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Fig.1. Variation of effective oxygen diffusivity against average saturation
for Hybrid GDL and CT images

Table 1. Projection imaging conditions

Energy [keV] 13
Pixel size [um/pixel] 3.94
Distance between sample and detector [mm] 55

Exposure time [ms] 70

Number of projection  [(180°)"] 1500 / 180
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Fig.2. Carbon paper GDL (uniform wettability distribution)
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Fig. 3. Hybrid GDL (wettability distribution)
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