Young mod-
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ulus depends on the intrinsic value considered for the different phases and

on the quality of the microstructure estimation. For instance, it has been

emphasized in Figure 7 that the CA approach tends to overestimate the

pore space (weak phase) during the hydration process. Then, it is not sur-

prising to obtain larger values employing similar intrinsic parameters with a

PF formulation. Indeed, the approach employed herein performs better in

the description of the hydrated microstructure, predicting less pore space.

Moreover, the C-S-H material is a heterogeneous phase with, in particular, a

variation in the packing density [55, 56, 66]. This fluctuation has an impact

on the local properties of the cement material [93] and may generate some

weak regions. The Young modulus estimated through a numerical homog-

enization method after the PF prediction of the microstructure appears in

the upper envelope of the available dataset. However, the quality of the PF

prediction appears to increase by considering the lower boundary depicted in

[48] for the intrinsic Young modulus of the C-S-H phase (Ypaste = 20 GPa).

Obviously, the prediction of the method presented herein would increase,

considering a 3D microstructure, capturing the fingering growth pattern of

the paste, employing a more realistic size distribution and shapes for the

source particle, or by adding the supplementary phases and their physics.

5. Discussion

The numerical laboratory approach, describing explicitly the microstruc-

ture, provides a suitable framework for investigating the hydration process

of concrete materials. It appears that the currently most employed formu-

lation is based on discrete models, such as CEMHYD3D. However, the co-
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efficients used are largely derived from semi-empirical methods. Moreover,

the intrinsic nature of CA induces that the microstructure obtained is highly

heterogeneous, and different concentrations of species at one location in the

pore water can not be modeled. Consequently, a physics-based description,

the PF formulation, seems more adequate. For instance, this work empha-

sizes that the PF method reproduces the microstructure evolution driven by

chemical processes more accurately than the CA model.

In the same vein, it is worth comparing the framework depicted herein

with the analytical homogenization methods available in the literature. The

difference is the fact that a PF describes the microstructure explicitly, while

the homogenization approach requires making assumptions on the shape, the

proportion, and the location of the distinct phases. Even if the microstruc-

ture is described, it is not in an explicit manner. It has been emphasized that

the microstructure is pivotal for the estimation of the material behavior (me-

chanics, chemistry, or hydrology) [46, 94, 95], emphasizing the importance

of capturing it accurately. Moreover, the PF approach enables the couplings

with other physics, such as the temperature, the stress, or the presence of

a fluid transport, while such considerations remain difficult through consti-

tutive relations for the hydration of the material, a key ingredient of the

prediction by homogenization.

Nevertheless, the computational cost of the PF simulations remains huge;

the resolution of a 2D simulation (microstructure evolution prediction and

mechanical behavior interpolation, depicted herein) lasts approximately 10

hours on a regular computer (Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-10210U CPU @ 1.60GHz,

8 Go RAM). However, numerous methods may be employed to diminish the
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resources required, allowing the use of the PF description for 3D problems,

considering multi-physics [96, 97]. Future work should extend this model to

3D to more accurately capture the complex pore network connectivity and

tortuosity, which are known to be critical for transport properties and may

further refine the predicted percolation threshold and mechanical response.

6. Conclusion

This paper presents a Phase-Field formulation of the hydration of a con-

crete material, describing explicitly the microstructure and its evolution. In

particular, the proposed physics-based description—featuring a revised free-

energy potential and distinct equilibrium constants—is compared to exper-

imental observations and to a semi-empirical Cellular Automata approach

available in the literature. Considering two distinct boundary value prob-

lems (w/c = 0.3 and 0.5), the Phase-Field formulation appears to reproduce

the kinetics, phase distribution, and organization of the microstructure. It

has also been shown that the Cellular Automata approach tends to overesti-

mate pore space during hydration, which is not observed with the formulation

depicted herein.

Once the microstructural evolution is estimated with the Phase-Field

model, the resulting microstructures are used as inputs to a computational

homogenization scheme to predict the evolution of the mechanical properties

of the material. Mechanical performance appears to be captured with more

precision through the Phase-Field formulation than through the Cellular Au-

tomata description. In particular, the overestimation of porosity inherent to

Cellular Automata leads to an artificially weakened composite, whereas the
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Phase-Field model provides a more physically consistent estimate.

Although this work focuses on the mechanical response of the hydrating

material, the framework depicted herein can readily be extended to other cou-

pled physics. With appropriate constitutive laws, the same microstructural

predictions could be used to assess thermal or hydraulic behavior, offering a

more comprehensive multiphysics view of cementitious materials.

The Phase-Field description therefore provides a promising foundation for

improving our understanding of hydration at the microscale and for exploring

the influence of key parameters such as particle size distribution or chemical

composition. Although further validation and application to a wider set

of conditions are still needed, the ability to anticipate mechanical behavior

directly from the evolution of the simulated microstructure suggests a useful

complementary tool alongside traditional 28-day testing protocols.

7. Code availability

Some examples of scripts used are available on Github: https://github.

com/AlexSacMorane/PF_CementHydration.
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Appendix A. Particle Size Distribution of the source

To ensure the model is representative of the experiments, it is important

to reproduce most of the parameters available. Concerning the hydration

problem, the particle size distribution of the source grains represents a pa-

rameter with a large impact on the hydration kinetics and the microstructure

evolution obtained.

In the context of a numerical analog, the investigation pursued employed

a particle size distribution from a database available [9, 65], see Table A.3.

This Table presents the mass and number ratios of different radius bins (from

0.5 µm to 36.5 µm). Between the limits of the bins, a uniform distribution is

assumed for the radius. However, the PF formulation induces a minimal size

for grains to remain stable. Indeed, if the particle size is smaller than the

minimal size (∼ 2 × δ, where δ is the interface width), the maximum value

of the phase variable is smaller than 0.5, dissolution (η → 0) occurs due to

the PF formulation. As emphasized in Table 1, the mesh size ∆ is 0.2 µm,

limiting the minimal radius to 2 × δ = 2 × 6∆ = 2.4 µm. The particle size

distribution is then modified to consider this minimal size restriction, see

Table A.3.

Radius Mass (%) Number (%) Number (%)

(µm) initial initial from 2.5 µm

0.5 13.5 95.8

1.5 13.0 3.4 not considered

2.5 9.5 0.5 66.3

3.5 7.3 0.2 18.6
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4.5 6.1 0.1 7.3

5.5 5.1 3.3

6.5 4.2 1.7

7.5 3.8 1.0

8.5 3.4 0.6

9.5 2.8 0.4

10.5 2.6 0.2

11.5 2.3 0.2

12.5 2.1 not enough 0.1

13.5 1.9 (< 0.1) 0.1

14.5 1.9 0.1

15.5 2.3 0.1

17.5 3.5

20.5 2.7 not enough

23.5 4.5 (< 0.1)

30.5 3.6

36.5 4.0

Table A.3: Particle size distribution for the cement CCL 133.

The conversion between the mass fraction and the number fraction has

been obtained by considering that the shape of the particle is a sphere and

by following the scheme described in Algorithm 1.
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Algorithm 1 Convert a mass ratio Vi to a number ratio Ni.
assume there is n0 = 1 particle for the size 0

for all size i ∈ bins (except i = 0) do

compute the number of particle ni for the size i ▷ ni

n0
= Vi

V0

(
R0

Ri

)3

end for

Compute the total number of particles nt ▷ nt =
∑
i

ni

for all size i ∈ bins do

compute the number ratio Ni for the size i ▷ Ni =
ni

nt

end for

Appendix B. Sensitivity analysis of the coefficient αCSH

As mentioned in Subsection 2.1, the conversion terms αCSH/αC3S are

correlated, but the values remain unknown. In the absence of experimental

data available, a sensitivity analysis is then conducted to determine the value

of αCSH (and αC3S through Equation 6). The results for the configuration

w/c = 0.5 are available in Figure B.15.

It appears that a small αCSH induces the fact that the source particles

are significantly dissolved before the precipitation of the paste, see the Figure

B.15a), not in agreement with the experimental observations [43, 44]. Indeed,

the solute c produced by the dissolution of the source is not sufficient to gen-

erate a supersaturation state. On the contrary, a large αCSH instigates nega-

tive values for the solute concentration c, see the Figure B.15c). This state is

explained by the large quantity of solute required for the paste precipitation.

Finally, the value αCSH = 3 is employed herein as it seems to verify the

experimental observations (small source dissolution at the supersaturation
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a) b)

c)

Figure B.15: Evolution of the mean value of the variable a) C3S, b) CSH, and c) c for

different aCSH coefficients (w/c = 0.5).

state and positive value for the solute concentration).

Appendix C. Definition of the normalized two-point correlation

function

In the goal of comparing microstructures, a normalized two-point corre-

lation function has been developed [71]. Considering an M × N image of

the microstructure, the two-point correlation function is obtained through

Equation C.1.

S(x, y) =
M−x∑
i=1

N−y∑
j=1

I(i, j)I(x+ i, y + j)

(M − x)(N − y)
(C.1)

where I(i, j) = 1 if the voxel located at (i, j) represents the phase of

interest, = 0 otherwise. The values x and y are the pixel offsets investigated
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and can be converted into a radial distance r [98]:

S(r) =
1

2r + 1

2r∑
l=0

S

(
r,
πl

4r

)
(C.2)

It appears that the value S(0) represents the volume fraction of the inves-

tigated phase. To compare the microstructure at different volume fractions,

the two-point correlation function is normalized with Equation C.3.

N(r) =
S(r)− S(0)S(0)

S(0)− S(0)S(0)
(C.3)

Appendix D. Correlation functions for repeated configurations

The two-point correlation function is a common tool to provide insights

into the microstructure [71]. For instance, Figure 10 depicts the evolution of

the functions during the hydration process, considering an individual simula-

tion. However, the repeatability is not emphasized, for clarity reasons. This

Appendix and Figure D.16 investigate this aspect in the case w/c = 0.3.

It appears in Figure D.16a) and c) that the functions are overlaid for the

initial and final states. The initial state of the configuration is unsurprisingly

repeatable, while it is comforting to verify that the final state is similar in the

different simulations. Concerning the intermediate state depicted in Figure

D.16b), the range of the functions is narrow. In particular, two groups of

curves appear. Indeed, Figure 6 emphasizes the variation of the hydration

kinetics, in particular for the intermediate state (t/t50 = 0.41 ∼ h = 30%).

Some simulations depict faster kinetics compared to the others, explaining

the two groups. The prediction of the microstructure evolution appears re-

producible.
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a)

b)

c)

Figure D.16: Evolution of the correlation function for the different phases (paste, source,

paste+source) in the case w/c = 0.3 for t/t50 = a) 0.04, b) 0.41, and c) 0.83. The

configuration has been repeated ten times.
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