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Abstract

This study investigates the coupled deformation and flow behavior through
thin, hyper-elastic, porous membranes subjected to pressure loading. Us-
ing bulge test experiments, optical deformation measurements, and flow rate
characterization, we analyze the structural and fluid dynamic responses of
membranes with varying material stiffness and porosity patterns. A two-
parameter Gent model captures the hyper-elastic deformation, while local
stretch analyses reveal the evolution of pore sizes across the membrane. We
find that membrane stretch is primarily governed by material stiffness and
applied pressure, independent of porosity. A gradient of increasing pore size
toward the membrane center emerges due to higher local stretch, while the
total open pore area remains approximately constant across radial layers of
the membrane. Flow rate scaling is characterized using a discharge coeffi-
cient that accounts for pore area expansion and pressure losses. While the
initial scaling compares well in most cases, it breaks down for scenarios with
significantly different pore Reynolds numbers, driven by large variations in
initial porosity. To address this, we introduce a Reynolds-dependent correc-
tion term that unifies discharge coefficient predictions across diverse porosity
and flow velocity conditions. These findings enhance the understanding of
poro-elastic systems and provide robust scaling relationships for designing
thin, flexible, porous structures in applications such as bio-inspired aerody-
namic systems and adaptive flow regulation devices.
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Hyper-elastic deformation, Discharge coefficient
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1. Introduction

Poro-elastic materials combine flexibility with porosity, and are widespread
in both natural and engineered systems across a large range of length scales.
In nature, they are found in plant structures like leaves and seeds, or trees,
which use the porosity to reduce structural loads (Vogel, 1984, 1989) or effi-
cient seed dispersal (Cummins et al., 2018). Similarly, the bristled wings of
tiny insects and bird feathers employ porosity to enhance aerodynamic per-
formance, by being lightweight and resilient enabling efficient (Eberle et al.,
2014; Santhanakrishnan et al., 2014; Kolomenskiy et al., 2020; Jiang et al.,
2022) and silent flight (Jaworski and Peake, 2013, 2020). Agglomerations
of individual non-porous bundles can act as poro-elastic terrestrial (Brunet,
2020) and aquatic (Nepf, 2012) canopies even when individual blades or leaves
are non-porous.

In engineering, poro-elastic materials are critical for applications rang-
ing from rock mechanics to tissue engineering and medical devices. For in-
stance, poro-elasticity plays a crucial role in the mechanics of porous rock
sediments for modeling subsurface fluid flow (Detournay, 1993; Steeb and
Renner, 2019). In the medical field, the study of poro-elastic properties in
bones (Ehret et al., 2017) and living tissues (Nia et al., 2011; Malandrino
and Moeendarbary, 2019) has informed the development of implants and
other medical devices. Moreover, soft elastomeric materials are increasingly
used in applications like soft robotics (Shian et al., 2015; Whitesides, 2018;
Jones et al., 2021), medical (Roche et al., 2014), and bio-inspired engineering
(Song et al., 2008; Gehrke et al., 2022; Gehrke and Mulleners, 2025), due to
their ability to undergo large deformations while maintaining their structural
integrity (Michel et al., 2010).

Despite significant progress in fluid-structure interaction modeling (Dow-
ell and Hall, 2001; Venkataraman et al., 2014), the role of poro-elastic inter-
actions, especially in the context of inertia, remains underexplored (Tiomkin
and Raveh, 2021). This is particularly evident in aerodynamics, where poros-
ity can significantly impact the performance and efficiency of various struc-
tures, such as parachutes (Heinrich and Haak, 1971; Kim and Peskin, 2006;
Kanai et al., 2019), porous airfoils (Geyer et al., 2010; Aldheeb et al., 2018),
and sails (Murata and Tanaka, 1989). While there is a particular gap in
experimental poro-elastic studies significant effort has been made in the the-
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oretical modeling (Iosilevskii, 2011, 2013; Baddoo et al., 2021), and individual
studies of the effect of compliant membranes (Song et al., 2008; Mathai et al.,
2023) and porous screens (Pinker and Herbert, 1967; Castro, 1971; Koo and
James, 1973; Cummins et al., 2017).

This paper focuses on the experimental characterization of large defor-
mations and flow rate through highly flexible poro-elastic membranes under
different pressure loadings. Building on the work of (Das et al., 2020), we
fabricate membranes with varying material strengths and porosity patterns,
employing a fabrication process that allows for precise control of mechan-
ical properties and pore distribution. By subjecting these membranes to
controlled pressure conditions, we gain new insights into the complex fluid-
structure interactions governing their response. Our methods include optical
deformation measurements, local stretch analysis to capture pore size vari-
ation along the membrane, and flow rate measurements through the open
pores to characterize the discharge.

We integrate a two-parameter Gent model for the deformation scaling
and extend it to determine the pore-size evolution across the membrane.
Combining the two models allows us to predict the three-dimensional shape
of the membranes and its pore size distribution for varying pressure loading.
By defining a pore discharge coefficient, we establish a scaling ratio that
captures the relationship for all measured flow rates of different material
strengths and porosity patterns.

This study advances our understanding of poro-elastic membranes and
provides practical guidelines for the application of porous fluid-structure in-
teraction systems, e.g. in bio-inspired aerodynamic designs. Our research
contributes to the broader understanding of poro-elastic materials and their
applications in both natural and engineered systems. The methodologies
and findings presented here are expected to pave the way for future research
and innovations in the use of these materials for enhanced performance and
efficiency.

2. Experimental Methods

The main objective of this study is to characterize the effects of poro-
elasticity on the deformation and flow rate through thin highly compliant
membranes. To this end, membranes of different material strengths and
different rates of porosity are fabricated and characterized on a bulge test

3



Figure 1: Porosity definition for the radial six-spoke pattern and examples of patterns
with 1, 3, 5, and 9 layers of pores leading to initial solidities of ϵ0 = 0.9987, 0.985, 0.962,
and 0.886. A radial three-spoke pattern is used for the m = 1 layer porosity membranes
and six-spoke patterns for membranes with m = 3, 5 and 9 layers.

pressure chamber. In the following sections, we outline the different porosity
patterns employed, the membrane fabrication process, and introduce the
experimental test stand with all its components.

2.1. Poro-elastic membranes

The membranes in this study were created using a platinum-based addition-
cure silicone rubber (Dragon Skin FX Pro, Shore Hardness 2A; Smooth-On
Inc., Macungie, PA). This silicone rubber is created by mixing together three
components: Part A, which is a silicone hydride, Part B, a vinyl compound
that functions as a catalyst for the polymerization, and a thinning agent
(TC 5005-C; BJB Enterprises Inc., Tustin, CA) which changes the mate-
rial stiffness of the cured membranes. Membranes with three different por-
tions of thinner (5%, 25%, and 45%) were fabricated, corresponding to shear
moduli of G = [32.04 kPa, 13.22 kPa, 6.53 kPa], and locking parameters of
Jm = [28.97, 36.47, 47.52]. The membranes are then cast onto level plates and
their thickness is controlled with a mechanical micrometer film applicator.
After the membranes are cured the thickness of each membrane is measured
with an outside micrometer. The average thickness and standard deviation
of all membranes used in this study was h = 125± 5 µm.

The porosity is implemented by cutting a symmetric pattern onto the
membrane sheets with a laser cutter, and the size of the pores (d = 0.61 mm)
measured with the stereo camera setup (Figure 2b). The patterns are based
on a 6-spoke pattern, a radial expanding pattern commonly used in many
mathematical and technical applications (Figure 1). Starting at an initial
radius r1 six pores are distributed evenly on a circle (∆ϕ = 60°). Then, a
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Figure 2: a. Top view on the experimental apparatus showing expanding pores for a five-
layer pore pattern. b. Bulge test stand with direct measurements of pressure difference
∆p, flow rate Q, and sample height w0. Machine vision cameras in stereo configuration
track the shape and local stretch of the samples.

second layer at a radius r2 is chosen. Pores are distributed on the same initial
six angles ϕ, but in addition six additional pores are placed one between
each spoke. On the third layer, the process in repeated but instead two
additional pores are equidistantly placed between each spoke. The pattern
is continued until the final m-th layer at radius rm. No pore is placed at the
center of the membrane. The number of all pores can thus be calculated with
n =

∑m
1 6(m−1) for the different patterns. The radii of each layer are chosen

such that the difference between the minimal distance between two pores on
a layer and the distance between pores of adjacent layers for non-spoke pores
is minimal (≈ const.) (Figure 1). The initial radius for each layer is chosen
relative to the diameter of the membrane D at rm = 0.80(D/2) for every
pattern and expanded inwards until r1. Note that the only exception to this
pattern is the membrane with only one layer and which has three pores at
r1 = rm = 0.34(D/2). A total of 15 membranes were manufactured and
tested varying over three different material parameters (G and Jm), and five
different porosity patterns including one non-porous membrane for reference.
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2.2. Pressure chamber
To characterize the material behavior of the poro-elastic membranes dif-

ferent membrane samples are being subjected to increasing pressure loading
on a bulge test stand (Figure 2b). The pressure chamber consists of a large
tank (≈ 1.5 L) to ensure that the flow velocities inside the chamber are neg-
ligible and the tank acts as a reservoir of infinite size. On top of the tank
a circular pipe with a flat flange is connected to provide an interface for the
different membrane samples to be tested. The interface opening and effective
diameter of the membrane samples is D = 0.03 m (Figure 3a). The samples
are mounted on an acrylic ring and fixed in place with a thin plastic sheet.
The acrylic ring with the sample is then mounted and sealed on the pressure
chamber interface (Figure 2b, inset). The tank is supplied with a constant
flow rate Q at a pressure p1 from an external pressure supply and regulated
by a mechanical valve. In addition to the main valve, a bleed valve is in-
stalled to avoid pressure build-up in the chamber for non-porous and solidity
samples.

The pressure difference ∆p between the interior p1 and exterior p0 is mea-
sured with a differential pressure transducer (Setra 26512R5WD2BT1F, Se-
tra Systems Inc, Boxborough, Massachusetts) located near the membrane, in
the upper part of the tank. The flow rate Q passing through the porous mem-
branes is measured through the supply flow rate at the bottom the tank using
a digital air flow sensor (Honeywell Zephyr, HAFUHT0100L4AXT, Honey-
well International Inc., Charlotte, NC ) rated up to Q = 1.67× 10−3 m3/s
(= 100 SLPM). The deformation of the center of the membrane samples
is measured with a laser distance sensor (AR700-16 Acuity Laser Sensor,
AP7420160, Schmitt Measurement Systems, Portland, OR) positioned above
the membrane (Figure 2b). Four machine vision cameras (Alvium 1800 U-
500m, Allied Vision, Stadtroda, Germany) are positioned with equal spacing
at 45° inclination with respect to the center-line of the membranes to track
the position of the pores and additional tracking markers on the samples. The
stereo camera tracking allows to reconstruct the full 3D shape of the porous
membranes including the local stress and strain at each position on the mem-
brane. All measurements devices are synchronized and data is recorded over 5
seconds after waiting 30 seconds for the pressure to equilibrate. The recorded
signals are then averaged in time for further processing and analysis. One
set of stereo images is taken at each pressure level ∆p. The entire system is
considered as stationary as no discernible time-variance of ∆p, Q, or w0 is
observed for a fixed measurement point where ∆p is regulated by the valve
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(a) (b)

Figure 3: a. Dimensions of the expanding membrane and the relation between the internal
and external pressure with the membrane tension, b. Schematic of expanding pores for a
five-layer porosity pattern.

position.

3. Results and Discussion

In this study, we characterize the behavior of poro-elastic membranes
under various pressure loadings and establish scaling laws relevant to the
design of poro-elastic engineering applications. We begin by analyzing the
deformation of the membranes in response to applied pressure, followed by an
examination of the relationship between membrane deformation and through-
flow.

3.1. Elastic characterization and modeling

Initially, the membranes are flat disks with a diameterD and a pre-stretch
λ0, applied during mounting. The pre-stretch, ranging from 1% to 10%, is
measured individually before each experiment.

When the pressure difference (∆p) between the inner chamber and the
ambient pressure increases, the membranes bulge outward, forming a spheri-
cal cap with a maximum height (w0) at the center for both porous and non-
porous membranes (Figure 3a). This spherical cap deformation has been
previously demonstrated by Das et al. (2020) and is also observed in our
experiments with porous membranes.
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Figure 4: (a) Normalized membrane center-line deformation w0/D as a function of the
pressure difference ∆p acting on the membrane, (b) Normalized membrane center-line
deformation as a function of the Cauchy number Ca, and (c) Average membrane stretch
λ̄ as a function of membrane stress σ, shown for different solidities ϵ0 and materials G.

To develop a general expression for the membrane-average stress (σ) and
stretch (λ̄), we measure the center-line deformation (w0) and pressure dif-
ference (∆p) across a range of material properties and porosity patterns
(Figure 4a). Note that bars on top of variables, (¯), indicate membrane-
average quantities, where in further analysis local stretch analysis λ(r, σ)
will be presented in Section 3.2.

The center-line deformation reaches up to w0/D = 0.5 for the most com-
pliant membranes. The applied pressure varies from ∆p = 0 to 650 Pa. The
membrane deformation groups by stiffness, indicated by different markers,
with porosity having minimal impact on the deformation variation, indi-
cated by the different colors. The silicone-based elastomers exhibit hyper-
elastic behavior under pressure loading, consistent with the findings of Das
et al. (2020). Hyper-elastic materials can sustain large strains before strain-
stiffening occurs, as seen in the inflection points for intermediate and highly
flexible membranes (Figure 4a).

The biaxial stress–strain relationship of the hyperelastic membranes is
well described by a two-parameter Gent model (Das et al., 2020):

σ = Gm

(
λ− 1

λ2

)
, (1)

where the effective shear modulus is given by

Gm =
GJm

Jm − I1 + 3
. (2)
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Here, G is the shear modulus, and Jm is the locking parameter, which charac-
terize the Neo-Hookean response of the material, and I1 is the first invariant
of the deformation tensor. The material parameters can be determined either
from uniaxial tensile tests or directly from bulge test measurements in our
experiments.

Local deformation analysis (Section 3.2) confirms that the biaxial stress–strain
relationship provides a good approximation of the overall membrane deforma-
tion. However, its accuracy diminishes for large deformations (w0 → 0.5D)
and near the membrane mount (r0 → 0.5D), where additional effects may
become significant.

Having access to the stress and stretch allows also to calculate the tension
(Tb) in the membranes from the first Piola-Kirchhoff stress according to Das
et al. (2020):

Tb = Gmh

(
1− 1

λ6

)
. (3)

We introduce a Cauchy number as the ratio of membrane tension to pressure
loading:

Ca =
∆pD

Tb

. (4)

The Cauchy number correlates well with the membrane’s center-line defor-
mation (Figure 4b), and the data collapses on one line with a power law
dependence. Importantly, for these relatively low levels of porosity (solidity
ranges from ϵ0 = 0.886 to 0.9987) the porosity does not have a discernible
effect on the structural response of the membrane, as its relation with any
applied stress is consistent between patterns. This scaling relationship allows
us to normalize and predict membrane deformation as a function of pressure
if the material properties are known or determined via the bulge tests as
done in this study. Furthermore, these predictions can be applied to systems
where pressure is applied by fluid dynamic loading (q = 0.5ρU2), such as in
wind tunnel experiments (Mathai et al., 2023).

The elastic scaling model allows us to compare internal membrane stress
relative to stretch (Figure 4c). Note that the stretch λ includes a pre-stretch
λ0 determined under zero pressure conditions at the beginning of the ex-
periments. The non-linear behavior observed in the stress-stretch curves is
well captured by the model, displaying consistent curvature for each of the
three different materials which agrees well with other studies on hyper-elastic
membranes (Sasso et al., 2008; Das et al., 2020).
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Figure 6: (a) Azimuthal stretch (λazi), (b) Polar stretch (λpol), and (c) Stretch eccentricity
(e = λazi/λpol) as a function of initial radial position (r0), for different radial-average
stretches (λ) indicated by the color gradient. The local stretch is shown for a five-layer
pattern and low stiffness (G = 6.5 kPa), but is representative for all tested membranes.

3.2. Local membrane stretch

In order to understand the flow through the porous membrane, we need
to first determine the geometry of the evolving pore distribution of the ex-
panding membranes. We measure the pore positions using the pores itself
as tracers, and applying markers to membranes without or only very few
pores. The open area of the pores is estimated by relating the membrane-
average stretch (λ̄) to the local stretch of the pores across the membrane.
The positions of all pores are tracked optically (Figure 2b) to determine the
local stretch λ(r, λ̄) for each pore based on its radial position and the over-
all deformation of the membrane. The azimuthal and polar stretches are
calculated on the spherical cap membrane shape using the relative positions
of the pores (Figure 5). The azimuthal stretch (λazi) is determined by the
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relative distance along the membrane surface between two adjacent pores at
the same radial position, while the polar stretch (λpol) is determined by the
relative radial distance between pores at adjacent radial positions:

λazi(r, λ) = lazi(r, λ)− lazi,0(r) and λpol(r, λ) = lpol(r, λ)− lpol,0(r) , (5)

with the central differences lazi(λ) = 0.5 Pi,j−1Pi,j+1 and lpol(λ) = 0.5 Pi−1,jPi+1,j

(Figure 5).
Due to the symmetry of the pore pattern, the local stretch remains con-

stant between different pores at the same radial position (r). The azimuthal
stretch increases across all radial positions with increasing deformation, ex-
cept at the position closest the membrane edge (Figure 6a), where the mem-
brane is clamped and cannot expand azimuthally. Here, the azimuthal stretch
remains at the pre-stretch value λ0. With higher average stretch (λ), the az-
imuthal stretch (λazi) is greater at the center compared to the outer parts
of the membrane where the membrane is geometrically restricted from ex-
panding. The radial stretch evolution could also be observed on hyper-elastic
materials tested on a bulge setup by Sasso et al. (2008), although its impli-
cations for their study are not further discussed. The polar stretch (λpol) ini-
tially stretches uniformly across the membrane (Figure 6b) but shows higher
stretch near the membrane’s center at higher deformations as well.

The difference between azimuthal and polar stretches results in a stretch
eccentricity (e), which varies with the pores’ initial radial position (r0) and
membranes overall deformation given by λ̄. Near the membrane’s center,
the pores remain circular, if we assume that the pores stretch at the same
rate as the membrane. Towards the outer regions, the stretch becomes more
eccentric with increased λ̄ due to restricted azimuthal stretch at the mounting
radius (r0 = 0.5D). The eccentricity reaches up to e = 0.8 for the highest
deformation presented (λ̄ = 1.5). These results indicate that the assumption
of biaxial stress-strain holds across most of the membrane, except at the
highest stretches and near the membrane mount.

From the local stretch analysis, we can directly determine the pore size
evolution as a function of the membrane-average stretch (λ̄) and the radial
position (r) of the pores (Figure 7a). At small and initial λ̄, the pore diam-
eter (d) remain uniform across the membrane’s radial position (r0/D) and
are approximately d ≈ d0. As the membrane stretch increases, pores near
the center (r0 = 0.1D) expand up to d = 1.5d0. A gradient of decreasing
pore size evolves from the inner region of the membrane to the outer edge,
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Figure 7: (a) Local pore diameter (d/d0) as a function of the initial radial position
(r0/D) for various membrane stretches (λ̄). (b) Local pore diameter as a function of the
membrane stretch, the different colors correspond to the initial radial position. The black
line represents the membrane average diameter d̄ across the membrane. (c) Membrane
average pore diameter (d̄/d0) as a function of the membrane stretch, the different colors
correspond to the initial solidity (ϵ0). The local diameters in a and b are shown for
a five-layer pattern and low stiffness (G = 6.5 kPa) membrane, but are qualitatively
representative for all tested membranes.

corresponding to the radial stretch distributions observed in Figure 6. This
gradient becomes more pronounced with increasing membrane deformation
(λ̄). At the maximum observed membrane stretch (λ̄ = 1.6), the pore size
difference between the innermost and outermost regions exceeds 20%.

To quantify the pore size evolution across the membrane, we calculate
the pore-average diameter (d̄) according to the pore-average area (ā):

d̄ = 2

√
n∑ a(r)

πn
(6)

We use this parameter to characterize the pore size evolution over the entire
membrane and will relate it to the flow rate through the porous membranes
in subsequent sections. We observe that the membrane-average pore diam-
eter (d̄) falls approximately midway between the minimum and maximum
local pore diameters (Figure 7b). Interestingly, despite the number of pores
increasing by six per layer, the open area summed for each pore layer remains
roughly constant.

The membrane-average pore diameter (d̄) and the local diameters at radii
r0 > 0.3D increase linearly or sub-linearly with increasing d̄, whereas pores at
radii closer to the membrane center (r0 > 0.3D) exhibit super-linear growth.

Comparing different pore patterns, we find that the membrane-average
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pore diameter collapses onto a single trend, except for the minimal pore
pattern (dark green), which shows a distinct slope at higher λ̄ (Figure 7c).
In the following section, we use d̄ to characterize the membrane flow rate Q
and define a Reynolds number for flow through the pores.

We summarize the key findings that emerge from the local stretch anal-
ysis: First, local stretch is higher towards the membrane center compared
to the outer radii, leading to larger pore diameters and open areas near the
center. At larger global deformations, the pore stretch becomes increasingly
eccentric at the outer radii due to azimuthal and polar stretch differences.
Second, the pore diameter scales directly with local stretch. The membrane-
average diameter shows consistent scaling behavior between different porosity
patterns, with a linear to quadratic dependence on λ̄. In the following anal-
ysis, we consider the increase in pore area to accurately predict flow rates
through the porous membranes.

3.3. Flow rate scaling

We now examine the relationship between the measured flow rate (Q)
through the membrane’s pores and the pressure loading (∆p). The flow rate
reaches up to Q = 1.62× 10−3 m3/s at the highest pressures (∆p ≈ 650 Pa)
for membranes with intermediate stiffness and initial solidity (Figure 8a).
Softer membranes achieve maximum flow rates at lower pressures, while
stiffer membranes with low initial porosity are limited to low flow rates before
reaching the limit of the pressure sensor or the maximum considered expan-
sion of the membrane (w0 = 0.5D). Since the membrane-average stretch (λ̄)
is also a function of the pressure (∆p), the same flow rate (Q) can correspond
to different porous geometries, or different flow rates can be observed for the
same geometry.

Understanding the flow rate in relation to the membrane’s shear modulus
and pressure loading requires consideration of two factors: the pressure dif-
ferential (∆p), which drives the flow, and the expanded solidity ϵ(λ̄), which
governs area available for flow through the membrane.

A discharge coefficient (Cd) accounts for pressure losses due to an orifice
geometry and is defined as the ratio of the measured flow rate to the ideal
flow rate through an infinitely large opening (Merritt, 1967; Miller, 1996):

Cd,single =
Qexp

Qideal

=
Q

a
√

2∆p
ρ

, (7)
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Figure 8: (a) Volume flow rate Q as a function of the pressure difference ∆p, (b) Discharge
coefficient Cd as a function of the membrane-average stretch λ̄, (c) Reynolds number Re
as a function of λ̄, (d) Reynolds number scaled discharge coefficient Cd,Re as a function of
λ̄. All plots shown for different solidities (ϵ - color gradient) and material stiffnesses (G -
markers) as indicated in the legends.
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where a is the orifice or pore area and ρ is the density of the fluid.
Treating the porous membranes as a series of non-interacting, parallel

orifice flows, we define a membrane-averaged discharge coefficient for the
system:

Cd =
Q

nā
√

2∆p
ρ

, (8)

where n is the number of pores of the pattern (Figure 1), and ā the membrane-
average pore area. Here, the pore area expansion is measured from the local
stretch of the pores at different pressures, and an average, representative pore
area calculated (see Section 3.2).

The discharge coefficient (Cd) scales the measured flow rate (Q) relative
to the membrane-average stretch ratio (λ̄) (Figure 8b) and accounts for both
the pressure difference and changes in the pore diameter due to the membrane
stretch. The coefficient increases with higher stretch ratios due to increased
pore sizes which leads to lower pressure losses. A discharge coefficient of Cd ≈
0.6 is reached for the highest solidity (ϵ0) membranes which is a typical value
reached for single orifices or orifices at low to intermediate pore Reynolds
numbers (Merritt, 1967; Huang et al., 2013). Here, the flow rate scaling with
the discharge coefficient splits the data into two distinct groups (Figure 8b),
where in particular the three-hole pattern with the highest initial solidity has
a different slope compared to membranes with lower solidity.

The deviation of the discharge coefficient suggest a change in the flow
characteristics for the minimal pattern of only three holes and initial solidity
of ϵ0 = 0.9987 (Figure 1) compared to the others. The minimal pattern will
have much lower flow rates at the same membrane stretch or will have much
higher pressure gradients to reach the same flow rate (Figure 8a).

We can identify the following parameter to impact the discharge coeffi-
cient for perforated disks from a dimensional analysis:

• Fluid velocity through the pores (u)
• Fluid density (ρ)
• Dynamic viscosity of the fluid (µ)
• Pore diameter (d)
• Pipe/Disk area (A)
• Number of pores (n)

Note that the thickness of the disk (h) or a pitch angle (θ) of the plate
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can be additional parameters that influence the discharge coefficient, which
in our study are considered constant (Kolodzie and Van Winkle, 1957).

To investigate the influence of viscous versus inertial effects, we can define
a Reynolds number (Re) for the flow through the pores with the representa-
tive pore diameter (d̄) averaged across all pores. The pore diameter can be
expressed with the pore area (d̄ = 2

√
ā/π), and the flow velocity through

the pores (u = Q/(nā)). The through-flow Reynolds number becomes now:

Re =
2ρQ

µ
√
πnā

(9)

In this study, the Reynolds number ranges from Re = 30 to 4500 depend-
ing on the tested membrane stiffness and porosity pattern (Figure 8c). This
wide range of Reynolds number magnitudes and the associated ratio between
viscous and inertial contributions to the discharge coefficient makes the pre-
diction of pressure losses inherently complex and non-linear (Merritt, 1967).
For a constant flow rate (Q) and stretch (λ), the flow velocity (u) through
the pores will vary greatly with the porous pattern and material properties.
For softer membranes or membranes with lower solidity (ϵ0), the Reynolds
numbers grows slower as a function of λ̄. The membranes deform at lower
pressure and there is a larger open pore area which leads to lower veloci-
ties and in consequence lower Reynolds numbers. The opposite is observed
for stiffer and less porous membranes. For the same porous pattern, the
Reynolds number can double between membranes of different stiffness.

For Re < 104, the discharge coefficient is influenced by variations in
flow rate, velocity, shape factor, and viscosity (Merritt, 1967; Miller, 1996).
Consequently, all the measurements presented must account for a significant
Reynolds number effect on the discharge coefficient, which may explain the
differences in Cd scaling observed earlier in Figure 8b.

We investigate the Reynolds number dependency of the porous mem-
branes by defining a Reynold’s dependent discharge coefficient:

Cd,Re = ReαCd (10)

where the parameter α controls the dependency on the Reynolds number.
We can then expand Equation (10) to include the measured flow param-

eters of the problem. We sort the terms between Reynolds independent and
case constant values, which leaves only the ratio between the measured flow
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rate and the pore area to control the variance in the discharge coefficient:

Cd,Re =
2α−0.5ρα+0.5

π0.5αµα∆p0.5︸ ︷︷ ︸
case or Reynolds

number independent

Qα+1

n0.5αā0.5α+1
(11)

The left fraction of Equation (11) varies with the pressure difference ∆p at
the same for each membrane stiffness or pore pattern. This leaves the fraction
between measured flow rate (Q) and average pore area (ā) to be impacted
by the scaling factor α.

When we vary the Reynolds number scaling parameter α, we find that
for α = 0.03 the data for all our cases collapses onto one slope (Figure 8d).
This shows that the Reynolds number plays an important role in predicting
the discharge coefficient for the presented range of intermediate Reynolds
numbers (Re < 5000) across the different patterns.

Overall, the discharge coefficient increases with Reynolds number, con-
sistent with the reduction in viscous pressure losses at higher Re. The poro-
elastic system presented here involves several coupled material and flow pa-
rameters that respond to an increase in pressure difference. As the mem-
brane stretches, the pores expand, leading to a pressure drop that depends
on both the collective behavior of all pores and the pore-scale Reynolds num-
ber. Eventually, the discharge coefficient is expected to level out at higher
Reynolds numbers (Re > 104) (Merritt, 1967; Huang et al., 2013) which are
not covered in this study, but the trend in Figure 8d towards the higher Re
suggests.

4. Conclusion

This study provides a comprehensive analysis of the impact of poro-elastic
properties on the deformation and flow rate through thin compliant mem-
branes. Prior research has largely focused on theoretical and numerical stud-
ies, with limited experimental data available. Our work expands on these
foundations by experimentally investigating the deformation and flow rate
behavior of silicone rubber membranes with varying material stiffness and
porosity patterns.

We fabricated membranes with different porosity levels, ranging from
solid to highly porous structures, and subjected them to controlled pressure
loading. The membranes were tested using a bulge test setup, allowing us
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to measure deformation, pore flow rate, and local stresses and strains of
the membranes. Our findings show that the porosity does not affect the
deformation characteristics of the membranes as a function of the pressure
loading. This allows us to apply an elastic scaling model developed for solid
hyper-elastic polymers. The experimental data agrees well with the two-
parameter Gent model for a wide range of pressure loading conditions.

The pressure-driven flow rate through the open pores is influenced by two
independent membrane parameters - the material stiffness and the porosity.
We perform a three-dimensional reconstruction of the porous membrane from
stereo photogrammetry measurements and determine the local stretch of the
membrane around each pore. We find that the stretch increases towards
the center of the membrane and is reduced towards the outer parts of the
membrane, especially in azimuthal stretch direction. As a result, the pores
at the center of the membrane grow at a relatively higher rate when the
membrane stretches. We find that the combined area of all pores within
a layer is approximately constant across the membrane, which makes an
membrane-average pore size diameter a good characteristic length scale of
the porous pattern. The membrane-average pore diameter scales with the
same linear to quadratic rate across most porous patterns apart from the
minimal porous pattern. This allows us to predict the effective porosity as a
function of the membrane stretch or pressure for poro-elastic membranes.

In the final part of the analysis, we introduce a discharge coefficient that
scales the experimentally measured flow rate to the ideal flow rate through
the open pore area. We incorporate the deformation and pore expansion
scaling from our previous analysis to determine a discharge coefficient for
each porous pattern at each membrane stretch. While this scaling works
across various porosities and material parameters, it diverges for membranes
with high stiffness and low porosity. In these cases, the local pore velocity
and Reynolds number increase significantly compared to cases with higher
porosity. We define a Reynolds number correction term for the discharge coef-
ficient which incorporates the local pore size and velocity and find consistent
prediction of the new discharge coefficient across all our measurements.

Overall, this study advances the understanding of poro-elastic membrane
behavior, providing valuable insights for the design of engineering applica-
tions involving flexible and porous structures. The experimental framework
and scaling laws developed in this work can be used to predict membrane
performance in various practical scenarios, including fluid-structure interac-
tion systems and bio-inspired aerodynamic designs. Our findings pave the

18



way for future research on the role of porosity and material properties in
the aeroelastic performance of compliant structures. Especially, the ability
to modulate the discharge coefficient as a function of pressure loading and
material properties make this type of system interesting for adaptive designs.
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