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Exploring thebehaviourof complex gedluids confined in micreand mesoporous networks provides the foundation for quantifying geologically relgsimms where mass and energy exchange ddanoconfinemenin porous
systems gives rise to riddehaviourthat results from the interplay of geometrical restriction imposed by different pore features (size, geometry, chemsiibooaamong others), the interaction between the porous material and the fl
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fluid behaviour inconfined geometries underscores the need to adopt a multidiscigp@agach including experimental approaches and molecular simulations.
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