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Abstract

If a porous media is being damaged by excessive stress, the elastic matrix at every
infinitesimal volume separates into a ‘solid’ and a ‘broken’ component. The ‘solid’ part
is the one that is capable of transferring stress, whereas the ‘broken’ part is advecting
passively and is not able to transfer the stress. In previous works, damage mechanics
was addressed by introducing the damage parameter affecting the elastic properties of
the material. In this work, we take a more microscopic point of view, by considering the
transition from the ‘solid’ part, which can transfer mechanical stress, to the ‘broken’
part, which consists of microscopic solid particles and does not transfer mechanical
stress. Based on this approach, we develop a thermodynamically consistent dynamical
theory for porous media including the transfer between the ‘broken’ and ‘solid’ com-
ponents, by using a variational principle recently proposed in thermodynamics. This
setting allows us to derive an explicit formula for the breaking rate, i.e., the transi-
tion from the ‘solid’ to the ‘broken’ phase, dependent on the Gibbs’ free energy of
each phase. Using that expression, we derive a reduced variational model for material
breaking under one-dimensional deformations. We show that the material is destroyed
in finite time, and that the number of ‘solid’ strands vanishing at the singularity fol-
lows a power law. We also discuss connections with existing experiments on material
breaking and extensions to multi-phase porous media.
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1 Introduction

Many materials in biological and engineering applications contain a porous matrix filled
with fluid. For large deformations or sudden impacts, some of the elastic connections
forming the matrix can break, so the matrix can no longer transmit stress through the
broken strands. In biological materials, the matrix can also heal itself, thus increasing
the local number of elastic connections. The aim of this paper is to develop a variational
theory for porous media when the elastic matrix can break up. In principle, our
theory will also be applicable to the repair of the matrix; however, in this paper we
focus exclusively on the process of irreversible damage to the matrix and subsequent
dynamics.

The framework of Continuum Damage Mechanics (CDM) has been developed to
address damage in solids due to large deformations and stresses [1, 2]. There are many
different types of damage in continuus materials, such as breaking bonds in polymer
media, ungluing of cellulose fibers in wood damage, appearance of microcracks and
voids in crystalline media and many others. CDM is a very well established field and
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has influenced the corresponding work in porous media. One of particular approaches in
CDM is the introduction of the crack density tensor [3] for anisotropic materials which
describes the volumetric evolution of micro-cracks in materials, see [4] for application
of this work to brittle rocks. Variational approaches to the evolution of media with a
continuum damage variable were also studied before in the context of solid mechanics,
see in particular [5–9]. The ideas coming from CDM were later used in applications to
poroelastic media. In particular, [10, 11] use thermodynamic approach to derive the
physically relevant expressions for the evolution of damage parameter and porosity as
applied to geological materials. CDM has also been used for biomedical applications,
such as corrosion of stents [12] and damage accumulation in bone cement [13]. It is
also believed that in many practical applications, the damage exhibited in the form of
microscopic cracs and voids is manifested at a different spacial scale compared to that
of the scales of pores in the porous media, thus necessitating nonlocality in equations
[14]. The model of evolution of damage parameter for poroelasticity was suggested in
[15] based on quasi-static extension of Biot’s original equations of consolidation [16].
The damage parameter, a dimensionless number between 0 and 1, is contributing to
the degradation of elastic coefficients in the stress-strain relationships, modeling the
microscopic cracks and voids.

While it is known that the damage to rock-like materials is done by creating mi-
crocracks and voids, the situation with fluid-filled porous biological materials is likely
to be different. As the polymers forming the basis of the porous matrix are ripped
apart by local forces, they create damaged parts that are no longer able to carry stress
and are suspended in the surrounding fluid. The broken microparticles of polymers
can be advected through the pores if they are small enough. Thus, it is not enough to
consider the local value of porosity only as it does not specify the actual local water
content. In reality, one must consider the three components of matter: ‘solid’ which
is able to carry the elastic stress, ‘broken’ which consists of particles arising from the
broken strands in the matrix, and ‘fluid’.

Thus, at each infinitesimal volume larger than the local microstructure size, we
consider three states of matter: the fluid denoted with the label f , the solid denoted
with the label s, and the ‘broken solid’ denoted with the label b. The broken solid
strands behave similar to fluid: as isolated strands of material, they simply move
in the fluid as small solid particles. The solid component can become broken under
application of stress; the broken component can become solid under healing, a process
that we will treat in the general theory but not consider in particular applications.
The goal of this paper is to make a thermodynamically consistent variational theory of
the breaking of the elastic matrix and subsequent evolution of the three components.
The broken component will play the role of damage parameter in our theory, and the
change of the local elastiticty will follow naturally from the existence of the broken
and solid components in the Lagrangian, where only the solid component can carry
the stress. Note that the ideas of damage as a phase transition from the broken to solid
component was recently formulated in [17] for non-porous materials in the quasi-static
approximation. Our work extends these ideas by considering a fully time-dependent
variational theory. In particular, our approach includes the solid phase as the porous
matrix, takes into account the dynamics of the fluid in the variational principle, and
incorporates thermodynamic effects to derive the consistent expressions for transitions
between solid and broken components.
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Our work will be based on the variational approach to the thermodynamics porous
media without damage [18], which, in turn, is based on the variational derivation of
porous media motion taking into account purely mechanical effects [19, 20]. It is un-
realistic to provide a detailed description of the different models of porous media here,
thus, we refer the reader to the reviews [21, 22] and in particular to the fundamental
treatises [23, 24] for historical introduction and the background of different approaches
to porous media modeling. Because of the complexity of fluid-structure interactions
involved in porous media dynamics, variational methods were particularly useful for
deriving the theories of mechanical motion of porous media [25–29]. Of particular in-
terest to this paper are the works on the Variational Macroscopic Theory of Porous
Media (VMTPM) which was formulated in its present form in [5, 30–39], also summa-
rized in a recent book [40]. Further progress in consistent variational approach to the
mechanics of porous media was achieved by the authors recently [19], 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
[19] was based on the classical Arnold description of incompressible fluid as geodesic
motion [41]. The thermodynamics effects were included in the variational principle in
[18], which allowed for the conservation of total energy and the use of second law of
thermodynamics to derive thermodynamically consistent laws of motion generalizing
the Darcy-Brinkman model of porous media [42–45]. The present paper builds on these
considerations to model the breaking of the porous media using a variational approach
incorporating both mechanical and thermodynamics effects.

The paper is organized as follows. First, in Section 2, we introduce the needed
variables and physically relevant Lagrangian functions. In Section 3 we provide the
background on the variational principles applied to irreversible processes, in both the
Lagrangian (material) and the Eulerian (spatial) descriptions. In Section 4, we derive
the equations of motion for a porous media with breaking component, containing the
momenta and density equations for each component (solid, broken, fluid), as well as
the entropy evolution. Based on general considerations such as the non-decrease of
entropy, we arrive at the thermodynamically consistent forms for the friction forces
and stresses, as well as for the rate of breaking of the elastic matrix, i.e., the rate
of transition from solid to broken components. In Section 5, we reduce the system
to one-dimensional spatial motion and derive some exact reductions to ODEs. These
reductions yield predictions for matrix break-up that are important for experiments.
The reduced system is shown to arise from a discrete variational approach in Section
6, which provides a general modeling tool for the derivation of reduced models that are
consistent with the two laws of thermodynamics.

2 Setup of the problem: variables and Lagrangians

In this Section we describe the variables needed for the description of a porous media
with fluid and solid (unbroken and broken) components. We also give the conservation
laws for each component as well as the total Lagrangian of the system.
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2.1 Definition of variables for porous media

2.1.1 Observed and actual densities

For the description of porous media, it is important to make a distinction between the
observed density of the fluid or the 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 d3x, centered at the spatial point
x, and the mass contained in that volume, and similarly for the broken and unbroken
solid:

dmf (t,x) = ρf (t,x)d3x

dmb(t,x) = ρb(t.x)d3x

dms(t,x) = ρs(t,x)d3x .

(1)

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, ρ̄b.

If φs(t,x) is the volume fraction of the fluid, and φb(t,x) is the volume fraction of
the broken solid, and we assume that the fluid fills the pores completely, the actual
and Eulerian densities are related by

ρs = φsρ̄s , ρb = φbρ̄b , ρf = (1− φs − φb)ρ̄f . (2)

2.1.2 Configuration of the fluid and elastic components

Suppose Bs, Bb, and Bf denote the reference configurations containing the elastic and
fluid labels X, Y , and Z. The motion of the unbroken and broken elastic bodies
(indexed by s and b) and the fluid (indexed by f) is defined by three time dependent
maps:

1. The Lagrangian mapping of particles of the solid part: ϕs(t, ) : Bs → R3,

2. The Lagrangian mapping of particles of the broken part: ϕb(t, ) : Bb → R3, and

3. The Lagrangian mapping of particles of the fluid part: ϕf (t, ) : Bf → R3 .

The spatial variables are then defined as

x = ϕs(t,X), x = ϕb(t,Y ) , and x = ϕf (t,Z) . (3)

We assume that there is no fusion of either fluid or elastic body particles, so the map
ϕs, ϕb 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, the broken and unbroken elastic bodies Bt,k = ϕk(t,Bk), k = f, s, b,
coincide: Bt,k = Bt. Finally, we shall assume for simplicity that the domain Bt does
not change with time, and will simply call it B, hence ϕk(t, ) : Bk → B, k = f, s, b are
diffeomorphisms for all time t. Without loss of generality, we can set Bk = B, so that
ϕk(t, ) ∈ Diff(B) are diffeomorphisms of B for k = f, s, b.

We shall note that the framework of our theory can also be adapted to the cases
when the domains Bs,b,f do not coincide. For example, in the process of hydraulic
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fracturing, the voids are created by breaking up the elastic matrix in a narrow area,
so the broken component will be concentrated mostly in that area before eventually
being washed off with fluid flow. In this paper, we will put Bs,b,f = B for simplicity.
Alternatively, one can separate the whole domain into sub-domains connected by a
moving boundary, separating the fluid and the broken component from the mostly
unbroken component. These two approaches are similar to methods used in simulation
of free-surface flows. In this paper we are going to consider the case when all three
components are present in all the parts of the volume, which is similar in its approach to
the volume-of-fluid method [46]. This method is more easily treatable analytically and
can allow direct comparison with the previous literature in the field. The method of
separating volume into sub-volumes can also be used, which we will pursue in a follow-
up work. The extension to the case of the fluid escaping the boundary is possible,
although it requires appropriate modifications in the variational principle that will
also be considered in a future work.

2.1.3 Velocities of the fluid and elastic components in the spatial
frame

The velocities uk, measured relative to the fixed coordinate system, i.e., in the Eulerian
representation, are given by

uk(t,x) = ∂tϕk
(
t,ϕ−1k (t,x)

)
, k = f, s, b, (4)

for all x ∈ B. Note that since the diffeomorphisms ϕk, k = f, b, s have to preserve the
material points on the boundaries, the vector fields uk are tangent to the boundary,
i.e.,

uk · n = 0 , (5)

where n is the unit normal vector field to the boundary. One can alternatively impose
that ϕk, for some k, are prescribed on the boundary. In this case, one gets no-slip
boundary conditions for those k:

uk|∂B = 0 . (6)

2.1.4 Continuity equations for the mass densities

Let us look at the continuity equations for ρk(t,x)d3x, where ρk is the observed (Eu-
lerian) density of component k = f, s, b.

In the most general and detailed form, the continuity equations can be written as
follows

∂tρk + div(ρkuk) =
∑
`

(
q+k` − q

−
k`

)
, k = f, s, b , (7)

where q+k` ≥ 0 is the transfer rate of component ` being added to the component k, and
q−k` ≥ 0 is the transfer rate of component ` being added to the component k, which are
functions of state variables of the system. The total transfer rate from ` to k component
is given by qk` := q+k`−q

−
k`. This distinction is important for multi-component transfers.

The conservation of total mass follows from q+k` = q−`k which implies qk` = −q`k.
In this paper, we will only consider the transfer between broken and solid, which

simplifies the considerations quite a bit.

6



In the case of material break-up, the threads are broken when excessive deformation
or stress is applied to them. In biological materials, there may also be a process of
solid matrix repair, or coagulation of the broken component to become solid again.
Thus, there is no change in the amount of fluid particles; there is a rate of exchange
qb := q+bs = q−sb of materials from solid to broken components due to breaking of the solid
matrix; and there is a rate of exchange from broken to solid components qr = q+sb = q−bs
due to the repair or coagulation process. Thus, the exchange rates between components
in our formulation are given by

qfs = qfb = 0, qsb = qr − qb, (8)

where qr can be given by biological or chemical conditions on the restoring action of
the strands, and the breaking rate qb can be a function of either the elastic stress σel or
Finger’s deformation tensor b. As the coagulation or break-up processes will generate
or consume heat, there will be a contribution to the thermodynamic equations and
corresponding variations, as we show below.

In what follows, we shall focus on materials where only break-up is possible, while
coaguation, or material repair, does not occur, i.e., qb ≥ 0 and qr = 0. The case of
coagulation can be treated similarly to the theories derived in this paper, and will be
pursued in a future work.

2.2 The Lagrangian function

The Lagrangian of the porous medium is the sum of the kinetic energies of the fluid
and elastic body (with solid and broken components) minus the potential energy for
each material, giving the expression:

`(uf ,us,ub, ρf , ρs, ρb, sf , ss, sb, b, φs, φb)

=

∫
B

[1

2
ρf |uf |2 − ρfef (ρ̄f , sf/ρf ) +

1

2
ρb|ub|2 − ρbeb(ρ̄b, sb/ρb)

+
1

2
ρs|us|2 − ρses(ρ̄s, ss/ρs, b)

]
d3x ,

(9)

with ρf , ρs, ρb the observed mass densities, sf , ss, sf the entropy densities, and b
the Finger deformation tensor of the solid component. Here, ρ̄f , ρ̄s, ρ̄b are the actual
densities of the fluid inside the pores and of the material composing the elastic ma-
trix as defined by (2) and ef (ρ̄f , sf/ρf ), es(ρ̄s, ss/ρs, b), eb(ρ̄b, sb/ρb) are the specific
internal energies of each component. The expression (9) explicitly separates the con-
tribution from each component in simple physically understandable terms, similarly to
our description in [19].

Note that in (9) we used the observed densities ρk multiplying the values of the
specific internal energies, and the actual densities ρ̄k in the functional expressions for
the internal energies. The description in terms of actual densities ρ̄k in the internal
energies is more convenient for thermodynamic considerations, since ρ̄k explicitly de-
pend 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. Even though eb identifies the energy of the
broken solid component, it does not transmit the stress and thus cannot depend on the
deformation tensor.
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3 Variational formulation for a viscous medium

with heat conduction

In this Section, we review the variational theory of a single-component fluid or elastic
medium with heat conduction and viscosity, based on the variational thermodynamics
approach developed in [47–49]. This work was generalized for porous media in [18],
in the case where the elastic medium consists of a single component. We will use
this variational thermodynamics framework in Section 4 to treat the case of a two-
component (’solid’ and ’broken’) elastic media which includes the additional irreversible
processes of transitions between the components, where both components are embedded
in the fluid.

3.1 Lagrangian (material) description

In the material description, the variational formulation of thermodynamics is an ex-
tension of the Hamilton principle of continuum mechanics. We recall the material
description here for pedagogical reasons since the variational formulation takes its sim-
plest form. The variational formulation in the spatial (Eulerian) description is then
derived from it, see the next section, and turns out to be a useful tool for porous media
modelling.

For a single-component fluid or elastic medium, we take the Lagrangian L to be a
function of the configuration diffeomorphism ϕ(t,X), see §2.1.2, the material velocity
V (t,X) = ϕ̇(t,X), and the entropy density S(t,X). It also depends parametrically on
the density %0(X) and on the Riemannian metric G0(X) on the reference configuration
which can be chosen as the Euclidean one when B ⊂ R3. The metric G0(X) is needed
to introduce the Eulerian deformation tensors.

For each fixed %0(X) and G0(X), we can write the Lagrangian as a function L :
T Diff0(B) × Den(B) → R, where Diff0(B) 3 ϕ is the group of diffeomorphisms of B
keeping ∂B pointwise fixed, corresponding to no-slip boundary conditions, T Diff0(B) 3
(ϕ, ϕ̇) is its tangent bundle, and Den(B) 3 S is the space of densities on B. In the
material description, a standard expression is given by

L(ϕ, ϕ̇, S) =

∫
B

[
1

2
%0|ϕ̇| − %0 E(∇ϕ, %0, S,G0)

]
d3X , (10)

with E the internal energy in the material description, subject to the usual covariance
assumptions, [50, 51]. In particular, due to the material covariance assumption, the
internal energy can be written in terms of the Eulerian variables ρ, s, b see §3.2, as

E(∇ϕ, %0, S,G0) = e(ρ, s, b) ◦ϕ, (11)

with e the specific internal energy in the Eulerian description.
The critical action principle for thermodynamics needs the introduction of two

additional variables: Σ(t,X) which is identified with the entropy generated by the
irreversible processes (unlike S(t,X), which is the total entropy), and Γ(t,X) identified
with the thermal displacement [48]. With that notation, the critical action principle
for a heat conducting viscous continuum reads [47, 48]:

δ

∫ T

0

[
L(ϕ, ϕ̇, S) +

∫
B

(S − Σ)Γ̇ d3X
]
dt = 0 , (12)
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subject to the phenomenological constraint

δL

δS
Σ̇ = −P : ∇ϕ̇+ JS · ∇Γ̇ (13)

and with respect to variations δϕ, δS, δΣ, δΓ subject to the variational constraint

δL

δS
δΣ = −P : ∇δϕ+ JS · ∇δΓ . (14)

The tensor P is the Piola-Kirchhoff viscous stress tensor and JS is the entropy flux
density in Lagrangian representation, see [48]. They are the Lagrangian objects corre-
sponding to the more widely used Eulerian viscous stress tensor σ and Eulerian entropy
flux density js, see below.

An application of (12)–(14) yields, in addition to the equations of motion in the
Lagrangian frame that we do not present here, the conditions

Σ̇ = Ṡ + DIVJS and Γ̇ = −δL
δS

= T (15)

with T being the temperature, see [48], with the notation DIV indicating the divergence
operator in the reference frame, as opposed to the divergence operator div in the spatial
frame. These conditions attribute to Σ and Γ their physical meaning mentioned above.

Since it is Σ that describes the entropy of irreversible processes, from the second
law of thermodynamics, we must have

Σ̇ ≥ 0 , (16)

whereas Ṡ does not necessarily has to have a particular sign.

Remark 3.1 (Structure of the variational formulation) Observe that (12)–(14)

is an extension of the Hamilton principle δ
∫ T
0 L(ϕ, ϕ̇)dt = 0 of continuum mechanics

which involves two types of constraints: the constraint (13) on the critical curve and the
constraint (14) on the variations to be used when computing this critical curve. One
passes from (13) to (14) by formally replacing the time rate of changes by δ-variations
for each irreversible processes, such as Fiẋ

i  Fiδx
i in the case of an irreversible pro-

cess due to a friction force for a finite dimensional system, see [47–49]. This variational
formulation is reminiscent from the Lagrange-d’Alembert principle used in nonholo-
nomic mechanics. A finite dimensional version of the variational formulation (12)–(14)
will be used as a modeling tool in Section 6.

3.2 Eulerian (spatial) description

The Eulerian variables are the velocity u(t,x), mass density ρ(t,x), entropy den-
sity s(t,x), and Finger deformation tensor b(t,x) defined from the material variables
ϕ(t,X), ϕ̇(t,X), %0(t,X), S(t,X), and G0(t,X) in the usual way. In particular, the
Finger deformation tensor is the push-forward of the inverted metric by the configura-
tion diffeomorphism ϕ:

b = ϕ∗G
−1
0 , (17)
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see [50, 51]. In the case when B is a subset of R3 and G0 is the identity tensor, the
Finger deformation tensor b is written in terms of the deformation gradient tensor
F = ∇ϕ as

b = F · FT , bij(t,x) =
∂xi

∂Xk

∂xj

∂Xk
(ϕ−1(t,x)) . (18)

Note that from ϕ ∈ Diff0(B), we have the no-slip boundary conditions u = 0 on ∂B. We
also consider the thermal displacement γ(t,x), internal entropy density σ(t,x), Cauchy
stress σ(t,x), and entropy flux js(t,x) defined as the Eulerian quantities associated
to Γ(t,X), Σ(t,X), P (t,X), and JS(t,X), see [48].

With these definitions, the spatial version of (12)–(14) gives the variational formu-
lation

δ

∫ T

0

[
`(u, ρ, s, b) +

∫
B

(s− σ)Dtγ d3x
]
dt = 0 , (19)

subject to the phenomenological constraint

δ`

δs
D̄tσ = −σ : ∇u+ js · ∇Dtγ (20)

and with respect to variations

δu = ∂tη + u · ∇η − η · ∇u, δρ = −div(ρη), δb = −£ηb, (21)

δs, δσ, and δγ subject to the variational constraint

δ`

δs
D̄δσ = −σ : ∇η + js · ∇Dδγ . (22)

We recall that η(t,x) = δϕ(t,ϕ−1(t,x)) denotes the variation of the fluid trajec-
tories in the Eulerian frame. In the expression of δb, £ηb denotes the Lie derivative of
the symmetric contravariant tensor b in the direction η, which follows from (17). We
have introduced the notations

Dtf = ∂tf + u · ∇f Dδf = δf + η · ∇f
D̄tf = ∂tf + div(fu) D̄δf = δf + div(fη)

(23)

for the Lagrangian time derivative and Lagrangian variations of a scalar function and
a density.

A direct application of the variational principle (19)–(22) yields the general equa-
tions of motion for a heat conducting viscous continuum with Lagrangian `(u, ρ, s, b)
in Eulerian coordinates as

∂t
δ`

δu
+ £u

δ`

δu
= ρ∇ δ`

δρ
+ s∇ δ`

δs
− δ`

δb
: ∇b− 2 div

(
δ`

δb
· b
)

+ divσ

δ`

δs
(D̄ts+ div js) = −σ : ∇u− js · ∇

δ`

δs

(24)

together with the conditions

D̄tσ = D̄ts+ div js and D̄tγ = − δ`
δs
. (25)
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From these two conditions, D̄tσ is interpreted as the total entropy generation rate
density andDtγ is the temperature, hence γ is the thermal displacement. The equations
for ρ and b are

∂tρ+ div(ρu) = 0 and ∂tb+ £ub = 0,

which follow from the definition of ρ and b in terms of %0 and G0. Also, the variations δγ
at the boundary yields the insulated boundary conditions js ·n = 0 on ∂B. In the fluid
momentum equations above, £u

δ`
δu denotes the Lie derivative of the fluid momentum

density δ`
δu in the direction u, explicitly given as £um = u · ∇m+∇uTm+m divu.

By using the standard expression of the Lagrangian

`(u, ρ, s, b) =

∫
B

[1

2
ρ|u|2 − ρe(ρ, s/ρ, b)

]
d3x , (26)

which is the Eulerian form of (10), see [51], the equations of motion (27) give the
following system of equations for a viscous and heat conducting continuum{

ρ(∂tu+ u · ∇u) = −∇p+ divσel + divσ

T (D̄ts+ div js) = σ : ∇u− js · ∇T,
(27)

with p = ρ2 ∂e∂ρ the pressure, T = ∂e
∂η the temperature, and σel = 2ρ∂e∂b · b the elastic

stress. We refer to [47–49, 52] 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.

Remark 3.2 (Structure of the variational formulation) The variational formu-
lation (19)–(22) inherits from its Lagrangian counterpart (12)–(14) the same structure,
in which the variational constraint (22) follows from the phenomenological constraint
(20) by formally replacing the time rate of changes by δ-variation, now in the Eule-
rian setting, see [47–49]. This structure will be used below as a modelling tool for
multi-components porous media.

4 Variational modeling of multicomponent porous

media thermodynamics with breaking elastic ma-

trix

In this Section we derive the general equations of evolution for the thermodynamics of
multicomponent porous media with a breaking solid component, by using an extension
of the variational formulation recalled above for one-component media. This extension
includes the irreversible processes associated to the transitions between the compo-
nents. We then focus on the particular Lagrangian (9) and discuss the energy and
entropy balances. The form of the equations resulting from the variational formulation
guides us in the search of possible phenomenological relations for the thermodynamic
fluxes compatible with the second law.

We take into account of the irreversible processes of heat exchange between com-
ponents, the process of transitions between the two elastic components, as well as the
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friction forces and friction stresses between the components. We assume that each of
the transitions between the components generates or absorbs heat. For example, break-
up of strands will release heat. 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 Section 3.

4.1 Variational formulation and general equations

We denote by fk and σk, k = s, b, f the friction forces and stresses acting on the
medium k, and by Jk`, k 6= `, k, ` ∈ {f, s, b} the fluxes associated to the heat exchange
between the media k an `. We assume Jk` = J`k for k 6= `, see [18, 49]. The conversion
rates qk`, with qk` = −q`k, have been introduced in §2.1.4.

Following the general theory [52], we introduce an additional set of matter transport
variables wk, which are the analogues to the thermal displacements γk introduced
earlier for heat transport. This allows to use the relation Fiẋ

i  Fiδx
i when passing

from the phenomenological constraint to the variational constraint, see Remarks 3.1
and 3.2.

The variational formulation is found by deriving the analogue of (19)–(22). For
shortness, we denote by bar a collection of similar quantity relating to all the states
present in the media, for example, ū = (us,ub,uf ). We shall use the notation φ̄ =
(φs, φb, φf ) for shortness even though φf = 1−φs−φb. We adapt the notation (23) to
the case of several media as

Dk
t f = ∂tf + uk · ∇f Dk

δ f = δf + ηk · ∇f
D̄k
t f = ∂tf + div(fuk) D̄k

δ f = δf + div(fηk) ,
(28)

where k = s, b, f . We arrive at the variational formulation:

δ

∫ T

0

[
`(ū, ρ̄, s̄, b, φ̄) +

∑
k

∫
B
ρkD

k
t wk d3x+

∑
k

∫
B

(sk − σk)Dk
t γk d3x

]
dt = 0 , (29)

subject to the phenomenological constraints

δ`

δsk
D̄k
t σk = fk · uk︸ ︷︷ ︸

friction
forces

−σk : ∇uk︸ ︷︷ ︸
friction
stresses

+
∑
`

Jk`D
`
tγ`︸ ︷︷ ︸

heat exchange

+
∑
`

qk`D
k
t wk︸ ︷︷ ︸

matter exchange

(30)

and with respect to variations that satisfy the variational constraints

δ`

δsk
D̄k
δσk = fk · ηk︸ ︷︷ ︸

friction
forces

−σk : ∇ηk︸ ︷︷ ︸
friction
stresses

+
∑
`

Jk`D
`
δγ`︸ ︷︷ ︸

heat exchange

+
∑
`

qk`D
k
δwk︸ ︷︷ ︸

matter exchange

(31)

with δγk, and ηk vanishing at t = 0, T , k = f, s, b and subject to the Euler-Poincaré
constraints

δuk = ∂tηk + uk · ∇ηk − ηk · ∇uk, k = f, s, b, δb = −£ηsb . (32)

The forces fk and stresses σk are coming from friction and have to be postulated
phenomenologically, like qk` and Jk`. 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 (29)–(31) yields the general system of equations

∂t
δ`

δuf
+ £uf

δ`

δuf
= ρf∇

δ`

δρf
+ sf∇

δ`

δsf
+ divσf + ff

∂t
δ`

δub
+ £ub

δ`

δub
= ρb∇

δ`

δρb
+ sb∇

δ`

δsb
+ divσb + f b

∂t
δ`

δus
+ £us

δ`

δus
= ρs∇

δ`

δρs
+ ss∇

δ`

δss
− δ`

δb
: ∇b+ div

(
σs − 2

δ`

δb
· b
)

+ f s

∂tρk + div(ρkuk) =
∑
`

qk` , k = f, s, b, ∂tb+ £usb = 0

δ`

δsk
D̄k
t sk = fk · uk − σk : ∇uk −

∑
`

qk`
δ`

δρk
+ Jk`

( δ`
δsk
− δ`

δs`

)
, k = f, s, b,

δ`

δφk
= 0, k = s, b,

(33)
together with the conditions

D̄k
t sk = D̄k

t σk +
∑
`

Jk`, Dk
t γk = − δ`

δsk
, Dk

t wk = − δ`

δρk
, (34)

k = f, s, b, which have allowed to eliminate σk, γk, and wk in the final equations, in a
similar way to (25).

In the fluid momentum equations above, we recall that £uk
δ`
δuk

denotes the Lie

derivative of the fluid momentum density δ`
δuk

in the direction uk, see §3.2. Writing
the temperature for each component as

Tk = − δ`

δsk
, (35)

k = f, s, b, the equation for the total entropy is deduced as∑
k

D̄k
t sk = −

∑
k

fk ·
uk
Tk

+
∑
k

σk :
∇uk
Tk

+
∑
k,`

qk`
1

Tk

δ`

δρk
+
∑
k,`

Jk`
Tk

(Tk − T`). (36)

Since the system is adiabatically closed, the second law of thermodynamic states that∑
k D̄tsk ≥ 0. Based on that requirement, we shall enforce the second law of thermo-

dynamics by choosing appropriate expressions for the forces fk, stresses σk, transition
rates qk` and fluxes Jkl in (36).

4.2 Porous media thermodynamics with breaking strands

4.2.1 Equations of motion

The Lagrangian for porous media is given by the expression (9), which we recall here
as

`(uf ,us,ub, ρf , ρs, ρb, sf , ss, sb, b, φs, φb)

=

∫
B

[ ∑
k=f,b,s

1

2
ρk|uk|2 −

∑
k=f,b

ρkek

(
ρ̄k,

sk
ρk

)
− ρses

(
ρ̄s,

ss
ρs
, b
)]

d3x ,
(37)
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By using this Lagrangian, the momentum equations, i.e. the first three equations in
(33), can be written as

∂t(ρkuk) + div(ρkuk ⊗ uk) = −φk∇pk + δks divσel + divσk + fk , (38)

k = f, s, b, where the pressure pk and the elastic stress σel are given by

pk = ρ̄2k
∂ek
∂ρ̄k

and σel = 2ρs
∂es
∂b
· b .

In (38) the elastic stress appears only for k = s as indicated by the Kronecker symbol
δks.

The last equations in (33) give the equal pressure conditions

δ`

δφs
= 0 ⇔ ps = pf and

δ`

δφb
= 0 ⇔ pb = pf . (39)

Hence, writing p := ps = pb = pf the common pressure, and using the mass balance
equations in (33), the momentum equations become

ρk(∂tuk + uk · ∇uk) = −φk∇p+ δks divσel + divσk + fk −
∑
`

qk`uk , (40)

k = f, s, b, where we note the occurrence of the terms qk`uk associated to the transition
rates qk`.

Under the usual smoothness assumptions, the formulations (38) and (40) are com-
pletely equivalent, and we shall use the velocity-based formulation (40) in what follows.
Writing out the equations (40) explicitly for each component, we get the system

ρf (∂tuf + uf · ∇uf ) = −(1− φs − φb)∇p+ divσf + ff −
∑
`

qf`uf

ρb(∂tub + ub · ∇ub) = −φb∇p+ divσb + f b −
∑
`

qb`ub

ρs(∂tus + us · ∇us) = −φs∇p+ div (σel + σs) + f s −
∑
`

qs`us

∂tρk + div(ρkuk) =
∑
`

qk` , k = f, s, b, ∂tb+ £usb = 0

TkD̄
k
t sk = −fk · uk + σk : ∇uk

+
∑
`

qk`

(1

2
|uk|2 − gk

)
−
∑
`

Jk` (T` − Tk) , k = f, s, b,

(41)

where we have introduced the notation of gk for Gibbs’ free energy:

gk =
∂

∂ρk
(ρkek) = ek + ρ̄k

∂ek
∂ρ̄k
− ηk

∂ek
∂ηk

= ek +
1

ρ̄k
pk − ηkTk . (42)

4.2.2 Energy balances

It is instructive to write the internal and total energy balance for each component in
order to illustrate the impact of each irreversible processes. Given a specific internal
energy function of the form

ek

(
ρk
φk
,
sk
ρk
, b

)
,
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we shall use the general formula

D̄k
t (ρkek) =

(
ek + ρ̄k

∂ek
∂ρ̄k
− ηk

∂ek
∂ηk

)
D̄k
t ρk − ρ̄2k

∂ek
∂ρ̄k

D̄k
t φk + ρk

∂ek
∂b

: Dk
t b+

∂ek
∂ηk

D̄k
t sk ,

for the Lagrangian time rate of change of the internal energy density, see [18].
By using the last three equations in (41) we get the internal energy balance for

component k as

D̄k
t (ρkek) = −pD̄k

t φk + (δksσel + σk) : ∇uk − fk · uk

+
∑
`

qk`
1

2
|uk|2 −

∑
`

Jk`(T` − Tk) ,
(43)

where we note that the terms involving the Gibbs free energy have been cancelled out
when passing from the entropy to the internal energy balance for component k. The
momentum equations in (41) yields the kinetic energy balance

D̄k
t

(1

2
ρk|uk|2

)
= (−φk∇p+ divσk + δks divσel + fk) · uk , (44)

so that the total energy balance for component k is

D̄k
t

(1

2
ρk|uk|2 + ρkek

)
= div

(
(−φkpδ + σk + δksσel) · uk

)
− p∂tφk −

∑
`

Jk`(T` − Tk) .
(45)

We note that the contribution of the friction forces fk and transition rates qk` have
been cancelled out, showing that these quantities are only involved in the conversion of
kinetic and internal energy within each component. Finally, the total energy balance
follows as∑

k

D̄k
t

(1

2
ρk|uk|2 + ρkek

)
= div

(∑
k

(−φkpδ + σk) · uk + σel · us
)
, (46)

where we used
∑

k p∂tφk = 0 and
∑

k,` Jk`(T` − Tk) = 0.
Defining the total energy of component k as

Ek =

∫
B

[1

2
ρk|uk|2 + ρkek

]
d3x ,

and using (45) and (46) together with the boundary conditions uk|∂B = 0, yields

d

dt
Ek = −

∫
B
p∂tφkd

3x+
∑
`

∫
B
Jk`(Tk − T`)d3x︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:P `→kex

,
d

dt

∑
k

Ek = 0 , (47)

which allows the identification of the power P `→kex transferred from component ` to
component k. As we see from the expression (47), the power transfer between differ-
ent components involves the heat transfer terms only, which are proportional to the
difference in temperature. The friction forces fk do not contribute to this power ex-
change. Physically, this interesting effect can be explained as follows. When adjacent
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microscopic particles from different components k and ` move with different speeds in
the immediate vicinity, they generate friction forces fk` that are equal and opposite
for both components. Each force of friction fk =

∑
` fk` is applied only to component

k, and thus only contributes to the heat in that particular components, see (43). It
is only after the heat is generated by the friction forces in a given components and
absorbed by the current components, that it may be exchanged to other components.

4.2.3 Thermodynamic considerations

We shall now proceed with enforcing the second law of thermodynamics by choosing
appropriate expressions for the forcing fk, stresses σk, transition rates qk` and fluxes
Jkl. Unlike the two-component porous media containing the solid and the fluid, we
now have three components: the solid s and the broken b states fully embedded into
the fluid f .

The friction between different components start acting when there is a discrepancy
in velocity in adjacent microscopic particles from different components. We shall only
consider two types of friction action. One type of action is due to the forces resulting
in the difference in microscopic velocities, denoted as the friction forces f . The other
type of friction appears from the difference in velocity gradients, which we call friction
stresses σ. The friction force fk acting on the component k can be written as fk =∑

` fk` with fk` = −f `k, similarly with the stresses, i.e., σk =
∑

` σk` with σk` =
−σ`k. Note that viscosity can be included by writing σk = σvisc

k +
∑

` σk` with σvisc
k

the viscous stress but we shall not consider it. Based on this and using qk` = −q`k and
Jk` = J`k, the total entropy equation (36) can be written as∑

k

D̄k
t sk = −

∑
k<`

fk` ·
(uk
Tk
− u`
T`

)
+
∑
k<`

σk` :
(∇uk
Tk
− ∇u`

T`

)
+
∑
k<`

qk`

( 1
2 |uk|

2 − gk
Tk

−
1
2 |u`|

2 − g`
T`

)
+
∑
k<`

Jk`

( 1

T`
− 1

Tk

)
(T` − Tk) .

(48)

From the first term in (48), it is natural to posit

ff = Dfs
(
us
Ts
−
uf
Tf

)
+ Dfb

(
ub
Tb
−
uf
Tf

)
f b = Dfb

(
uf
Tf
− ub
Tb

)
+ Dbs

(
us
Ts
− ub
Tb

)
f s = Dfs

(
uf
Tf
− us
Ts

)
+ Dbs

(
ub
Tb
− us
Ts

)
,

(49)

with Dfs, Dfb and Dbs three positive definite, symmetric tensors. Expressions (49) are
three-component extensions of expressions for the Darcy’s law of friction derived in
[18].
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From the second term in (48), we posit, similarly to [18],

σf = Cfs :

(
1

Tf
∇uf −

1

Ts
∇us

)
+ Cfb :

(
1

Tf
∇uf −

1

Tb
∇ub

)
σb = Cfb :

(
1

Tb
∇ub −

1

Tf
∇uf

)
+ Cbs :

(
1

Tb
∇ub −

1

Ts
∇us

)
σs = Cfs :

(
1

Ts
∇us −

1

Tf
∇uf

)
+ Cbs :

(
1

Ts
∇us −

1

Tb
∇ub

)
,

(50)

where Cfs, Cfb, and Cbs are positive (2, 2) type tensors in the sense that for all matrices
F with components Fij we have

F : C : F = Cjpiq Fij Fqp ≥ 0 (summation over repeated indices) . (51)

In [18] it was shown how the tensors Ck` lead to Navier-Stokes like terms in the friction
stresses based on the assumption of isotropy and uniformity of tensors in 3D space. For
each tensor Ck` we can use the isotropic+deviatoric+skew-symmetric decomposition
to obtain

σk` = ζk`

( 1

Tk
div uk−

1

T`
div u`

)
Id+2µk`

( 1

Tk
F ◦k−

1

T`
F ◦l
)

+νk`

( 1

Tk
Ak−

1

T`
A`
)
, (52)

where Fk and Ak are the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the velocity gradients,
and F ◦k is the deviatoric (traceless) part of the symmetrized velocity:

Fk =
1

2

(
∇uk +∇uT

k

)
, Ak =

1

2

(
∇uk −∇uT

k

)
, F ◦k = Fk −

1

3
Id trFk . (53)

The conditions on the parameters µ, ζ, ν are

µk` ≥ 0 , ζk` ≥ 0 , νk` ≥ 0 . (54)

These equations, as demonstrated in [18], when applied to the classical two-components
porous media, generalize the Darcy-Brinkman laws of porous media [42, 43, 53], see
also [44].

Note that a more general linear relationship between the gradients ∇u`/T` and
stresses σ` can also be derived, which is not based on writing σk =

∑
` σk`. From (36)

we can also posit 
σf

σb

σs

 = L


∇uf
Tf
∇ub
Tb
∇us
Ts

 , L =
[
Ak`
]
, (55)

where the (3,3) type tensors Ak` are such that L is positive and such that σf +σs+σb
is symmetric, as required by general considerations for the symmetry of stress tensors
[54]. We shall not focus on such general expressions in this paper, although they may
be relevant for some physical cases.

We shall now turn our attention to the terms proportional to qk` and Jk`, i.e., the
last two terms in (48). Since we assume that no elastic strands are dissolved in the fluid
or created from the fluid, we have qfs = qfb = 0, so that the only nonzero transition
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rate is qbs = −qsb, see §2.1.4. The second law applied to the corresponding terms thus
implies the condition

qsb

( 1
2 |us|

2 − gs
Ts

−
1
2 |ub|

2 − gb
Tb

)
+
∑
k<`

Jk`

( 1

T`
− 1

Tk

)
(T` − Tk) ≥ 0. (56)

This condition clearly holds if Jk` are state functions with

Jk` ≤ 0 , (57)

and if we posit

qsb = λ
( 1

2 |us|
2 − gs
Ts

−
1
2 |ub|

2 − gb
Tb

)
, (58)

for some state function λ ≥ 0. By state function, we mean a function of the state
variables, possibly including velocities. Note that (57) can be equivalently written as

Jk`

( 1

T`
− 1

Tk

)
= Lk`(T` − Tk) (59)

for some state function Lk` ≥ 0. Conditions (57)/(59) and (58) are discrete analogues
to the Fourier and Fick laws. For a general Lagrangian `, the relation (58) becomes

qsb = λ
( 1

Ts

δ`

δρs
− 1

Tb

δ`

δρb

)
. (60)

It should be noted that the approach described here derives thermodynamically
consistent expressions for the overall transition rates qk` between the components k
and `, which is free from any sign constraints. It does not attempt to determine the
detailed transition rates q+k` ≥ 0 and q−k` ≥ 0 in qk` = q+k`− q

−
k`, see §2.1.4. While such a

detailed description is possible in general, we shall consider below the particular case
qk` = q+k` − q

−
k` with q−k` = 0, which leads to a modified version of (60).

The form of the entropy equation (48) also guides the search for cross-phenomena,
such as the one occurring between the scalar processes of mass and heat transfer,
as well as bulk viscosity, see Appendix A for details. The resulting formulas share
some similarities with the phenomenological equations for the evolution of damage
parameters used previously in the literature, see e.g. [11].

Discussion of the mass transfer rate condition (58). Let us consider
the condition for the rate of breaking the elastic matrix (58) in more detail using some
concrete examples. For the thermodynamic description of the solid, one is usually given
the expression of the free energy ψs(ρ, T, b), rather than the internal energy es(ρ, η, b),
since one usually expresses the properties of the solid in terms of the temperature T
rather than the specific entropy η.

Let us assume a specific free energy of the form

ψs(ρ, T, b) = f(ρ, T )ε(b) , (61)

where ε(b) is some elasticity energy function and f(ρ, T ) is a coefficient depending on
mass density and temperature. Then, the specific entropy is given by

η(ρ, T, b) = −∂ψs
∂T

(ρ, T, b) = − ∂f
∂T

(ρ, T )ε(b) .
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This function can be inverted to give the temperature as a function T = T (ρ, η, b).
Hence, we get the specific internal energy function for the solid, to be used in the
Lagrangian, in the form

es(ρ, η, b) = ψs(ρ, T, b) + Tη with T = T (ρ, η, b) . (62)

The Gibbs energy, see (42), is found as

gs = ψs +
p

ρ
= f(ρ, T )ε(b) +

p

ρ
, (63)

with the pressure p common to all components, see (39). This expression illustrates
how the rate of breaking qsb in (58) explicitly involves the elastic energy function ε(b).
We recall that when (63) is used in (58) then the actual densities ρ̄k must be used,
rather than the observed densities ρk.

The condition for the matrix to start breaking at all is qsb ≤ 0, i.e.,

1
2 |us|

2 − gs
Ts

≤
1
2 |ub|

2 − gb
Tb

. (64)

Expression (63) illustrates how the Finger deformation tensor b is involved in condition
(64) on the left hand side.

Instead of (61), one can also consider a free energy of the form ψs(ρ, T, b) =
ψs0(ρ, T ) + ε(b), from which we get es(ρ, η, b) = es0(ρ, η) + ε(b) and gs = gs0 + ε(b) to
be used in the condition (64).

If condition (64) is violated, no net break-up is possible, but coagulation can still
occur. Thus, in the case of absence of coagulation, the breaking rate is given by a
modified version of (60)

qsb =


λ
( 1

Ts

δ`

δρs
− 1

Tb

δ`

δρb

)
, if

1

Ts

δ`

δρs
≤ 1

Tb

δ`

δρb

0 if
1

Ts

δ`

δρs
≥ 1

Tb

δ`

δρb

(65)

which also satisfies the second law, see condition (56). In this case we have qsb = −q−sb =
−q+bs. The condition (65) seems to be the only physically relevant case satisfying no
healing, i.e., no transfer from broken to solid components. Indeed, if one were to allow
even a small transfer of matter from solid to broken phase when the condition (64) is
violated, it will lead to the violation of the second law of thermodynamics, which is
impossible. Thus, the transfer rate must be exactly zero when (64) does not hold.

For the case of coagulation, the physics of (58) can be explained as follows. After
coagulation, the particles of the broken component fuse together into the solid compo-
nent and move with the same speed as the solid. The free energy includes the stress
tensor b : when the particles fuse, they must immediately start conveying the stress on
par with the ’old’ solid, as there is no difference between the ’old’ and ’new’ solid. So
the newly formed elastic chains of material particles must immediately deform in such
a way that they carry the stress and thus possess the elastic energy. At the same time,
we assume that when the particles fuse, they acquire the thermodynamic character-
istics of the solid around them, according to the continuum hypothesis. So, it means
that there must be enough free energy energy available for the particles to perform
that fusion and deformation to immediately fit into the solid matrix.
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In the particular applications of breaking under stress we will consider below, we
will always be in the domain when (60) is valid and we can thus use the simpler version
of breaking rate given by (58).

One can also interpret the conditions (60) as generalizing the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker
(KKT) conditions for damage mechanics, see e.g. [8]. In our case, condition (56) comes
from the second law of thermodynamics guaranteeing the non-decrease in entropy, with
ρb playing the role of damage parameter. It would be interesting to further explore
this connection which we will do in further work.

Simplification of the equations. System (41) simplifies considerably for the
case when there is only one transition, namely, the transition from the solid to the
broken components discussed above. In that case, since

qsb = −qbs = q , qfs = qsf = 0 , qfb = qbf = 0 , (66)

one gets 

ρf (∂tuf + uf · ∇uf ) = −(1− φs − φb)∇p+ divσf + ff

ρb(∂tub + ub · ∇ub) = −φb∇p+ divσb + f b − qub
ρs(∂tus + us · ∇us) = −φs∇p+ div (σel + σs) + f s + qus

∂tρk + div(ρkuk) = ±q, (k = b, s) ∂tρf + div(ρfuf ) = 0

∂tb+ £usb = 0

Tf D̄
f
t sf = −ff · uf + σf : ∇uf −

∑
`

Jf` (T` − Tf )

TkD̄
k
t sk = −fk · uk + σk : ∇uk

±q
(1

2
|uk|2 − gk

)
−
∑
l

Jk` (T` − Tk) , (k = b, s) ,

(67)

where in each occurrence of ±q, we take the plus sign for k = s and the minus sign for
k = b.

Remark 4.1 (On fluid and solid incompressibility) When the fluid and/or the
solid are incompressible, equations (41) and (67) preserve their functional form, al-
though the pressure now acquires a different meaning. In those cases, the equations
are derived from the action principle (29) with an added incompressibility condition
for the fluid and/or solid, as done in [18, 19]. The pressure then takes the meaning
of the Lagrange multiplier for the incompressibility constraint and not the thermody-
namic expression. Additional equations for the equality of pressures follow from the
variational principle, and the incompressibility conditions have to be added to close
the system (67).

5 Simplified variational models, breaking and

finite time singularity

In order to connect our theory to experiments, and provide detailed analytical un-
derstanding of the behavior of material under stress, let us consider a certain type of
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deformations of material, caused by stress in one dimension. Physically, these deforma-
tions will connect our theory to several experiments where a uniform block of material
is subjected to a deformation in one dimension, normally along the longest axis of the
block.

Mathematically, we will able to obtain analytical solutions and illustrate the oc-
currence of finite time singularities by making several simplifying assumptions on our
model. We will assume that the dynamics can be described by only one velocity and
one temperature, and that the kinetic energy can be neglected in the Lagrangian, so
that all the quantities evolve slowly and at each time the equation is in a quasi-static
equilibrium. We will also explain in details the passing from entropies for each phase
to just one effective entropy variable in the variational process for a type of internal
energy expression. Finally, we focus on the one-dimensional stretching of a uniform
media and exactly solve the equations, whose variational nature and thermodynamic
consistentcy is further explored in Sec. 6.

5.1 Single velocity description

Let us now consider a simplified model of motion where there is only one characteristic
velocity entering the Lagrangian: us = ub = uf = u. Physically, this means that the
time scales are large enough for the elastic matrix to drag the fluid with it and for the
discrepancies of velocities us and uf to balance out almost instantly. Similarly, when
the matrix breaks, the broken parts are slowed down by the fluid to a complete stop
on a time scale that is much shorter than the time scale of the relevant dynamics of
the elastic media. In that case, the friction forces are acting on very short time scales,
but after equilibration, there is no relative motion so the friction part of the bulk force
vanishes: fk = 0 for k = s, b, f .

Also, during the motion, the heat exchange is so fast that the temperature equili-
brates on a much faster time scale than the motion of the elastic media. Consistently
with this, we shall assume that the system can be described by a single entropy. The
assumption of the single entropy variable can be justified as follows. If the relative
motion of the material is equilibrated quickly and the heat exchange is very fast,
uf = us = ub = u, Tf = Ts = Tb = T , then the three equations for the rate of change
of the entropy (67) simplify to

TD̄tsf = 0, T D̄tss = q

(
1

2
|u|2 − gs

)
, T D̄tsb = −q

(
1

2
|u|2 − gb

)
. (68)

So, defining the total entropy s := sf + sb + ss, we have

TD̄ts = q

((
1

2
|u|2 − gs

)
−
(

1

2
|u|2 − gb

))
. (69)

When q is given by (58), TD̄s ≥ 0 so taking s = sb + sf + ss is thermodynamically
consistent. Below, we shall justify the passing from several entropy variables to a single
one, for a specific class of Lagrangians.

Variational formulation. Based on the previous considerations, we shall use the
variational formulation for multicomponent fluids with a single velocity and a single
entropy but which includes the conversion rates [52]. For a given Lagrangian ` =
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`(u, ρs, ρb, s, b) and external bulk force f (which may not be arising from friction) it
reads as follows:

δ

∫ T

0

[
`(u, ρs, ρb, s, b) +

∫
B

(ρsDtws + ρbDtwb) d3x

]
dt+

∫ T

0

∫
B
f · η d3xdt = 0 (70)

subject to the constraints

δ`

δs
D̄ts = qsbDtws + qbsDtwb

δ`

δs
D̄δs = qsbDδws + qbsDδwb ,

(71)

as well as to the usual Euler-Poincaré variational constraints for δu and δb, see (32).
The principle (70)–(71) gives, for a general Lagrangian, the single velocity model:

(∂t + £u)
δ`

δu
= ρs∇

δ`

δρs
+ ρb∇

δ`

δρb
+ s∇ δ`

δs
− δ`

δb
: ∇b− 2 div

(
δ`

δb
· b
)

+ f

∂tρs + div(ρsu) = qsb = q

∂tρb + div(ρbu) = qbs = −q
∂tb+ £ub = 0

δ`

δs
D̄ts = qsb

δ`

δρb
+ qbs

δ`

δρs
= q

(
δ`

δρb
− δ`

δρs

)
.

(72)

5.2 Quasi-static approximation of dry material

To simplify matters further, let us assume that the role of fluid in the dynamics is neg-
ligible. As we are interested in the dynamics of break-up, and the entropy expressions
such as (69) above involve only the broken and solid phases of the material, we assume
that one can drop the fluid terms from the Lagrangian. Physically, one can imagine
that as the fluid is removed from the material, the friction between the solid and broken
phases generated by the mutual motion will increase dramatically whenever there is
a discrepancy in velocities. As the material ’dries out’, the velocities of the solid and
broken phases then must coincide to remove the large friction forces from equations.

For further simplicity of calculation and in order to be able to obtain analytical
solutions, we shall assume that the kinetic energy of the material can be neglected
in the Lagrangian (37), and concentrate exclusively on the results of action of forces
acting on the material. Neglecting kinetic energy in the Lagrangian states that all the
quantities evolve slowly and at each time, the equation is in a quasi-static equilibrium.

Simplified Lagrangians. The Lagrangian is then just the internal energy and we
focus on the expression

`(u, ρs, ρb, s, b) = −
∫
B

[
ρbet

(
ρ̄b,

sb
ρb

)
+ ρset

(
ρ̄s,

ss
ρs

)
+ ρseel(b)

]
d3x, (73)

where we choose eb(ρ̄b, sb/ρb) = et(ρ̄b, sb/ρb) and es(ρ̄s, ss/ρs, b) = et(ρ̄s, ss/ρs)+eel(b),
for some specific thermal energy function et. This expression follows since the solid and
broken material are assumed to be the same, and thus have the same dependence of
thermal energy on the specific entropy. We can assume that the microscopic densities
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ρ̄b and ρ̄s do not change much during the breaking process and so the dependence of
the internal energy on these variables can be neglected, leading to

`(u, ρs, ρb, s, b) = −
∫
B

[
ρbet

(sb
ρb

)
+ ρset

(ss
ρs

)
+ ρseel(b)

]
d3x . (74)

The form of elastic energy states that it is proportional to the remaining number of
intact elastic strands (hence proportionality to ρs), and the deformation of each strand
through the function eel(b). In general, the elastic energy eel can also depend on the
effective density of the solid ρ̄s, leading to the thermodynamic pressure. However,
for incompressible materials, such dependence is likely to be neglected. More general
cases of internal energies in (74) can be considered, but this simple case yields sufficient
physical insights without additional mathematical complications.

It remains to explain how the integrand of the Lagrangian can be expressed in
terms of the total entropy density s. This step will use the assumption Ts = Tb = T
as well as the conservation of the total mass density ρs + ρb. The temperatures of the
solid and broken phases are written as Tk = e′t(ηk) for k = b, s, where ηk = sk/ρk
denotes, as before, the specific entropy of the corresponding phase. From the equality
of temperatures Ts = Tb = T we thus get the equality of specific entropies ηs = ηb = η.
If we assume that the initial density of material is constant in space, the total density
of the material is conserved in the following sense:

ρs + ρb = %0J(b) , J(b) := det(∇ϕ)−1 ◦ ϕ−1 = (det b)−1/2. (75)

Hence, the internal energy (74) simplifies further to give

`(u, ρs, ρb, s, b) = −
∫
B

[
%0J(b)et(η) + ρseel(b)

]
d3x . (76)

Now, we can write the total entropy as s = sb + ss = η(ρb + ρs) = η%0J(b), which
allows to express η in terms of the variables s and b in the Lagrangian (76).

Equations of motion. The equations of motion are deduced from the general
system (72). Denoting by ε(ρs, b, s) the integrand of the Lagrangian (76), system (72)
reduces to 

0 = −∇
(
ρs
∂ε

∂ρs
+ s

∂ε

∂s
− ε
)

+ 2 div

(
∂ε

∂b
· b
)

+ f

∂tρs + div(ρsu) = q, ∂tρb + div(ρbu) = −q

∂tb+ £ub = 0, T D̄ts = −q ∂ε
∂ρs

,

(77)

with T = ∂ε
∂s the temperature. From this, and in accordance with the second law, we

choose q = − λ
T
∂ε
∂ρs

, with λ ≥ 0. In (77), f is an external force acting on the bulk of
the solid material. We shall consider only the boundary forces and thus put f = 0 in
further considerations.

It is interesting that for the general type of potential energies depending of specific
entropies given by (74), the stress equations given by (77) simplify considerably, as we
shall see. We use the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.1 (On derivatives of the Jacobian J(b)) For J(b) defined in (75),

2
∂J

∂b
· b = −J(b)Id3×3 , (78)

where Id3×3 is the 3× 3 identity matrix.

Proof. We differentiate the Jacobian using the standard rules of the differentiation of
determinants:

J(b) =
1√

det b
,

∂J

∂bij
= − (adj b)ji

2(det b)3/2
,

∂J

∂b
= −

(
b−1
)T

2
√

det b
, (79)

since for any invertible matrix A, A−1ij = adjAij/ detA. Multiplying ∂J
∂b in (79) on the

right by b and using the fact that b is a symmetric, the result (78) follows.

Using the result (78) we get the expression 2∂ε∂b ·b = −(ρs+ρb)et Id3×3 +se′t(η) Id3×3 +2∂eel∂b ·
b so the total stress tensor in the first equation (77) simplifies considerably:

σtot = −
(
ρs
∂ε

∂ρs
+ s

∂ε

∂s
− ε
)

Id3×3 +2
∂ε

∂b
· b = 2ρs

∂eel(b)

∂b
· b. (80)

Thus, we arrive at a somewhat surprising physical result that even though the stress
tensor in the dynamics of material does contain terms coming from thermal energy, for
a large class of internal energies these terms cancel exactly and only the elastic terms
contribute to the actual physically observed stress. The system (77) simplifies to

0 = div (σel) , σel = 2ρs
∂eel
∂b
· b

∂tρs + div(ρsu) = q, ∂tρb + div(ρbu) = −q

∂tb+ £ub = 0, T D̄ts = −q eel ,

(81)

with the conversion rate q = − λ
T eel, λ ≥ 0.

Remark 5.2 We have regarded the integrand of the Lagrangian in (76) as a func-
tion ε(ρs, b, s) = %0J(b)et(s/%J(b)) + ρseel(b), where the dependence on ρb has been
entirely expressed in terms of the other variables. However, we can also consider
this integrand as a function ε(ρs, ρb, b, s) = (ρs + ρb)et(s/(ρs + ρb)) + ρseel(b) or
ε(ρs, b, s) = %0J(b)et(s/(ρb + ρs)) + ρseel(b), which explicitly includes a dependence
on ρb. Applying the equations (72) to this alternative dependencies consistently gives
the same final equations (81) .

5.3 Uniform strain assumption and reduced dynamics

Let us consider the reduced motion of a material described by (81), for the case of a
uniform block stretched in opposite directions by an external force F (t) applied to the
boundaries. We shall assume that all the particles of the broken and solid components
are moving along one-dimensional trajectories and neglect the transversal motion, ex-
cept for the potential energy. In reality, under this deformation, there will also be
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a transversal component of the velocity, but since we will be neglecting the kinetic
energy in the Lagrangian, this velocity component will not play a role in dynamics.
The transversal component of the deformation will be incorporated later through an
appropriate form of the elastic energy. Since the force applied to both sides of the
block x = ±L is equal and points in the opposite directions, it is natural to assume
that all the deformations are antisymmetric around the origin x = 0. This assumption
naturally leads to the following ansatz:

x(t,X) =
(
D(t) + 1

)
X =⇒ us(t, x) =

Ḋ(t)

D(t) + 1
x

b(t, x) = (D + 1)2 = b(t) =⇒ σel = σel(D(t))

s(t, x) = s(t) =⇒ T (t, x) = T (t)

ρs(t, x) = ρs(t) .

(82)

In the first equation of the above system, we have defined x = (D+ 1)X so D = 0 cor-
responds to the equilibrium, and thus D is small for small deviations from equilibrium.

Upon integration of (81) over the volume of the solid, the terms inside the volume
cancel, whereas the terms on the boundary have to match the boundary force fb,
applied to the boundary area A. Denoting F = fb/A for shortness, we have on the
boundary

σel = ρs
∂eel
∂D

(D + 1) = F (83)

The stretching force F is prescribed and is specified by the physical apparatus acting
on the material. Using (82), system (81) together with (83) give the coupled algebraic-
differential equations

ρ̇s +
Ḋ

D + 1
ρs = q , q = −λeel(D)

T
,

T
(
ṡ+

Ḋ

D + 1
s
)

= −qeel(D) ,

ρs
∂eel
∂D

(D + 1) = F , s = η(T )J(D)%0 ,

(84)

where in the last equation we used s = η(ρb + ρs) = ηJ(D)%0 and computed η(T )
by inverting the relationship T = e′t(η). That (84) also comes from a variational
formulation, in a similar way with (81), will be shown in §6.

We will explore below the occurrence of finite-time singularities in system (84) for
two choices of the phenomenological coefficient λ, namely λ = λ0T and λ = const.

Energy conservation. We notice that the total energy is conserved, as the follow-
ing calculation shows:

dε

dt
=

d

dt

(
(ρs + ρb)et(η) + ρseel(D)

)
= −et(η)(ρs + ρb)

Ḋ

D + 1
+ eel(D)

(
− Ḋ

D + 1
ρs + q

)
+ ρs

∂eel
∂D

Ḋ + (ρs + ρb)T η̇ = −ε Ḋ

D + 1
+ F

Ḋ

D + 1
,

(85)
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giving the energy balance in the spatial frame

dε

dt
+

Ḋ

D + 1
ε =

Ḋ

D + 1
F . (86)

The terms on the left-hand side are the total derivative of the energy, including con-
vection, and the term on the right-hand side is the work provided by the external force
at the boundary. Indeed, that term is simply equal to the product of F · u on the
boundary. See §6 for additional justification of this form of energy balance.

Functional forms of eel(D) for Ogden materials. To be concrete, let us
consider an Ogden-like material, where the elastic energy eel(D) is expressed in terms
of principal stretches. For example, for the N -term Ogden material, we have

eel(D) =

N∑
k=1

µk
αk

3∑
i=1

λ2αki , (87)

see [55], as well as recent papers [56–58] for application of these models to brain tissue
mechanics.

The principal stretch in 1D is simply λ1 = (D + 1). For the other two directions
for uniform material under stretching we have λ2 = λ3. If we assume, for example,
that the material is close to incompressible, and the sides of the block normal to the y

and z axes are free, then λ1λ2λ3 = 1 so λ2 = λ3 = λ
−1/2
1 . So, for the one-term Ogden

model we get

eel(D) =
µ

α
(D + 1)2α + 2

µ

α
(D + 1)−α . (88)

Then,
e′el(D) = 2µ

[
(D + 1)2α − (D + 1)−α

]
and D = 0 is an equilibrium for arbitrary α > 0. The internal elastic energy eel(D)
has a unique minimum, diverges as D → −1 and also diverges as Dp as D → +∞.

Finite-time singularities and breaking: a simplified case. The equation
(84) form a closed differential-algebraic system that can be solved numerically for
any specified thermal energy et(η). We are going to be interested in the cases of
a catastrophic failure of the bar when ρs → 0. We can take λ = 1

2λ0(Ts + Tb) '
λ0T in (60) which is thermodynamically consistent. Then, q = −λ0eel(D) and the
thermodynamic part of equations (84) decouples leading to:

d

dt
[ρs(D + 1)] = −λ0eel(D)(D + 1)

ρs
∂eel
∂D

(D + 1) = F .

(89)

This system can be reduced to a single equation for D(t) which is solvable in quadra-
tures:

Ḋ =
λ0
F

eel(D)(D + 1) [e′el(D)]2

e′′el(D)
. (90)

For Ogden material described by (88), eel(D) > 0 and e′′el(D) > 0 for α > 1, so for
all extension forces F > 0, the right-hand side is non-negative. Moreover, e′el(D) = 0
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only for D = 0, so D = 0 is the only critical point of the equation (90). Thus, for
all initial conditions D > 0, all trajectories diverge to +∞. Moreover, the divergence
happens in finite time. Indeed, since eel(D) ∼ D2α as D → ∞, the right-hand side of
(90) diverges as D4α+1, and the singularity of solutions (90) F > 0 takes the form:

D ∼
(λ0
F

(t∗ − t)
) 1

4α
. (91)

From the force balance equation, the amount of solid material collapses to zero in finite
time according to the square root law:

ρs = F
[
e′el(D)(D + 1)

]−1 ∼ D2α ∼
(
λ0
F

) 1
4α

(t∗ − t)1/2 . (92)

Analytical solution, integrals of motion and singularities in the full
equation (84). Interestingly, the full equation (84) can also be solved in quadratures
for λ = const.

Suppose we specify et(η), with T = e′t(η). Inverting this relationship, we have
η = η(T ), which we leave in its general form for now. The total entropy s is then
derived as s = (ρs + ρb)η(T ) = %0J(D)η(T ). Since J(D) = 1/(D + 1), the equation
(84) now gives 

d

dt

(
F

e′el(D)

)
= −λeel(D)

T
(D + 1)

%0Tη
′(T )

dT

dt
= λ

eel(D)2

T
(D + 1)

(93)

and ρs(D) given by the force balance, i.e., the third equation of (84). Combining
the equations above, we notice that we can separate variables and connect D and T
through

F
e′′el(D)eel(D)[
e′el(D)

]2 dD

dt
= %0η

′(T )T
dT

dt
, (94)

leading to a first integral of the type

FΦ(D) = %0Ψ(T ) + C ,

Φ(D) :=

∫
e′′el(D)eel(D)[
e′el(D)

]2 dD , Ψ(T ) :=

∫
Tη′(T )dT .

If we assume et(η) = ceκη, c = const, which also happens to be the most commonly
used case for the dependence of internal energy on the specific entropy, we obtain
Ψ(T ) = T/κ, where we note that this expression is exact and valid for all T , not just
large T . Then, T = FκΦ(D)/%0, where we absorbed the constant due to the initial
conditions in the definition of the function Φ(D). We thus arrive at the single equation
for D:

Ḋ =
λ%0
κF 2

es(D)[e′el(D)]2(D + 1)

e′′el(D)Φ(D)
. (95)

Again, assuming Ogden materials described by (88), we have eel(D) ∼ D2α and
Φ(D) → D as D → ∞. We thus arrive to the following expressions for the singu-
larity:

D ∼
( λ%0
κF 2

(t∗ − t)
) 1

4α−1
, ρs ∼

( λ%0
κF 2

(t∗ − t)
) 2α

4α−1
. (96)
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On experimental verification of the breaking laws (91) and (96). Note
that that according to (96), ρs → 0 slower than the square root law given by (91), since
the power of t∗−t is always larger than 1/2. In addition, the dependence of the density
on the applied force F is different in (91) and (96). This presents an opportunity to
experimentally verify the predictions provided in this Section. We are not currently
aware of such experiments of applying a constant force to break a uniform rod of
material. However, there are experiments relating to breaking under periodic forcing.
We now consider these experiments and connect them with the theory derived here.

Long-term damage due to repeated load. Let us now investigate another
limit, namely, a cyclic load experiment that is common in the literature for the ex-
perimental analysis of material wear and damage. In particular, let us assume that
the applied force F (t) is a periodic function, for example, F (t) = F0 cosωt. Let us
also assume that over the period of the load ∆t = 2π/ω, the temperature is able to
equilibrate, so T ' T∗. Multiplying the first equation of (84) by (D+ 1) and denoting
k∆t := tk, the first equation of (84) gives, at the k-th period

ρs(tk+1)(1 +D(tk+1))− ρs(tk)(1 +D(tk)) = λ0

∫ tk+1

tk

eel(D(t))(1 +D(t))dt , (97)

where we considered the case λ = λ0T treated earlier.
Because of the quasi-static nature of these equations, the force balance, i.e., the

third equation of (84), holds for all times, so the equation (97) above reduced to

F

e′el(D(tk+1))
− F

e′el(D(tk))
= −λ0

∫ tk+1

tk

eel(D(t))(1 +D(t))dt . (98)

In experiments, each cycle of forcing leads to small changes in ∆Dk = D(tk+1)−D(tk).
If we divide both sides of (98) by ∆t, and use linearization of the left-hand side for
small ∆Dk, we arrive to

e′′s(D)

[e′s(D)]2
∆D

∆t
' λ0
F
es(D)(1 +D) , (99)

where the variables are now understood in the sense of having the mean value of the
true variables over the forcing period. The equation (98) coincides exactly with the
equation (90), and thus we obtain the power-law singularity for D(t) according to (91).
The density of the solid phase ρs, according to (92), tends to zero in finite time as a
square root ρs ' (t∗−t)1/2, or, in terms of the number of load cycles, ρs ' (N∗−N)1/2.

It would be interesting to compare these predictions of our theory with experimen-
tal results. The experiments on acrylic based bone cement [59] and vaccum-mixed bone
cement [13] for biomedical applications utilize the Weibull-style distribution of proba-
bility of failure with the number of cycles Pf ∼ e−(Nf/b)

a
, where Nf is the number of

fatigue cycles to failure, and k,m are some positive constants fitted to experimental
data [60]. It is possible that our work can contribute to a better understanding of
the fatigue behavior because of the nature of the analytical prediction (91). In accor-
dance with [13, 59], damage accumulation ρb = ρ0 − ρs, with ρs described by (91) is a
non-linear function of the number of cycles N = tN/∆t, increasing monotonically and
exhibiting a singularity at the breakdown point N = N∗.
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6 Finite dimensional reduced variational mod-

els

In this Section we show that one can derive the equations (84) directly from the ‘discrete
variational’ approach to the problem, by approximating the quantities characterizing
the materials by their typical values. We believe it is valuable to present this derivation
in some details, as we have to be careful when describing the quantities in the material
or in the spatial representation, even though we are discussing the system in the discrete
approximation. This distinction reflects in the form of the time rate of change of
scalar and densities, as well as in the form of the energy and entropy balances in both
representations, which is fundamental for thermodyamic considerations. For simplicity,
we consider the single velocity approach of Section 5, but the variational derivation
that we present can be extended to the complete multi velocity model described in
Section 4.

Recall that we focus on one-dimensional linear deformations of the form ϕ(t,X) =
(D(t) + 1)X. We assume as before that the mass and entropy densities in the material
frame do not depend on X, i.e., %k(t,X) = %k(t) and S(t,X) = S(t). Hence, to a
standard Lagrangian L(ϕ, ϕ̇, %k, S) of the continuum model we can associate a finite
dimensional Lagrangian L(D, Ḋ, %k, S). We derive below the equations of motion by
using finite dimensional versions of the variational formulation of thermodynamics in
the material and Eulerian frame, and show how it directly yields to the model in (84)
for an appropriate choice of L.

Discrete material representation. The finite dimensional variational formula-
tion of a thermodynamic media gives [47]:

δ

∫ T

0

[
L(D, Ḋ, %k, S) + %kẆ

k
]

dt+

∫ T

0
F ∗δD dt = 0 (100)

subject to the phenomenological and variational constraints

∂L

∂S
Ṡ =

∑
k,`

Qk`Ẇ
k

∂L

∂S
δS =

∑
k,`

Qk`δW
k ,

(101)

where Qk` are the conversion rates and F ∗ and external force. It is the finite dimen-
sional analogue to the variational formulation used earlier in the continuum setting.
This variational principle gives the equations of motion

d

dt

∂L

∂Ḋ
− ∂L

∂D
= F ∗

%̇k =
∑
`

Qk`

∂L

∂S
Ṡ = −

∑
k,`

Qk`
∂L

∂%k
=
∑
k<`

Qk`

(
∂L

∂%`
− ∂L

∂%k

)
,

(102)
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together with the condition − ∂L
∂%k

= Ẇ k. The balance of total energy, defined for a

general Lagangian by Etot = ∂L
∂Ḋ
Ḋ − L, follows as

d

dt
Etot = F ∗Ḋ . (103)

For standard continuum theories one gets finite dimensional Lagrangians of the form

L(D, Ḋ, %k, S) =
1

2
M%Ḋ2 − E(D, %k, S) , (104)

for M > 0 and % =
∑

k %k, while for the quasi-static approximation considered earlier,
one chooses L(D, Ḋ, %k, S) = −E(D, %k, S).

Discrete spatial representation. To pass from the material to the spatial repre-
sentation, we multiply the densities by 1/(D+ 1), whereas the scalars are transformed
to the spatial frame without change:

s =
S

D + 1
, ρk =

%k
D + 1

, qk` =
Qk`
D + 1

,

F ∗ = F (D + 1) , wk = W k .

(105)

These relations follow from the relations s(t, x) = S(t, ϕ−1(t, x))Jϕ−1(t, x) for densities
and the relations wk(t, x) = W k(t, ϕ−1(t, x)) for scalar functions, in the case of linear
deformations ϕ(t,X) = (D(t) + 1)X and when S(t,X) = S(t) and W k(t,X) = W k(t).

Correspondingly, we have following relations between the time rate of change in the
material and spatial frame for densities

d

dt
%k = (D + 1)D̄tρk ,

d

dt
S = (D + 1)D̄ts

and for scalars
d

dt
W k =

d

dt
wk =: Dtw

k ,

where

Dt = ∂t and D̄t = ∂t +As with As =
Ḋ

D + 1

are the finite dimensional version of the Lagrangian time derivative of a scalar function
and a density, see (23).

By changing variables in the variational principle (100) we get

δ

∫ T

0
(D + 1)

[
`(D, Ḋ, ρk, s) + ρkDtw

k
]

dt+

∫ T

0
(D + 1)FδD dt = 0 (106)

with phenomenological and variational constraints

∂`

∂s
D̄ts =

∑
k,`

qk`Dtw
k

∂`

∂s
D̄δs =

∑
k,`

qk`Dδw
k,

(107)
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where we defined the Lagrangian ` in the spatial frame from the material Lagrangian
L by

L(D, Ḋ, %k, S) = (D + 1)`
(
D, Ḋ, %k/(D + 1), S/(D + 1)

)
. (108)

Note that the variational formulation (106)–(107) is clearly a finite dimensional version
of (70)–(71). It is also important to mention that in the discrete consideration, when
all the block of material is considered a single entity, the force F can be understood
as either a spatially uniform force applied to the whole material, or the force applied
to the boundaries. We remind the reader that in the previous section, the force F was
applied to the boundaries of the rod under stretching.

Application of the principle (106)–(107) gives the equations of motion

d

dt

∂`

∂Ḋ
− ∂`

∂D
=

1

D + 1

(
− ∂`

∂Ḋ
Ḋ − ∂`

∂s
s−

∑
k

∂`

∂ρk
ρk + `

)
+ F

−∂`
∂s
D̄ts =

∑
k,`

qk`
∂`

∂ρk

D̄tρk =
∑
`

qk` ,

(109)

together with the condition − ∂`
∂ρk

= Dtw
k. The balance of total energy εtot = ∂`

∂Ḋ
Ḋ− `

in the spatial frame for system (109) reads

D̄tεtot = FḊ ⇔ d

dt
(εtot(D + 1)) = (D + 1)FḊ , (110)

which is indeed equivalent to the energy balance (103) in the material frame from the
relation (108), with F = F ∗/(D + 1).

The quasi-static case studied in Section 5 corresponds to the Lagrangian

`(D, Ḋ, ρk, s) = −ε(D, ρs, s) = − %0
D + 1

et

(
s(D + 1)

%0

)
− ρseel(b) ,

see (76), for which system (109) recovers (84).

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we have developed a general, thermodynamically consitent, variational
theory of porous media that are allowed to undergo breaking in the solid matrix under
stress. Our theory extends the theory of continuous damage mechanics by providing
a clear physical explanation for the damage parameter as the density of the broken
material. In our theory, the damage is developed by the irreversible destruction of
the elastic matrix component, while the microscopic properties of the remaining elas-
tic component remain the same throughout the process. This approach removes the
need to develop a phenomenological theory of dependence of elastic coefficients on the
damage parameter. We have also developed thermodynamically consistent expressions
for the breaking rate of the solid matrix, along with the expressions for the friction
forces and stress that are consistent with the second law of thermodynamics for general
materials. The form of the equations resulting from the variational formulation was
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central in the search of such thermodynamically consistent expressions. We have then
considered simplified, but thermodynamically consistent, single velocity versions of our
model, which allowed us to derive exact reduction to ODEs for the analysis of matrix
break-up. Finally, we developed a general variational approach for the derivation of
such thermodynamically consistent multicomponent reduced models.

In a follow-up work, we intend to continue this process and develop particular
analytical and numerical solutions for the equations (41) for different geometries, and
different expressions of the elastic and thermal energies of the material. Of particular
interest is the question of a sudden raise in fluid pressure in one point of the material
and remaining propagation of the damage in the bulk, as was done in [15]. Moreover,
since our theory is variational, it is useful for deriving variational integrators for long-
term simulations of damage dynamics [61–65].
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A Alternative expressions for heat and mass

transfer coefficients involving cross-phenomena

We describe here possible cross-effects in the reversible processes, based on the form
of the entropy production equation (48).

Regarding mass and heat transfer, cross-effects can occur for k = s, ` = b, while
still preserving (56), which are the discrete analogues to the Soret and Dufour effects.
We can thus consider[

Jsb
Ts−Tb
TsTb

qsb

]
= Lsb

[
Tb − Ts

1
Ts

(
1
2 |us|

2 − gs
)
− 1

Tb

(
1
2 |ub|

2 − gb
)] (111)

with the symmetric part of the 2×2 matrix Lsb positive, and with Jsf and Jbf satisfying
(57) or, equivalently (59). We shall note that the conditions (60) and (111) for the
mass and heat transfer coefficients seem to be novel and not encountered in previous
literature on the subject. On the other hand, since qsb can be interpreted physically as
the rate of damage to the elastic matrix, these equations do have some aspects of the
phenomenological equations for the evolution of damage parameters used previously in
the literature, see e.g. [11]. The equations for transfer rate q described there, in our
notation, would be an affine function of the internal pressure p. Our expression has
these pressure terms, but also involves additional terms related to the elastic energy,
as we show below.

Besides the cross-phenomena between the scalar processes associated to mass and
heat transfer, another cross-effect can be postulated, mathematically similar to the
cross-phenomena between bulk viscosity and chemistry, see [66]. Ignoring the friction
forces and assuming that the stresses σk` are symmetric, we can rewrite the entropy
production expression (48) as

∑
k<`

[
σ◦k` :

(F◦k
Tk
−

F◦`
T`

)
+

1

3
Tr(σk`)

(div uk
Tk

− div u`
T`

)
+ qk`

( 1
2 |uk|

2 − gk
Tk

−
1
2 |u`|

2 − g`
T`

)
+ Jk`

( 1

T`
− 1

Tk

)
(T` − Tk)

]
.

Therefore, one is naturally lead to postulate the following cross-effects of scalar pro-
cesses: 

1
3 Tr(σk`)

qk`

Jk`
Tk−T`
TkT`

 = Lk`


1
Tk

div uk − 1
T`

div u`

1
Tk

(12 |uk|
2 − gk)− 1

T`
(12 |u`|

2 − g`)

T` − Tk

 , (112)

37



where the symmetric part of the 3× 3 matrices Lk` must be positive from the second
law. We shall not endeavor to consider the more general conditions (111) and (112)
involving the cross effects, and only concentrate on the simpler conditions (58) as the
one leading to the most simple mathematical expressions treatable analytically. In spite
of the relative mathematical simplicity compared to (111) and (112), expressions (58)
lead to physically relevant systems providing physically valid quantitative predictions.
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