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Abstract
Many applications of porous media research involves high pressures and, correspondingly, exchange of thermal energy between the fluid and the matrix. While the
system is relatively well understood for the case of non-moving porous media, the situation when the elastic matrix can move and deform, is much more complex. In this
paper we derive the equations of motion for the dynamics of a deformable porous media
which includes the effects of friction forces, stresses, and heat exchanges between the
media, by using the new methodology of variational approach to thermodynamics [1,2].
This theory extends the recently developed variational derivation of the mechanics of
deformable porous media [3] to include thermodynamic processes and can easily include incompressibility constraints. The model for the combined fluid-matrix system,
written in the spatial frame, is developed by introducing mechanical and additional
variables describing the thermal energy part of the system, writing the action principle
for the system, and using a nonlinear, nonholonomic constraint on the system deduced
from the second law of thermodynamics. The resulting equations give us the general
version of possible friction forces incorporating thermodynamics, Darcy-like forces and
friction forces similar to those used in the Navier-Stokes equations. The equations of
motion are valid for arbitrary dependence of the kinetic and potential energies on the
state variables. The results of our work are relevant for geophysical applications, industrial applications involving high pressures and temperatures, food processing industry,
and other situations when both thermodynamics and mechanical considerations are
important.
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Introduction

1.1 Review of the literature related to porous media dynamics
Many industrial processes require the use of porous materials in changing temperature and pressure conditions. There are numerous applications such as porous filters
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for nuclear industry [4], geophysics [5, 6] and gas particle filters, in particular, for
use with diesel-power engines [7]. The importance of multi-scale modeling involving
poromechanics for food industry has also been discussed [8]. In terms of thermal considerations in food industry, there is an interesting application of food change using
microwave heating [9]. Because of the wide range of applicability of this problem, it
is useful to construct a theory with maximum universality and flexibility, capable to
describe the behavior of a variety of materials for the elastic matrix and fluid, both
compressible and incompressible, systematically derivable from the first principles.
Before we move into the discussion of thermal effects, it is useful to start with a
short review of earlier works in poromechanics addressing only mechanical properties
of the media. Due to the large amount of work in the area, our description must
necessarily be brief and only focus on the works essential to this discussion. The
earlier developments in the field of poromechanics are due to K. von Terzaghi [10] and
M. Biot [11–13] in the consolidation of porous media, and subsequent works by M.
Biot which derived the time-dependent equations of motion for poromechanics, based
on certain assumptions on the media. M. Biot also considered the wave propagation
in both low and high wavenumber regime [14–17]. The amount of recent work in the
field of porous media is vast, both in the field of model development [18–23] and their
subsequent mathematical analysis [24–26]. We refer the reader interested in the history
of the field to the review [27] for a more detailed exposition of the literature.
Biot’s work still remain highly influential today, especially in the field of acoustic
propagation of waves through porous media. However, subsequent careful investigations have revealed difficulties in the interpretation of various terms through the general
principles of mechanics, such as material objectivity, frequency-dependent permeability
and changes of porosity in the model, as well as the need to describe large deformations of the model [28]. Based on this criticism, [28] develops an alternative approach
to saturated porous media equations which does not have the limitations of the Biot’s
model. Alternatively, [29–31] develop equations for saturated porous media based on
the general thermodynamic principles of mechanics. While our approach is different
from the two papers cited above, the resulting equations we obtain in this paper, when
appropriate, compare well to the results obtained in [29–31].
The mainstream approach to the porous media has been to treat the dynamics
as being friction-dominated by dropping the inertial terms from the equations. The
seminal book of Coussy [32] contains a lot of background information and analysis on
that approach. For more recent work, we will refer the reader to, for example, the
studies of multi-component porous media flow [33], as well as the gradient approach
to the thermo-poro-visco-elastic processes [34]. A thorough review of recent progress
using this approach can be found in a recent detailed book [35]. In particular, chapter
11 of this book describes thermal effects of poroelasticity in the classical approach in
great details, and we refer the reader interested in the state-of-the-art of the classical
approach to poroelasticity to that book.
Our work, in contrast, is dedicated to the development of modes using variational
principles of mechanics, which is a sub-field of all the approaches to porous media. The
equations we will derive here, without the viscous terms, will be of infinite-dimensional
Hamiltonian type and approximate the inertia terms and large deformations consistently. On the other hand, the friction-dominated approach gives equations of motion
that are of gradient flow type.
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Fluid-filled elastic porous media, by its very nature, is a highly complex object
involving both the individual dynamics of the fluid and the media, and highly nontrivial interactions between them. It is not realistic to assume complete knowledge of the
micro-structured geometry of pores in the elastic matrix and the details of fluid motion
inside the pores. Hence, models of porous media must include interactions between
the macroscopic dynamics and an accurate, and yet treatable, description of relevant
aspects of the micro-structures. Because of the large variations of the geometry and
dynamics of micro-structures between different porous media (e.g. biological materials
vs geophysical applications) the task of deriving a detailed, unified theory of porous
media suitable for all applications is most likely not possible. However, provided a
detailed set of assumptions and understanding the limitations of each particular assumption, deriving a consistent theory is possible. In such a framework, we believe,
the variational theory is advantageous since it can develop a consistent mathematical
model once the physical assumptions on the system are formulated and the relevant
terms identified. Variational methods are developed by first describing the Lagrangian
of the system on an appropriate configuration manifold, and then computing the critical curves of the associated action functional to obtain the equations of motion in
a systematic way. The advantage of the variational methods is their consistency, as
opposed to approaches based on balancing the conservation laws for a given point,
or volume, of fluid. In a highly complex system like poromechanics, especially when
written in the non-inertial Lagrangian frame associated with the matrix, writing out
all the forces and torques to obtain correct equations is very difficult. In contrast, the
equations of motion follow from variational methods automatically, and the conservation laws are obtained in a general setting, i.e. for arbitrary Lagrangians, as long as
necessary symmetry arguments are satisfied.
One of the earliest papers in the field utilizing variational methods was [36] where
the kinetic energy of pore expansion was incorporated into the Lagrangian to obtain
the equations of motion. In that work, several Lagrange multipliers were introduced
to enforce the continuity equation for both solid and fluid. The works [37, 38] use
variational principles for explanation of the Darcy-Forchheimer law. Furthermore,
[39, 40] derive the equations of porous media using additional terms in the Lagrangian
coming from the kinetic energy of the microscopic fluctuations. Of particular interest
to us are the works on the Variational Macroscopic Theory of Porous Media (VMTPM)
which was formulated in its present form in [41–50], also summarized in a recent book
[51]. In these works, the microscopic dynamics of capillary pores is modelled by a
second grade material, where the internal energy of the fluid depends on both the
deformation gradient of the elastic media, and the gradients of local fluid content. The
study of a pre-stressed system using variational principles and subsequent study of
propagation of sound waves was undertaken in [52].
One of the main assumptions of the VMTPM is the dependence of the internal
energy of the fluid on the quantity measuring the micro-strain of the fluid, or, alternatively, the fluid content or local density of fluid, including, in some works, the gradients of that quantity. This assumption is physically relevant for compressible fluid,
but, in our view, for an incompressible fluid (which, undoubtedly, is a mathematical
abstraction), such dependence is difficult to interpret. For example, for geophysical
applications, fluids are usually considered compressible because of the large pressures
involved. In contrast, for biological applications like the dynamics of highly porous
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sponges in water, the compressibility effects of the water, and, as we shall discuss here,
of the sponge itself, can be neglected. For a truly incompressible fluid, it is difficult
to assign a physical meaning to the dependence of internal energy of the fluid on the
parameters of the porous media, as noted by [28].
This origin of this difficulty in the interpretation of fluid content was explained
in [3], in terms of the fluid content being a constraint in the fluid’s incompressibility,
and the fluid pressure being the Lagrange multiplier related to the incompressibility.
That description in [3] was based on the classical Arnold description of incompressible
fluid as geodesic motion, hence Euler-Lagrange equations, on the group of volumepreserving diffeomorphisms of the fluid domain [53]. In Arnold’s theory the Lagrangian
is simply the kinetic energy, as the potential energy of the fluid is absent, and the fluid
pressure enters the equations from the incompressibility condition. This paper extends
the initial derivation of [3, 54], to include thermodynamic processes via the variational
approach to thermodynamics initially developed in [1, 2]. In particular, we achieve the
following novel results:
1. We derive a consistent theory of two-phase porous media with thermal effects for
arbitrary Lagrangians and equations of state for both the fluid and the solid.
2. We show how to incorporate incompressibility constraints in the variational principle of thermodynamics.
3. We derive the equations for the cases when either the fluid and/or the solid can
be compressible and incompressible.
4. We derive the balance of energy for each media and for the total system, which
illustrates the effects of the irreversible processes.
5. We explain how the variational thermodynamics approach allows us to formulate the general form of dissipative terms for forces and stresses. In particular,
we derive the explicit functional dependence on the inverse temperature that is
necessary for thermodynamic consistency and, to our knowledge, has not been
discovered before.
It is also useful to have a short discussion on the choice of coordinates and physics of
what is commonly considered the saturated porous media. In most, if not all, previous
works, undertaken by authors other than us, the saturated porous media is a combined
object consisting of an (elastic) dense matrix, and a network of small connected pores
filled with fluid. The fluid encounters substantial resistance when moving through the
pores due to viscosity and the no-slip condition on the boundary. In such a formulation,
it is easier to consider the motion of the porous matrix to be ’primary’, and the motion
of the fluid to be computed with respect to the porous matrix itself. Because the
motion of the elastic matrix is ’primary’, the equations are written in the system of
coordinates consistent with the description of the elastic media, which is the material
frame associated with the media. In this paper, we take an alternative view, namely,
we choose the same coordinate system of a stationary observer (Eulerian frame) for
the description of both the fluid and the elastic media. This is the approach taken
in [3, 54]. This frame is more frequently used in the classical fluid description, but
is less common in the description of elastic media. Ironically, the Eulerian frame is
also frequently used in the description of wave propagation in the media, in particular,
classical Biot’s theory [14–17]. Physically, our description is more relevant for the
case of a porous media consisting of a dense network of elastic ’threads’ positioned
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inside the fluid, which is a case that has not been considered before apart from [3]. In
our formulation, we choose the Eulerian description for both the fluid and the elastic
matrix. It is worth noting that the combined Eulerian description is also applicable
to the regular porous media with a ’dense’ matrix, and is also well suited for the
description of wave propagation in such media as shown in [3] comparing the results
of variational models with that of Biot. We shall also point out that our theory can
be reformulated and is applicable for the familiar choice of the Lagrangian material
description with respect to the elastic porous matrix. These descriptions are completely
equivalent from the mathematical point of view, and this is rigorously justified by using
the process of Lagrangian reduction by symmetry in continuum mechanics [55].

1.2 Lagrangian variational approach to mechanics and thermodynamics.
The variational approach that we exploit in this paper is based on the Hamilton principle of classical mechanics and on its extension to include irreversible processes developed in [1, 2, 56], which is quickly reviewed below.
Consider a mechanical system with configuration manifold Q and Lagrangian
L : TQ → R

(1)

defined on the tangent bundle of Q, usually given by the kinetic energy minus the
potential and internal energies of the system. In absence of irreversible processes and
external forces, the equations of motion for the system are given by the Euler-Lagrange
equations for L. They arise from the Hamilton principle
Z T
L(q, q̇)dt = 0
(2)
δ
0

for arbitrary variations δq of the curve q(t) with δqt=0,T = 0. In Section §2.1 we
review the extension of these ideas for the case a continuum system, with Q infinite
dimensional.
We now present the extension of (2) to nonequilibrium thermodynamics in its simplest case, i.e., the case of a mechanical system with only one entropy variable S ∈ R,
see [1]. This theory is applicable to finite-dimensional mechanical models with thermodynamics, such as the problem of a piston [1]. The Lagrangian is a function
L : TQ × R → R
and the variational formulation consists in the variational condition
Z T
L(q, q̇, S)dt = 0
δ

(3)

0

subject to the constraint (phenomenological constraint)
D
E
∂L
Ṡ = F fr , q̇
∂S

on the solution curve and the constraint (variational constraint)
D
E
∂L
δS = F fr , δq
∂S
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(4)

(5)

on the variations δq and δS.
In (4) and (5), F fr : T Q × R → T ∗ Q is the friction force describing the irreversible
process of the system, F fr (q, q̇, S) ∈ Tq∗ Q, with T ∗ Q the cotangent bundle to Q. In
absence of irreversible process, i.e., with F fr = 0, the variational formulation (3)–
(5) recovers the Hamilton principle (2). Application of (3)–(5) yields the system of
equations

d ∂L ∂L


−
= F fr

dt ∂ q̇
∂q
(6)
D
E


 ∂L Ṡ = F fr , q̇
∂S
describing the thermomechanical evolution of the system. In accordance with the
first law
for an isolate system, the total energy of the system
D of thermodynamics
E
∂L
Etot = ∂ q̇ , q̇ − L is preserved. The partial derivative
∂L
=: −T
∂S

is identified with minus the temperature of the system and it is assumed T > 0. We
thus have the entropy equation
1 D fr E
F , q̇
Ṡ = −
T

and the second law of thermodynamics imposes F fr to be a dissipative force: F fr (q, q̇, S), q̇ ≤
0. We refer to [56–58] for the extension of (3)–(5) to other irreversible processes and
to open systems. We will review in §3.1 an extension of (3)–(5) with heat conduction
relevant for porous media thermodynamics.
We note that the variational formulation (3)–(5) involves two types of constraints:
a kinematic constraint (4) on the solution curve of (3) and a variational constraint (5)
on the variations to be considered in (3). As it is clearly apparent, the two constraints
are related in a systematic way which consists in replacing the time derivatives by
δ-variations. This type of variational formulation with two classes of constraint is a
nonlinear extension of the Lagrange-d’Alembert variational formulation for nonholonomic systems. For nonholonomic systems with linear nonholonomic constraints the
kinematic and variational constraints take the form
Aa (q) · q̇ = 0

and

Aa (q) · δq = 0,

a = 1, ..., m

for some vector valued one-form A on Q. The two constraints are also related by a
formal replacement of the time derivative q̇ by a δ-variation δq.

2 Equations of motions for porous media with
entropy considerations
In this section, we derive the equations of motion for a porous media with internal
entropy, but without irreversible thermodynamics processes. More precisely, we derive
the equations of motion for a porous medium filled with an incompressible fluid, for
the case of a solid elastic matrix, by using a variational formulation deduced from
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Hamilton’s principle. The derivation in this Section follows [3] with the additional
inclusion of entropy in the considerations. Since most of the major details of this
derivation are already contained in [3], we will go through this derivation quickly to
just outline the definitions and main ideas.
For both the fluid and the elastic matrix, we shall follow the differential geometric
description outlined in the book by Marsden and Hughes [59], where the reader can
find the background and fill in technical details of the description of each media. We
start with some necessary background information on the description of the combined
dynamics of the elastic media and fluid that is contained in it.

2.1 Geometric variational formulation in continuum mechanics
We quickly review here the geometric variational formulation for a single continuum,
which can be either a fluid or an elastic body. We assume that the motion of the
continuum in R3 is described by a time dependent smooth embedding ϕ(t, ) : B → R3
which attributes to each material point X ∈ B its location
x = ϕ(t, X)
in R3 at time t. Here B ⊂ R3 denotes the reference configuration of the continuum,
assumed to be a compact domain with smooth boundary, and Bt = ϕ(t, B) ⊂ R3 is the
domain occupied by the continuum at time t.

2.1.1

Lagrangians

In absence of irreversible processes, the dynamics of the continuum is completely described by the time dependent embedding ϕ(t, ) hence its configuration space is the
infinite dimensional manifold Q = Emb(B, R3 ) of all smooth embeddings of B into R3
and the Lagrangian is a map
L : T Emb(B, R3 ) → R
defined on the tangent bundle of Emb(B, R3 ), exactly as in (1), given by the kinetic
minus the internal and potential energies of the continuum. For the Lagrangian we
assume a general expression of the form

Z 
1
̺0 |ϕ̇| − ̺0 E(F, ̺0 , S0 , G0 ) d3 X,
(7)
L(ϕ, ϕ̇) =
2
B
where F(t, X) = ∇ϕ(t, X) is the deformation gradient, ̺0 (X) and S0 (X) are the
mass and entropy density in the Lagrangian description, and G0 (X) is a given cometric on B taken here to be the canonical one, i.e. GAB
= δAB . Here, the dot now
0
denotes the partial derivative with respect to time t. In the second term, the specific
energy E in material description depends on the deformation gradient F of the current
configuration and also parametrically on ̺0 , S0 , G0 . Making this dependence explicit
is crucial to discuss the notion of covariance in continuum mechanics, see [55, 59]. The
expression E is assumed to be invariant under the action of the group Diff(B) on ϕ,
̺0 , S0 , G0 given by
ϕ 7→ ϕ ◦ φ,

̺0 7→ (̺0 ◦ φ)Jφ,

S0 7→ (S0 ◦ φ)Jφ,
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G0 7→ φ∗ G0 ,

(8)

for all φ ∈ Diff(B), where Jφ = | det(∇φ)| is the Jacobian of φ. In (8), φ∗ G0 denotes
the push-forward of the contravariant symmetric tensor field G0 given in coordinates
(φ∗ G0 )AB (X) = G0CD (φ−1 (X))

∂φB −1
∂φA −1
(φ
(X))
(φ (X))
∂X C
∂X D

As a consequence of this invariance, one easily checks that the Lagrangian can be
written in terms of Eulerian variables as


Z
1
2
ρ|u| − ρ e(ρ, s, b) d3 x =: ℓ(u, ρ, s, b),
(9)
L(ϕ, ϕ̇) =
2
ϕ(B)
where u is the Eulerian velocity, ρ, s the Eulerian mass and entropy densities, and b
the Finger deformation tensor, defined by

u(t, x) = ϕ̇ t, ϕ−1 (t, x)
(10)
 −1
−1
(11)
ρ(t, x) = ̺0 ϕ (t, x) Jϕ (t, x)

s(t, x) = S0 ϕ−1 (t, x) Jϕ−1 (t, x)
(12)
b(t, x) = ϕ∗ G0 (t, x).

(13)

= δAB , the Finger deformation tensor has the standard expression
When GAB
0
b(t, x) = F(t, X)F(t, X)T ,

i.e.,

bij (t, x) =

∂ϕi
∂ϕj
(t,
X)
(t, X),
∂X A
∂X A

(14)

where x = ϕ(t, X). In (9) the function e = e(ρ, s, b) is the specific internal energy of
the continuum in Eulerian description.

2.1.2

Variational principles in absence of reversible processes

In the material description and in absence of irreversible processes, the equations of
motion are the Euler-Lagrange equations arising from the Hamilton principle
Z T
L(ϕ, ϕ̇)dt = 0
(15)
δ
0

with respect to arbitrary variations δϕ of the embedding with δϕt=0,T = 0.
In the Eulerian description, using (9) and (10)–(13), Hamilton’s principle induces
the following variational principle
Z T
ℓ(u, ρ, s, b)dt = 0
(16)
δ
0

for constrained variations
δu = ∂t η + u · ∇η − η · ∇u
δρ = − div(ρη)
δs = − div(sη)

(17)

δb = −£η b ,

where η is an arbitrary time dependent vector field vanishing at t = 0, T , see [55]. The
expressions of the constrained variations (17) are found by computing the variations
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of the variables in (10)–(13) induced by the variations δϕ and defining η = δϕ ◦ ϕ−1 .
The last expression in (17) is the Lie derivative of the symmetric two-contravariant
tensor b given in coordinates by
(£η b)ij =

i
j
∂bij k
kj ∂η
ik ∂η
η
−
b
−
b
.
∂xk
∂xk
∂xk

(18)

A direct application of the variational principle (16)–(17) yields the equations of motion
in Eulerian coordinates as


δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ δℓ
∂t
+ £u
= ρ∇ + s∇ −
: ∇b − 2 div
·b ,
(19)
δu
δu
δρ
δs δb
δb
see [55]. The equations for ρ, s, b follow from (11)–(13) as
∂t ρ + div(ρu) = 0,

∂t s + div(su) = 0,

∂t b + £u b = 0.

By using the expression of the Lagrangian given in (9), the equations of motion (19)
take the standard form
ρ(∂t u + u · ∇u) = −∇p + div σ el ,

p = ρ2

∂e
,
∂ρ

σ el = 2ρ

∂e
· b,
∂b

where p is the pressure and σ el is the elastic stress. The boundary conditions will be
discussed below in the case of porous media.

2.1.3

Extension of this geometric variational setting

In this paper we shall use two types of extensions of the geometric variational formulation summarized above. First, we shall use the extension of (16)–(17) to porous
media by following the approach of [3], then we shall further develop an extension to
include irreversible processes, based on the variational formulation for nonequilibrium
thermodynamics developed in [1, 2].

2.2

Definition of variables for porous media

We present here the variables needed for the description of a porous media with internal
entropies, by extending the approach described above.

2.2.1

Configuration of the elastic body and the fluid

The motion of the elastic body (indexed by s) and the fluid (indexed by f ) is defined
by two time dependent maps ϕs (t, ) : Bs → R3 and ϕf (t, ) : Bf → R3 with variables
denoted as
x = ϕs (t, X) and x = ϕf (t, Y ) .
Here Bs and Bf denote the reference configurations containing the elastic and fluid
labels X and Y . We assume that there is no fusion of either fluid or elastic body
particles, so the map ϕs and ϕf are embeddings for all times t. We also assume that the
fluid cannot escape the porous medium or create voids, so at all times t, the domains
occupied in space by the fluid Bt,f = ϕf (t, B) and the elastic body Bt,s = ϕs (t, B)
coincide: Bt,f = Bt,s = Bt . Finally, we shall assume for simplicity that the domain Bt
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does not change with time, and will simply call it B, hence both ϕf : Bf → B and
ϕs : Bs → B are diffeomorphisms for all time t. An extension to the case of the fluid
escaping the boundary is possible, although it will require appropriate modifications
in the variational principle and we shall consider it in a future work

2.2.2

Velocities of the elastic body and the fluid

The fluid velocity uf and elastic solid velocity us , measured relative to the fixed coordinate system, i.e., in the Eulerian representation, are given as in the case of a single
continuum in (10) by


uf (t, x) = ∂t ϕf t, ϕ−1
us (t, x) = ∂t ϕs t, ϕ−1
(20)
s (t, x) ,
f (t, x) ,

for all x ∈ B. Note that since ϕf and ϕs restrict to the boundaries, the vector fields
uf and us are tangent to the boundary, i.e.,
uf · n = 0 ,

us · n = 0 ,

(21)

where n is the unit normal vector field to the boundary. One can alternatively impose
that ϕf and ϕs (or only ϕs ) are prescribed on the boundary. In this case, one gets
no-slip boundary conditions
uf |∂B = 0 ,

2.2.3

us |∂B = 0 ,

(or only us |∂B = 0).

(22)

Observed and actual densities

It is important to make a distinction between the observed density of the fluid or solid
in a given volume, and the actual density of fluid filing the pores or elastic material
comprising the matrix. The observed, or Eulerian density of fluid, is defined as the
coefficient of proportionality between the mass of fluid contained in the given Eulerian
volume d3 x, centered at the spatial point x, and the mass contained in that volume,
and similarly for the solid:
dmf (x, t) = ρf (x, t)d3 x,

dms (x, t) = ρs (x, t)d3 x .

(23)

The actual density of the fluid and solid is the density of the material filling the pores
(for example, density of gas in the pores for fluid) or, correspondingly, density of the
elastic material comprising the matrix (e.g., rubber). The actual densities will be
denoted with bars ρ̄f , ρ̄s . If φ(x, t) is the volume fraction of the pores, and we assume
that the fluid fills the pores completely, the actual and Eulerian densities are related
by
ρf = φρ̄f , ρs = (1 − φ)ρ̄s .
(24)

2.2.4

Conservation law for the fluid and solid

Let us look at the mass of fluid ρf (t, x)d3 x , where ρf is the observed (Eulerian)
density of fluid. We shall consider both the actual density of fluid in pores ρ̄f and the
Eulerian density of fluid ρf , which are connected through ρf = φρ̄f . The fluid must
fill all the available volume completely, and it must have come from the material point
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Y = ϕ−1 (t, x). If the initial volume fraction at that point was ρ0f (Y )d3 Y , then at a
point t in time we have

 −1
−1
|.
(25)
ρf (t, x) = ρ0f ϕ−1
Jϕ−1
f := |det ∇ϕf
f (t, x) Jϕf (t, x) ,
Differentiating (25), we obtain the conservation law for ρf (t, x) written as
∂t ρf + div(ρf uf ) = 0 .

(26)

The mass density of the elastic body, denoted ρs , satisfies an equation analogous to
(25), namely,
 −1
ρs (t, x) = ρ0s ϕ−1
(27)
s (t, x) Jϕs (t, x) ,

where ρ0s (X) is the mass density in the reference configuration. The corresponding
differentiated form of the conservation law is
∂t ρs + div(ρs us ) = 0 .

2.2.5

(28)

On microscopic variables, pore size and free volume

Out of many microscopic variables presented in the porous matrix, the geometric shape
of pores, and their connectivity are most important for computing the volume occupied
by the fluid. For example, in [3], as well as several papers before us [49, 51, 52] and
others, the internal ’microscopic’ volume of the pores is chosen as an important variable
affecting the potential energy of the solid. This choice is true for the case when the
pores’ geometry will be roughly similar throughout the material. The model will need
to be corrected when there is a drastic change of pores’ geometry (e.g. from roughly
spherical to elliptical pores, for merging of pores etc). The articles cited above consider
that the locally averaged internal volume of the pores is represented by the local variable v(t, x) in the Eulerian description, or its corresponding Lagrangian counterpart
V(t, X) = v(t, ψ(t, X)). In [3], the elastic energy of the solid depends on the Finger
deformation tensor b and the infinitesimal pore volume v. Physically, this assumption
is equivalent to stating that the internal volume variable v will encompass all the effects
of microscopic deformations on the elastic energy.
The pore volume fraction φ(t, x) we have used is connected with the local concentration of pores c(t, x) and the infinitesimal pore volume v(t, x) as:
φ(t, x) = c(b(t, x))v(t, x) .

(29)

If, for example, the pores are “frozen” in the material, they simply move as the material
moves. Then, the change of the local concentrations of pores c(t, x) due to deformations
is given by

c t, ϕs (t, X) Jϕs (t, X) = c0 (X) , Jϕs = |det(∇ϕs )| = |det(F)| ,
(30)

where c0 (X) is the initial concentration of pores in the Lagrangian point X. Using the
definition (14) of the Finger tensor b gives det b(t, x) = |det F(t, X)|2 , hence we can
rewrite the previous relation as
p
c(t, x) det b(t, x) = c0 (X) .
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In the case of an initially uniform porous media, i.e., c0 = const, this formula shows
that the concentration c(t, x) is a function of the value b(t, x) of the Finger deformation
tensor
c0
.
(31)
c(b) = √
detb
Note that from (30), the concentration of pores satisfies
∂t c + div(cus ) = 0 .

(32)

We will use the variable φ in our description, rather than the description of pore
concentration c and pore’s volume v. An equivalent theory may be constructed in terms
of v, using the relations φ = ρf /ρ̄f and (29), as well as the evolution of concentration
using (32), connecting to the theory developed in [3, 54].

2.2.6

Fluid incompressibility

If the fluid is incompressible, then ρ̄f is advected as a scalar, ∂t ρ̄f + uf · ∇ρ̄f = 0.
Therefore, equation (26) becomes
∂t φ + div(φ uf ) = 0 .

(33)

Note that the incompressibility condition of the fluid (33) does not mean that div uf =
0. That statement is only true for the case where no elastic matrix is present, i.e., for
pure fluid. In the porous media case, a given spatial volume contains both fluid and
elastic parts. The conservation of volume available to the fluid is thus given by (33).

2.2.7

Fluid and solid incompressibility

We shall also note that for biological applications, such as sponges, the matrix is
composed from water-filled cells so the matrix is incompressible, while still being elastic.
If we put both ∂t ρ̄f + uf · ∇ρ̄f = 0 in (26) and ∂t ρ̄s + us · ∇ρ̄s = 0 in (28), we obtain
(
∂t φ + div(φ uf )
=⇒ div (φ uf + (1 − φ) us ) = 0 .
(34)
∂t (1 − φ) + div((1 − φ) uf )
We refer the reader to [54] for details.

2.2.8

Entropy considerations

In addition to the previous variables, we also introduce the thermodynamic variables
sf and ss which are the entropy densities of the fluid and the solid parts, respectively.
We shall assume in this section only that there is no heat exchange between the solid
and the fluid. Of course, that assumption is unphysical since the fluid and solid are
intertwined on the microscopic level. The point of these additional variables is simply
to state the definition and compute the variations satisfied by the entropies. The
irreversible exchange of heat between the fluid and the solid media will be considered
in Section 3. In the absence of heat exchange, the entropy density (the amount of
entropy in a given volume) evolves similarly to the mass density when advected by
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the corresponding media. The evolution equations for the entropy in the fluid and the
solid are thus given by:
∂t sf + div(sf uf ) = 0 ,

∂t ss + div(ss us ) = 0 .

(35)

We remind the reader that the ratios ηs,f = ss,f /ρs,f are called specific entropy. From
(35) and the mass conservation equations (26) and (28) it can be directly seen that the
evolution equations for ηs,f are:
∂t ηf + uf · ∇ηf = 0,

∂t ηs + us · ∇ηs = 0 ,

(36)

In particular, if ηf (t = 0) = c is constant in space, then ηf (t) = c, for all t.

2.3 The Lagrangian function and the variational principle
in spatial variables
2.3.1

Lagrangian

For classical elastic bodies, the potential energy in the spatial description depends on
the Finger deformation tensor b, i.e., V = V (ρs , b). In the porous media case, we
consider the potential energy to depend on b and the typical pore size v, and we write
V = V (ρs , b, v). To make our description more consistent, we express φ = 1 − ρs /ρ̄s .
Then, using the concentration of pores c = c(b) given by (31) and v = φ/c, we can
rewrite the potential energy of the solid as V = V (ρs , φ, b). We shall also include the
entropies of the fluid and solid sf , ss in the Lagrangian through the thermodynamics
internal energies ef (ρ̄f , sf /ρf ) and es (ρ̄s , ss /ρs ). Then, the Lagrangian of the porous
medium is the sum of the kinetic energies of the fluid and elastic body minus the
potential energy of the elastic deformations, and including the specific heat energy for
each material which is a new term compared to previous theory:
ℓ(uf , us , ρf , ρs , sf , ss , b, φ, v)
Z h
i
1
1
1
=
ρf |uf |2 − ρf ef (ρ̄f , sf /ρf ) + ρs |us |2 − ρs es (ρ̄s , ss /ρs , b) d3 x .
2
2
B 2

(37)

Here, ρ̄f and ρ̄s is the density of actual fluid inside the pores and the material composing
the elastic matrix as defined by (24). We have separated these quantities in (37),
contrary to our description in [3] where we used the observed quantities ρf = φρ̄f and
ρs = (1 − φ)ρ̄s . The description in terms of actual densities in the internal energies is
more convenient for thermodynamic considerations, since ρ̄f and ρ̄s explicitly depend
on entropy through the equations of state for a given material. We have also combined
the thermal and elastic energy for the solid into a single internal energy function
es (ρ̄s , ss /ρs , b) for convenience.
Remark 1 (On the representation of soild’s energy as a sum of elastic and
thermal energies) The reader may have noticed that when we have combined an
elastic and thermal energy of the solid in (37) in one term ρs es (ρ̄s , ss /ρs , b), we have
implicitly assumed that the elastic energy V (ρ, φ, b) depends on ρs and φ through the
actual density of the fluid ρ̄s = ρs /(1 − φ), and not on ρs and φ individually. We will
use this assumption throughout the paper, as it makes sense from the material science
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point of view. Mathematically, more general expressions for potential energy can be
considered without difficulty leading to slightly different final equations of motions.
However, for the sake of compactness, we will focus only on the case in (37) that we
consider physically relevant.
Note that the expression (37) explicitly separates the contribution from the fluid
and the elastic body in simple physically understandable terms. We will illustrate how
to derive the equations of motion in case of fluid incompressibility for reference, since it
is one of the most challenging cases for analysis. The incompressibility of fluid and/or
solid without thermodynamics was in fact considered in [54] and we refer the reader to
that paper for complete analysis.
Remark 2 (On the functional form of internal energies es,f in (37)) We now
comment about the chosen nature of the dependence of the internal energies ef and es
on the material and entropy densities. From (37), we see that these energies depend
on the reduced density ρ̄f,s and not on the observed densities ρf,s . This is because we
are considering the internal energy of each material separately. For example, for the
fluid, the internal energy of the fluid itself inside the pore depends on the fluid density
inside the pore, which is ρ̄f . Thus, we take the energy density function per unit mass
as ef = ef (ρ̄f , sf /ρf ) as in (37). If the fluid filled the whole infinitesimal volume,
its energy density function would have been ρ̄f ef ; however, since the fluid fills only
the fraction φ of the volume, the energy density is φρ̄f ef = ρf ef , as in (37). Similar
argument applies to the solid part of the internal energy. Incidentally, this physical
choice of variables for ef also affords the most elegant mathematical exposition of
equations, as we will see below.

2.3.2

Variational principle

In the case when both the fluid and solid are compressible, the variational principle
states that the equations of motion, in the absence of friction and external forces, are
obtained by the critical action principle with the action
Z T
ℓ(uf , us , ρs , ρf , b, φ)dt .
(38)
S=
0

The equations of motion, in the absence of are then obtained through the variational
principle
(39)
δS = 0 , S given by (38) .
The constrained variations of the Eulerian variables induced by the free variations δϕf
, δϕs vanishing at t = 0, T are computed through the right-invariant quantities η f and
η s defined, respectively, as
η f = δϕf ◦ ϕ−1
f ,
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η s = δϕs ◦ ϕ−1
s .

(40)

The variations of physical quantities are then expressed in terms of η f , η s as
δuf = ∂t η f + uf · ∇ηf − η f · ∇uf
δus = ∂t η s + us · ∇ηs − η s · ∇us
δρf = − div(ρf η f )

(41)

δρs = − div(ρs η s )

δsf = − div(sf η f )
δss = − div(ss η s )
δb = −£ηs b ,

and variation δφ is arbitrary. Note that in [3, 54] we have set δv to be arbitrary, which
is an equivalent description.
In the case of the boundary conditions (21) it follows from (40) that η f and η s
are arbitrary time dependent vector fields vanishing at t = 0, T and tangent to the
boundary ∂B:
ηs · n = 0 , ηf · n = 0 .
(42)
In the case of no-slip boundary conditions (22), we have
η f |∂B = 0 ,

2.3.3

η s |∂B = 0 ,

(or only η s |∂B = 0).

(43)

Incorporation of external and friction forces

In the models of the media that do not include thermodynamics, frictions forces, or
any other forces, acting on the fluid f f and the media f s can be incorporated into the
variational formulation by using the Lagrange-d’Alembert principle for external forces.
This principle reads
Z TZ

δS +
f f · η f + f s · η s d3 x dt = 0 ,
(44)
0

B

where S is defined in (38) and the variations are given by (41). Such friction forces
are usually postulated from general physical considerations. If these forces are due
exclusively to friction, the forces acting on the fluid and media at any given point must
be equal and opposite, i.e. f f = −f s , in the Eulerian treatment we consider here. For
example, for porous media, it is common to posit the friction law
f f = −f s = K(us − uf ) ,

(45)

with K being a positive definite matrix potentially dependent on material parameters
and variables representing the media. In particular, the matrix K depends on the local
porosity, composition of the porous media, deformation and other variables, which
should presumable be obtained from theoretical observations, see [60] for discussion.
In this approach, the energy dissipates as heat and is simply withdrawn from the system
with no effect on the dynamics. We present this consideration for completeness here.
The core part of the article starts at Section 3, where we outline how to incorporate
the inclusion of the heat exchange into the dynamics by using a variational formulation
for thermodynamics developed in [1, 2]. In that approach, there is no need to treat
the friction force as an external force in the variational principle. The friction force is
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then included as an internal force in the variational principle contributing directly to
thermal effects.
We now turn our attention to the derivation of equations of motion in all combinations of compressible/incompressible fluids.

2.4 The case when both the fluid and solid are compressible
2.4.1

General equations

Given a Lagrangian ℓ, the variational principle (44), with arbitrary variations δφ and
other variations given by (41), yields

δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ


+ £u f
= ρf ∇
+ sf ∇
+ ff
∂t


δu
δu
δρ
δs

f
f
f
f






δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ



∂
+ £us
= ρs ∇
+ ss ∇
− : ∇b − 2 div
·b + f s

 t δus
δus
δρs
δss δb
δb
(46)
∂t ρf + div(ρf uf ) = 0,
∂t ρs + div(ρs us ) = 0,
∂t b + £us b = 0






∂t ss + div(ss us ) = 0
∂t sf + div(sf uf ) = 0,






δℓ


= 0.
δφ
By using the Lagrangian ℓ defined by (37) above, we get the system of equations


ρf (∂t uf + uf · ∇uf ) = −φ∇p + f f




 ρs (∂t us + us · ∇us ) = −(1 − φ)∇p + div σ el + f
s

∂t ρf + div(ρf uf ) = 0 ,





∂t sf + div(sf uf ) = 0 ,

∂t ρs + div(ρs us ) = 0 ,

∂t b + £us b = 0

(47)

∂t ss + div(ss us ) = 0 ,

where we have defined the pressure p as the two equal terms coming from the conditions
δℓ/δφ = 0:
∂ef
∂es
= ρ̄2s
.
(48)
p := ρ̄2f
∂ ρ̄f
∂ ρ̄s
Hence δℓ/δφ = 0 imposes that both components have the same pressure. We have also
defined the elastic stress as
∂es
· b.
(49)
σ el := 2ρs
∂b
From condition (48) we get an algebraic expression for the volume fraction of the
pores in terms of the mass and entropy densities and of the Finger deformation tensor
as φ = φ(ρf , sf , ρs , ss , b), which is then inserted in the two momentum equations in
(47), thereby giving a system of seven equations for the variables uf , us , ρf , sf , ρs , ss , b.
In the case of the boundary conditions (21), by using (42) the variational principle
gives
(σ el · n) · η s = 0 ,
for all η s parallel to the boundary, i.e, σ el · n = λn, for some λ. When us |∂B = 0 no
further condition arise from the variational principle, see (43).
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Equations (47) do provide a description of porous media with trivial thermodynamics effects, caused by the presence of an entropy which is simply advected. However,
these equations involve no irreversible thermodynamics effects, such as heat exchange
between fluid and solid, which is unrealistic. For example, it is hard to incorporate
consistently how the thermal dissipation is affecting the entropy production during
the complex motion we are considering here. A more complex and consistent theory
will be derived in Section 3 below. In the meantime, we will explore some particular cases for completeness of exposition. In addition, the thermodynamics approach
we develop in Section 3 allows to deduce additional information about the physically
relevant structure of dissipative forces which is impossible to guess in this framework.

2.5
2.5.1

The case of an incompressible fluid
Background of the approach

−1
Condition (33) or its integrated version φ = (φ0 ◦ ϕ−1
f )Jϕf represents a scalar constraint for every point of an infinite-dimensional system. Formally, such constraint can
be treated in terms of Lagrange multipliers. The application of the method of Lagrange
multipliers for an infinite-dimensional system is quite challenging, see the recent review
papers [61,62]. In terms of classical fluid flow, in the framework of Euler equations, the
variational theory introducing incompressibility constraint has been developed by V.
I. Arnold [53] on diffeomorphism groups, with the Lagrange multiplier for incompressibility related to the pressure in the fluid. We will follow in the footsteps of Arnold’s
method and introduce a Lagrange multiplier for the incompressibility condition (33).
By analogy with Arnold, we will also treat this Lagrange multiplier as related to pressure, as it has the same dimensions. Since (33) refers to the fluid content, the Lagrange
multiplier relates to the pressure of the fluid. The equations of motion (58) and, consequently, (56), derived below, connecting pressure with the derivatives of the potential
energy with respect to the pores’ volume, will further justify this concept. Note that
the Lagrange multiplier may be different from the actual physical pressure in the fluid
depending on the implementation of the model.
−1
From the Lagrangian (37) and the constraint φ = (φ0 ◦ ϕ−1
f )Jϕf , we define the
action functional in the Eulerian description as

Z T
Z


3
−1
−1
(50)
µ φ − (φ0 ◦ ϕf )Jϕf d x dt .
S=
ℓ(uf , us , ρs , ρf , sf , ss , b, φ) +
0

B

Note the difference with (38)–(39) for the fully compressible case.
Remark 3 Note that in the compressible case, we derive the pressure by taking derivatives of the energy of the fluid and solid, ef and es respectively, with respect to ρ̄s and
ρ̄f . This is the approach to pressure also taken in [29–31], only reformulated in the
spatial variables. In contrast, in the incompressible case, we treat the pressure as a
Lagrange multiplier for the incompressibility condition, which is an approach different
from [29–31]
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2.5.2

General equations

The equations of motion are obtained by computing the critical points condition

Z T
Z 

3
−1
0
−1
µ φ − (φ ◦ ϕf )Jϕf d x dt
δ
ℓ(uf , us , ρf , ρs , sf , ss , b, φ) +
0

B

+

Z

T

0

Z

B



(51)

3

f f · η f + f s · η s d xdt = 0 ,

with respect to free variations δµ and δφ and with respect to the constrained variations
(41) of the Eulerian variables induced by free variations of the Lagrangian variables.
Using the variation




−1
−1
−1
0
(52)
δ (φ0 ◦ ϕ−1
)Jϕ
=
−
div
(φ
◦
ϕ
)Jϕ
η
f = − div(φ η f ),
f
f
f
f
with η f = δϕf ◦ ϕ−1
f , we obtain the following equations for a general Lagrangian ℓ:

δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ


∂t
+ £uf
= ρf ∇
+ sf ∇
− φ∇µ + f f


δu
δu
δρ
δs

f
f
f
f






δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ



+ £u s
= ρs ∇
+ ss ∇
−
: ∇b − 2 div
· b + fs
∂

 t δus
δus
δρs
δss δb
δb
∂t ρf + div(ρf uf ) = 0 ,






∂t sf + div(sf uf ) = 0 ,






−1

 φ = (φ0 ◦ ϕ−1
f )Jϕf ,

∂t ρs + div(ρs us ) = 0,

∂t b + £us b = 0

(53)

∂t ss + div(ss us ) = 0

δℓ
+ µ = 0.
δφ

−1
The constraint φ = (φ0 ◦ ϕ−1
f )Jϕf means that

∂t φ + div(φuf ) = 0

(54)

and hence, from ρ̄f = ρf /φ, the actual mass density is advected as a scalar as
∂t ρ̄f + uf · ∇ρ̄f = 0.

(55)

With the particular form of the physically relevant Lagrangian (37), the system of
equations take exactly the same form as equations (47) with the following two important
changes induced by the Lagrange multiplier term in the variational principle:
(1) there is the additional equation (54) governing the pore volume fraction;
(2) the pressure equation (48) is modified as
p := ρ̄2f

∂ef
∂es
+ µ = ρ̄2s
.
∂ ρ̄f
∂ ρ̄s

(56)

From the condition (56) and using the expression of ef and es we directly get the
Lagrangian multiplier as a function µ = µ(ρf , sf , ρs , ss , b, φ) that can be inserted in
the two momentum equations. This gives a closed system of eight equations for the
variables uf , us , ρf , sf , ρs , ss , b, φ.
From the two momentum equations and the equation (56) it is also clear that the
internal energy term of the fluid ρf ef (ρ̄f , sf /ρf ) in the Lagrangian only contributes
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to a redefinition of the Lagrange multiplier µ and does not affect the equations which
only involves p. The internal energy of the fluid, i.e., the term ρf ef , can thus be
discarded in the Lagrangian (37) for the case of a porous media with incompressible
fluid, and the fluid entropy equation can be dropped since it decouples from the other
equations. The same properties are well known to happen for a single incompressible
fluid, possibly with variable density. Note that when ef is dropped µ is a function of
ρs , ss , b, φ only.
From (54) and the ρf equation, the actual density ρ̄f of the fluid is advected as
a scalar as we have seen in (55). Hence if ρ̄f (t = 0) = c is constant in space, then
ρ̄f (t) = c for all t. This corresponds to the case of a homogeneous incompressible fluid.
The boundary conditions and energy balances are derived similar to the calculations
in §2.4

2.6 The case when both the fluid and solid are incompressible
The case of having both the fluid and the solid matrix to be incompressible was considered in the context of biological systems in [54], without the thermodynamics consideration. In the case when thermodynamics is relevant, we take the Lagrange-d’Alembert
action principle to be enforcing both the incompressibility of the fluid and the solid
using the Lagrange multipliers µf and µs as
Z T
Z


−1
d3 x
µf φ − (φ0 ◦ ϕ−1
)Jϕ
δ
ℓ(uf , us , ρf , ρs , b, g, sf , ss ) +
f
f
0
B

Z
 3
0
−1
−1
(57)
µs (1 − φ) − ((1 − φ ) ◦ ϕs )Jϕs d x dt
+
+

Z

B
T

0

Z

B


f f · η f + f s · η s d3 xdt = 0 ,

with arbitrary variations δφ, δµf , and δµs , and the same Lagrangian as before. Using
(57), for a general Lagrangian ℓ, we obtain the following equations of motion:

δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ

 ∂t
+ £uf
= ρf ∇
+ sf ∇
− φ∇µf + f f


δuf
δuf
δρf
δsf





δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ



 ∂t δu + £us δu = ρs ∇ δρ + ss ∇ δs − (1 − φ)∇µs

s
s
s
s







δℓ
δℓ


· b + fs
− : ∇b − 2 div

δb
δb
(58)


∂
ρ
+
div(ρ
u
)
=
0,
∂
ρ
+
div(ρ
u
)
=
0
,
∂
b
+
£
b
=
0
t f
t s
s s
t
us

f f





∂t sf + div(sf uf ) = 0 ,
∂t ss + div(ss us ) = 0




−1
−1


(1 − φ) = ((1 − φ0 ) ◦ ϕ−1
φ = (φ0 ◦ ϕ−1

s )Jϕs
f )Jϕf ,




δℓ



+ µf − µs = 0 .
δφ
Using the expression for the Lagrangian given by (37), we again get exactly the system of equations (47), with the following important two changes induced by the two
Lagrange multiplier terms in the variational principle:
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(1) there are the two additional equations governing the volume fractions
∂t φ + div(φ uf ) = 0,

∂t (1 − φ) + div((1 − φ) us ) = 0 ,

(59)

(2) the pressure equation now reads:
p := ρ̄2f

∂ef
∂es
+ µf = ρ̄2s
+ µs .
∂ ρ̄f
∂ ρ̄s

(60)

This pressure equation, obtained from the variations δφ, defines the effective pressure p
expressed in terms of two Lagrange multipliers (µf , µs ) enforcing the incompressibility
of fluid and solid, respectively. To solve the system, we note that the equations in (59)
are equivalently written as
∂t φ + div(φ uf ) = 0,

div(φuf + (1 − φ)us ) = 0 .

By using the second equation above and the two momentum equations we get the
Poisson pressure equation for p in terms of the variables uf , us , ρf , sf , ρs , ss , b, φ whose
dynamics are governed by the equations of system (47) together with the first equation
in (59). The Lagrange multiplier µf and µs are then found from (60). As earlier, the
fluid entropy equation decouples and the fluid internal energy term can be discarded
in the Lagrangian, in which case the Lagrange multiplier µf coincides with the actual
pressure p. In addition, terms independent of b (if any) in the solid internal energy
term can also be discarded in the Lagrangian since they amount in a redefinition of µs
without changing the momentum equation.
Now from (59) both the actual densities ρ̄f and ρ̄s are advected by the corresponding
velocities:
∂t ρ̄s + us · ∇ρ̄s = 0 ,
∂t ρ̄f + uf · ∇ρ̄f = 0 .
(61)

Thus, if ρs (t = 0) and ρf (t = 0) are constant in space, then they remain constant at
all times. This corresponds to homogeneous fluid and solid and considerably simplifies
the pressure Poisson equation.

3

Porous media with thermodynamics

In this Section, we will develop a novel theory of poromechanics with thermodynamics
exchange, based on the variational thermodynamics approach developed in [1,2,56]. We
start with a simple illustrative example of two pistons connected by a constraint, such
as an inextensible rope. Simple as this problem is, it illustrates all essential features
of the poromechanics problem, namely, two Lagrangian systems with thermodynamics
connected through a holonomic constraint of incompressibility. This approach will
allow us to compute a much more detailed expression for the friction force than was
possible by guessing the friction terms f f,s in the Lagrange-d’Alembert principle (44).
Also, in addition to the friction forces, we can compute the general Navier-Stokes-like
friction stresses in the media.

3.1

A simple example of two connected pistons

We present here the extension of the variational formulation (3)–(5) to systems experiencing internal heat conduction. A continuum analogue will be developed in §3.3 as
a modeling tool for the thermodynamics of porous media.
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3.1.1

Thermodynamic displacement variables

An important variable for the extension of the variational formulation of (3)–(5) to
other irreversible processes such as heat conduction, mass exchange, or chemical reactions, is the concept of thermodynamics displacement introduced in [56]. By definition,
the thermodynamic displacement Λα (t) associated to an irreversible process α is the
primitive in time of the thermodynamic force X α (t) (see [63, 64]) of this process, i.e.
Λ̇α (t) = X α (t). For the case of heat conduction, the thermodynamic force is given by
the temperature T (t), hence the thermodynamic displacement is a variable Γ(t) with
Γ̇(t) = T (t), called the thermal displacement. The introduction of Γ(t) is accompanied
by the introduction of an entropy variable Σ(t) whose meaning will be explained later.
For the particular case below we will have Σ = S, but this is not always true.

3.1.2

Variational formulation for systems with internal heat exchanges

Consider a thermodynamic system consisting of subsystems, indexed by k = 1, ..., N ,
which are exchanging energy via the irreversible processes of heat conduction and
mechanical friction. The Lagrangian function is given as L : T Q × RN → R, which
depends on (q, q̇, S1 , ..., SN ) with Sk , k = 1, ..., N , the entropy of subsystem k. The
friction forces acting on each subsystems are denoted F fr(k) : T Q×RN → R. The fluxes
associated with the heat exchange between subsystems k and l are denoted Jkl , k 6= l
and satisfy Jkl = Jlk . For the construction
P of variational structures, it is convenient to
define the flux Jkl for k = l as Jkk := − l6=k Jkl , so that
N
X

Jkl = 0 .

(62)

k=1

The extension of (3)–(5) to this case consists in the variational condition
Z Th
i
L(q, q̇, S1 , ..., SN ) + Γ̇k (Sk − Σk ) dt = 0
δ

(63)

0

subject to the constraint (phenomenological constraint)
D
E
∂L
Σ̇k = F fr(k) , q̇ + Jkl Γ̇l , for A = 1, ..., N ,
∂Sk

on the solution curve and the constraint (variational constraint)
D
E
∂L
δΣk = F fr(k) , δq + Jkl δΓl , for k = 1, ..., N
∂Sk

on the variations.
Application of the variational principle (63)–(65) yields



Z T


d ∂L ∂L
∂L
k
−
+
+ Γ̇ δSk − Γ̇k δΣk + δΓk Σ̇k − Ṡk dt
· δq +
dt ∂ q̇
∂q
∂Sk
0



Z T
X
1 X
d ∂L ∂L
fr(k)
Jkl δΓk
+
+
F
· δq + Σ̇k − Ṡk − ∂L
=
−
dt ∂ q̇
∂q
0
∂Sk l
k


∂L
+ δSk
+ Γ̇k dt = 0 .
∂Sk
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(64)

(65)

(66)

From δΓk and δSk we conclude that
Σ̇k = Ṡk +

N
X
Γ̇k

∂L
l=1 ∂Sk

Jlk

Γ̇k = −

and

∂L
,
∂Sk

k = 1, ..., N .

(67)

From (62), the first condition implies Σ̇k = Ṡk in this particular case. However, in
general, Ṡk 6= Σ̇k , which is the case for the continuum media we will consider later in
more details.
∂L
is the temperature of subsystem k, the second condition in (67)
Since T k = − ∂S
k
k
k
reads Γ̇ = T which implies that Γk is the thermal displacement for subsystem k.
The coefficient multiplying δq in (66) and the use of the first equation in (67) in
the thermodynamic condition (64) allows to close the system and write the equations
of motion only in terms of variables (q, q̇, S1 , . . . , SN ):

N
X


 d ∂L − ∂L =
F fr(k)


 dt ∂ q̇
∂q
k=1
(68)


N

D
E
X

∂L
∂L
∂L

fr(k)


, q̇ +
−
Jkl
, k = 1, ..., N .
 ∂S Ṡk = F
∂Sk
∂Sl
k
l=1

The total entropy S =

PN

k=1 Sk

of the system evolves as



N
N
X
1
1
1 D fr(k) E X
−
F
, q̇ +
(T l − T k ) .
Jkl
Ṡ = −
Tk
Tl Tk
k=1

3.1.3

k<l

Two piston system

Let us now consider the case of two pistons connected with a rigid rod. In spite of its
deceptive simplicity, as it turns out, this model is an accurate discrete analogue of two
media (solid and fluid) with an incompressibility constraint, which is the case of this
paper. Consider two pistons k = 1, 2 each pressurising a tank filled with gas. The state
of the gas and piston is described by the coordinate xk and entropy Sk . We assume
a state equation Uk = Uk (Sk , Vk , Nk ) for each gas, where Uk is the internal energy, Vk
the volume, and Nk the number of moles. The Lagrangian of the system is
L(x1 , ẋ1 , x2 , ẋ2 , S1 , S2 ) =

2
X
1
k=1

2

mk ẋ2k − uk (xk , Sk ) ,

(69)

where the second term is defined from the internal energy of each gas as uk (xk , Sk ) =
Uk (Sk , Ak xk , Nk0 ), with Ak the area of the section of the pistons and Nk0 the number of
moles assumed to be constant. The distance between the bottom of the two pistons is
D while the length of the bar connecting the piston is ℓ, hence we have the constraint
x1 + x2 + ℓ = D,

(70)

see [1]. We assume friction forces as F fr(k) (xk , ẋk , Sk ) = −λ(xk , Sk )ẋk and that the bar
connecting the two pistons is heat conducting.
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Application of the variational formulation (63)–(65) where q = (x1 , x2 ) and with
the augmented Lagrangian
L(x1 , ẋ1 , x2 , ẋ2 , S1 , S2 )

→

L(x1 , ẋ1 , x2 , ẋ2 , S1 , S2 ) + µ(x1 + x2 + ℓ − D)

yields the equations of motion as

m1 ẍ1 − p1 (x1 , S1 )A1 = −λ1 ẋ1 + µ






m2 ẍ2 − p2 (x2 , S2 )A2 = −λ2 ẋ2 + µ



T1 Ṡ1 = λ1 ẋ21 + J(T2 − T1 )




T2 Ṡ2 = λ2 ẋ22 + J(T1 − T2 )





x1 + x2 + ℓ = D ,

(71)

(72)

where we wrote J = −J12 . By eliminating the Lagrange multiplier and using the
constraint, one gets the mechanical balance equation as
(m1 + m2 )ẋ = p1 (x, S1 )A1 − p2 (D − ℓ − x, S2 )A2 − (λ1 + λ2 )ẋ ,

(73)

where we have written x1 = x. We have chosen here to apply (63)–(65) to the Lagrangian augmented with the constraint (71) since it is a continuum version of this
approach that is needed for the thermodynamics of porous media below when the fluid
and/or the solid is incompressible. In the present case of the 2-piston, however, due to
the simplicity of the constraint, one could directly apply (63)–(65) to the Lagrangian
L defined on the constrained space and deduce (73) without inserting the Lagrange
multiplier, which is not the case for the porous media.
Remark 4 (On systems with heat-dependent constraints) One can generalize
the system discussed above to the case when constraints depend on entropy. For
example, for the physical case of two connected pistons considered above, we can assume
that the length ℓ of the rod connecting the pistons in (70) depends on temperatures of
the pistons and hence on the entropies. That problem is technically quite challenging
and intricate, and therefore will be considered in our future work. For the case of
porous media we consider here, the incompressibility condition, which is an infinitedimensional analogue of (70), does not depend on temperature. We refer to [57, 65]
for applications of the variational formulation of thermodynamics for fluid models with
constraints depending on the entropy.

3.2 Variational formulation for a heat conducting viscous
fluid
We quickly review here the variational formulation for continuum mechanics introduced
in [2] that includes the irreversible processes of viscosity and heat condition. We
start with the material description since it is in this description that the variational
formulation is the simpler. The Eulerian variational formulation is then deduced from
it.
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3.2.1

Lagrangian (material) description

In this description, the variational formulation is an extension of the Hamilton principle of continuum mechanics given in (15) and a continuum version of the variational
formulation of the nonequilibrium of finite dimensional systems with heat conduction
recalled in (63)–(65).
We take the same expression (7) for the Lagrangian as in the reversible case, however
now the material entropy density appears in the Lagrangian as an independent variable
S(t, X) rather than a parameter S0 (X). Hence the Lagrangian is seen as a function
L : T Emb(B, R3 ) × Den(B) → R

Z 
1
L(ϕ, ϕ̇, S) =
̺0 |ϕ̇| − ̺0 E(F, ̺0 , S, G0 ) d3 X ,
(74)
2
B
with Den(B) the space of densities on B. The continuum version of the variational
formulation (63)–(65) is given by the variational condition
Z
Z Th
i
(75)
L(ϕ, ϕ̇, S) + (S − Σ)Γ̇ d3 X = 0 dt = 0 ,
δ
0

B

subject to the phenomenological constraint

δL
Σ̇ = −P fr : ∇ϕ̇ + J S · ∇Γ̇
δS

(76)

and with respect to variations δϕ, δS, δΣ, δΓ subject to the variational constraint
δL
δΣ = −P fr : ∇δϕ + J S · ∇δΓ .
δS

(77)

The tensor P fr is the Piola-Kirchhoff viscous stress tensor and J S is the entropy
flux density in Lagrangian representation, see [2]. They are the Lagrangian objects
corresponding to the more widely used Eulerian viscous stress tensor σfr and Eulerian
entropy flux density j s , see below.
As it will be clarified below, and in a similar way with their analogue for finite
dimensional systems in §3.1, the variable Σ(t, X) is the entropy generated by the
irreversible processes and Γ(t, X) is the thermal displacement.
We note that one passes from the phenomenological constraint (76) to the variational constraint (77) by formally replacing each occurrence of a time derivative by a
δ-variation, exactly as in the finite dimensional case considered earlier in (3)–(5) and
(63)–(65). This has to be done for each of the irreversible processes considered; here
P fr : ∇ϕ̇ → P fr : ∇δϕ for viscosity and J S · ∇Γ̇ → J S · ∇δΓ for heat conduction.

3.2.2

Eulerian (spatial) description

The spatial version of (75)–(77) gives the variational formulation
Z
Z Th
i
ℓ(u, ρ, s, b) + (s − σ)Dt γ d3 x dt = 0 ,
δ
0

(78)

B

subject to the phenomenological constraint

δℓ
D̄t σ = −σfr : ∇u + j s · ∇Dt γ
δs
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(79)

and with respect to variations
δu = ∂t η + u · ∇η − η · ∇u,

δρ = − div(ρη),

δb = −£η b,

δs,

δσ,

δγ

subject to the variational constraint
δℓ
D̄δ σ = −σ fr : ∇η + j s · ∇Dδ γ .
δs

(80)

In (78)–(80), the variables γ(t, x), σ(t, x), σ fr (t, x), and j s (t, x) are the Eulerian
quantities associated to Γ(t, X), Σ(t, X), P fr (t, X), and J S (t, X), respectively. We
have introduced the notations
Dt f = ∂t f + u · ∇f

Dδ f = δf + η · ∇f

D̄t f = ∂t f + div(f u)

D̄δ f = δf + div(f η)

(81)

for the Lagrangian time derivative and Lagrangian variations of a scalar function and
a density.
We assume no-slip boundary conditions u = 0 on ∂B. A direct application of
the variational principle (78)–(80) yields the general equations of motion for a heat
conducting viscous continuum in Eulerian coordinates as



δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ δℓ


∂
+
£
=
ρ∇
+
s∇
−
:
∇b
−
2
div
·
b
+ div σ fr
 t
u
δu
δu
δρ
δs δb
δb
(82)


 δℓ (D̄t s + div j ) = −σ fr : ∇u − j · ∇ δℓ
s
s
δs
δs
together with the conditions

D̄t σ = D̄t s + div j s

and

D̄t γ = −

δℓ
,
δs

(83)

which are the continuum analogue to conditions (67). From these two conditions, D̄t σ
is interpreted as the total entropy generation rate density and Dt γ is the temperature,
hence γ is the thermal displacement, exactly as in §3.1.
The equations for ρ and b follow as earlier from (11) and (13) as
∂t ρ + div(ρu) = 0

and ∂t b + £u b = 0.

By using the expression of the Lagrangian given in (9), the equations of motion (84)
give the following system of visco-elastic heat conducting continuum
(
ρ(∂t u + u · ∇u) = −∇p + div σ el + div σ fr
(84)
T (D̄t s + div j s ) = σ fr : ∇u − j s · ∇T,
with p the pressure, T the temperature, and σ el the elastic stress. We refer to [1,
2, 56, 57] for the statement of the variational formulation in both the material and
spatial description as well as the detailed computations and several applications and
extensions.
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3.3
ics

Variational modeling of porous media thermodynam-

We derive the equations of motion for a porous media which takes into account of the
irreversible processes of heat exchange as well as the friction forces and friction stresses
between the two components. For simplicity, we do not include the heat conduction
within each component but it can be easily included as done for a one component
continua in §3.2.
We denote by f k and σ k , k = s, f the friction forces and stresses acting on the
solid and the fluid, and by Jkl , k, l ∈ {s, f } the fluxes associated to the heat exchange
between P
the fluid and the solid. Exactly as in §3.1, we assume Jkl = Jlk for k 6= l, and
Jkk = − l6=k Jkl . In our case of two components, it suffices to know Jf s and we have
Jss = Jf f = −Jsf .
We adapt the notation (81) to the case of two media as
Dtk f = ∂t f + uk · ∇f

D̄tk f = ∂t f + div(f uk )

3.3.1

Dδk f = δf + η k · ∇f

D̄δk f = δf + div(f ηk )

k = f, s .

(85)

Variational formulation and general equations

The variational formulation is found by writing a continuum version of (63)–(65) written in the Eulerian (spatial) setting of (78)–(80). This immediately gives the variational
formulation:
Z Th
i
X Z
(sk − σk )Dtk γk d3 x dt = 0 ,
ℓ(uf , us , ρf , ρs , sf , ss , b, φ) +
δ
(86)
0

k=f,s B

subject to the phenomenological constraints
fluid:
solid:

X
δℓ f
D̄t σf = f f · uf − σ f : ∇uf +
Jf k Dtk γk
δsf
k
X
δℓ s
D̄ σs = f s · us − σ s : ∇us +
Jsk Dtk γk ,
δss t

(87)

k

and with respect to variations δuk = ∂t η k + uk · ∇ηk − η k · ∇uk , δρk = − div(ρk η k ),
δsk , δσk , and δγk , k = f, s, such that η k , δσk and δγk satisfy the variational constraint
fluid:
solid:

X
δℓ f
D̄δ σf = f f · η f − σ f : ∇ηf +
Jf k Dδk γk
δsf
k
X
δℓ s
D̄ σs = f s · ηs − σ s : ∇ηs +
Jsk Dδk γk ,
δss δ

(88)

k

with δγk , and η k vanishing at t = 0, T . The forces f f,s and stresses σf,s are coming
from friction and have to be postulated phenomenologically. As we shall see below, the
variational principle allows to guide the search for exact forms for these expressions.
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The variational formulation (86)–(88) yields the general system of equations

δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ


∂t
+ £uf
= ρf ∇
+ sf ∇
+ div σ f + f f


δuf
δuf
δρf
δsf







δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ
δℓ



+ £u s
= ρs ∇
+ ss ∇
−
: ∇b + div σ s − 2 · b + f s
∂t


δus
δus
δρs
δss δb
δb






∂t ρs + div(ρs us ) = 0,
∂t b + £us b = 0
 ∂t ρf + div(ρf uf ) = 0,


(89)
δℓ f
δℓ
δℓ

−
D̄
s
=
f
·
u
−
σ
:
∇u
−
J

f
f
f
f
f
s
f
t

 δsf
δss
δsf






 δℓ s
δℓ
δℓ


D̄ ss = f s · us − σ s : ∇us − Jsf
−


δss t
δsf
δss






δℓ


= 0,
δφ

together with the conditions

D̄tk σk = D̄tk sk

and

Dtk γk = −

δℓ
,
δsk

k = f, s,

which have allowed to eliminate σk and γk in the final equations, in a similar way with
(67) and (83).

3.3.2

Porous media thermodynamics with compressible components

The goal of this section is to derive the general form for the stress tensors based on the
thermodynamically consistent equations derived in this article. As it turns out, particularly simple general expressions for the viscous stress follow from the thermodynamic
consistency and isotropy considerations. From the general background in the continuum mechanics applied to the theory of mixtures [66, p.216], we know that σf + σs
must be a symmetric tensor. A particular choice, most natural in the theory of porous
media, is σ f + σ s = 0. This choice arises from thinking of the quantities describing
a porous media to be defined in a volume that is much smaller than the scale of the
system, but much larger than the size of the pores. In that volume, averages over randomly positioned pores will average out the internal fluctuations of the stress tensor
inside the fluid and solid, from pore to pore. We stress that it is a physical assumption,
and while it is likely to be valid with a high accuracy for many materials, it is likely
that this assumption will not be satisfied for other materials having a different internal
structure. Thus, we also present the case where σ f + σ s 6= 0 later in this section.
Thus, for now, we assume f f = −f s =: f and σ f = −σ s =: σ.
By using the Lagrangian ℓ given in (37), we get the system

ρf (∂t uf + uf · ∇uf ) = −φ∇p + div σ + f






ρs (∂t us + us · ∇us ) = −(1 − φ)∇p + div (σ el − σ) − f



∂t ρf + div(ρf uf ) = 0,
∂t ρs + div(ρs us ) = 0,
∂t b + £us b = 0
(90)




Tf D̄tf sf = −f · uf + σ : ∇uf − Jf s (Ts − Tf )





Ts D̄ts ss = f · us − σ : ∇us − Jsf (Tf − Ts )
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together with the condition (48), which defines the pressure p appearing in the momentum equation. We defined the temperatures of fluid and solid as
Tk = −

∂ek
δℓ
=
,
δsk
∂ηk

k = s, f.

The total entropy equation is computed as

 
u
uf 
1
1
1
1
s
f
s
D̄t sf + D̄t ss = f ·
+σ :
−
∇uf − ∇us −
−
J(Tf −Ts ), (91)
Ts Tf
Tf
Ts
Tf Ts

where we defined J := −Jsf = −Jf s . This gives conditions on the expressions of f ,
σ f , and J, to satisfy the second law of thermodynamics. For instance (91) suggests
the expressions
u
uf 
s
and
J ≥ 0,
(92)
f =K
−
Ts
Tf

where K is a symmetric positive operator that can in general depend on the variables
ρf , ρs , sf , ss , b, φ, similarly for J.
The condition (92) is just the Darcy law of friction in porous media with constituent
having different temperatures. The term involving σ is more interesting and leads
to new considerations on the friction terms in porous media. For porous media, one
commonly assumes that the force acting on the fluid and solid is given by the expression
(92) coming from computing the friction force of the relative motion of the fluid with
respect to the pores in the lubrication approximation. However, there is another part
of friction forces that is commonly neglected, related to the relative motion of the pores
with respect to each other, and resulting in corresponding induced motion of the fluid.
Suppose there is a local shearing motion of the solid, i.e., a non-trivial value of ∇us .
The boundaries of an individual pore will move at different speed, inducing the motion
of the fluid inside the pore that does not contribute to the net motion (i.e., it averages
to the average fluid speed uf ). However, even though that microscopic motion of the
fluid does not contribute to the net macroscopic velocity uf , the microscopic motion
does contribute to dissipation. A natural relation that fulfills (91) is


1
1
σ=C:
∇uf − ∇us ,
(93)
Tf
Ts
where C is a positive (2, 2) type tensor in the sense that for all matrices F with components Fji we have
jp i q
F : C : F = Ciq
Fj Fp ≥ 0

(summation over repeated indices) .

(94)

Borrowing ideas from elasticity theory and fluid mechanics regarding the most
general form of isotropic uniform tensors in 3D space, we can choose C using the
isotropic+deviatoric+skew-symmeric decomposition as
 1

 1
1
1 ◦
1
1 
◦
div uf −
div us Id + 2µ
F − Fs + ν
Af − As ,
σ=ζ
(95)
Tf
Ts
Tf f
Ts
Tf
Ts
where Ff,s and Af,s are the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the velocity gradi◦ is the deviatoric (traceless) part of the symmetrized velocity:
ents, and Ff,s
Ff,s =


1
∇uf,s +∇uT
f,s ,
2

Af,s =


1
∇uf,s −∇uT
f,s ,
2
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1
◦
Ff,s
= Ff,s − Id tr Ff,s . (96)
3

The conditions on the parameters µ, ζ, ν are
µ ≥ 0,

ζ ≥ 0,

ν ≥ 0.

(97)

These equations generalize the Darcy-Brinkman laws of porous media [67–69], see
also [70], which in our notation and the absence of external forces will be written as
− ∇p + µf ∇2 uf − αuf = 0 ,

(98)

with µf being the effective dynamic viscosity of the fluid in porous media. As far as
we are aware, the conditions on the dissipative stress terms we have derived here have
not been used in the previous works on the porous media. Equations (90) provide
a consistent description of the moving solid and fluid media with thermodynamics
in a single system. The derivation presented here generalizes the thermodynamics
foundation of mixture theory presented in [71] for non-moving porous media.
A more general case which includes viscosity in both components is the case in
which the total stress σ f + σs does not vanish but is symmetric. A general relation is
"
#
" ∇u #
" #
f
A B
σf
Tf
,
L=
,
= L ∇u
s
C
D
σs
Ts
where the (2,2) type tensors A, B, C, D are such that L is positive and such that σ f +σs
is symmetric. The natural generalization of (96) in this case is found as


Ff◦
div uf
1
div us
1
Fs◦
Id + 2µf f
+ ζf s
Af − As
Id + 2µf s
+ν
σ f = ζf f
Tf
Tf
Ts
Ts
Tf
Ts
(99)


◦
◦
Ff
div uf
1
div us
Fs
1
σ s = ζsf
Id + 2µsf
+ ζss
Id + 2µss
−ν
Af − As ,
Tf
Tf
Ts
Ts
Tf
Ts
with conditions on parameters
µf f ≥ 0,

4µf f µss ≥ (µf s +µsf )2 ,

ζf f ≥ 0,

4ζf f ζss ≥ (ζf s +ζsf )2 ,

ν ≥ 0 . (100)

Equations (99) with conditions (100) define the most general, thermodynamically consistent choice for the stress tensors. The nature of the parameter µkl , ζkl , and ν will
have to be determined experimentally.

3.3.3

Energy balances

The balance of energy for each component and for the total system are useful to
understand the impact of the irreversible processes. This uses the following result.
Lemma 5 For an internal energy function of the form


ρs s s
, ,b ,
es
1 − φ ρs
we have
D̄ts (ρs es ) =



es +


∂es
∂es
∂es
∂es s
: Dt b + Ts D̄ts ss .
ρ̄s −
ηs D̄ts ρs − ρ̄2s
D̄ (1 − φ) + ρs
∂ ρ̄s
∂ηs
∂ ρ̄s t
∂b
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By using the equations (90), we get the balance of internal energies for the fluid
and the solid as
D̄tf (ρf ef ) = −pD̄tf φ + σ f : ∇uf − f f · uf + J(Ts − Tf )

D̄ts (ρs es ) = −pD̄ts (1 − φ) + σ el : ∇us + σs : ∇us − f s · us + J(Tf − Ts ) .

This shows that the variations of internal energies of each component is due to the
friction forces and stresses, to the heat exchanges between the components and also to
the changes in volume fraction. The balance of total energies for the fluid and solid
are deduced as




1
f
2
ρf |uf | + ρf ef = div (−φ p Id +σf ) · uf − p∂t φ + J(Ts − Tf )
D̄t
2




s 1
2
D̄t
ρs |us | + ρs es = div (−(1 − φ)p Id +σ el + σ s ) · us + p∂t φ + J(Tf − Ts )
2
which shows the density of power p∂t φ + J(Tf − Ts ) exchanged by the solid and fluid,
which cancels in the total energy balance which takes the form




1
f
2
s 1
2
ρf |uf | + ρf ef + D̄t
ρs |us | + ρs es
D̄t
2
2


= div (−φ p Id +σ f ) · uf + (−(1 − φ)p Id +σ el + σ s ) · us .

3.4

Incompressibility and thermodynamics

For a single viscous and heat conducting fluid in the incompressible case, i.e. for the
system (84) with the condition div u = 0, the thermodynamics plays a very minor
role if the viscous stress does not depend on the temperature. Indeed, due to the
incompressibility constraint, the pressure is found from a Poisson equation and is not
related to the state equation of the fluid. Also, the entropy equation decouples from
the momentum and mass density equation. We will see that for the case for a porous
media with an incompressible fluid the state equation of the fluid does play a role in
the equations and the entropy equation is always fully coupled to the other evolution
equations.

3.4.1

Compressible solid with incompressible fluid

The incompressibility constraint can easily be included in the variational formulation
of nonequilibrium thermodynamics (86)–(88) by doing the replacement
ℓ(uf , us , ρf , ρs , sf , ss , b, φ)
−→

ℓ(uf , us , ρf , ρs , sf , ss , b, φ) +

Z

B



(101)
−1
d3 x
µ φ − (φ0 ◦ ϕ−1
f )Jϕf

in the action functional (86) and considering µ as an additional variable with free
variations. Proceeding analogously to the case above, we get the system (90) where
the pore volume fraction φ is now governed by the additional equation (54) and with
the pressure condition given (56).
As in the reversible case this condition gives the expression of the Lagrange multiplier in terms of the other variables.
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As opposed to the case of a single incompressible fluid, from the thermodynamic
consistency discussed earlier in (92) and (93)–(95), the friction forces and stresses
necessarily depend on the temperatures Tf and Ts . Hence, while the pressure in the
fluid is not related to the fluid state equation, the entropy equation does not decouple
and the system of equations depends on the fluid state equation.
For an incompressible fluid, the internal and total energy equations of the fluid do
not depend on the rate of change the pore volume fraction as one gets
D̄tf (ρf ef ) = σf : ∇uf − f f · uf + J(Ts − Tf )
1

D̄tf ρf |uf |2 + ρf ef = −φ∇p · uf + div(σ f · uf ) + J(Ts − Tf ) .
2

3.4.2

(102)

Incompressible fluid and incompressible solid

Analogously to §2.6, we introduce two Lagrange multipliers µf and µs enforcing the incompressibility conditions of fluid and solid, respectively. Hence we use the variational
formulation (86)–(88) wih the replacement
ℓ(uf , us , ρf , ρs , sf , ss , b, φ)

−→

ℓ(uf , us , ρf , ρs , sf , ss , b, φ) +
+

Z

ZB

B



−1
µf φ − (φ0 ◦ ϕ−1
)Jϕ
d3 x
f
f


µs (1 − φ) − (1 − φ0 ) ◦ ϕs


−1

(103)

d3 x .
Jϕ−1
s

This yields the system (90) together with the two equations (59) and the pressure
condition (60). Here, similarly to previous considerations, the dissipative forces and
stresses follow the thermodynamically consistency forms suggested by (92) and (93)–
(95). In addition to the fluid internal energy in (103) the solid internal energy equations
also do not depend on the time variation of the pore volume fraction:
D̄ts (ρs es ) = (σ el + σ s ) : ∇us − f s · us + J(Tf − Ts )
1

D̄ts ρs |us |2 + ρs es = −(1 − φ)∇p · us + div((σ el + σ f ) · us ) + J(Tf − Ts ) .
2

Thus, the variational thermodynamics approach developed here allows a unified approach to both compressible and incompressible cases, with physical meaning assigned
to the Lagrange multipliers in terms of pressures.
Remark 6 (On the analogy between discrete and continuous models) We hope
that by now, the reader can connect the analogy between the two-piston system described in the previous section and the porous media with thermodynamics and incompressibility constraints. We have the following analogies between the variational
formulations of the discrete and continuum cases:
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Discrete
L=

2
X
1
k=1

2

Continuous

mk ẋ2k − uk (xk , Sk )

D

F frk , ẋk

X

ℓ=

i
X Z h1
ρk |uk |2 − ρk ek d3 x
B 2
k

E

f k · uk − σ k : ∇uk
X

Jkl Γ̇l

k

(104)

Jkl Dtl γl

k

Z

µ(x1 + x2 + ℓ − D)

B



−1
d3 x
µ φ − (φ0 ◦ ϕ−1
)Jϕ
f
f

Note that the problem of the piston movement has been an extremely subtle system
in nonequilibrium thermodynamics, see e.g. [72, 73]. The porous media is an infinitedimensional analogy of the connected piston problem. Thus, we believe that the mathematical analysis of the equations derived here is likely to be highly non-trivial.

4

Conclusions

In this paper, we have developed a novel variational theory for the thermodynamics of
a two-phase porous media consisting of an elastic porous matrix completely filled with
a fluid. We have included the effect of the irreversible processes due to the friction
forces and stresses as well as possible heat exchanges between the two media. We have
considered the cases when both the fluid and the solid can be compressible or incompressible. The equations we derived are valid for arbitrary Lagrangians and equations
of state and are thus applicable to a wide range of problems. Our equations are especially important for applications exhibiting large deformations and strong dependence
on temperatures, such as geophysical flows and nuclear industry. In a future work,
we are going to study the practical applications of the derived equations, for instance
by analysing how the propagation of elastic waves in the porous media is affected by
thermodynamics effects.
This work has shown that the variational formulation of thermodynamics provides
an efficient modeling tool for continua, well adapted to also cover the case of systems
with constraints and degenerate Lagrangians. Our approach has shown that incompressibility constraints, which are not simply given here by a divergence free condition,
can be easily included in the variational setting, allowing for a unified treatment of
all the compressible/incompressible cases with irreversible processes. Other types of
constraints can also be treated using this setting, as illustrated in [57, 65]. Also, due
to the dependence of the model on the fluid fraction φ only, and not on its rate ∂t φ,
all the Lagrangians appearing in this paper are degenerate, which do not present any
particular difficulty in the variational setting presented here. These are advantages of
the variational formulation compared to other formalisms for thermodynamics, such
as the ones based on appropriate modifications of Poisson brackets [74–78], which may
not behave well in the presence of constraints and degeneracies.
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