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Abstract. In this paper a model for partial melts is constructed using10

two-scale homogenization theory. While this technique is well known to the11

mathematics and materials communities, it is relatively novel to problems12

in the solid Earth. This approach begins with a grain scale model of the medium,13

coarsening it into a macroscopic one. The emergent model is in good agree-14

ment with previous work, including D. McKenzie’s, and serves as verifica-15

tion. This methodology also yields a series of Stokes problems whose solu-16

tions provide constitutive relations for permeability and viscosity. A numer-17

ical investigation of these relations appears in a companion paper.18
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1. Introduction

Partial melts, such as asthenospheric magma flows, can be modeled as a viscously de-19

formable porous medium. Such models consist of macroscopic equations for the con-20

servation of mass, momentum and energy of each phase. Models, motivated by the21

magma application, appear in McKenzie [1984]; Scott and Stevenson [1984, 1986]; Fowler22

[1985, 1989]; Spiegelman [1993a]; Stevenson and Scott [1991]; Bercovici et al. [2001a, b];23

Ricard et al. [2001]; Hier-Majumder et al. [2006]; Bercovici and Ricard [2005, 2003]; Ricard24

and Bercovici [2003]; Ricard [2007]. Those authors begin their models on a scale much25

greater than that of the grain. Consequently, material properties, such as permeability26

and viscosity, are posited quantities, constrained only by the agreement of the model and27

with the observations.28

In this and the companion paper, Simpson et al. [2008], we present a model for partially29

molten rock beginning with a grain scale description of the medium. We assume both30

phases are incompressible, with linearly viscous rheologies. Each is thus governed by31

the Stokes equations, and the two phases are coupled at their interface. We coarsen32

this into macroscopic effective equations using the methods of homogenization theory;33

for an introduction to the subject, see Bensoussan et al. [1978]; Sanchez-Palencia [1980];34

Hornung [1997]; Cioranescu and Donato [1999]; Pavliotis and Stuart [2008]; Torquato35

[2002].36

Our strategy has several advantages. Among them, it clarifies the relationship between37

an idealized grain scale rheology and the large scale rheology. It also yields systems of dif-38

ferential equations whose solutions are the bulk viscosity, shear viscosity, and permeability39
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of the medium. Indeed, though permeability and bulk viscosity are undefined at the grain40

scale, they naturally emerge through homogenization. Lastly, the methods presented are41

naturally adaptable to other fine scale rheologies and physics.42

Our main result is that, in a certain parameter regime, we systematically derive a model43

in good agreement with McKenzie [1984], whose model is henceforth referred to as M84.44

In our companion paper, we computationally estimate relationships between the effective45

viscosities the permeability and the porosity. In particular, we conclude that the effective46

bulk viscosity of the medium is inversely proportional to the porosity.47

An outline is as follows. In Section 2, we will review models of partial molten rock.48

Our work is presented in Section 3. In particular, our macroscopic equations are given in49

Section 3.4. We then offer some comparisons and remarks in Section 4. In the companion50

paper, we numerically explore how macroscopic material parameters, such permeability51

and bulk viscosity, depend on the porosity. Finally, we synthesize these computations52

with the homogenized equations.53

2. Deformable Porous Flow Models: a Review

In deformable porous flow models of partially molten rock, the rock is assumed to have54

already undergone partial melting. This generates both magma and a residual porous55

rock through which the melt can flow. The remaining porous rock is often referred to56

as the matrix. Like the mantle, the matrix deforms viscously in response to body forces.57

Unlike the mantle, the melt and the matrix act on one another via surface stresses; this58

couples the two phases. A depiction of the two dimensional cross-section of such a medium59

appears in Figure 1.60
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Let us review some of the previous models for later comparison with our work. These61

earlier attempts all pose the problem on a sufficiently large length scale that properties62

such as porosity and permeability are well defined. The notation of this section is summa-63

rized in Table 1. Although the matrix is viscous, we will often refer to it as the solid phase,64

using s subscripts and superscripts to signify field variables associated with it. The melt65

is referred to as the fluid, and its field variables appear with f subscripts and superscripts.66

We first derive equations for conservation of mass. The density of the melt is ρf and

the density of the matrix is ρs. To determine the mass per unit volume of the mixture,

the densities must be multiplied by the appropriate volume fraction – φ for the melt and

1− φ for the matrix. The equations for conservation of mass are thus:

∂t (ρfφ) +∇ · (ρfφvf ) = Γ (1a)

∂t [ρs(1− φ)] +∇ · [ρs(1− φ)vs] = −Γ (1b)

Γ is a mass transfer term that captures thermodynamics. Bercovici et al. [2001a, b];67

Bercovici and Ricard [2003]; Bercovici [2003]; Bercovici and Ricard [2005]; Bercovici68

[2007]; Hier-Majumder et al. [2006]; Ricard et al. [2001]; Ricard and Bercovici [2003];69

Ricard [2007] omit it. We also ignore mass transfer, focusing our attention on the prob-70

lem of mechanical deformation.71

Turning to momentum, at the pore scale, the Reynolds number for the melt is small,72

. O(10−5). In the matrix, it is even smaller, perhaps as low as O(10−30). Given these73

estimates, using data from Table 1, we drop the inertial and advective terms from the74

conservation of momentum equations of both phases. Thus, the forces on both phases75

instantaneously balance, and all time dependence is due to changes in the material pa-76

rameter φ and its relation to the constitutive relations.77
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The divergence of stress on each phase balances against gravity and an interphase force.

In their most general form, the momentum balance equations are:

φρfg + If +∇ · (φσf ) = 0 (2a)

(1− φ) ρsg + Is +∇ · [(1− φ)σs] = 0 (2b)

Constitutive relations for the stresses and the interphase forces must be selected; M84 and78

the models from Bercovici et al. [2001a, b]; Bercovici and Ricard [2003]; Bercovici [2003];79

Bercovici and Ricard [2005]; Bercovici [2007]; Hier-Majumder et al. [2006]; Ricard et al.80

[2001]; Ricard and Bercovici [2003]; Ricard [2007] diverge here. The model in Fowler81

[1985, 1989] is different. Rather than formulate an exclusively mechanical closure and82

subsequently coupling it to thermodynamics, a thermodynamic closure is introduced. As83

we are interested in the mechanical problem, we will not further explore Fowler’s model.84

2.1. McKenzie Models

In M84, no surface tension or other stress discontinuity between phases appears; the

interphase forces are equal and opposite,

If = −Is = I. (3)

Applying the principle of frame indifference (see Drew and Segel [1971]; Drew and Passman

[1999]; Drew [1983, 1971]; Homsy et al. [1980]), a particularly simple force is

I = C1∆v + p∇φ (4)

The symmetry, with respect to phases, is now broken. The fluid pressure is assumed

to dominate its viscous stresses, while the matrix is given the macroscopic rheology of a
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linear compressible fluid

σf = −pI (5)

σs = −pI + ζs∇ · vsI

+ µs

(
∇vs + (∇vs)T − 2

3
∇ · vsI

) (6)

Equations (2a), (3), (4), and (5) imply the first macroscopic equation:

vf − vs = − φ

C1

∇
(
p+ ρfgz

)
(7)

In the limit of a rigid matrix, vs = 0, (7) reduces to Darcy’s Law provided

C1 =
µfφ

2

K
(8)

A desire to recover Darcy’s law motivated the choices of (4) and (8).85

Combining (6) with (4) and (8), we obtain the second macroscopic equation:[
(1− φ)ρs + φρf

]
g −∇p

+∇
[
(1− φ)

(
ζs −

2

3
µs

)
∇ · vs

]
+∇ ·

[
(1− φ)µs

(
∇vs + (∇vs)T

)]
= 0

(9)

In many derivations, (1 − φ)ζs and (1 − φ)µs are written as ζ ′s and µ′s. We retain the86

explicit dependence to more easily compare this formulation with other models, including87

our own.88

This is almost a closed set of equations for porosity, pressure, and velcoity:

∂t (ρfφ) +∇ · (ρfφvf ) = Γ (10a)

∂t [ρs(1− φ)] +∇ · [ρs(1− φ)vs] = −Γ (10b)

φ(vf − vs) = −K
µf

(∇p− gf ) (10c)

0 = ρg −∇p+∇ ·
[
(1− φ)µs

(
∇vs + (∇vs)T

)]
+∇

[
(1− φ)(ζs −

2

3
µs)∇ · vs

] (10d)
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Γ, K, µs, and ζs remain to be specified. Permeability should depend on porosity. The89

viscosities may be functions of both porosity and velocities. Related and derivative ver-90

sions of (10a – 10d) appear in Scott and Stevenson [1984, 1986]; Scott [1988]; Stevenson91

and Scott [1991]; Spiegelman [1993a, b]; Katz et al. [2007]; Spiegelman et al. [2007].92

2.2. Bercovici et al. Models

One shortcoming of M84 is that it captures only one macroscopic metric of the mi-93

croscopic structure, the porosity. Forces depending on interfacial area may be poorly94

captured, if at all. The models in Bercovici et al. [2001a, b]; Ricard et al. [2001]; Hier-95

Majumder et al. [2006]; Bercovici and Ricard [2005, 2003]; Ricard and Bercovici [2003];96

Ricard [2007] attempt to rectify this. Additional notation needed for these models is given97

in Table 2.98

The main differences between M84 and the Bercovici models come from the choices of

constitutive relations and interphase forces. In the Bercovici models, each phase has stress

σ = −pI + τ (11)

and

τ = µ

[
∇v + (∇v)T − 2

3
∇ · vI

]
. (12)

There are now two pressures, pf and ps. The introduction of the second pressure requires99

an additional equation. This is similar to the models in Scott and Stevenson [1984, 1986];100

Scott [1988]; Stevenson and Scott [1991], though they immediately assume a relation101

between pf and ps, rendering the system nearly equivalent to M84.102
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As noted, this model introduces surface physics with effective surface tension, κ, and

interfacial area, α. These appear in the interphase forces:

If = J + φ∇ (κα) (13)

Is = −J + (1− φ)∇ (κα) (14)

J, the equal and opposite part of the interphase force remains to be specified. Instead of

making α an independent variable, Bercovici and collaborators relate it to the porosity,

α = α0φ
a(1− φ)b. (15)

a and b are between zero and one.103

These models generalize and symmetrize (4) in constructing J, using a weighted average

of the pressures;

J = C2∆v +
[
(1− ω)pf + ωps

]
∇φ. (16)

ω is another under-constrained variable that will be related to the porosity. C2 is a

symmetrization of C1 appearing in (8):

C2 =

[(
K(1− φ)

µs(1− φ)2

)
+

(
K(φ)

µfφ2

)]−1

. (17)

ω also appears in an equation needed due to the second pressure:

∆p
Dωφ

Dt
+ κ

Dωα

Dt
= −C0

µs + µf
φ(1− φ)

(
Dωφ

Dt

)2

+ fΨ. (18)

Ψ is a damage variable, measuring the deformation of the melt-matrix matrix interface,104

and f is a partitioning coefficient. Ψ also requires a closure, which we do not discuss. The105

derivative Dω/Dt is the total derivative along the characteristic vω = ωvf + (1− ω)vs.106
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ω is underdetermined. In earlier publications, Bercovici et al. [2001a]; Ricard et al.

[2001]; Bercovici et al. [2001b],

ω = φ. (19)

We hereafter refer to models employing (19) as BRS01.107

Bercovici and Ricard [2003] and subsequent publications used

ω =
φµf

φµf + (1− φ)µs
. (20)

We call models employing (20), BR03. In the limit µs → µf , (20) becomes (19). By adding108

the viscosity weighting, ω captures some aspect of the material properties. Furthermore,109

in an appropriate limit, BR03 is equivalent to M84; we elaborate in Section 2.3.2.110

Regardless of the choice ω, the system is:

∂tφ+∇ · (φvf ) = 0 (21a)

∂t (1− φ) +∇ · [(1− φ)vs] = 0 (21b)

−φ(∇pf − gf ) +∇ · (φτ f ) + C2∆v

+ω [∆p∇φ+∇ (σα)] = 0

(21c)

−(1− φ)(∇ps − gs) +∇ · [(1− φ)τ s]− C2∆v

+(1− ω) [∆p∇φ+∇ (σα)] = 0

(21d)

∆p
Dωφ

Dt
+ σ

Dωα

Dt
= −C0

µs + µf
φ(1− φ)

(
Dωφ

Dt

)2

+ fΨ (21e)

(21f)

Subject to closures for Ψ, α, f , and K, this is a complete system of equations.111

One of the philosophies behind this formulation is material invariance; the two phases112

may be exchanged without altering the equations because everything is either symmetric113

or antisymmetric with respect to phase. We see this in (17), a harmonic mean. This114

principle seems well motivated for mixtures of similar materials, such as oil and water.115
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However, its applicability to partially molten rock, a true fluid flowing through a creeping116

crystalline solid, is uncertain.117

2.3. Remarks on Deformable Porous Flow Models

2.3.1. Constitutive Relations118

Several closures are required to complete these models. In M84, there are at least three119

material parameters: the permeability, K, the bulk viscosity of the matrix, ζs, and the120

shear viscosity of the matrix µs. In BRS01 and BR03 the permeability must also be121

specified, though the shear viscosities are assumed constant. While the bulk viscosity is122

absent from these models, ω must now be selected. Mechanisms, such as surface physics123

and damage, introduced in the Bercovici models also require closures, though we do not124

contemplate them. These closures are more extensively discussed in our companion paper,125

Simpson et al. [2008].126

2.3.2. Comparison of Models127

To equitably compare the M84, BRS01 and BR03, we make a few simplifications: µf �

µs, κ = 0, Γ = 0, and f = 0. In BRS01, (21e) simplifies to

∆p = −C0
µs

φ(1− φ)
∇ · [φ(1− φ)∆v] (22)

Combining (21a) with (21b),

∇ · vs = ∇ · (φ∆v)

D R A F T June 4, 2022, 5:03pm D R A F T
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Using this expression in the force equations, (21c–21d):

φ(vf − vs) = −K
µf

(
∇pf + ρfgz

)
− KC0

φ(1− φ)

µs
µf
∇ · [φ(1− φ)∆v]∇φ

(23)

0 = ρg −∇pf +∇
[
(1− φ)

(
C0µs
φ
− 2

3
µs

)
∇ · vs

]
+∇ ·

[
(1− φ)µs

(
∇vs + (∇vs)T

)]
−∇ (C0µs∇φ ·∆v)

(24)

Comparing these to (10c–10d) from M84, we see a significant difference in the appearance128

of the ∆v terms on their right hand sides, alt noted by Ricard et al. [2001]. They do agree129

under the additional assumption that φ is constant.130

However, in BR03, M84 is recovered, a result from Bercovici and Ricard [2003]. Indeed,

if µf � µs, then ω → 0; the interphase force and pressure jump condition are:

I = c∆v +

[
µs(1− φ)pf + µfφp

s

µfφ+ µs(1− φ)

]
∇φ

→ c∆v + pf∇φ
(25)

∆p = −C0µs
φ
∇ · vs (26)

If we identify C0µs/φ with the bulk viscosity, the pressure jump is equivalent to that of

SS84. Simplifying (21c–21d) with this weight:

φ(vf − vs) = −K(φ)

µf

(
∇pf − gf

)
(27)

0 = ρg −∇pf +∇
[
(1− φ)

(
C0µs
φ
− 2

3
µs

)
∇ · vs

]
+∇ ·

[
(1− φ)µs

(
∇vs + (∇vs)T

)] (28)

The identifications ζs ≡ C0µs/φ and p ≡ pf recover (10c–10d).131

3. A Homogenization Based Model
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Magma transport by deformable porous flow has at least two spatial scales. Melting132

begins at the grain scale of millimeters, while the granular matrix deforms on the kilometer133

scale. We are interested in the large scale observable deformation; studying the evolution134

of the medium at the grain scale is impractical. The problem is only tractable by effective135

medium models, such as those discussed in the preceding section.136

A deficiency of those models is their reliance on multiphase flow theory. By itself, mul-137

tiphase flow theory cannot furnish the needed closures for either analytical or numerical138

study. Finding constitutive relations for multiphase flow is challenging and no universal139

solutions exist. However, there are certainly successes, such as dilute disperse flows; see140

Drew and Passman [1999]; Brennen [2005].141

We feel the applicability of multiphase flow to this material is uncertain. It is a two142

phase medium where both phases are fully interconnected. Though the matrix deforms143

viscously, it is a cohesive material, retaining a coherent microstructure.144

In this section, we use homogenization theory, particularly its multiple scale expansions,145

to formulate a model for partially molten rock undergoing viscous deformation. It is in146

good agreement with previous models, illuminating and clarifying certain details.147

The goal of homogenization is to derive macroscopic descriptions of a media with fine148

scale features by starting with equations valid at that scale. The direct approach makes149

multiple scale expansions of the dependent variables, letting them depend on all length150

scales. Orders are then matched, and, under the right conditions, macroscopic equations151

are systematically deduced. Homogenization has been rigorously treated mathematically;152

see Bensoussan et al. [1978]; Jikov et al. [1994]; Cioranescu and Donato [1999]; Cioranescu153
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and Saint Jean Paulin [1999]; Hornung [1997]; Sanchez-Palencia [1980]; Torquato [2002];154

Chechkin et al. [2007]; Pavliotis and Stuart [2008].155

In the present work, we adapt studies of sintering and partially molten metal alloys,156

Auriault et al. [1992]; Geindreau and Auriault [1999]. In the latter paper, both the “solid”157

and liquid are viscous and incompressible. The solid has a nonlinear, strain-rate dependent158

viscosity. We work in the linear case for magma, a novel application.159

The linearity assumption reduces our model to two Stokes systems, coupled by their160

common boundary; this is presented in Section 3.2. The results for partially molten metals161

are based on earlier work in poro-elastic media, including Auriault [1987, 1991a]; Auriault162

and Boutin [1992]; Mei and Auriault [1989]; Mei et al. [1996]; Auriault and Royer [2002].163

3.1. Macroscopic and Microscopic Domains

First, we construct domains for the phases. Denote the macroscopic domain by Ω,

with length scale L, containing both the melt and the matrix. Initially, we assume the

matrix has a periodic structure. A two-dimensional version is pictured in Figure 2. Ω,

the bounded grey region, is tiled with fluid inclusions of period `. ` is representative of

the grain scale and is much smaller than L. We define the dimensionless parameter ε as

ε =
`

L
(29)

Let us now introduce the notion of the cell. The cell, appearing in Figure 3, is a scaled,164

dimensionless, copy of the periodic microstructure in Figure 2. A topologically connected165

three-dimensional cell is displayed in Figure 5. Y is intended to be a scaled representative166

elementary volume of the grain scale. It could be a single grain or a small ensemble of167

grains.168
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Of course, a matrix consistent with field samples is not a periodic medium. Pore169

structures consistent with a peridotite appear in Figure 4. Since it is crystalline, there170

is some regularity, but it is closer to a random medium. While only the periodic case is171

treated here, the random one is of interest.172

Let us define the several subregions of of Ω in Figure 2:

Ωf,ε−The fluid portion of Ω.

Ωs,ε−The solid portion of Ω.

Γε−The interface between fluid and solid in Ω.

Although topological connectedness is an important property, the particular microstruc-173

ture of Y does not play a significant role in the macroscopic equations. However, cell174

geometry does determine the magnitudes of the coefficients appearing in the equations.175

We use explicitly defined domains when numerically estimating the coefficients in the176

companion paper.177

3.2. Exact Equations

Within Ω, we assume both phases satisfy the Stokes equations at the pore scale; each

phase is approximated by an incompressible, linearly viscous, fluid. This is similar to the

assumptions of the models of Section 2. We write the rheology as

σ = −pI + 2µeX (v) (30)

eX(v) is the symmetric gradient of velocity v,

eX(v) =
1

2

(
∇Xv + (∇Xv)T

)
(31)
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The subscript X appearing in these expressions denotes the dimensional spatial variable.

We will shortly switch to two dimensionless spatial variables. Components may be referred

to by index notation:

eX,ij(v) =
1

2

(
∂vi
∂Xj

+
∂vj
∂Xi

)
σij = −pδij + 2µeX,ij(v)

We denote the stress in Ωε
s for the solid phase σs,ε, with pressure ps,ε and velocity vs,ε.178

Similarly, the fluid has stress σf,ε, pressure pf,ε, and velocity vf,ε in Ωε
f .179

The divergence of the stress within each phase balances body forces. As we are interested

in buoyancy driven flow, the body forces gs = −ρsgz and gf = −ρfgz are included. The

force and incompressibility equations are therefore:

∇X · σs/f,ε + gs/f = 0, in Ωε
s/f (32a)

∇X · vs/f,ε = 0, in Ωε
s/f (32b)

Conditions at the interface between fluid and solid, Γε, are still needed. As both media

are viscous, we posit continuity of velocity and normal stress:

vs,ε = vf,ε, on Γε (33a)

σs,ε · n = σf,ε · n, on Γε (33b)

Here, we have made a Boussinesq approximation, in taking the velocities to be continuous,180

as opposed to the momenta. These equations are exact in the sense that, subject to181

boundary conditions on ∂Ω, solving them would give the grain scale dynamics. We seek182

effective equations that do not require knowledge of the microscopic configuration.183

3.3. Scalings
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Our effective equations emerge from multiple scale expansions of the dependent vari-

ables. The dimensional spatial variable X specifies a position within either Ωε
s or Ωε

f . We

introduce two dimensionless spatial scales, y, the fast spatial scale, and x the slow spatial

scale.

y ≡ X/` (34a)

x ≡ X/L = εy (34b)

We wish to make a multiple scale expansion in all the dependent variables:

Φε(y) = Φ(0)(εy,y) + εΦ(1)(εy,y)

+ ε2Φ(2)(εy,y) + . . .

(35)

Such an expansion should capture the grain scale detail in the second argument, while184

permitting slow, macroscopic variations in the first argument. As we take our domain to185

be periodically tiled with scaled copies of the cell Y , we assume Φ(j)(x,y) is y-periodic186

at all orders of j. We hope to derive equations that are only functions of x; these will be187

the effective macroscopic equations.188

Before making series expansions in powers of ε, the equations must be scaled appro-

priately. In addition to ε, there are several other important dimensionless numbers. As

motivation, let P s, P f , V s, V f be characteristic pressures and velocities for the solid and

fluid phases. We write:

ps/f,ε = P s/f p̃s/f,ε (36)

vs/f,ε = V s/f ṽs/f,ε (37)

The s/f superscript signifies that we are analogously defining these variables for both

phases. The variables with tildes are dimensionless and O(1). Using these definitions, we
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non-dimensionalize (32a). On length scale `, these two equations are

∇y ·
[
−p̃s/f,εI +

(
µs/fV

s/f

P s/f`

)
2µ̃s/fey(ṽ

s/f,ε)

]
+
ρs/fg`

P s/f
g̃s/f = 0 (38)

This motivates defining several dimensionless numbers:

Q
s/f
` ≡

µs/fV
s/f

P s/f`
(39)

R
s/f
` ≡

ρs/fg`

P s/f
(40)

The Q’s measure the relative magnitudes of the viscous forces and the pressure gradients,

while the R’s measure the relative magnitudes of the body forces and the pressure gra-

dients. The µ̃’s and g̃’s remain in the equations as O(1) constants, reminding us of the

viscosity and forcing. Other meaningful parameters are:

V ≡ V f

V s
(41)

M≡ µf
µs

(42)

P ≡ P f

P s
(43)

We now estimate these parameters and express them in orders of ε. Up till now, the

phases have been interchangeable. As will be argued, Qs
` and Qf

` are different orders of ε;

this breaks material invariance. A quantity Q is said to be O(εp) if

εp−1 � Q� εp+1 (44)

First, we consider the forces on the matrix. At the macroscopic scale, the melt is

O(1%) of the medium’s volume. We thus argue that on this scale, the matrix is “close” to

satisfying the Stokes equations; the pressure gradient, viscous forces, and gravity balance

one another. On the L length scale, the dimensionless form of (32a) is

∇x ·
[
−p̃sI +

(
µsV

s

P sL

)
2µ̃sex(ṽ

s)

]
+
ρsgL

P s
g̃s = 0. (45)
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We define

Qs
L ≡

µsV
s

P sL
(46)

Rs
L ≡

ρsgL

P s
(47)

For the terms to be in balance, Qs
L = O(1) and Rs

L = O(1). Using (46–47) and the

definition of ε, the fast length scale parameters are:

Qs
` = O

(
ε−1
)

(48)

Rs
` = O

(
ε1
)

(49)

In the absence of direct pressure measurements, we assume the pressures are the same

order,

P = O(1). (50)

An argument for this is given in Drew [1983]. Briefly, since the velocities of interest are

far less than the speed of sound, it would be difficult to support large pressure gradients

across the phases without surface tension. We make an additional assumption that there

are O(1) non-hydrostatic pressures in both phases; if pε = pεhydro + pεnon-hydro then∣∣∣∣∣ pε

pεnon-hydro

∣∣∣∣∣ = O(1). (51)

In the fluid, since ρf/ρs = O(1), a consequence of P = O(1) is

Rf
` =

ρfg`

P f
=
ρsg`

P s

ρf
ρs

P s

P f
= Rs

`

ρf
ρs
P = O(ε1) (52)

The fluid’s force ratio is

Qf
` =

µfV
f

P f`
= O (PMV Qs

`) = O
(
ε−1MV

)
(53)

and

Qf
L =MV (54)
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Using the data in Table 1:

M≈ 10−21 − 10−14 (55)

V ≈ 101 − 103 (56)

MV ≈ 10−20 − 10−11 (57)

ε ≈ 10−7 − 10−2 (58)

Therefore,

M≈ ε11 − ε2 (59)

V ≈ ε0 − ε−2 (60)

MV ≈ ε10 − ε1 (61)

Qf
` ≈ ε9 − ε0 (62)

The choice of dimensionless parameters can lead to one of several outcomes: biphasic189

media, monophasic media, and non-homogenizable media. This terminology, taken from190

Auriault [1991a, b]; Geindreau and Auriault [1999]; Auriault et al. [1992], warrants expla-191

nation. In the biphasic case, the macroscopic description posseses a distinct velocity field192

for each phase. In the monophasic case both phases have the same velocity field and we193

have a single, hybrid, material. In both biphasic and monophasic models, there is only194

one pressure. The non-homogenizable case is explained in Appendix A.195

From here on, we assume

Qf
` = O

(
MV

ε

)
= O(ε) (63)

This includes two biphasic cases, (M, V ) = (ε2, 1) and (M, V ) = (ε3, ε−1) and a related196

monophasic case.197
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3.4. Main Results

Before proceeding with the expansions, we state our main results. The dependent

variables are vs(0), the leading order velocity in the matrix, pf(0), the leading order pressure

in the melt, and 〈vf(0)〉f , the cell-averaged leading order velocity in the fluid,

〈vf(0)〉f (x) =

∫
Y f

vf(0)(x,y)dy . (64)

Recall Y f is the portion of the unit cell occupied by fluid.198

The following systems of equations are derived in Sections 3.6–3.9. They employ an199

additional assumption that the cell domain, Y , is invariant under rigid rotations and200

reflections.201

Biphasic-I: In the first biphasic case, V = 1 and M = ε2, the leading order non-

dimensional equations are:

0 = ρg −∇xp
f(0) +∇x

[(
ζeff. −

2

3
µs(1− φ)

)
∇x · vs(0)

]
+∇x ·

[
2(1− φ)µsex(v

s(0))
]

+∇x ·
[
2ηlmeff.ex,lm(vs(0))

]
(65a)

〈vf(0)〉f − φvs(0) = −keff.

µf

(
∇xp

f(0) − gf
)

(65b)

∇x ·
[
〈vf(0)〉f + (1− φ)vs(0)

]
= 0 (65c)

keff. and ζeff. are scalars and ηlmeff. is a second order tensor. These material properties,202

defined in terms of microscale “cell problems” have been simplified through the domain203

symmetries.204
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Omitting melting and making the identifications

φvf ↔ 〈vf(0)〉f

vs ↔ vs(0)

p↔ pf(0)

in (10a–10d), the resemblance of (65a–65c) to M84 is clear. The permeability K is keff.,205

and (1− φ)ζs is ζeff.. One difference is the ηlmeff. tensor. ηeff. is a fourth order tensor (since206

each ηlmeff. component is second order) capturing the grain scale anisotropy. Such a term is207

absent from M84, BRS01, BR03, and other earlier models.208

Biphasic-II: In the second biphasic case, V = ε−1 and M = ε3, the system is:

0 = ρg −∇xp
f(0) +∇x

[(
ζeff. −

2

3
µs(1− φ)

)
∇x · vs(0)

]
+∇x ·

[
2(1− φ)µsex(v

s(0))
]

+∇x ·
[
2ηlmeff.ex,lm(vs(0))

]
(66a)

〈vf(0)〉f = −keff.

µf

(
∇xp

f(0) + gf
)

(66b)

∇x · 〈vf(0)〉f = 0 (66c)

ζeff., ηeff., and keff. are as above. The first equation is the same as (65a) from the Biphasic-I209

model. The differences of the other two equations from (65b – 65c) reflect that when the210

fluid velocity is sufficiently greater than the solid velocity, there is decoupling.211

Monophasic: In the limit that the melt becomes disconnected, Biphasic-I limits to a

monophasic system:

0 = ρg −∇xp
f(0)

+∇x ·
[
2µs (1− φ) ex(v

s(0)) + 2ηlmeff.ex,lm(vs(0))
] (67a)

∇x · vs(0) = 0 (67b)
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ηeff. is as above.212

3.5. Expansions

We write (38), along with the dimensionless versions of (32b),(33a) and (33b), as:

∇y ·
[
−p̃s,εI + 2ε−1µ̃sey(ṽ

s,ε)
]

+ εg̃s = 0 (68a)

∇y ·
[
−p̃f,εI + 2ε1µ̃fey(ṽ

f,ε)
]

+ εg̃f = 0 (68b)

∇y · ṽs,ε = 0 (68c)

∇y · ṽf,ε = 0 (68d)[
−p̃s,εI + 2ε−1µ̃sey(ṽ

s,ε)
]
· n

=
[
−p̃f,εI + 2ε1µ̃fey(ṽ

f,ε)
]
· n

(68e)

ṽs,ε = V ṽf,ε (68f)

We introduce series expansions for p̃s,ε, p̃f,ε, ṽs,ε, and ṽf,ε, as in (35), into the equations.

All dependent variables are functions of both x and y. Periodicity in y is imposed.

Derivatives act on both arguments,

∂

∂yi
7→ ∂

∂yi
+ ε

∂

∂xi
(69)

Divergence, gradient, and strain rate operators become:

∇y· 7→ ∇y ·+ε∇x· (70a)

∇y 7→ ∇y + ε∇x (70b)

ey 7→ ey + εex (70c)
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We now drop tildes. The strain rate tensors expand into:

ey(v
s/f,ε) 7→ ε0

[
ey(v

s/f(0))
]

+ ε1
[
ex(v

s/f(0)) + ey(v
s/f(1))

]
+ ε2

[
ex(v

s/f(1)) + ey(v
s/f(2))

]
+ . . .

≡ ε0es/f(0) + ε1es/f(1) + ε2es/f(2) + . . .

(71)

The stress tensors become:

σs,ε 7→ ε−1
[
2µse

s(0)
]

+ ε0
[
−ps(0)I + 2µse

s(1)
]

+ ε1
[
−ps(1)I + 2µse

s(2)
]

+ . . .

≡ ε−1σs(−1) + ε0σs(0) + ε1σs(1) + . . .

(72a)

σf,ε 7→ ε0
[
−pf(0)I

]
+ ε1

[
−pf(1)I + 2µfe

f(0)
]

+ ε2
[
−pf(2)I + 2µfe

f(1)
]

+ . . .

≡ σf(0) + ε1σf(1) + ε2σf(2) + . . .

(72b)

Matching orders of (72a) and (72b) in (68a) and (68b)

ε−1∇y · σs(−1) + ε0
(
∇x · σs(−1) +∇y · σs(0)

)
+ ε1

(
∇x · σs(0) +∇y · σs(1) + gs

)
+ . . . = 0

(73a)

ε0∇y · σf(0) + ε1
(
∇x · σf(0) +∇y · σf(1) + gf

)
+ ε2

(
∇x · σf(1) +∇y · σf(2)

)
+ . . . = 0

(73b)

Substituting the expansions into (68c–68d), the incompressibility equations are:

ε0∇y · vs/f(0) + ε1
(
∇x · vs/f(0) +∇y · vs/f(1)

)
+ . . . = 0

(74)

The leading order of (74), ∇y · vs/f(0) = 0 , reflects that at the fine scale both phases are

incompressible. (68e) is

ε−1σs(−1) · n + ε0
(
σs(0) − σf(0)

)
· n + . . . = 0. (75)
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When V = O(1), the velocity boundary condition is

ε0(vs(0) − vf(0)) + ε1(vs(1) − vf(1)) + . . . = 0 on Γ. (76)

In this case, the velocities couple at all orders. If instead V = O(ε−1), then

ε−1vf(0) + ε0
(
vf(1) − vs(0)

)
+ ε1

(
vf(2) − vs(1)

)
+ . . . = 0 on Γ.

(77)

In contrast to the V = O(1) case, the leading order fluid velocity is independent of the213

solid, and there is subsequent cross coupling across orders.214

These expansions can be written as a hierarchy of systems to be solved successively:

O(εn) : ∇y · σs(n) +∇x · σs(n−1)

+ δn,1g
s = 0 in Y s

(78a)

O(εn+1) : ∇y · vs(n) +∇x · vs(n−1) = 0 in Y s (78b)

O(εn) : σs(n) · n = σf(n) · n on Γ (78c)

σs(n) ≡ −ps(n)I

+ 2µs
[
ex(v

s(n)) + ey(v
s(n+1))

] (78d)

Treating σs(n−1) and vs(n−1) as known, the equations can be interpreted as an inhomo-

geneous Stokes system for vs(n) and ps(n). A necessary condition for this system to be

solvable at order n is∫
Γ

σf(n) · ndS = −
∫
Y s

(
∇x · σs(n−1) + δn,1g

s
)
dy (79)

The enforcement of (79) maintains the separation of scales and steers us to the macroscopic215

system. Physically, this insists that the surface stresses of the fluid on the solid be216

compatible with the body forces felt by the solid.217
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The corresponding hierarchy of equations in the fluid is:

O(εn) : ∇y · σf(n) +∇x · σf(n−1)

+ δn,1g
f = 0 in Y f

(80a)

O(εn+1) : ∇y · vf(n) +∇x · vf(n−1) = 0 in Y f (80b)

O(εn) : vf(n) = V −1vs(n) on Γ (80c)

σf(n) ≡ −pf(n)I

+ 2µf
(
ey(v

f(n−1)) + ex(v
f(n−2)

) (80d)

The solvability condition is∫
Y f

∇x · vf(n)dy = −
∫

Γ

(
δV,1v

s(n) + δV,εv
s(n−1)

)
· ndS (81)

This equation mandates that the flow of the solid at the boundary balance the dilation218

or compaction of the fluid.219

3.6. Leading Order Equations

The leading order equations are the same in all of our parameter regimes. From (78a),

(78b), (78c), and (80a), the leading order equations are:

O(ε−1) : ∇y · σs(−1) = 0 in Y s (82a)

O(ε0) : ∇y · σf(0) = 0 in Y f (82b)

O(ε0) : ∇y · vs(0) = 0 in Y s (82c)

O(ε−1) : σs(−1) · n = 0 on Γ (82d)

Using (78d) and (80d), the stresses are

σs(−1) = 2µsey(v
s(0))

σf(0) = −pf(0)I
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Multiplying (82a) by vs(0) and integrating by parts over Y s,∫
Y s

∂yj
v
s(0)
i σ

s(−1)
ij dy

=

∫
Γ

v
s(0)
i σ

s(−1)
ij njdS − 2µs

∫
Y s

∣∣ey(vs(0))
∣∣2 dy = 0

Applying the boundary condition (82d), we obtain∫
Y s

∣∣ey(vs(0))
∣∣2 dy = 0.

This implies that vs(0) is constant in y,

vs(0) = vs(0)(x) (83)

vs(0) automatically satisfies (82c). Turning to (82b),

∇y · σf(0) = ∇y · (−pf(0)I) = −∇yp
f(0) = 0.

Therefore,

pf(0) = pf(0)(x). (84)

3.7. Successive Orders in the Solid Phase

At the next order in (78a–78c),

O(ε0) : ∇y · σs(0) = 0 in Y s (85a)

O(ε1) : ∇x · vs(0) +∇y · vs(1) = 0 in Y s (85b)

O(ε0) : σs(0) · n = σf(0) · n on Γ (85c)

From (78d),

σs(0) ≡ −ps(0)I + 2µs
(
ey(v

s(1)) + ex(v
s(0))

)
Condition (79) is satisfied because pf(0) = pf(0)(x) yielding∫

Γ

(
−pf(0)I

)
· n = 0.
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It is helpful to define q = ps(0) − pf(0). vs(1) and q solve

∇y ·
(
−qI + 2µsey(v

s(1))
)

= 0 in Y s (86a)

∇y · vs(1) = −∇x · vs(0) in Y s (86b)(
−qI + 2µsey(v

s(1))
)
· n =

(
−2µsex(v

s(0))
)
· n on Γ (86c)

We treat the two inhomogeneous terms, ∇x ·vs(0) in (86b) and 2µsex(v
s(0)) ·n in (86c),

independently by linearity. The complete solution is:

vs(1) = 2ex,lm
(
vs(0)

)
χ̄lm

−
(
∇x · vs(0)

)
ξ̄

(87)

q = ps(0) − pf(0) = 2µsex,lm
(
vs(0)

)
πlm

− µs
(
∇x · vs(0)

)
ζ

(88)

χ̄lm, πlm, ξ̄, and ζ are defined in the next two subsections.220

(88) is interesting for two reasons. First, it agrees with models that permit the pres-221

sures to be unequal, as in Scott and Stevenson [1984, 1986]; Scott [1988]; Stevenson and222

Scott [1991]; Bercovici et al. [2001a, b]; Ricard et al. [2001]; Hier-Majumder et al. [2006];223

Bercovici and Ricard [2005, 2003]; Ricard and Bercovici [2003]; Ricard [2007]. Second,224

it captures that part of any pressure jump is due to the macroscopic compaction of the225

matrix. Such a relation was also discussed in Spiegelman et al. [2007]; Katz et al. [2007].226

We now formulate cell problems, boundary value problems on Y s. Cell problems may227

be interpreted as the response of the medium to forcing from a particular source term.228

The variables χ̄lm, πlm, ξ̄, and ζ in (87) and (88) are the solutions of these problems.229

3.7.1. Surface Stresses on Solid230
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This problem tackles the boundary stress in (86c). Let χ̄lm, πlm be y periodic functions

solving

∇y ·
(
−πlmI + 2ey(χ̄

lm)
)

= 0 in Y s (89a)

∇y · χ̄lm = 0 in Y s (89b)(
−πlmδij + 2ey,ij(χ̄

lm)
)
nj = −1

2
(δilδjm + δimδjl)nj on Γ (89c)

Because of the tensor on the right hand side of (89c), operating on n, is symmetric, the231

solution to problem (l,m) is the same as the solution for problem (m, l).232

3.7.2. Dilation Stress on Solid233

This addresses the term ∇x ·vs(0) in (86b). This is a less common Stokes problem, with

a prescribed function in the divergence equation. Such problems are briefly discussed in

Temam [2001]. Let ξ̄, ζ be y periodic functions solving

∇y ·
(
−ζI + 2ey(ξ̄)

)
= 0 in Y s (90a)

∇y · ξ̄ = 1 in Y s (90b)(
−ζI + 2ey(~ξ)

)
· n = 0 on Γ (90c)

3.8. Macroscopic Force Balance in the Matrix

At the next order of (78a–78c), the equations are:

O(ε1) : ∇x · σs(0) +∇y · σs(1) + gs = 0 in Y s (91a)

O(ε2) : ∇x · vs(1) +∇y · vs(2) = 0 in Y s (91b)

O(ε1) : σs(1) · n = σf(1) · n on Γ (91c)

And σs(1) is given by (78d),

σs(1) = −ps(1) + 2µs
[
ex(v

s(1)) + ey(v
v(2))

]
(92)
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Checking condition (79),∫
Γ

σf(1) · ndS = −
∫
Y s

(
∇x · σs(0) + gs

)
dy (93)

By (91c) σs(1) · n = σf(1) · n on Γ, so∫
Y s

(
∇x · σs(0) + gs

)
dy = −

∫
Γ

σf(1) · ndS

=

∫
Y f

∇y · σf(1)dy

(94)

Appealing to (73b), ∇y · σf(1) = −∇x · σf(0) − gf in Y f , hence∫
Y s

(
∇x · σs(0)

)
dy +

∫
Y f

(
∇x · σf(0)

)
dy

+ (1− φ) gs + φgf = 0

(95)

Commuting the integration and divergence operators,

−∇x

[
〈ps(0)〉s + 〈pf(0)〉f

]
+ 2µs∇x ·

[
〈ex
(
vs(0)

)
〉s + 〈ey

(
vs(1)

)
〉s
]

+ ρg = 0

(96)

If we substitute (87) and (88) for ps(0) and vs(1), then

0 = ρg −∇xp
f(0)

−∇x

{
2µsex,lm

(
vs(0)

)
〈πlm〉s − µs〈ζ〉s∇x · vs(0)

}
+ 2µs∇x ·

{
(1− φ) ex(v

s(0)) + 2ex,lm(vs(0))〈ey(~χlm)〉s
}

− 2µs∇x ·
{
〈ey(~ξ)〉s∇x · vs(0)

}
(97)

We now have an equation for vs(0) and pf(0), both functions of x. Multiplying this equation234

by P s/L restores dimensions.235

Note we did not solve (91a–91c)! (97) is merely the equation that must be satisfied for236

(91a–91c) to have a solution.237

3.9. Macroscopic Force Balance in the Fluid: Biphasic and Monophasic

Regimes
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(97) includes two unknowns, vs(0) and pf(0). Another equation is needed to close the

system. Returning to (80a – 80d), the fluid equations at the next order are

O(ε1) : ∇x · σf(0) +∇y · σf(1) + gf = 0 in Y f (98)

O(ε0) : ∇y · vf(0) = 0 in Y f (99)

with stress

σf(1) = −pf(1)I + 2µfey(v
f(0))

and either

vf(0) = vs(0) on Γ (100)

or

vf(0) = 0 on Γ (101)

depending on V .238

Recall the terms biphasic and monophasic from Section 3.3. In the two biphasic cases,239

the effective macroscopic description includes a velocity for each phase. Only the solid240

phase’s velocity field appears in the monophasic case. In all cases, only pf(0) appears in241

our equations.242

3.9.1. Biphasic-I: Equal Velocities at the Interface243

We now consider the case V = O(1) and M = O(ε2), leading to boundary condition

(100). Letting w = vf(0) − vs(0) in (98 – 99), w and ps(1) solve

−∇yp
f(1) + µf∇2

yw = ∇xp
f(0) − gf in Y f (102a)

∇y ·w = 0 in Y f (102b)

w = 0 on Γ (102c)
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The terms on the right hand side of (102a) drive an incompressible Stokes system with244

homogeneous boundary conditions. This is the classic homogenization problem of flow245

in porous media, leading to Darcy’s Law; see Hornung [1997]; Torquato [2002]; Chechkin246

et al. [2007]; Bensoussan et al. [1978]; Sanchez-Palencia [1980].247

Compatibility condition (81) is trivially satisfied since w|Γ = 0,

0 =

∫
Y f

(∇y ·w)dy =

∫
Γ

w · ndS = 0.

Again, we solve via cell problems. Let qi, ki be y periodic functions solving:

−∇yq
i +∇2

yk
i = −ei in Y f (103a)

∇y · ki = 0 in Y f (103b)

ki = 0 on Γ (103c)

ei is the unit vector in the i-th direction. Using these functions,

w = − 1

µf
ki
(
∂xi
pf(0) + gfi

)
(104)

pf(1)(x,y) = −qi
(
∂xi
pf(0) − gfi

)
(105)

Averaging over Y f , we get another macroscopic equation,

〈vf(0)〉f − φvs(0) = −〈k〉f
µf

(
∇xp

f(0) − gf
)

(106)

k is the matrix

k =
[
k1 k2 k3

]
(107)

and

〈k〉f =
[∫
Y f k1dy

∫
Y f k2dy

∫
Y f k3dy

]
(108)
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While the leading order solid velocity is y-independent, the leading order fluid velocity248

remains sensitive to the fine scale. For a macroscopic description, it can only be defined249

as an average flux; this is the Darcy velocity of the fluid.250

This is not yet a closed system. Advancing to the next order of (80a – 80c), we have

O(ε2) : ∇x · σf(1) +∇y · σf(2) = 0 in Y f (109)

O(ε1) : ∇x · vf(0) +∇y · vf(1) = 0 in Y f (110)

O(ε1) : vf(1) = vs(1) on Γ (111)

The solution must satisfy (81),∫
Y f

∇x · vf(0) = −
∫

Γ

vs(0) · ndS = 0 (112)

Combining this with (85b), we get

∇x ·
[
〈vf(0)〉f + (1− φ)vs(0)

]
= 0 (113)

This is the volume compatibility condition. (97), (106), and (113) form a closed system.251

Dimensions may be restored to (106) by multiplying by V f and (113) by V f/L; a factor252

of `2 will appear in front of 〈k〉f , as expected.253

3.9.2. Biphasic-II: Unequal Velocities at the Interface254

If V = O(ε−1) andM = O(ε3), then (101) applies. Following the scheme of the previous

section, the macroscopic equations are

〈vf(0)〉f = −〈k〉f
µf

(
∇xp

f(0) − gf
)

(114)

∇x · 〈vf(0)〉f = 0. (115)

Multiplying (114) by V f and (115) by V f/L restores the dimensions of these equations.255

3.9.3. Monophasic: Magma Bubbles256
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Lastly we consider a different kind of physical regime. As in Biphasic-I, we take257

V = O(1) and M = O(ε2). However, we now assume that the fluid is not topologi-258

cally connected. At the cell geometry, this corresponds to ∂Y f = Γ. The equations are259

the same at all orders of ε as those appearing in Section 3.9.1.260

Under this assumption on ∂Y f , the permeability cell problems, (103a–103c), have trivial

solutions. ki = 0 for i = 1, 2, 3, so 〈k〉f = 0. Because the melt is trapped it must migrate

with the matrix,

vf(0)(x,y) = vs(0)(x) (116)

Combining (116) with (113), recovers the incompressibility of the matrix,

∇x · vs(0) = 0 (117)

Dropping the divergence terms from (97) completes the system:

0 = ρg −∇xp
f(0) −∇x

[
2µsex,lm(vs(0))〈πlm〉s

]
+ 2µs∇x ·

[
(1− φ) ex(v

s(0)) + 2ex,lm(vs(0))〈ey(χ̄lm)〉s
] (118)

This is a homogenized Stokes system for a fluid with very low viscosity inclusions.261

3.10. Symmetry Simplifications

The macroscopic equations can be simplified if we assume that the cell geometry is

symmetric with respect to both reflections about the principal axes and rigid rotations.

Under these two assumptions, (106) and (114) are

〈vf(0)〉f − φvs(0) = −keff.

µf

(
∇xp

f(0) − gf
)

(119)

〈vf(0)〉f = −keff.

µf

(
∇xp

f(0) − gf
)

(120)
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(97) becomes

0 = ρ̄g −∇xp
f(0) +∇x

[(
ζeff. −

2

3
µs(1− φ)

)
∇x · vs(0)

]
+∇x ·

[
2(1− φ)µsex(v

s(0)) + 2ηlmeff.ex,lm(vs(0))
] (121)

keff., ζeff., and ηeff. are defined in terms of the solutions of the cell problems:

keff. = 〈k1
1〉f (122)

ζeff. = µs〈ζ〉s −
2

3
µs(1− φ) (123)

ηlmeff. = 2µs〈ey(χ̄lm)〉s (124)

ηeff. is a fourth order tensor. It is a supplementary viscosity, capturing the grain scale262

anisotropy modeled by the cell domain. With these symmetry reductions, there are now263

only four material parameters to be solved for: 〈k1
1〉f , 〈ey,11(χ̄11)〉s, 〈ey,12(χ̄12)〉s, and 〈ζ〉s.264

Additional details of the symmetry simplifications may be found in Appendix B.265

4. Discussion

We have successfully derived three models for partial melts using homogenization. We266

now consider them further, discuss their weaknesses, and compare them with the models267

of Section 2.268

4.1. Remarks on Homogenization Models

The differences amongst the three models of Section 3.4 arise from the assumptions on

two dimensionless numbers, V andM, and the topological connectedness of the medium.

All three rely on the additional assumptions that Qf
` = O(ε) and P = O(1). It is helpful
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to write the three models as a unified set of equations:

0 = ρg −∇xp
f(0) +∇x

[(
ζeff. −

2

3
µs(1− φ)

)
∇x · vs(0)

]
+∇x ·

[
2(1− φ)µsex(v

s(0)) + 2ηlmeff.ex,lm(vs(0))
] (125a)

〈vf(0)〉f − V −1φvs(0) = −keff.

µf

(
∇xp

f(0) + gf
)

(125b)

∇x ·
[
〈vf(0)〉f + V −1(1− φ)vs(0)

]
= 0 (125c)

As V varies from O(ε0) to O(ε−1), we transition between Biphasic-I and Biphasic-II.269

Letting the pore network disconnect, keff. → 0. Consequently, 〈vf(0)〉f → V −1φvs(0) in270

(125b). This recovers macroscopic incompressibility in (125c), ∇x · vs(0) = 0. The diver-271

gence terms also drop from the matrix force balance equation. Making analytical sense272

of the transition between the connected and disconnected pore network is an important273

open problem. It is also interesting that the scalings do not fully describe the macroscopic274

equations; the connectivity of the medium is also key.275

We return to our motivating problem, partially molten rock in the asthenosphere. For276

a given ε, the parameters V and M include a range where a macroscopic description is277

possible; see Section 3.3. We lose our ability to homogenize when either MV � ε2 or278

MV � ε2. There may be interesting transitions here. That the two parameters must279

be related by MV = O(ε2) would seem an impediment; however, this constraint has a280

another interpretation.281

The condition on MV stipulates that the length scales, viscosities, and velocities, be

related by

L = `

√
µs
µf

V s

V f
(126)

This also assumes P = O(1). This can be reinpreteted as the macroscopic length scale

on which, given the viscosities and characteristic velocities of a partially molten mix we
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should expect a biphasic, viscously deformable, porous media. Based on our estimates on

the viscosities, velocities, and grain scale in Table 1,

L ≈ 10−1 − 105 km (127)

(126) differs from the compaction length of M84,

δM84 =

√
K(1− φ)(ζs + 4

3
µs)

µf
(128)

δM84 is porosity dependent through the permeability and the viscosities, making it dynam-

ically and spatially varying. However, L is not a substitute for δM84; such a subsidiary

length scale may also appear. Under the assumption that V = O(1), (126) bears resem-

blance to the compaction length of BRS01. From Ricard et al. [2001],

δBRS01 =

√
K0µs
µf

(129)

K0 is the prefactor in the permeability relationship K = K0φ
2 and K0 ∝ `2.282

4.2. Weaknesses of Homogenization

If the cell domains of Section 3 are independent of x, then the porosity is constant:

φ =

∫
Y f

1dy

However, a perfectly periodic microstructure is unrealistic. Additionally, once motion283

beings, the interface moves, likely breaking the periodic structure. If the domains do have284

x dependence, Y f = Y f (x), then we can have φ = φ(x). This introduces difficulties in285

(91a), as additional terms for gradients with respect to the domain should now appear.286

See Appendix C for details.287

A similar omission has been made in the poro-elastic literature; see Lee and Mei288

[1997a, b, c]; Lee [2004] for a discussion. As the elastic matrix deforms, the interface289
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moves, changing the cell geometry. Earlier work Auriault [1991a]; Hornung [1997]; Mei290

and Auriault [1989] implicitly assumed that this deformation was small compared to the291

grain scale and could be ignored. This also bedevils the sintering and metallurgy papers292

Auriault et al. [1992] and Geindreau and Auriault [1999].293

Despite this obstacle, our equations are still of utility, and we offer several interpreta-294

tions. The first is that they are a macroscopic description of a constant porosity piece of295

material. Such a description has not been rigorously derived before for partially molten296

rock and thus interesting. It also acts as a tool for examining models that purport to297

permit variable porosity. Taking φ to be instantaneously uniform, such a model should298

reduce to our equations. Under the assumptions discussed in Section 2.3.2, M84, BRS01299

and BR03 satisfy this criterion, up to the ηeff. term. The ηeff. term highlights the omission300

of grain scale geometry from these current models.301

Another interpretation is that our models are valid when porosity varies sufficiently302

slowly. Under such an assumption, the omitted terms would be higher order in ε and303

could be justifiably dropped. There is a certain appeal to this; it would not make sense304

to discuss the homogenization of a material in which there were tremendous contrasts in305

the porosity over short length scales. Moreover, the typical porosity is O(1%), so that if306

the porosity parameter were also scaled, these terms may indeed be small.307

Our final interpretation is that the equations are part of a hierarchical model for partial

melts. If we ignore melting and assume constant densities, conservation of mass can be

expressed as

∂t (1− φ) +∇x ·
[
(1− φ)vs(0)

]
= 0 (130)
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We might then assume that the grain matrix may be approximated by some perioidic308

structure at each instant. This is consistent with observations. Although the matrix309

deforms viscously, it retains a granular structure. Our equations are then treated as the310

macroscopic force balances to determine vs(0), and the system evolves accordingly.311

One other problem with the homogenization approach is that though it illuminates how312

the effective viscosities and the permeability arise through the cell problems, there is little313

else that it can tell us. One would like to relate ζeff., ηeff. and keff. to the porosity, but, in314

general, we have no way to do this analytically. These relations are explored numerically315

in our companion paper, Simpson et al. [2008].316

4.3. Comparison with Existing Models

There are several interesting and important differences between our results and M84,317

BRS01, BR03 and the related models. Most fundamental is that we begin with a grain318

scale model and macroscopic equations naturally arise. The constitutive laws also emerge319

from these assumptions. In contrast, previous models start at a scale much larger than320

the grain and must assume the constitutive relations.321

Consider the Biphasic-I model, where V = O(1) and M = O(ε2), given by equations322

(65a – 65c). Comparing with M84, (10a – 10d), there is good agreement in the absence323

of melting and if we identify make the identifications ζeff. ≡ ζs and keff. ≡ k. The main324

difference is the ηeff. term in (65a), reflecting our consideration of the microstructure.325

BR03 has same the similarities and differences. BRS01 disagrees with our model, except326

in the limit of constant porosity.327

Recall that, in part, the disparity from BRS01 and BR03 arose from the assumed328

interphase forces. No interphase force is under scrutiny in our formulation, lending support329
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both to McKenzie’s equations and the revised Bercovici model. Furthermore, even if we330

attempted to include terms related to the spatial variations of porosity, they will only331

impact (65a) and not (65b); (65b) and (23) will never agree. We believe this disagreement332

between the Darcy equations indicates something is fundamentally wrong with BRS01.333

4.4. Open Problems

There are several ways this work might be extended. A natural continuation is to model334

the partial melt as a random medium. This might more realistically model the pore335

structure of a rocks. Another question is what role the porosity plays in homogenization.336

When the melt fraction becomes sufficiently small, O(ε), it could influence the upscaling337

process. It is known that singular inclusions, those that vanish more rapidly than the338

length scale parameter ε, can introduce new terms in homogenized equations.339

The equations for upscaling could also be augmented by giving the matrix a nonlin-340

ear rheology, as in Auriault et al. [1992]; Geindreau and Auriault [1999]. This may be341

particularly important for magma migration; a nonlinear matrix rheology was needed to342

computationally model physical experiments for shear bands in Katz et al. [2006].343

The most serious question remains how to a properly study a medium with macroscopic344

and time dependent variations in the structure. This would have implications for the345

many physical phenomena that also have evolving microstructures. Recent work in Peter346

[2007a, b, 2009] on reaction-diffusion systems in porous media may be applicable.347

Finally, we remind the reader that in our companion paper, Simpson et al. [2008], we348

computationally explore the cell problems of Sections to see how these material parameters349

vary with porosity. We then combine these results with our homogenized equations and350

further explore the consequences.351
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Appendix A: Non-Homogenizable Regimes

When either Qf
` � ε or Qf

` � ε, the system is non-homogenizable. By this we mean that

it is not possible to upscale equations that faithfully preserve our physical assumptions.

For instance, if Qf
` = O(1) the pressure gradient balances the viscous forces in the fluid

and there is no scale separation. Working out the expansions, the leading order velocity

and pressure in the fluid solve:

∇y ·
[
−p̃f(0) + 2µ̃fey(ṽ

f(0))
]

= 0 in Y f (A1)

∇y · ṽf(0) = 0, in Y f (A2)

ṽf(0) = 0, on Γ (A3)

The solution is ṽf(0) = 0. Therefore,

vf,ε = V f ṽf,ε

= V f
(
ṽf(0) + εṽf(1) + . . .

)
= εV f

(
vf(1) + . . .

) (A4)

This implies that
∣∣vf,ε∣∣ = O(εV f ), contradicting our physical assumption that

∣∣vf,ε∣∣ =352

O(V f ). While this is mathematically reasonable, the model is unable to produce macro-353

scopic fluid velocities of order V f . Other upscaling techniques may succeed here, but354

homogenization will not.355

Suppose instead Qf
` = O(ε2) or smaller. The fluid equations are then:

O(ε0) : −∇yp̃
f(0) = 0 in Y f (A5)

O(ε1) : −∇yp̃
f(1) −∇xp̃

f(0) + g̃f = 0 in Y f (A6)
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The first equation implies p̃f(0) = p̃f(0)(x). Since ∇xp̃
f(0) and g̃f are independent of y,

∇yp̃
f(1) must also be independent. Since it is periodic in y, it is zero. But this implies

−∇xp̃
f(0) + g̃f = 0 (A7)

The leading order macroscopic pressure gradient plays no role in balancing the viscous356

forces in the solid. This contradicts our assumption that there is always a leading order357

non-hydrostatic pressure gradient.358

This assumption on the non-hydrostatic pressure gradient may seem arbitrary, but

there is another important reason to identify cases without such a pressure as non-

homogenizable. There are problems of interest where gravity plays little role Spiegelman

[2003]; Katz et al. [2006]. For such problems, g̃f would be absent from our equations,

including (A7). Under such circumstances,

∇Xp
f,ε =

P f

L
∇x

(
p̃f(0) + εp̃f(1) + . . .

)
= ε

P f

L
∇x

(
p̃f(1) + . . .

)
= O(ε

P f

L
)

Thus the macroscopic fluid pressure gradient is not O(P f/L), as hypothesized.359

Appendix B: Symmetries

Let us assume our cell domain is symmetric with respect to the principal axes and360

invariant under rigid rotations. This permits simplifications of some of the cell problems.361

In the Darcy cell problem, the off-diagonal entries become zero while the diagonal entries

are all equal. Thus:

keff. = 〈k〉f = 〈k1
1〉fI (B1)
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For the surface stress problems, when l 6= m, 〈πlm〉s = 0. Only the l,m and m, l entries362

of the tensor 〈ey(χ̄lm)〉s are non-zero. For l = m, 〈πll〉s = 1
3
(1− φ) and only the diagonal363

entries of 〈ey(χ̄ll)〉s are non-zero. The trace of all 〈ey(χ̄lm)〉s tensors is zero. More can364

be said about ey(χ̄
lm, but it does not benefit the present analysis. See Simpson [2008] or365

Simpson et al. [2008] for more details.366

In the dilation stress problem, the off diagonal terms in 〈ey(ξ̄)〉s vanish, and the diagonal367

entries are equal to 1
3
(1− φ).368

Appendix C: Spatial Variation in Cell Domain and Time Dynamics

If the cells have x dependence, Y f = Y f (x), then it is possible that φ = φ(x). This

introduces difficulties in (91a), as terms from gradients with respect to the domain now

appear. Let us elaborate. For fixed x ∈ Ω, we associate a particular cell Y = Y (x), with

fluid and solid regions defined by the indicator functions If and Is:

Is : Ω× Y 7→ {0, 1} (C1a)

If : Ω× Y 7→ {0, 1} (C1b)

Then

Y f (x) = {y ∈ Y | If (x,y) = 1} (C2a)

Y s(x) = {y ∈ Y | Is(x,y) = 1} (C2b)
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Returning to (91a), ∫
Y s

∇x · σs(0)dy +

∫
Y f

∇x · σf(0)dy

=

∫
Y

∇x · σs(0)Isdy +

∫
Y

∇x · σf(0)Ifdy

= ∇x ·
∫
Y s

σs(0)dy −
∫
Y

σs(0) · ∇xIsdy

+∇x ·
∫
Y f

σf(0)dy −
∫
Y

σf(0) · ∇xIfdy

(C3)

Witness the appearance of the ∇Is and ∇If terms. This is only an issue for (91a). The369

other macroscopic equations remain valid when we allow cell variation.370

A second problem is manifest when we consider time dynamics.

∂tφ = ∂t

∫
Y f

1dy =

∫
Γ

vf · ndS

= −
∫

Γ

vs · ndS = −
∫

Γ

(
vs(0) + εvs(1) + . . .

)
· ndS

Since vs(0) is independent of y, the first term drops. Substituting (87),

∂tφ = −ε
∫
∇y · vs(1)dy +O(ε2) = ε∇x · vs(0)(1− φ) +O(ε2)

To leading order, the matrix can only compact.371
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Melt Channels
and Pores

Grains Comprising
Matrix

Figure 1. A two-dimensionsal slice of the grain matrix and the pore network. In

three-dimensions, the grains are fused and form a second connected network.
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Table 1. Notation for models of partially molten rock.

Symbol Meaning Value

C1 Interphase Force Coefficient

∆ρ Density Contrast, ρs − ρf 500 kg/m3

φ Volume Fraction of Melt .01%– 10%

g Gravity 9.8 m/s2

g −gz

gf ρfg

gs ρsg

If Interphase Force on Melt

Is Interphase Force on Matrix

K Matrix Permeability

` Grain Length Scale 1 –10 mm

µf Melt Shear Viscosity 1–10 Pa s

µs Matrix Shear Viscosity 1015–1021 Pa s

Ref` Reynolds Number of Melt 10−8–10−5

Res` Reynolds Number of Matrix 10−30–10−22

ρf Melt Density 2800 kg/m3

ρs Matrix Density 3300 kg/m3

ρ Mean Density, ρ = (1− φ)ρs + φρf ,

σf Melt Stress Tensor

σs Matrix Stress Tensor

vf Melt Velocity 1 – 10 m/yr

vs Matrix Velocity 1 – 10 cm/yr

∆v Velocity Contrast, vs − vf

ζs Matrix Bulk Viscosity 1015–1021 Pa s
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Table 2. Additional notation for the Bercovici models

Symbol Meaning

α Interfacial Area Per Unit Volume

C0 An O(1) Multiplicative Constant in Pressure Jump

C2 Symmetrized Interphase Force Coefficient

∆p Pressure Contrast, ps − pf

Dω/Dt Total Derivative along vω Characteristic

f Damage Partitioning Coefficient

κ Effective Surface Tension

ω Weighting Coefficient

Ψ Damage

pf Fluid Pressure

ps Solid Pressure

σ Surface Energy

τ s Trace Free Stress Tensor in Matrix

τ f Trace Free Stress Tensor in Melt

vω ω-Weighted Velocity, vω = ωvf + (1− ω)vs
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x

L

!

Ω

Figure 2. The macroscopic domain Ω. The matrix occupies the grey region while hte

melt occupies the white inclusions.

Y

Y s

Y f Γ
Y f

Y f

y

Figure 3. The cell domain, Y , divided into fluid and solid regions, Y f and Y s. The

two phases meet on interface Γ.
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Figure 4. SEM images of synthetic quartzites and marbles from Figure 5 of Wark and

Watson [1998].

Y f Y s

Figure 5. A cell geometry in which both the fluid region, Y f , and the solid region, Y s,

are topologically connected.
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