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In a recent paper, a continuum theory of immiscible and incompressible two-phase flow in porous
media based on generalized thermodynamic principles was formulated (Transport in Porous Media,
125, 565 (2018)). In this theory, two immiscible and incompressible fluids flowing in a porous
medium are treated as a single effective fluid, substituting the two interacting subsystems for a
single system with an effective viscosity and pressure gradient. In assuming Euler homogeneity of
the total volumetric flow rate and comparing the resulting first order partial differential equation
to the total volumetric flow rate in the porous medium, one can introduce of a novel velocity that
relates the two pairs of velocities. This velocity, the co-moving velocity, describes the mutual co-
carrying of fluids due to immiscibility effects and interactions between the fluid clusters and the
porous medium itself. The theory is based upon general principles of classical thermodynamics, and
allows for many relations and analogies to draw upon in analyzing two-phase flow systems in this
framework. The goal of this work is to provide additional connections between geometric concepts
and the variables appearing in the thermodynamics-like theory of two-phase flow. In this endeavor,
we will encounter two interpretations of the velocities of the fluids: as tangent vectors (derivations)
acting on functions, or as coordinates on an affine line. The two views are closely related, with the
former viewpoint being more useful in relation to the underlying geometrical structure of equilibrium
thermodynamics, and the latter being more useful in concrete computations and finding examples
of constitutive relations. We apply these relatively straightforward geometric contexts to interpret
the relations between velocities, and from this obtain a general form for the co-moving velocity.

I. INTRODUCTION

The formulation of an effective continuum-level the-
ory of immiscible and incompressible two-phase flow in
porous media based on rigorous physical principles is a
problem of great importance spanning several disciplines
within physics and mathematics [1–4]. The behavior of
such flows underpins a range of complex phenomena seen
in nature, industrial applications and general theoretical
models where one can map a problem onto a description
where two interacting populations, here being fluids, are
exploring a constrained and complex network.

In the continuum limit of these complex systems, which
we have to consider in order to understand diverse phe-
nomena such as permeability, wettability properties, cap-
illary pressure and many more [3], the macroscopic be-
havior depends on the interactions at the pore scale,
which in turn depend on those at even smaller scales.
Moreover, upon coarse-graining of a system, new behav-
ior might emerge as a result of the interactions between
the coarse-grained constituents that make up the system
[5]. The choice of how one “abstracts away” the behav-
ior of a system at some scale to yield a new system at a
larger length scale depends on the available information
about the physical system.

In the continuum limit where it no longer makes sense
to regard the system as an immiscible mixture of two
fluids moving in a solid matrix, but rather as a single
fluid with complex rheological properties, one is inter-
ested in what the behavior of this system is as a function
of a minimal set of macroscopic variables given that we
know the individual properties of the component fluids

and the porous medium. This is the same question which
is asked in equilibrium thermodynamics [6], where the
equilibrium state is assumed to be uniquely defined by a
set of macroscopic variables, but reflecting the underlying
molecular system through an equation of state.

The notion of a state is important here. In the con-
text of immiscible two-phase flow in porous media, its
meaning is that the flow is determined by the current
values of the macroscopic variables alone without be-
ing dependent on how the system got there [7]. This
has been investigated experimentally and computation-
ally [8], leading to the conclusion that indeed steady-state
flow is uniquely described by the values of the macro-
scopic variables. However, there are regions where there
is history dependence in the form of hysteresis [9]. This
means that there are regions in the space spanned by
the control variables where flow is described by functions
that are multivalued [10]. This is analogous to thermo-
dynamics where hysteresis e.g., is a typical feature of first
order phase transitions.

Two-phase flow in porous media is dissipative on the
molecular scale, so it is not in equilibrium in the sense
of molecular thermodynamics. However, we are free to
define another notion of equilibrium based on properties
of the overall flow, for instance based on volumetric flow
rates. In doing so, we may map steady-state flow onto an
equivalent equilibrium system [11]. Under steady-state
conditions, the fluid flow should then be determined by a
set of thermodynamics-like variables. With this general
approach, one can map theories onto the general frame-
work of thermodynamics and leverage thermodynamic
identities to obtain relations between variables.
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This line of reasoning has been pursued in a series of
papers that use statistical mechanics to scale up the im-
miscible two-phase flow problem from the pore scale to
the continuum scale, leading to a thermodynamics-like
mathematical structure at the continuum level [7, 11–13].
As a consequence of this approach, immiscible two-phase
flow in porous media provides sensible physical analogues
of quantities like energy, entropy, temperature etc. and
relations like the Maxwell relations and the framework of
phase transitions — however in a non-thermal setting.

Thermodynamics is at its core constrained by relations
which manifest themselves in geometric terms. As long
as one has a notion of equilibrium and seeks a minimal set
of variables, the problem may be formulated as a problem
of geometry [14–17]. The central idea of the present pa-
per is to use the analogue between immiscible two-phase
flow in porous media and thermodynamics to use the
geometrical apparatus previously implemented for ther-
modynamics in the context of the immiscible two-phase
flow problem.

A. Immiscible two-phase flow in porous media
formulated as a thermodynamic problem

In Hansen et al. [12], Euler homogeneity was used to
formulate thermodynamic relations for the steady-state
seepage velocities vw and vn of two immiscible and in-
compressible fluids (respectively more wetting and less
wetting with respect to the solid matrix). Central to this
work was to provide a mapping between the two seepage
velocities and the average seepage velocity v. By averag-
ing, we would map (vw, vn) → v, but it is not possible to
construct a unique inverse mapping, v → (vw, vn). This
led to the introduction of the co-moving velocity vm so
that (v, vm) → (vw, vn), the inverse mapping. The two
mappings are

v = Swvw + Snvn , (1)

vm = Sw
∂vw
∂Sw

+ Sn
∂vn
∂Sw

, (2)

and

vw = v + Sn

[
∂v

∂Sw
− vm

]
, (3)

vn = v − Sw

[
∂v

∂Sw
− vm

]
, (4)

respectively. Here Sw and Sn are the wetting and non-
wetting saturations respectively, obeying

Sw + Sn = 1 . (5)

We will return to these equations in Section II.
Why would one want to construct this inverse map-

ping, (v, vm) → (vw, vn)? It was observed experimen-
tally in 2009 [18, 19] that the average seepage velocity
v follows a power-law in the pressure gradient with an

exponent considerably larger than one (as would be the
case for Darcian flow) over a wide range of capillary num-
bers. This observation has been followed up in multiple
papers since, see e.g., [20–28]. Experimentally, one finds
this power-law behavior around a capillary number of the
order of 10−5 and up. The power law appears when an
increase in pressure gradient results in the mobilization
of interfaces that would otherwise be held in place by the
capillary forces. If we assume that the increase in mobi-
lized interfaces is proportional to the increase in pressure
gradient and the increase in effective permeability is pro-
portional to the increase in mobilized interfaces, we end
up with an exponent equal to two. The flow rate-pressure
gradient reverts to being linear again when all interfaces
that may move are moving [23]. Having the mapping
from (v, vm) to (vw, vn), equations (3) and (4), makes it
possible to reconstruct the seepage velocity constitutive
equations for each fluid from the constitutive equation
between v and the pressure gradient.
This brings us to the co-moving velocity vm, see equa-

tion (2). We define the wetting saturation Sw in the
following way: We imagine a cut through the porous
medium. Part of the cut will go through the matrix and
part will go through the pores. The area of the plane
cutting through the pores is the pore area Ap. The wet-
ting saturation Sw in that plane is the fraction of the
pore area Ap that cut through the wetting fluid. It was
shown in [11] that a natural variable describing the co-
moving velocity is the flow derivative µ = v′ = dv/dSw.
Both numerical and experimental data point towards the
constitutive equation for vm being quite simple [4, 7, 29]
and Hansen has proposed that the origin of this sim-
plicity may be found in dimensional analysis [30]. The
constitutive equation seems to be an affine function of
the form

vm = bv′ + av0 , (6)

to within the accuracy of the measurements. Here a and b
are dependent on the viscosity ratio and pressure gradient
[7, 11], and v0 is a velocity scale.
We will in this paper in the context of geometry exam-

ine the two-way mappings

(v, vm) ↔ (vw, vn) (7)

(v̂w, v̂n) ↔ (vw, vn) , (8)

where the first mapping we have already described in
equations (1) to (4). The second mapping (8) is between
the thermodynamic velocities, defined as

v̂w =

(
∂Q

∂Aw

)
An

, (9)

v̂n =

(
∂Q

∂An

)
Aw

, (10)

and the seepage velocities. We have not explicitly writ-
ten out the dependence on the pressure gradient in these
two expressions. Here Q is the volumetric flow rate
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through the cut described above, Aw is the area of the
cut passing through the wetting fluid and An is the
area of the cut passing through the non-wetting area.
The thermodynamic velocities appear naturally in the
thermodynamics-like formalism proposed in [11, 12].

Preliminary steps towards such a geometric interpreta-
tion was taken in [31], where different coordinate systems
on the space spanned by the first quadrant of (Aw, An)
were defined and studied. This description was com-
pletely linear, in the sense that all quantities had an
interpretation as components of vectors with respect to
some coordinate system. These vectors are elements of
the tangent space to the space of extensive variables, and
simple relations in the dual space of cotangent vectors
were also considered.

The relation to equilibrium thermodynamics enters
through the steady-state flow condition, which is the sit-
uation when the macroscopic variables of the system fluc-
tuate around well-defined average values. By a transfor-
mation we will discuss in Section II, the flow problem,
which is characterized by the production of molecular
entropy, can be mapped onto an equivalent equilibrium
system by noting that the information entropy associated
with the pore-level fluid flow configurations is not being
produced [11]. The maximum entropy principle may then
be used to formulate a statistical mechanics [32] which
in turn leads to an equilibrium thermodynamics-like for-
malism at the continuum scale.

Our goal is to formulate the two-phase-flow problem in
a manner suitable for geometric generalizations (see be-
low). The reason for seeking this connection is to impart
validity to the claim that immiscible and incompress-
ible two-phase flow is readily describable using princi-
ples of thermodynamics. This ties into the general prob-
lem of applying thermodynamic theories to mesoscopic
systems as a whole [33, 34]. Our reasoning is that if
we are able to embed the thermodynamics-like theory
into the geometric framework of thermodynamics in a
satisfactory manner, we can use geometric tools to ob-
tain thermodynamic-like relations and possibly investi-
gate thermodynamic-like processes in this system.

In the geometric interpretation of thermodynamics,
the usage of mathematical structures called fiber bun-
dles [35, 36] are prevalent. In this article, we will not go
into much detail on these structures, and only consider
relatively common types of fiber bundles, in particular
the tangent vector bundle. While we will introduce these
objects and remark where they are applicable, the struc-
ture itself will not be the main subject of this work.

More explicitly, when we speak of a “geometric formu-
lation of thermodynamics”, we refer to the contact geo-
metric formulation of thermodynamics [37, 38]. A sym-
plectic formulation of thermodynamics is also possible by
introducing additional gauge variables [39]. The contact-
and symplectic formulations are closely related [40], but
have different purposes. Contact geometry has long been
recognized as an appropriate geometric setting for both
equilibrium- and non-equilibrium thermodynamics, and

has close ties to information theory and statistical me-
chanics [37]. We will not consider contact geometry in
detail in this work other than a short comment in Section
VA.

B. Motivation and outline

The core idea of this work is to reframe the theory ini-
tially presented in [12] using the basic concepts from two
related geometric viewpoints. The first one is the basic
differential geometry and (tangent) bundle structure of
the configuration space of extensive variables. The sec-
ond one is a classical geometric view of the velocities as
points in an affine space. We will only need basic con-
cepts from both; the difficulty here is not mathematical,
but rather lies in the physical interpretation of the re-
sults. The geometric relations are motivated by the par-
ticular form of the equations to be presented in Section
II.
We note that essentially all concepts used in this

work are common tools in parts of mathematical physics.
Our view is that a thorough introduction to these
ideas are needed when put in the context of a pseudo-
thermodynamic theory of two-phase flow in porous me-
dia, a field where primarily other techniques have been
applied.
The “classical” geometric viewpoint interprets the val-

ues of the functions corresponding to the velocities intro-
duced in Section IA as points in an affine space. The for-
mulation in terms of differential geometry describes the
velocities in the theory as (tangent) vector fields. We will
see how both views, which uses many of the same types
of spaces but with different objects defined on them, can
aid in our understanding of what the co-moving veloc-
ity, equation (2), represents, and how to potentially work
with it. Moreover, we will see how this theory relates to a
constitutive relation for the co-moving velocity [7, 29, 30].
The tangent-vector formulation can be seen in relation

to previous works [31]. The difference here is that the
tangent vectors are considered as derivative operators,
where the action of the tangent vector fields on functions
defined on the space yields the velocities.
The structure of the article is as follows: in Sec-

tion II, we present the preliminaries of the pseudo-
thermodynamic theory of two-phase flow [12]. In Section
III, we introduce the machinery of manifolds, tangent-
and affine spaces, and bundles constructed from these
spaces. These bundles are the natural habitats of the
vector fields presented in this work. We will also present
the preliminaries of using affine spaces in the classical-
geometric viewpoint. In Section IV, we show how the co-
moving velocity appears in the two geometric viewpoints
presented above, and how it relates to the interpretation
of the equations in Section II. This is the main part of
this work, with the goal of clearing up what the relations
in Section II are seemingly stating in geometric terms,
formulate them in terms of geometry, and show how the
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co-moving velocity obtained in this way relates to already
known relations.

Before summing up our results in Section VI, we will in
Section V comment shortly on the usage areas of the re-
sults of Section IV. Moreover, we comment on two related
topics to the concepts introduced in this work, namely
how the results are related to contact geometry, and the
notion of a connection on a bundle.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND THE EULER
HOMOGENEOUS FUNCTION THEOREM

Consider a porous medium sample as shown in Figure
1. We assume the immiscible fluids enter through the
bottom and leaving through the top. The side walls are
impenetrable. Within the porous medium, the fluids mix
by forming clusters. The clusters merge and split, creat-
ing a steady-state. We choose a plane orthogonal to the
average flow direction far enough from the bottom so that
it is in the region where the flow is in a steady-state. In
this plane we choose a Representative Elementary Area
(REA) which is large enough for the macroscopic vari-
ables to have well-defined averages, but not larger. The
REA has an area Ã. We use the tilde to signify that the
area Ã is the area of a single plane. Associated to the
REA, there is a time averaged volumetric flow rate Q of
fluid passing through Ã at each instant.

The average value of Ã over the entire domain, defined
as the integral of Ã = Ã(z), where z is the coordinate
along the flow direction, is denoted by A. We will define
all areas in this way, as their averaged values over the
domain in the overall direction of Q where the flow is
in a steady state. We will in the following refer to the
averaged area A as the area of the REA. We will in the
following introduce several other kinds of areas. These
will in the same way be averages over sets of REAs.

FIG. 1: The porous medium sample with an REA
indicated. The pore area Ap can be divided into a
wetting area Aw and a non-wetting area An so that

their sum is Ap.

We define the porosity ϕ of the porous medium as

ϕ ≡ Ap

A
, (11)

where Ap is the area of A that cuts through the pores.
The solid matrix area As is given by As = A (1− ϕ).
We assume the porous medium to be homogeneous. The
pore area Ap is an extensive variable; it scales with a
factor λ when we let A 7→ λA, where λ is a real number.
The porosity ϕ does not change under under this scaling,
i.e., it is an intensive variable.
The pore area of the REA,Ap is split into an areaAw of

(more) wetting fluid and an area An of (less) non-wetting
fluid. The the fluids are taken to be incompressible. We
have that

Aw +An = Ap . (12)

We then define the wetting and non-wetting saturations

Sw =
Aw

Ap
, (13)

Sn =
An

Ap
, (14)

obeying equation (5).
Since we consider the mutual flow of two fluids, Q can

be decomposed as a sum of the volumetric flow rates of
the individual fluids, denoted Qw and Qn. We then have

Q(Aw, An) = Qw (Aw, An) +Qn (Aw, An) , (15)

soQmay be seen as a composite thermodynamic-like sys-
tem consisting of two subsystems. We define the seepage
velocities as

v =
Q

Ap
, (16)

vw =
Qw

Aw
, (17)

vn =
Qn

An
. (18)

These velocities of the individual fluids passing through
the REA are the ones measured in experiments.
The total volumetric flow rate Q is extensive in the

variables Aw and An, meaning that

Q(λAw, λAn) = λQ(Aw, An) . (19)

We are here assuming Aw and An to be the control vari-
ables. The pore area Ap is then a dependent variable.
This is of course not possible to arrange in the labora-
tory. However, theoretically it is possible.
By defining Qw, Qn in equation (15) as functions of

Aw, An and not as Qw(Aw) and Qn (An), we imply that
Q is not a sum of simple, non-interacting subsystems [6];
the “subsystem” flow rates Qw, Qn include interactions
between the two phases of fluids. We could alternatively
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FIG. 2: Scaling the area A by a factor λ scales the
volumetric flow rate Q in the same manner,

demonstrating that Q is an Euler homogeneous function
of degree one.

write Q as the sum of two non-interacting volumetric flow
rates Qw,0, Qn,0 and an interaction term Qint

Q(Aw, An) = Qw,0(Aw) +Qn,0(An) +Qint (Aw, An) .
(20)

However, we will keep to the convention in equation (15),
noting that this assumption is a potential point of anal-
ysis in itself [41].
Using equations eq. (15) to eq. (18), we find equation

(1). Equation (15) can then be rewritten as

Q = Awvw +Anvn . (21)

We now use the assumption that Q is degree one Euler
homogeneous in the areas [12]. Taking the derivative
with respect to λ on both sides of equation (19) and
setting λ = 1, we get

Q(Aw, An) = Aw

(
∂Q

∂Aw

)
An

+An

(
∂Q

∂An

)
Aw

. (22)

By dividing equation (22) by Ap, we get

v = Sw

(
∂Q

∂Aw

)
An

+ Sn

(
∂Q

∂An

)
Aw

. (23)

The partial derivatives acting on Q have units of velocity,
so we define the thermodynamic velocities equations (9)
and (10). We may then write equation (23) as

v = Swv̂w + Snv̂n . (24)

We will utilize the notation v̂i for the (set) (v̂w, v̂n), and
the same (un-hatted) notation for the set of seepage ve-
locities, vi ≡ (vw, vn).

The thermodynamic velocities v̂i are not the same as
the physical velocities vw and vn. Rather, the most gen-
eral relation between {v̂i} and {vi} that fulfills both equa-
tions (1) and (24),

v = Swv̂w + Snv̂n = Swvw + Snvn , (25)

is given by [12]

v̂w = vw + Snvm , (26)

v̂n = vn − Swvm , (27)

which defines the co-moving velocity , denoted vm. Hence,
the co-moving velocity which first appeared in equation
(2) is a quantity with units of velocity that relates the
thermodynamic and seepage velocities.
It was shown in [12] that

vm + vw − vn = v̂w − v̂n = v′ , (28)

where v′ = dv/dSw, which will be used throughout this
work.
One can show [12] that v̂i satisfies an analogue of the

Gibbs-Duhem relation,

Sw

(
dv̂w
dSw

)
+ Sn

(
dv̂n
dSw

)
= 0 . (29)

The interpretation is, like in classical thermodynamics,
that the intensive thermodynamic velocities are fully de-
pendent. In the same work, it was shown that vm can
also be expressed as equation (2). Equations (1) and (2)
constitute the transformation (vw, vn) → (v, vm). From
the above relations, one can show that

v̂w = v + Sn
dv

dSw
, (30)

v̂n = v − Sw
dv

dSw
. (31)

(32)

Combining these two equation with equations (26) and
(27) leads to equations (3) and (4), constituting the
transformation (vp, vm) → (vw, vn).
As already discussed, the constitutive equation for vm

(6) is to within the precision of the measurements an
affine function of v′ = dv/dSw.

III. SPACES AND MANIFOLDS

We will in this section describe the theory presented
in Section II using manifolds and bundle structures.
In [31], a two-dimensional vector space of the extensive

area variables (Aw, An) was studied, and the terminology
of manifolds was left out. The idea here is similar, but we
instead define the space of extensive areas to be a two-
dimensional manifold where (Aw, An) is a possible set of
coordinates labeling a point on the manifold, see Figure
3. We label this manifold by M. Since we have from
equation (12) that Ap is a dependent variable, we only
need two independent extensive variables as coordinates
on M. We choose them to be Aw and An.
M itself does not have the structure of a vector space.

However, the tangent space at each point of the manifold,
which is just the space of all tangent vectors that has this
point as their initial point or origin, has such a structure,
see Figure 4. Since our space of extensive variables is
essentially just R2, it might seem unnecessary to separate
the manifold from its tangent space. However, we cannot
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come to any of the conclusions in this work if we do not
formally keep them separate.

The motivation for introducing a manifold and its tan-
gent spaces is to be able to formally discern extensive
and intensive variables. This is necessary to explain why
our theory acts like a thermodynamic theory. As men-
tioned earlier, the vector spaces in [31] did not sepa-
rate between the space of extensive variables and that
of velocities; areas and velocities were simply elements
of the same vector space. In a geometrical approach to
physics, one often separates the two by means of a bundle
structure, with a base-manifold acting as a configuration
space, and some space of objects attached to each point
of the configuration space. The geometry of classical me-
chanics as a whole is based on this structure, and geo-
metric descriptions of thermodynamics use exactly the
same framework. For instance, what we call “extensive”
and “intensive” variables in thermodynamics are exam-
ples of canonical coordinates [40], the coordinates on the
“thermodynamic phase space” analogous to the phase
space of positions and momenta in Hamiltonian mechan-
ics. Without a clear distinction between the two types
of variables, we will not be able to introduce geometric
structures that define thermodynamic equilibrium states,
so called Legendre-manifolds [40], or talk about metrics
on the thermodynamic phase space, which connect ther-
modynamics to statistical mechanics [42]. Thus, sepa-
rating the extensive and intensive variables in the same
way as in geometrical physics is a natural step in a “ge-
ometrization” of the theory in this work.

FIG. 3: The manifold spanned by the extensive areas
Aw, An is taken to be an open subset of R2.

FIG. 4: The tangent space TpM at a point p ∈ M can
be imagined as a plane (strictly speaking a vector

space) attached to M at the point p. A tangent vector
v ∈ TpM can be imagined as a “small arrow” tangent
to the manifold. The tangent vector v can be expressed

in some basis, for instance (e1, e2).

A. Tangent space, bundle and frames

We now consider at every point p ∈ M, the tangent
space TpM at that point, see Figure 4. The collection of
all such tangent spaces of M along with their points of
attachments viewed as a manifold itself is called a tangent
bundle [35] 1. We denote the total space of the tangent
bundle of M by TM. An element of the tangent bun-
dle TM is a pair (p, u), where p ∈ M is the point of
attachment of the tangent space on M, together with a
tangent vector u ∈ TpM. We can express p in coordi-
nates as e.g., p = (Aw, An), and u can be expressed via
the components (u1, u2) of the vector u expressed in some
vector space basis of TpM. With the bundle structure
follows the projection π : TM → M. For each (p, u),
π is just the projection onto the base point p, i.e., we
“forget” about the vector u.
Since M ∼= R2, we have that for each p ∈ M that

TpM ∼= TpR2 ∼= R2, and that TM ∼= TR2 ∼= R2 × R2.
This means that dim (TM) = 4.
Consider now a general tangent vector field V on M,

also called a section of the bundle TM. V is a map
V : M 7→ TM, a choice of a vector Vp ∈ TpM at every
point p ∈ M. We are here assuming that this choice of
vector at each point is smooth in the sense that the vector
components are smooth functions on the manifold. Let
vi be a basis of the tangent space TpM. We will use a
bold font on general basis vectors to separate them from
their coordinates. We can as usual expand any tangent

1 This is a fiber bundle with base space, where the fibers are given
by the tangent spaces at each point.
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FIG. 5: The chart ϕ is a (smooth) map from a
neighborhood U of a point p on the general manifold M

(not necessarily a surface) to an open subset of Rn.

vector Vp, p ∈ M, in the basis vi as

Vp = vi (p)vi , (33)

where vi are the coordinates of Vp with respect to vi,
which are functions of p. We use here and onwards the
Einstein summation convention. Similarly, we can ex-
pand a vector field V using a set of sections si as

V = f isi , (34)

where f i are functions on M.
We adopt the common convention that the basis of tan-

gent vectors at a point p ∈ M are directional derivatives
acting on smooth functions on the base space at that
point [35, 43]. A chart on some open set U ⊂ M con-
taining the point p, given e.g., by coordinate (functions)
xi(p) ≡ (Aw, An), gives a natural basis for the tangent
space TpM: the partial derivatives with respect to the
coordinate functions xi viewed as “attached” at p.
We introduce the notation{

∂

∂xi

∣∣∣∣
p

}n

i=1

≡
{
∂xi |p

}n

i=1
, (35)

where n is the dimension of the manifold. In the case of
p = (Aw, An) ∈ M, we then have that{

∂

∂Aw
,

∂

∂An

}
≡ {∂w, ∂n} (36)

is a basis for the tangent space at each point p. The
partial derivatives act on smooth functions f : M →
R, which are simply functions that take points on the
manifold M as input. The total volumetric flow rate
Q = Q (Aw, An) is such a function.
We can now identify the thermodynamic velocities (9)

and (10) as being the basis {∂w, ∂n} acting on the func-
tion Q; we have “decoupled” the vectors from the func-
tions on which they act. The partial derivatives with
respect to Aw and An at a point p, denoted by ∂w|p and
∂n|p respectively, acting on the volumetric flow rate Q
define the thermodynamic velocities. We have such a
derivation at each point p ∈ M, so we can view {∂w, ∂n}
as coordinate vector fields on M. These correspond to
the sections si in equation (34). In the same way, we from
now on identify any velocity with some tangent vector
acting on Q. For instance, the pore velocity function v
can be identified with a tangent vector field that has com-
ponents (Sw, Sn) in the basis {∂w, ∂n}, i.e. Sw∂w+Sn∂n.
Upon acting on Q, we get the pore velocity function v.
In the same way, we view the seepage velocities vi as

being defined by derivations acting on Q. In other words,
we say that there exists a basis ei of the tangent spaces
of M that yield the seepage velocities upon acting on Q,

ei (Q) ≡ vi , (37)

where i = w, n. The basis ei is strictly speaking a frame,
which means that the frame elements ei could be linearly
dependent.
In the following, we will use the notation v, v̂w, vn etc.

to signify the velocity functions, and use the notation V ,
∂i and ei for the vector fields associated with the velocity
functions.
Note in particular that equation (22) can be written

as the action of a tangent vector field on Q which acts as
the identity. We have a vector field ∆ acting like

∆ (Q) = Ai∂i (Q) = Aw

(
∂Q

∂Aw

)
An

+An

(
∂Q

∂An

)
Aw

,

(38)

which by equation (22) is equal to Q through the Euler
theorem. Strictly speaking, we should be more careful
with the notation: Aw and An as prefactors to ∂w and
∂n are here coordinates on the “fiber”, the tangent space.
This means that they are just the components of a vec-
tor. Meanwhile, Aw, An in ∂w and ∂n are the coordinate
functions on M. We will not encounter problems by not
distinguishing them in this work, so we keep the notation
as is for simplicity.
We have in this section shown how the velocities in Sec-

tion II can be interpreted as objects on a tangent bundle
with base space M. When these tangent vectors act on
the function Q, we obtain the ordinary velocity functions,
which gives a number for each p ∈ M. This simple fact is
the link to the “classical” geometric viewpoint we alluded
to in Section I. In what follows, we will use this relation
with ordinary numbers, and motivate the introduction
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of affine spaces from the definition of the pore velocity
v. We will then use the fact that we can relate tangent
vectors to points of an affine space (the tangent vector
spaces are actually affine spaces over themselves), and
show how this is helpful in the geometric interpretation
presented in this work.

B. Affine spaces of velocities, displacement- and
tangent-vectors

Before analyzing the co-moving velocity vm in terms
of affine maps in Section IV, we review some central
points concerning affine spaces, the bundle structure, and
the differences between the differential-geometric and the
affine descriptions presented in previous sections.

Formally, an affine space [44] is a set A of points

together with a vector space
#—A, equipped with a map

A × #—A → A. This map can be said to be the action of
a vector v ∈ #—A on a point p ∈ A, acting as a displace-
ment to another point p′ ∈ A. The “difference” between
two points p, p′ ∈ A can be identified with an element
v ∈ #—A, which intuitively just mean that the difference
between two points can be identified with the vector be-
tween them. We then have a space A of points, and a
space

#—A of all displacements between points of A.
Coordinates on affine spaces entail a choice of an origin

(a “zero-vector”) and linear basis with respect to this
origin. Consider an affine space A of dimension n, and
let o ∈ A be a choice of origin. Let (e1, e2, . . . , en) ≡ {ei}
be a choice of basis of

#—A. Then, any point p ∈ A can be
written as

p = o+ (p− o) = o+ piei , (39)

where (p− o) is a vector since it is the difference of two
points, which we on the second line of equation (39) ex-
panded in the basis ei with components

{
pi
}
. The com-

ponents
{
pi
}
are the affine coordinates of the point p. A

new choice of origin o or basis {ei} specifies a new set
of affine coordinates. The choice of an origin and a lin-
ear basis with respect to this origin is an affine frame or
affine basis.

An affine map f is a map between affine spaces that
preserves the affine structure. Any such map f : A → B
between affine spaces A, B, with associated vector spaces
#—A and

#—B respectively, is defined by the property that for
any two points a, b ∈ A, we have

f(a)− f(b) = λ (a− b) , (40)

where λ is a linear map. Expressed equivalently, we have

f (p+ u) = f (p) + λu , (41)

where p ∈ A is a point, u ∈ #—A is a vector, and λ is
a linear map. By fixing points o1 ∈ A, and o2 ∈ B, a
general affine map f : A → B can be written in the form

f (p) = o2 + (f(o1)− o2) + λ (p− o1) , (42)

for p ∈ A. Here, (f(o1)− o2) is a translation of B which
only depends on o1 and o2, and λ(p− o1) is a linear map

of the vector (p− o1) ∈ A⃗. At any point, we can form a
vector space and define some basis with respect to this
point. We can for instance take the derivative operators
discussed in Section IIIA as a basis for the vector space
at this point. In this work, we can identify it with the
tangent space at that point. Thus, the vector λ (p− o1)
can be treated as a tangent vector attached at o1, ob-
tained in coordinates by specifying affine coordinates for
the point p. A very important point is that by equation
(42), a translation of the origin is also given by a vector,
or equivalently a tangent vector in this case.
A special case of an affine map is an invertible affine

map from an affine space A to itself, f : A → A. Such a
map is an affine transformation of A, and satisfies

f (p) = o+ (f(o)− o) + λ (p− o) (43)

with p ∈ A and o ∈ A is taken as the origin, and (f(o)−o)
is a translation.
For an affine combination of points {ei} with coeffi-

cients αi, an affine map f satisfies

f

(
n∑

i=1

αiei

)
=

n∑
i=1

αif (ei) . (44)

Let the tangent vectors introduced in the previous sec-
tion act on Q, such that we obtain the ordinary velocity
functions. By the map given in equations (26) and (27),
we can rewrite the definition of the pore velocity function
v, equation (24), as

v = Swv̂w + Snv̂n = vm + Sw (v̂w − vm) + Sn (v̂n − vm) .
(45)

Equation (45) expresses v as an affine combination with
vm singled out as a choice of origin. Thus, we interpret
the velocities v, v̂i, vi and vm as points of an affine space
A, with an associated vector space

#—A of displacements.
We view the space of velocities as affine since vm deter-
mines a “moving origin”, vm = vm (Sw).
Formally the velocities are points of A,

v, v̂i, vi, vm ∈ A , (46)

whereas the velocity differences (v̂i − vm) are not vectors

in
#—A. They are just functions, giving a real number for

each value of the saturation Sw.
Consider two pairs of points, for example the ther-

modynamic velocities (v̂w, v̂n) and the seepage velocities
(vw, vn) in A. If we have a map g ∈ G for some group
G such that g (v̂w, v̂n) = (vw, vn), the group G is said to
act 2-transitively on A. A prominent example of such a
group is the group consisting of translations and homoth-
eties, or the group of dilations [45]. These are examples of
the affine transformations just considered. The map f in
equation (51) is exactly such a 2-transitive map. That f
acts 2-transitively of (v̂w, v̂n) means that if we know how
one velocity is mapped, the map of the other is known.
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This is exactly what is described by the relation defined
in equations (26) and (27).

We now stress an important point regarding the re-
lation between the “classical” and differential-geometric
descriptions: the vector space of displacements

#—A and
the tangent vector spaces TpM at each point p ∈ M are
formally not the same spaces. However, they are isomor-
phic in the case of M ∼= R2. The tangent spaces at each
point of M can, in the case where we regard the under-
lying space to be just M ∼= Rn, be identified with each
other by translations. This is not possible in general; for
a general manifold, each tangent space must be viewed
as distinct, as the concept of simple displacements needs
amending [44]. We note that in the infinitesimal (tangent
vector) case, the co-moving velocity vm is in general an
example of a particular type of section of a bundle, see
section VB.

In Section IIIA, we defined the tangent vector spaces
TpM, p ∈ M, without endowing M itself with any par-
ticular structure. In fact, we could view M itself as an
affine space. As an example of why this might be use-
ful, consider the case where we have some constant irre-
ducible saturation in the two-phase flow system. If the
irreducible saturation is associated with some constant
non-vanishing flow rate, we have a constant term in our
description of the areas and the velocities that we have to
take into account. The problem can then be simplified
if one could specify a new convenient origin in M, for
instance one corresponding to the irreducible saturation.

Therefore, we seen that it can be useful to view M as
not having a fixed origin O. The latter was considered in
[31]. By specifying some origin O, one obtains a vector
space structure. On the other hand, in order to refer
to the relation between the choices of origins, one needs
the affine structure. It turns out that in the case where
we take the base space M to itself be an affine space,
we can identify the tangent spaces at different points of
M by translations of M: given some vector u, one can
consider the translation or displacement τu : M → M
of all points of the affine space M by this vector [45].
Note that this is a translation of all points of the space
M, and does not act as a derivation at a point as in the
case of tangent vectors. These translations are elements
of the vector space associated to M viewed as an affine
space.

Let this associated vector space to M be denoted by
#  —M. We note that

#  —M can be identified with the “vector
space of areas” from earlier work [31]. The vector space
#  —M associated to the affine space M can be viewed as
containing the displacements between points of M, just
as with A and

#—A from earlier in this section. A tangent
vector u ∈ TpM can be regarded as a tangent vector to
a curve (which we take to be just a line) t 7→ p + tu at

the point p ∈ M [44]. Any displacement vector u′ ∈ #  —M
with the same direction as u would give the same curve.
If we consider the limit where the displacement given by
u′ goes to zero, we see that we naturally have that we
can let u ∈ #  —M. Thus, we can view the tangent space at

each point p ∈ M as a copy of
#  —M attached to p. This

identification between vectors of
#  —M and vectors in TpM

at each p ∈ M is only possible due to the affine structure
of M, and it is important to note that this does not hold
for general manifolds. This is so because there in general
is no natural way of identifying vectors at different points
of a manifold without introducing a connection on the
bundle [43, 46]. Such a connection is extraneous to the
manifold itself. Note that the difference between the two
is that the elements of

#  —M are, intuitively, “detached”
from any point p.
To sum up, we only need a single space M, whose dis-

placements live in the vector space
#  —M. We can either

use the tangent vectors at each point to describe the ve-
locities at each point p ∈ M, or we can let these tangent
vectors act on Q and instead use the (signed) distances
between points of M as representing the displacements.
This correspondence is possible due to the identification
M ∼= R2. In the latter case, we essentially do not use the
manifold structure of M, and only treat it as the linear
space R2.

C. The saturation as a coordinate and parameter

In the description of velocities as points in an affine
space, equation (46), we have an important relation for
the space M of extensive variables: we can use the veloc-
ities to identify “directions” inM. More explicitly, ratios
of distances (the “lengths” of the vectors in

#  —M) can be
identified with points on an affine line L ⊂ M through
their functional values. We can specify points on this line
either by specifying a value of Sw, or by specifying the
values of the velocity differences. We will now clarify this
point.

The specific coordinates on M do not really matter
[31], so we specify points p ∈ M using the extensive ar-
eas, p = (Aw, An) ∈ M. However, for practical reasons,
it is often convenient to work with the coordinates [12]
(Sw, Ap), defined by

Ap ≡ Aw +An , (47)

Sw ≡ Aw

Aw +An
=

Aw

Ap
. (48)

If we view Ap as fixed and constant, we only have a sin-
gle variable Sw. For each constant value Ap = A∗

p, Sw

parametrizes a line L ⊂ M running between (Aw, An) =
(0, A∗

p) and (A∗
p, 0). In these coordinates (Aw, An), we

have the “trivial” parametrization
(
SwA

∗
p, (1− Sw)A

∗
p

)
.

Since M ∼= R2, each L (one for each value of A∗
p) can

be seen as an affine subspace of M In terms of manifolds,
L is a sub-manifold of M. The usage of the term “affine
subspace” in this case is only due to our identification
of M with the real plane R2, viewed as a vector space
itself. Sw is in this context is called an affine coordinate
on the line L. Moreover, Sw is a parameter that specifies
a point on the line L defined by Aw +An −A∗

p = 0.
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The velocity functions are equivalent to one-
dimensional maps of the parameter Sw, which e.g., sends
Sw 7→ v̂w (Sw) ∈ L. The relation between Sw and the
velocities are obtained by solving equation (25) for Sw,
finding

Sw =
v − v̂n
v̂w − v̂n

=
v − vn
vw − vn

(49)

where the velocity differences are simply the values of the
corresponding functions. Thus, Sw give the position of
v on the line segment with v̂w and v̂n or vw and vn as
endpoints for v.
The view of Sw as a parameter specifying a point on

the line L is quite useful for concrete computations. In
fact, instead of letting Ap equal a constant A∗

p, we can
consider all relations “modulo” the scale factor Ap, and
work with the parameter Sw alone. By this, we mean
that transformations in the parameter Sw are related to a
(potentially continuous) family of lines {Li} in M, where
each line Li is given by a linear inhomogeneous equation
aAw+bAn = c, where a, b, c are constants. This serves as
the entry point for continued work on the affine-geometric
interpretation of the system, and connects the affine rela-
tions in this work to projective geometry [45, 47]. In this
context, where we can specify points on a line L by using
the “dual” intensive quantities to the extensive variables,
the velocities {v, v̂w, v̂n}, or equivalently {v, vw, vn}, can
be called a type of projective basis or projective frame
[47, 48]. A map of the velocities sending v̂i 7→ vi can
in this context be said to be a map defined on the dual
space of M. What is meant by “dual” depends on the
context, but in this specific case, one is referring to the
projective dual of M, denoted M∗. This is simply the
space where each point a ∈ M∗ represents a line in M.
The velocities can then be seen as elements of M∗, since
they exactly specify lines in M. This can be seen by
writing equation (25) as

Aw (v̂w − v) +An (v̂n − v)

= Aw (vw − v) +An (vn − v) = 0 . (50)

In equation (50), (Aw, An) specifies points of M, while
the (ratio of the) velocities give the slope of the line
through the point (Aw, An). In the special case that
M ∼= R2, this duality is trivial, however, this is the formal
relation between the extensive and intensive variables in
the affine viewpoint. We will not need more specifics
about these spaces, and reserve this for future work.

IV. THE CO-MOVING VELOCITY AND
AFFINE MAPS

We will now investigate how the co-moving velocity
vm, first presented in equation (2), can be described in
terms of the two views of the velocities presented in pre-
vious sections. As already mentioned in Section III B, we
have a natural identification between the tangent spaces

at each point of M and the vector space
#  —M of displace-

ments of points of M. From the discussion in the preced-
ing sections, we can work with either the distances be-
tween points given by the differences (vi − vm), or with
tangent vectors at each point. We will start by using
the former description, where it is implicit that we have
restricted ourselves to a line L ⊂ M such that Sw is a
parameter along L, as discussed in the previous section.
We will then use the tangent vector description to write
the relations in terms of vector components, before sim-
plifying the obtained relations. The result will in the two
cases be an expression for a function of v′ = dv/dSw and
a vector field corresponding to the co-moving velocity vm
respectively.

A. vm from affine maps

Let f be an affine map. We now use use the property of
affine maps in equation (44). Comparing with equation
(25), we see that the mapping {v̂i} 7→ {vi}, which we call
f , by definition should satisfy

v = f (v) = f (Swv̂w + Snv̂n)

= Swf (v̂w) + Snf (v̂n)

= Swvw + Snvn , (51)

which holds since Sw + Sn = 1 at all times. Thus, f can
be seen as an affine map f : v̂i 7→ vi leaving the convex
combination v invariant.
The details about the map f depends on which inter-

pretation we have for the velocities. As expressed in the
discussion around equation (51), f as a map of the veloc-
ities is formally a map on M∗, the space of lines in M.
However, since we can simply view the velocities as func-
tions of Sw only, f is simply a map of the one-dimensional
number line R. It is not important if this number line
is embedded in some higher dimensional space. We will
call this line l, the image of Sw ∈ L under the velocity
functions. This is what we will take as the meaning of
the map f of the velocities: as a map of their functional
values on the line l. We will return to the case of f act-
ing on tangent vectors, where the idea is exactly the same
but expressed differently.
With the notion of an affine map f , we can revisit

the right hand side of equation (45). The velocities
(v̂n + Snvm), (v̂n + Swvm) are in this case not velocity
differences; they are expressions of a particular affine map
called a homothety, see Section IVB. In fact, v itself can
be written as a homothety. To see this, we rewrite equa-
tion (25) as

v = v̂w + Sn (v̂n − v̂w) = vw + Sn (vn − vw) , (52)

where the middle and third expressions respectively are
homotheties of ratio Sn with centers vw and v̂w [45].
Consider {v̂i} and {vi} as points in two affine spaces

A, B with associated vector spaces A⃗ and B⃗ respectively.
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Using equation (28) and equation (51), we have that

f (v̂w)− f (v̂n) = vw − vn

=
dv

dSw
− vm . (53)

The velocity difference (vw − vn), where vi = f(v̂i), is
then equivalent to a linear map λ of (v̂w − v̂n) according
to Section III B. In writing, (f(v̂w)− f(v̂n)) = (vw−vn),
we can specify a choice of origin in A and B. We choose
the origins o ∈ A and p ∈ B, and use equation (42) and
equation (53) to write

f(v̂w) = f(v̂n) + λ(v̂w − v̂n) , (54)

which from Section III B is equivalent to

f(o+ u) = p+ (f(o)− p) + λu

= p+ λu , (55)

for some vector u, and where we let f(o) ≡ p. We can
then set f (o+ u) = f (v̂w), the new origin p = f (v̂n),
λu = (v′ − vm). The point is that the affine map f also
moves the origins of the velocities.

As before, we can associate the vector u with its (Eu-
clidean) length of the distance between points on the line
l. Thus, the meaning of equation (55) is simply that a
velocity defined by the distance u from some origin o is
mapped to a new origin p and a linear map of the dis-
tance u. Even if we a priori have no preferred way of
defining such an origin or vector u, the map f suggests
that the origin should move, and the distance u from the
origin is scaled by λ.
We are now ready for a simple yet important re-

sult. Comparing equation (53) to the definition in equa-
tion (40), we see that we can write

f (v̂w)− f (v̂n) = λ (v̂w − v̂n)

= λ (v′) = v′ − vm , (56)

where λ is a linear map. In one dimension, the only
linear maps are multiplication by a scalar, so λ is just a
number. Thus, we have

vm = (1− λ) v′ . (57)

Comparing equation (57) to equation (6), we see that
we can identify (1 − λ) ≡ b. However, the term av0 in
equation (6) does not appear from considering an affine
map f in this way. We will see that we get the same
result when treating the velocities as tangent vector fields
in section IVC.

B. Homotheties and irreducible capillary flow

Intuitively, equation (52) means that v is the point
located at a fraction Sn along the line segment between

v̂w and v̂n in A. Thus, if either v̂w or v̂n (or both) were
to change while v was kept fixed, Sn would also change,
and hence also Sw = 1 − Sn. Thus, any change in one
of the thermodynamic velocities is accompanied by an
equal and opposite change in the other thermodynamic
velocity. This is the relation between the middle and last
expression in equation (52), and also in equation (51).
In fact, affine maps are the only maps that “commute”
with the saturation Sn in this way, which we see is the
defining property which we use to introduce vm through
eqs. (26) and (27).
Let τu be a translation of A by the vector u and let hs,λ

be a homothety of center s and ratio λ. A composition of
τu and hs,λ, since the set of translations and homotheties
of an affine space forms a group [45], is again a homothety

h̃s̃,λ of center s̃. Explicitly, if hs,λ : p 7→ s + λ (p− s),
and τu : p 7→ p+ u with u a vector, we have

τu ◦ hs,λ : p 7→ s+ u+ λ (p− s) . (58)

We can rewrite equation (58) as a new homothety h̃ with
respect to a point s̃ and the same ratio λ as

τu ◦hs,λ : p 7→ s+
u

1− λ
+λ

(
p−

(
s+

u

1− λ

))
. (59)

If we define

s̃ = s+
u

1− λ
, (60)

we can define τu ◦ hs,λ ≡ h̃s̃,λ and write equation (59) as

h̃s̃,λ : p 7→ s̃+ λ (p− s̃) . (61)

The formalism in terms of homotheties as defined
above can be applied directly to the system studied in
Section 7.3 of Reference [12]. This system consist of N
capillary fibers in parallel, of which Ns have smaller cross
section as and the rest, Nl = N −Ns have a larger cross
section al. We assume the smaller cross section is so small
than only the wetting fluid can enter these capillaries.
Each capillary is filled with either wetting or non-wetting
only. The wetting pore area is then Aw = As + Alw

where As = Nsas and Alw is the area of the large cap-
illaries that are filled with wetting fluid. This means
that the system has an irreducible saturation given by
Sw,i = As/Ap. Hence, the wetting area is given by
Aw = ApSw,i + Ap (Sw − Sw,i). The non-wetting sat-
uration is given by Sn = 1− Sw. We denote the velocity
of the non-wetting fluid by vn, and the velocity of the
wetting fluid in the small capillaries vsw and in the large
capillaries by vlw. The average flow velocities through
the capillary fiber bundle is then

v = Sw,ivsw + (Sw − Sw,i) vlw + Snvn . (62)

We may now interpret the velocities as points in a space
A. We combine equations (1) and (62) to find

Swvw = Sw,ivsw + (Sw − Sw,i) vlw . (63)
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We express vw by dividing the left hand side of equation
(63) by Sw, and insert this into equation (52) to obtain

v = vw + Sn (vn − vw)

=

[
vlw +

Sw,i

Sw
(vsw − vlw)

]
+Sn

[
vn −

(
vlw +

Sw,i

Sw
(vsw − vlw)

)]
= vlw +

Sw,i

1− Sn
(vsw − vlw)

+Sn

[
vn −

(
vlw +

Sw,i

1− Sn
(vsw − vlw)

)]
. (64)

Comparing equation (64) to equations (59) and (60), we
see that we have defined a composition of a homothety
of ratio Sn of the point vn with respect to the center
vlw and the translation of the point vlw by the constant
vector Sw,i (vsw − vlw). We can thus identify it with a
translation of the origin from Sw,ivlw to Sw,ivsw. We
may then rewrite equation (64) one last time as

v = vlw − vm + Sn (vn − (vlw − vm)) , (65)

where we have identified

vm =
Sw,i

Sw
(vlw − vsw) . (66)

Comparing equation (65) to equation (61), we get that
s̃ = vlw−vm, meaning it can be viewed as a translation of
the homothetic center vlw. vm is exactly the translation
vector of the homothetic center in the space of velocities.

We find from equation (62) that

v′ =
dv

dSw
= vlw − vn . (67)

Hence, vm in this system is not on the form suggested
by equation (57). The reason for this is that there is
no mechanism in the capillary fiber bundle system to
generate an equilibrium thermodynamics as the fibers are
non-interacting.

We have in section IVA related vm to the affine map f ,
with the result that eq. (57) is linear in v′. Equation (56)
means that f acts the same way on both thermodynamic
velocities. This restriction is what gives us eq. (57).
When the constituent subsystems do not interact with
each other as in the capillary fiber bundle example, which
in general can happen in sub-regions of the saturation
range, we see that we do not have a single map f act-
ing as in eq. (56). However, the velocity v itself can be
expressed in terms of a homothety, which is affine. This
means that eq. (57) is not correct in this case. Solving
eq. (66) for vlw and inserting into eq. (66) gives us

vm =
Sw,i

Sw
v′ +

Sw,i

Sw
(vn − vsw) , (68)

which contains a linear transformation in v′ 2 and a trans-
lation term which moves the origin. In section VB, we
will see some solutions for describing this geometrically.

C. vm as a tangent vector field

We now turn to the interpretation of velocities as tan-
gent vectors in the tangent spaces of M, where M is
again viewed as a manifold. We will exploit the fact
that M ∼= R2 to circumvent a discussion of connections
(see Section VB ) and mathematical fiber bundles (see).
We will simply say that we are able to choose an origin
o in each tangent space that may depend on the point
p ∈ M. We regard vectors in the tangent space TpM to
be attached at the point o ∈ TpM. This origin is given
by some section s of TM which we assume to be non-
vanishing for the domain in M we are considering. This
means that the vector field itself has no singular points.
A section of a bundle exists independently of a represen-
tation in terms of coordinates, so there is no intrinsic way
of defining coordinates for a section unless more structure
is provided.
We can encode an “indeterminate” origin in the tan-

gent spaces of the bundle TM by letting the origin of
the tangent spaces be given by a section s0. This gives
us an affine bundle [49], where the fibers are now related
by affine maps. We cannot use the choice s0 to define
the coordinates of the section s0 itself; the choice of s0 is
rather a part of the choice of affine frame generalized to
the bundle (see section III B), which allows us to define
coordinates for vectors 3.
For now, we disregard s0, and consider a single tan-

gent space TpM. Recall that TpM is itself an affine

space, denoted Ap with an associated vector space
#—Ap.

We consider the origin of
#—Ap as a point ô ∈ Ap. Let

another choice of origin be o. A choice of o in each fiber
is determined by a section s. In each tangent space, we

can then identify a vector
#     —

(oô)p = u ∈ #  —Mp between the
points ô, o ∈ Ap, and this vector can be decomposed into
components. We have a choice of such a vector in each
tangent space, given by the section s. Thus, we can asso-
ciate the section s to a vector field that we can describe
using vector components. We rename this field from s to
Vm, to make the analogy clear. Note that this is exactly
what is implied by the right hand side of equation (45).

We use the index α = w, n, to label which velocity
we are referring to. For each α, a vector is given by
two components, because dim (TpM) = 2. Since we here
view each TpM as an affine space, every vector is defined
with respect to some choice of origin which in general is a

2 The map is non-linear in Sw, but appears as a multiplicative
factor of v′, hence the map of v′ is linear.

3 An application of this formalism is seen in mechanics, see [50].
We follow the same reasoning here.
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function of the point p ∈ M. As done before, we use the
notation A for the affine space of points corresponding
to TpM, and

#  —M for the associated vector space.
We label the velocities viewed as points of the affine

space Ap by a left superscript p (·). Thus, the thermody-
namic velocities, denoted pv̂α, and the seepage velocities,
pvα, which we stress are not functions but abstract points
of TpM = A, are then expressed as

pv̂α = ôα + ⃗̂vα , (69)
pvα = oα + v⃗α , (70)

where ôα, oα ∈ A, ⃗̂vα, v⃗α ∈ #—A. We here regard the points
and velocities corresponding to the thermodynamic- and
seepage velocities to belong to the same affine- and vector
space, which simplifies the notation in Section IV.

In the notation introduced above, we can write the
relations in equations (26) and (27 as

pv̂α − pvα = (ôα + ⃗̂vα)− (oα + v⃗α)

= (ôα − oα) +
(
⃗̂vα − v⃗α

)
= Oj

αej,α + λj
αej,α

≡ vjαej,α , (71)

where the index j runs over the dimension of A,
dim (A) = 2, and vjα =

(
Oj

α + λj
α

)
. λj

α are the com-

ponents of the tangent vectors in
#—A. Thus, we see that

by introducing a shift in the origin, the new components
are linear inhomogeneous functions (in other words affine
functions) of the components λj

α.
4

In equation (71), we expanded (ôα − oα) and(
⃗̂vα − v⃗α

)
in the same basis ejα. In particular, the basis

is not dependent on which velocity we are referring to,
as the basis is the same for all α. Therefore, we have
ej,α = ej , i.e. we drop the index α.
The last line in equation (71) then defines two co-

moving velocities,

pv̂w − pvw = vjwej ≡ Sn
#  —

vwm , (72)

pv̂n − pvn = vjnej ≡ −Sw
#  —

vnm . (73)

The quantities
#  —
vαm are written as vectors because they

are defined as the difference between two points, hence
vectors. In Section II, invariance of v requires that

#  —
vwm =

#  —
vnm ≡ #  —vm. This places restrictions upon the coefficients
vjα.
We now adopt the view in equation (51), namely that

the mapping in equation (8) is given by an affine map
f , or in this case: an affine transformation. This view
presents no new difficulties, and just means that we view

4 Affine functions of the components of the vectors is central in
the definition of affine bundles, see e.g. [51].

the components in equation (71) as being related by the
map f . From Section III B, we then have that

v⃗α = f̄
(
⃗̂vα

)
, (74)

oα = f(ôα) , (75)

where f̄ is the linear part of the affine map f . If the

components of the linear part ⃗̂vα of pv̂α (same for the
seepage velocities) with respect to the basis ej are xj

α,
then the components of v⃗α are related to xj

α by a lin-

ear transformation, xj
α 7→ xi

αλ̄
j
i,α. Since we in equation

(51) only use a single map f , the linear transformation
is equal for α = w, n, so we can drop the index α on the
matrix representation of the linear transformation. The
assumption that the mapping in equation (8) is given by
a single map f is the simplest choice we can make. If we
allowed for a pair of maps, meaning that f 7→ fα, the
transformation would not be affine. This would also im-
ply that we have two thermodynamic velocities, meaning
#  —
vwm ̸= #  —

vnm, which makes us unable to define a single #  —vm
and hence a single vm.5

From the above, we can now rewrite equation (71) as

v̂α − vα = (ôα − oα) +
(
⃗̂vα − v⃗α

)
= (ôα − f(ô)α) +

(
⃗̂vα − f̄ (v⃗α)

)
= Oj

αej +
(
xj
α − xi

αλ̄
j
i

)
ej

=
(
Oj

α + xi
α

(
Iji − λ̄j

i

))
ej . (76)

where Iji is the identity matrix, xj
α are the components

of ⃗̂vα in the basis ej , and λ̄j
i is the matrix-representation

of the linear transformation f̄ . Using equation (76) and
equations (71) — (73), we can then write the difference
(pvw − pvn) as equations (72 and (73)6

pvw − pvn =
(
vjw − vjn

)
ej

=
[ (

xj
w − xj

n

)
+
(
xi
nλ̄

j
i − xi

wλ̄
j
i

) ]
ej

=
[ (

xj
w − xj

n

)
+
(
xi
n − xi

w

)
λ̄j
i

]
ej

=
(
xi
w − xi

n

) (
Iji − λ̄j

i

)
ej (77)

To relate equation (77) to vm, we need to make some re-
strictions. We choose coordinates (Sw, Ap) on M, which
induces the coordinate basis

(
∂Sw , ∂Ap

)
on the tangent

space. In general, both vectors enter into equation (77).

5 In eq. (71), this assumption also means that the origins for vw
and vn are taken to be the same.

6 Note that if we had allowed for unequal origins, the matrices in
equation (77) would have the index α (i.e. they would be ten-
sors), and there would be an additional term due to potentially
different choices of origin for vw and vn.
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We can now either set Ap = A∗
p where A∗

p is a constant
(which essentially means that we restrict to a subspace
or “sub-manifold” of M), or consider the extensive vari-
ables on M up to a common factor of λ, where λ need
not be constant (we could here e.g. set λ = Ap). The two
possibilities give us two potential definitions of the sat-

uration, which we could label S
A∗

p
w and Sλ

w. The former
definition is the most straightforward, where all quanti-
ties are seen in relation to a “absolute” total area. The
latter possibility is related to projective spaces, which is
outside the scope of this work. However, no matter which
of the two possibilities is invoked, the basis ej reduces to
a single element, and we label this single element simply
by ∂Sw

as before. The fourth line in equation (77) is then
trivial, and can be simplified to

pvw − pvn = γ̃∂Sw

= (1− γ) ∂Sw (78)

equation (78) can, upon acting on the function Q, be
identified with (v′ − vm), so that γ∂Sw ≡ #—vm where γ is
a function on M. Equation (78) has the same content
as equation (57), only described in terms of tangent vec-
tors. Moreover, as in equation (57), we cannot explicitly
get a term corresponding to the constant av0 in equa-
tion (6). We will return to this and its generalization in
section VB.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONNECTION TO
FURTHER FORMALISMS

The two ways of viewing the velocities discussed in
this work might seem almost equivalent, but the two ap-
proaches represent very different views of the base space
and the velocities. In viewing the velocities simply as
“points on a line” in Section III B, the velocities are then
examples of homogeneous coordinates [45, 52] on pro-
jective spaces. These coordinates can be interpreted as
labels for points along the real number line (in our case),
which we are free to regard as the function values cor-
responding to the velocities. The co-moving velocity is
in this context simply another point on the number line.
This way of viewing the velocities allow for working with
concrete numbers. In viewing the velocities as points of
an affine space attached to each point of the base space
of extensive variables, we loose the “tangibility” of the
“classical” method. However, the language of bundles
and manifolds underpins investigations into the geome-
try of thermodynamics.

As a sidenote, we see from the considerations in Section
IV that we cannot get an isolated constant term av0 as
in the phenomenological constitutive relation in equation
(6) in the framework presented here.7 This conclusion

7 Strictly speaking, it can be done if the factor in front of v′ and

follows from the observation that the map in equation
(8) is given by a single affine transformation, the affine
map f . The term av0 was first obtained [12] from fits
of experimental data. A physical interpretation of it was
then presented in [30]: we have from equations (28) and
(6) that

av0 = [vn − vm]dv/dSw=0 , (79)

if the average seepage velocity has a minimum for some
saturation Sw. There is, however, no a priori reason to
believe that this term should follow from an analytical
approach based on geometry with only two independent
variables. However, the space of extensive variables M
is strictly speaking not complete as is. The statistical
mechanics formalism based on Jaynes maximum entropy
principle [32] developed by Hansen et al. [11, 53] in-
cludes configurational entropy, and it is natural that it is
included in M.

A. A note on contact geometry

As mentioned in Section I, contact geometry [40] is
the appropriate setting for for a formalization of classi-
cal thermodynamics. The idea is to introduce a ther-
modynamic phase space M of extensive and intensive
quantities in the system, which in classical thermody-
namics would be e.g. energy, entropy, volume and parti-
cle numbers along with conjugate variables. If there are
n + 1 extensive variables, we have n intensive variables,
so the total number of variables are 2n + 1. Therefore,
dim (M) = 2n+ 1. All the thermodynamic variables are
initially taken to be independent. One then introduces a
contact one-form, which is just the Gibbs one-form from
thermodynamics. If we take only energy E, entropy S
and volume V as extensive variables, the contact form Θ
looks like

Θ = dE − γSdS + γV dV , (80)

The quantities γS , γV are in equilibrium thermodynam-
ics just the temperature T and pressure P , however, they
are not identified as such initially: this is only the case on
some sub-manifold N ⊂ M that characterizes the equi-
librium states of the system. In fact, the contact form Θ
defines such a sub-manifold as Θ = 0, called a Legendre
sub-manifold [40]. More concretely, the contact form Θ
defines a distribution D on M , which is just the selec-
tion of a subspace Lx ⊆ TxM of the tangent space TxM
at each x ∈ M . Given such a distribution D stemming
from the contact form Θ in equation (80), it turns out

∂Sw in equation (57) and equation (78) contains a term that
cancels v′ exactly as v′ → 0, i.e. a term ∼ (v′)−1. However,
such a term would not correspond to any well-defined vector
field, or would require knowing the function Q itself.
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that the Legendre sub-manifolds N ⊂ M that has the
distribution D as its tangent space have maximal dimen-
sion n. Such sub-manifolds N are more generally called
called integral sub-manifolds [44, 52] of the distribution
D.8 A curve c = c(t) in M that lies on N can be in-
terpreted as some quasi-static thermodynamic process.
The tangent vectors to the curve c(t) are all contained in
D, which means that the curve cannot “leave” the equi-
librium manifold N . It turns out that on the integral
sub-manifolds N , we have exactly

γS |N =
∂E

∂S
, (81)

−γV |N =
∂E

∂V
, (82)

in accordance with equilibrium thermodynamics. The
energy E is here expressed as a function E = E (S, V ).
In N , E is exactly what is called a thermodynamic po-
tential.

The parallel between thermodynamics and the formal-
ism discussed here and in [11, 53] has been developed in
References [11, 53]. We discuss contact geometry in this
context in the following, however, without including the
configurational entropy, and its conjugate, the agiture (a
temperature-like variable). We have the extensive vari-
ableQ expressed asQ = Q (Aw, An). The related contact
form is then

Θ = dQ− γAwdAw − γAndAn , (83)

where γAw
, γAn

are identified with v̂w, v̂n respectively on
an equilibrium sub-manifold, which in our case means
steady-state flow. vm enters when the form in equation
(83) restricted to the steady-state manifold is rewritten
as[31]

Θ = dQ− (vw + Snvm) dAw − (vn − Swvm) dAn = 0 .
(84)

Note that formally, the quantities Sw and Sn must in
general be treated as independent of Aw, An, see Section
VB. It is clear that vw and vn in place of the thermody-
namic velocities in equation (83) restricted to the steady
state manifold would not define a Legendre sub-manifold.
vm is then a correction that brings us back to this equi-
librium sub-manifold.

In the above, we have used the assumption of exten-
sivity of Q in the remaining extensive variables. This
produces the well-known Gibbs-Duhem relation [12]. In
a geometric context, degree-1 homogeneity in the exten-
sive variables reduces the thermodynamic phase space M
[54] in the following sense: if the thermodynamic phase
space M is decomposed as M = E × I = Rn+1 × Rn,
where the space E , dim (E) = n+1, contains the variables
we denote as “extensive” and I, dim (I) = n, contains

8 These sub-manifolds N are also called leaves of the distribution
D.

the variables we denote as “intensive”, the homogeneity-
requirement on the extensive variables sends E = Rn+1

to the quotient space [44] P (E) = P
(
Rn+1

)
, the projec-

tivization of E . Thus, projective spaces occur naturally
when we introduce homogeneity, and a further study of
these types of spaces can be undertaken when working
with the velocities as introduced in Section III B.9

Contact geometry is, as stated in Section IA, closely
related to Hamiltonian mechanics [40], which utilizes
Hamiltonian functions (which are smooth functions on
phase space), which again defines Hamiltonian vector
fields. The integral curves of these vector fields yields
equations of motions for the Hamiltonian system. Sim-
ilar types of relations hold in geometric formulations of
thermodynamics [40, 54]. In this work, a choice of Hamil-
tonian corresponds to a choice of Q. This means that the
function Q itself is assumed to contain all the information
about the system.

B. Connections and bundle structure

When introducing the description in terms of vector
fields in the context of this work, one is faced with the
difficulty of making sense of expressions like equation
(28). Here, the derivative operator ∂Sw is a vector field.
Moreover, we replace the function v by a vector field
V = Sw∂w + Sn∂n. We therefore have a situation where
we are evaluating the derivative of a section V in the di-
rection of another section, ∂Sw

. This “derivative of a sec-
tion” of the tangent bundle with respect to another sec-
tion necessitates a way of connecting the tangent spaces
at different points of the base manifold M, since we are
asking precisely how a vector field changes if we follow
it along another vector field along its integral curves on
M. Thus, we need the general concept of a connection
[43, 52, 55] on the tangent bundle. There are many re-
alizations of this concepts, and a thorough treatment is
outside the scope of this work. What we will say is that
one way of working with a connection is via the covariant
derivative [43], which measures the change in the compo-
nents of a vector field and the frame itself along another
vector field.
An important point about the covariant derivative is

that it solves the specific problem of differentiating tan-
gent vectors to the tangent bundle TM as a whole, and
not only tangent vectors to the base space M. To get
a tangent vector that actually lies in the tangent space,
one needs a way of “projecting” these vectors back to the
tangent space. This is often done via the use of a metric

9 Projective spaces are also relevant for the intensive variables: one
can introduce an additional “gauge” variable[39, 40] in I, which
is often more convenient to work with. The intensive variables
are an example of homogeneous coordinates on I, which are the
standard type of coordinates used when working with projective
spaces.
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[43]. Note that we have not assumed any type of met-
ric structure on the space of extensive variables or the
thermodynamic phase space as a whole. This is a topic
of ongoing research (see [14, 16] ) which is closely tied
to information theory and the Hessian of the entropy (or
energy) of the system. However, in our case we have a
priori no knowledge of a metric, which means that we
have no idea of knowing what the contribution from such
a structure on the base space M. We will therefore leave
the discussion about metrics here.

In the case of V = Sw∂w+Sn∂n and ∂Sw
, we can form

the covariant derivative ∇∂Sw
V , where V is expressed

in the coordinate frame (∂w, ∂n). Recall that we asso-
ciated the general (possibly non-coordinate or anholo-
nomic) frame (ew, en) to the seepage velocities. V ex-
pressed in this frame is then just V = Swew + Snen. A
general expression for the covariant derivative using an
arbitrary frame {ei} and vector fields X, u is [43]

∇uX =
(
ujei∇ej

(
Xi
)
+ ujXi∇ej

(ei)
)

=
(
ujej

(
Xk
)
+XiujΓk

ji

)
ek , (85)

where Γk
ji are the connection coefficients10 of the connec-

tion with respect to the basis, and the notation ej
(
vk
)

(for all indices) denotes the action of the frame element
ej on the function vk. If we first set V = Sw∂w + Sn∂n
so that {ei} = (∂Sw

, ∂Sn
), Xi = V i = (Sw, Sn),

and u = ∂Sw
= (Aw +An) (∂w − ∂n) so that

ui = (Aw +An,−Aw +An), one can show that the
covariant derivative ∇∂Sw

V reduces to (∂w − ∂n), which
applied to Q yields v̂w − v̂n. However, if if we change the
frame from the coordinate frame to the seepage-frame,
(∂w, ∂n) 7→ (ew, en), the last term in both lines of
equation (85) are not necessarily zero. In fact, the first
term of the first line of equation (85) can be written as
vw − vn, and the second term is exactly equation (2).
In general, if the frame is a non-coordinate-frame, the
connection coefficients Γk

ji contains contributions from
both the metric and the commutation coefficients [43]
of the frame, which describes exactly the dependency
of the frame elements. Thus, we can connect the
co-moving velocity to the existence of a type of met-
ric, the dependency between the frame elements, or both.

We can draw an analogy between equation (2) and
the connection-term ujXi∇ej (ei) in equation (85). This
term contains the derivatives of the frame elements with
respect to ∂Sw , which are expanded in the frame itself
to yield the connection coefficients. If we instead stick to
the first line in equation (85), using the relation ew ∼ vw,
en ∼ vn, we see that a term ∂Swvα in equation (2) is
analogous to the covariant derivative of a single vector in
the frame {eα}, so we have ∂Sw

vα ∼ ∇∂Sw
eα. Thus, the

10 These are, given some additional assumptions, just what we call
the Christoffel symbols[43].

vector field Vm associated to vm can be written as

Vm = Sw∇∂Sw
ew + Sn∇∂Sw

en . (86)

This is a well-defined vector field since ∇∂Sw
eα produces

vector fields, and a linear combination of vector fields is
again a vector field. Moreover, since the functions Sw, Sn

on M satisfy Sw + Sn = 1, equation (86) is defined on
an affine bundle. An affine bundle has no preferred zero-
section, and the only expressions that are independent of
the choice of zero-section are affine combinations of sec-
tions. The situation is therefore analogous to affine com-
binations which are independent of the choice of origin
[56]. The vector fields related to both equation (25) and
equation (86) share the property that they are affine com-
binations of sections, and are therefore independent of
any choice of origin in the spaces of velocities. Since they
are independent of the zero-section, we could use these
vector fields themselves as zero-sections. The defining
difference between vector bundles and affine bundles are
that vector bundles always has a zero-section, so defin-
ing a zero-section of the affine bundle is equivalent to a
vector bundle.
The relation between these considerations, eq. (78) and

the discussion after eq. (57) can be formulated in terms
of the connection. We will only provide an explanation
on a conceptual level, as a thorough treatment is outside
the scope of this work.
On a one-dimensional manifold, the only possible form

of the covariant derivative is g (x) ∂x.
11. We have here a

single variable Sw, which in reality is a parameter along
a line embedded in a higher dimensional space. Let this
space be two-dimensional as before, with the same frame
elements {ei}, i = w, n as we have already considered.
View Vm as the zero-section of an affine bundle. On the
level of bundles, an arbitrary zero-section is handled by
a solder form [49] 12.
On the tangent bundle, a solder form represents a re-

lation between the tangent space at a point and the ver-
tical spaces of the bundle TM. The vertical space at a
point p of TM consist of all tangent vectors to TM that
project to tangent vectors of M. These spaces form a
bundle called the vertical bundle V TM. A solder form
τ at a point x ∈ M is defined in terms of a distinguished
section, here Vm, and is a linear map (not affine)

τx : TxM → VVM (x)TM . (87)

Intuitively, τx can be seen as relating the tangent vectors
at TxM with all tangent vectors of the entire bundle TM

11 The covariant derivative can be seen as a projection operator
that projects the tangent vectors to the tangent bundle TM
itself onto the tangent spaces of M.

12 In particular, a connection on an affine bundle is an example
of an affine connection, of which the covariant derivative is one
manifestation. The connection on the affine bundle is in this case
an example of a more general definition of a connection called a
Cartan connection [57, 58].
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that project to vectors on TxM. This is one way of for-
mulating the necessary freedom in the transformation be-
tween thermodynamic- and seepage velocities, expressed
in terms of bundles.

Due to the linearity of the map τx, the solder form
can be incorporated into the covariant derivative, where
its effect enters into the connection coefficients Γk

ij in
eq. (85). The connection coefficients contain contribu-
tions from a metric (which can be zero), in addition to
terms that can arise if the frame is anholonomic, i.e. not
a coordinate frame. This is the case for a solder form,
which enter into the connection coefficients as this latter
type of term. These are the terms that give rise to tor-
sion of the connection. In terms of the frame {ei}, an
often used picture of torsion of a connection is to par-
allel transport the frame vectors along each other some
unit distance. If the two parallel-transported vectors and
the two frame vectors form a closed parallelogram, the
connection is free of torsion [43] 13.
The takeaway is that in our case, eqs. (85) and (86)

are not mutually exclusive, as VM can be included into
eq. (85). We then have several ways of viewing VM : ei-
ther as related to a solder form, or more generally the
connection coefficients of some frame, or as induced by
some metric. In conclusion, a differential geometric treat-
ment that allows for additional “translational” terms in
eqs. (57) and (78) is much more involved, and depends
on how the frame {ei} is defined.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have in this work introduced basic geometric ideas
into the analysis of a pseudo-thermodynamic description
of two-phase flow in porous media. The goal was to pave
the way for the usage of geometry in interpreting and
classifying relations occurring in the theory and in equi-
librium thermodynamics in general. A relatively terse
introduction of necessary concepts was presented in the
context of our choice of extensive and intensive variables,
in addition to the underlying assumption of degree-1 Eu-
ler homogeneity of the total volumetric flow rate in the
extensive variables. We have in this endeavour provided
two potential routes of further study of the relations pre-
sented in Section II. One is to apply the language of clas-
sical affine and projective geometry and work directly
with functional values of the velocities. To the authors’
knowledge, this approach is new in the context of two-
phase flow in porous media, and uncommon in the study
of thermodynamics in general.14

The second route is to bring the formalism closer to
contemporary formulations of the geometric structure of
thermodynamics. The approach in this article was a nat-
ural continuation of investigating vector spaces and co-

ordinates on the space of extensive variables in previous
work [31].

On the subject of continued work on tangent vector
fields as presented in this work, it would be interesting
to see how the terms ∼ a in equation (6) can appear if
more variables are included in the space of extensive vari-
ables. Even though the framework presented here cannot
claim any predictive power for the parameters b,a in the
constitutive equation for vm, it aids in gaining intuition
for what the co-moving velocity and other relations in
Section II represents geometrically. Future work on the
theoretical basis of the pseudo-thermodynamic theory of
two-phase flow which applies more standard formalism
used in geometric equilibrium thermodynamics, (for in-
stance contact geometry), the geometric concepts intro-
duced here still applies. Moreover, a separate study in
terms of contact geometry is highly relevant.

In the classical description where points of the affine
space of velocities were identified with numbers, the most
natural way forward is to formulate the theory in terms
of projective geometry. Projective geometry is a partic-
ularly rich and well-known topic in both mathematics
and physics, and presents many avenues of exploration.
One of these could be to try to explicitly compute an
invariant of projective geometry, the so-called cross-ratio
[45, 47], from the values of the velocities. One could
use this to investigate the assumption of homogeneity
in more detail, and possibly use projective relations
as a guide to obtain new constitutive relations for the
co-moving velocity.
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