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Article history: Doping dielectric materials with particulates for use in electronic device applications is
Available online 3 August 2010 wide-spread, particularly for energy-storage devices such as ultracapacitors and batteries.
This work investigates the resulting distortion of the electrical fields in multiphase (parti-
Keywords: cle and matrix) material systems. Of particular interest is to ascertain safe overall electrical
ggr;ia;lgtes loading conditions in order to avoid current overload in heterogeneous media. Specifically,
1electrics

it is important to determine the phase-wise Joule-type heating field, formed by the inner
product of the current and electric fields. General estimates are developed, and two asymp-
totic cases are studied: (1) high-conductivity (“superconducting”) particles added to a
lower relative-conductivity matrix and (2) low-conductivity (“insulator”) particles added
to a higher relative-conductivity matrix. The expressions developed provide a relatively
easy guide for the selection of dopants in dielectric material design.
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Phase-field amplification

1. Introduction

Many electronic devices consist of an easily moldable matrix material which is doped with particulates with different
dielectric constants, in order to tailor the overall dielectric response of the material for a specific application (Fig. 1). In
the context of electrical materials, the microscale properties are characterized by a spatially variable electrical conductivity
o(x). Typically, in order to characterize the structural-scale effective response of such materials, a relation between volume
averages

(g =0"-(E)q, (1.1)

is formed, where (-),, e |Q| [, -dQ is the volume averaging operator, J is the current and E is the electric field within a sta-

tistically representative volume element (RVE) of volume |€2|. The quantity, ¢*, is known as the effective conductivity, and is
the property used in usual (homogenized) macroscale analyses. !

Heterogeneous microstructures lead to a distortion of the electrical and current field within the material mixture. This
leads to the fields becoming amplified within the material, which can lead to a variety of detrimental effects. An important
quantity of interest is the amount of heat generated from an electrical field. The interconversions of various forms of energy
(electromagnetic, thermal, etc) in a system are governed by the first law of thermodynamics,

pw—T:Vit+V-q—H=0, (1.2)

where p is the mass density, w is the stored energy per unit mass, T is Cauchy stress, u is the displacement field, q is heat flux,
and H is the rate of electromagnetic energy absorbed due to Joule-heating (a source term)

H=a( E), (1.3)

E-mail address: zohdi@me.berkeley.edu
! One can also seek other effective quantities, such as the effective permittivity, (D) = €* - (E)o, where D is the electrical field flux.
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Fig. 1. A material with particulate additives.

where 0 < a < 1 is an absorption constant. This standard form of Joule-heating is derived in the appendix. Thus, a material
designer must seek ways by which to modify a base material in order to deliver a specified overall conductivity (for example
by employing particulate additives), while simultaneously avoiding overheating.

Our objective in this paper is to determine the phase-wise levels of the Joule-field, denoted H=] - E, in a heterogeneous
three-dimensional continuum. The outline is as follows: (1) General expressions are developed for the Joule-heating field,
H=]-E in a two-phase material, (2) The expressions are then specialized to isotropic cases, (3) Two asymptotic cases are
then studied: (a) high-conductivity (“superconducting”) particles added to a lower relative-conductivity matrix and (b)
low-conductivity (“insulator”) particles added to a higher relative-conductivity matrix, (4) Generalizations are developed
for multiphase materials, such as coated particles embedded in a binding matrix and, (5) A summary is provided with exten-
sions discussing numerical methods.

Remark. Another detrimental effect of large electrical fields is dielectric breakdown where, if the field is strong enough to
mobilize free electrons that are present in a medium, they attain sufficiently large energies to dislodge other electrons,
resulting in a large number of free electrons and positively charged ions. The dislodged electrons then repeat the procedure
in a chain-like reaction manner. This effect can lead to electronic device failure.

2. Field decompositions for phase-wise load-levels

We consider a two-phase medium. One can determine the electric field “load level” carried by each phase by considering
the following identities:

1
B~ 17 ( [ Eda+ /Q EdQ) = 01(E)g, + 12(E)g, @2.1)
and
1 .
Da= 9] < Q1ld9 + /92]‘“2) = vi{J)o, + v2())q, (2.2)

where v; and 2, are the volume fractions of phases 1 and 2 respectively, so that #; + 1, = 1. Performing straightforward alge-
braic manipulations yields

Do =v1lllg, +v2{l)o, = 1101 - (E)g, + 202 (E)g, = 61 - ((E)g — v2(E),) + 1202 - (E)g,

= (61 + 12(62 — 61) - CE2) <E>Q7 (2.3)
where
(@00 (@ 00) Bl =® 2.4)
Vs 2 1 1 Q= Q- .
e,

Cr> is known as the electric field concentration tensor. Once either Cg; or 6* is known, the other can be determined. We have
from Eq. (2.1)

(), = (E)g _y:/2<E>QZ _ (- vz(;}E].Z) (E)o © e, (), 25)
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where

1-0,Ce

— (2.6)

1
Ce1=—(1-02Cp) =
(41

The concentration tensors indicate the amplification or reduction of the field within the phases relative to the overall field average.
For the overall current, we have

(Ng=0"(E)g=0""-(J)g=Cg; (E)g, = C3-6;" - (J)g, (2.7)
Thus,

6, Cey 07" (J), = )P (2.8)

G2

and

Ca-Ua= e, (2.9)
where

G :11__71}21)(32:61 Cep -6 (2.10)

In summary, we have the following concentration tensors:

o Cr> - (E), = (E),, where C, = - (g, — 61) - (6" —01),
e Cr1 - (E)q = (E),, where CE,1 = VLI(‘I — 02Cp2) = %'
* G2 (o= U)o, Where G2 =02 - Cez -6,

- U)o = (J)g, Where Gy =522 — g, . C;; -0

Remark 1. Directly from Egs. (2.1) and (2.2) one may write

v1Ceq + 218F) =1,
S—— SN——
phase-1 contribution  phase-2 contribution
(2.11)
(41 C]_1 + UzC]_z =1.
S~—~— N~

phase-1 contribution  phase-2 contribution

The concentration tensors indicate the amplification of the field within the particle relative to the average of the field. There has
been no approximation yet. The “effort” in the computations has shifted to the determination of the Cs. Classical methods
approximate them. For example, the simplest approximation is Cg, = 1, which is the Wiener [17] upper bound 2 (a constant
E-field throughout the microstructure, while the Wiener lower bound yields ;=1 (a constant J-field throughout the
microstructure).

Remark 2. If the overall property is isotropic, as well as each of the constituents (for example a microstructure comprised of
an isotropic binder embedded with randomly distributed isotropic particles), then we have the following, Cg; = Cg;1, where,
explicitly for a two-phase material

1 o,-0

Ce1 = , 212
M1 0,0, -00) @12)
and
1 0" -0
Cpy =— 213
E2 Uy Oy — 0 } ( )

and G;; = (1, leading to

o G, — 0"

G = o(1-w,) (O'z - m)’ (2.14)
. (o) g — 01

Ga = o (Uz - 61) (2.15)

P E— -1
2 The Wiener Bounds [17] for N-phases are (Zf’:] via;‘) <06 < Z{L v;0;. Tighter estimates, including generalized N-phase Hashin-Shtrikman bounds,
can be found, for example, in Torquato [16].
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Remark 3. Recall, that the overall volume average of the electric field (E), in a RVE sample is equivalent to the loading on
the boundary, for uniform loading conditions (see appendix).

3. The Joule-fields
3.1. Ergodic assumptions for the Joule-field

We shall utilize the following energy/power criterion
Hig={-E)g=(J)q- (Eg, 3.1)

which is referred to as an ergodicity condition in statistical mechanics (Kréner [8], Torquato [16]) and as a Hill-type condi-
tion in the solid mechanics literature (Hill [5]). This is essentially a statement that the micro-energy(power) must equal the
macro-energy(power). Eq. (3.1) is developed by first splitting the current and electric fields into a purely fluctuating (zero
mean) J = (J), +J, where (f)Q =0and E=(E), + E where <E>Q = 0. By direct expansion of the system energy/power:

(Ng+])-(Eyg+E)g= (g (E)g+(J-E)g (3.2)

since <]>Q =0and <E)Q = 0. The ergodicity assumption is that (J - E‘)Q — 0, as the volume, || — oo (relative to the inherent
length-scales in the microstructure). The implication is that, as the sample becomes infinitely large, J - E is purely fluctuating
and hence (J - E), = 0. In other words, the product of two purely fluctuating random fields is also purely fluctuating.

Remark. Usually, a numerical analyst will apply uniform loading on a large sample, with the understanding that this
idealization reproduces what a representative volume element (which is much smaller than the structural component of
intended use) would experience within a structure. Uniform loading is an idealization and will be present within a
vanishingly small microstructure relative to a finite-sized engineering (macro)structure. The macro/micro criterion is
commonly used to help determine the appropriate heterogeneous material sample size for numerical effective property
calculations (Zohdi [18,19] and Zohdi and Wriggers [20]).

3.2. Decomposition of the Joule-field

The Joule-fields can be written as

(Hyo, E D)o, - (E)g, = 67" (g, - (g, = 6i - (E)g, - (E)g,. (3.3)
or explicitly in terms of the overall fields

(H)g, E(J)g, - (Edg, = (C1i- J)g) - (s, - (M), (3.4)
or purely the overall current field

(Hyo E g - (Bdg, = 67" (Dg, - Do, =071 (G- Do) - (G, - (D) (3.5)
or purely the overall electric field

(Hyg, E(J)g, - (E)g, = 61 (E)g, - (Edg = 6i - (Cei - (E)g) - (Cr, - (E)g). (3.6)

i i 4 i

4. Limits on fields

One can adopt various criteria for limits on the phase-wise field, for example:

o Criterion # 1: Limits on the electrical fields: |[(E)q, || = |Cz; - (E)oll < Eicrie, thus
E: .
IKE) o[l < ICeilll[{E)oll < Eicrie = [{E)qll < ”é;'ft”, (4.1)
X
and in the case of isotropy (Cg; = Cgi1)
E: .
IE)oll < %’" (42)
Ei
o Criterion # 2:Limits on the current fields: || (J), || = [C1i - (Dol <Jicrier thus
.]i,m’[

Dol < NCllllKDoll < Jicrie = 1Dall < iCall (4.3)
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and in the case of isotropy ( Cj; = C;;1)

Jie
IDoll <=7, (4.4)
Ci
o Criterion # 3:Limits on the Joule-fields: (H), = (), - (E)o, = (Cji- (J)g) - (C; - (E)g) <JjgricEicrir, thus (<H>_Qd§f Na-(E)o),
JicricEicri
(H)o, = D)o, E)o, < ICeilCyill H)o = (H)o < 7, (4.5)
€Iyl
which in the case of isotropy becomes
]i critEi-Cﬁt
H), < ———, 4.6
( >!2 CE,iC]Ai ) ( )
or, alternatively, in terms of currents (assuming J; ori¢ = ||6||Ei crie), Which collapses Eq. (4.3)
— a1 —1 2 .]i.crit
H)g =07 - Da - Do, < o CllCllIIDell” = [[{Dall < Gl (4.7)

which in the case of isotropy, this collapses to Eq. (4.4), or, alternatively, in terms of electrical fields (which collapses to
Eq. (4.1))

(H)g = 6i-(E),

i i

Ei.crit

(E)g, < IolICeillICeilllE)oll* = [{E)all < ICaill”

(4.8)
which in the case of isotropy, this collapses to Eq. (4.2).

We remark that Criterion #3 results from the product of Criterion #1 and Criterion #2. For either of the three criteria,
because the concentration functions depend on ¢* and 6* = F (64, 6>, v, microstructure), we need to employ estimates for
¢*, for example, using effective property bounding principles.

5. Utilization of effective property bounds

There are a number of methods to estimate the overall macroscopic properties of materials consisting of a matrix, con-
taining a uniform distribution of particles, in terms of the individual phase volume fractions and properties. For an in depth
review of such techniques and the general theory of random heterogeneous media, see Torquato [16] for general interdis-
ciplinary discussions, Jikov et al. [6] for more mathematical aspects, Hashin [4], Mura [9], Nemat-Nasser and Hori [10] for
solid mechanics inclined accounts of the subject, Sevostianov and Kachanov [15] for analyses of cracked media and Zohdi
and Wriggers [20] for computational aspects.

A widely-used set of estimates (in fact, bounds) for isotropic materials (such as an isotropic matrix with randomly dis-
persed isotropic particles) are the Hashin-Shtrikman bounds (Hashin and Shtrikman [3])

o1+ (5.1)

where g, > g4, 15 is the volume fraction of phase with the higher ¢ value (“phase 2” (o3) in the former expression) for the
conductivity-mismatch. Such bounds are the tightest for isotropic effective responses, with isotropic two phase microstruc-
tures, where only the volume fractions and phase contrasts of the constituents are known. The lower bound is typically more
accurate for microstructures where high-conductivity particles are surrounded by a low-conductivity matrix, while the
upper bound is more accurate for a high-conductivity matrix surrounding low-conductivity particles. This can be explained
qualitatively in the following manner. Consider a heterogeneous material with 50% low-conductivity material and 50% high-
conductivity material. Now consider a case (Case 1) where the matrix material is made of the low-conductivity material and
the particles are comprised of the high-conductivity material and the opposite case (Case 2) where the matrix material is
made of the high conductivity material and the particles are comprised of the low conductivity material. The bounds in both
cases are the same, however, the actual overall conductivity in Case 2 is clearly higher than the overall conductivity in Case 1.
Clearly, Case 1 is more closely approximated by the upper bound and Case 1 is closer to the lower bound. In summary, since
the true effective property lies between the upper and lower bounds, one can construct the following approximation:

o'~ po + (1 - §)o, (5.2)

where 0 < ¢ < 1. ¢ is an unknown function of the microstructure. However, the general trends are that, for cases where the
upper bound is more accurate, ¢ > 1, while for cases when the lower bound is more accurate, ¢ < 1. We now investigate
these cases further.
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Remark. There is a direct analogy to a the elastic properties of a material comprised of a stiff (high-conductivity) matrix
with embedded soft (low conductivity) inclusions versus a material comprised of a soft (low conductivity) matrix containing
hard (high-conductivity) inclusions.

6. Asymptotic limits: superconductors and insulators
6.1. Case 1: high-conductivity (“superconducting”) particles

For the case of high-conductivity particles (phase 2) in a lower-conductivity matrix (phase 1), we have:

o
1< 2%y (6.1)
01
Inserting this expression into the Hashin-Shtrikman bounds and taking the limit as « — oo yields,

o (1 +2”2) 5 < 0" < oo, (6.2)
1- [%]

where the lower (Hashin-Shtrikman) bound is more accurate (¢ — 0). Correspondingly, for the concentration tensors for
phase 1 (assuming isotropy)>

1 1

1
Ce1 = 1-s, and Cj; = A=) 1120 (6.4)
and for phase 2 (particle)
1 1 3

The expressions are appropriate for small ¢, (superconducting particles in a binding matrix). For the various limiting criteria,
we have:

e Criterion #1: In order to not exceed the electrical field strength for phase 1 (matrix):

E; .
IE)gll <7 = Evn(1 = v2), (6.6)

and for phase 2 (particle)

E cril
(Bl < 2™ = . (6.7)
CE.Z

e Criterion# 2: In order for the loading not to exceed the current field strength for phase 1 (matrix):

Jl.m't

1Dl <77~ =J1eie(1 +222), (6.8)
J.1
and for phase 2 (particle)
Jocri 1420
(Dl <22, 52220 69)
]2

e Criterion # 3: In order for the loading not to exceed the Joule-field strength for phase 1 (matrix)

_ (H)g
<H>!Z1 - (1

A=) +20) <JiaicEreie = (H)g <JigicEraie(1 — 22)(1 + 222), (6.10)

while for phase 2 (particle superconductor, no Joule-field)
(H)g, = 0. (6.11)

As noted earlier, Criterion #3 results from the product of Criterion #1 and Criterion #2.

Remark. As 1, — 0 (no particle (phase 2) material), the expressions collapse to restrictions on the pure matrix (here, phase
1) material.

3 These expressions are consistent with the identities

01Ce1 + 12Cep =1 and CJ_1 + Z/zC],z =1. (6.3)
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6.2. Case 2: low-conductivity (“insulator”) particles

For the case of low-conductivity particles (phase 1) in a higher-conductivity matrix (phase 2), we have:

1 J1dfy, (6.12)
()
Inserting this expression into the Hashin-Shtrikman bounds and taking the limit as y — 0 yields,
0<o < az< 20 > 5, (6.13)
3 - %)

where the upper (Hashin-Shtrikman) bound is more accurate (¢ — 1). Correspondingly, for the concentration tensors (as
y — o00), for phase 1 (particle)
1-2 3

CE.] = q = 3= s and C],] =0 (614)

and for phase 2 (matrix)

‘ 2 and -t (6.15)

Cea=—=5——
! %) 3—1/2 (%)

The expressions are appropriate for large u» (insulating particles in a binding matrix). For the various limiting criteria, we
have:

o Criterion #1: In order to not exceed the electrical field strength for phase 1 (particle):

Eicrie 3-0v
[{E)qll <?_175m7, (6.16)

and for phase 2 (matrix)

3—1/2

E> i
[{E)qll < % = E2.cn‘tT (6.17)
e Criterion # 2: In order for the loading not to exceed the current field strength for phase 1 (particle)
jl,crit _ 6.18
Il <77~ = oo, (6.18)
J.1
and for phase 2 (matrix)
Joai
1Dl SZF = Jocrieva- (6.19)

G2
e Criterion # 3: In order for the loading not to exceed the Joule-field strength for phase 1 (particle insulator, no Joule-field)
(H)o, =0, (6.20)
and for phase 2 (matrix)

2(H
<H>QZ = # < agitEacic = (H)g < Ja gricEacrit

(3 — 1/2)1)2
(3— 1)2)112 '

5 (6.21)

Remark. As »», — 1 (no particle (here, phase 1) material), the expressions collapse to restrictions on the pure matrix (here,
phase 2) material.

7. Coated and multiphase materials

In some applications, (multiply) coated particles (Fig. 2) or multiphase materials are useful in electrical applications. In
either case, the load level can be written as for N phases

(7.1)

N

<E>Q:i< EdQ+ [ EdQ+ EdQ+...+/
‘Q| J JQ, Jo, Joy

EdQ) = v1(E)q, + v2(E)g, + v3(E)g, + - + vn(E)g

and

<1>Q:i< gda+ [ gao+ [ gao+ -+ | stz):vlum+vz<1>gz+vs<1>93+-~~+vN<1>gN (72)
\\ Q Q, Q3 Qy
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COATING ___ CORE

Fig. 2. A coated particle.

where (v; + 15 + v3 +--- + vy =1). Performing a set of straightforward algebraic manipulations yields
Dao=v1lg, + V2(Dg, T 3)g, + -+ Un{l)g,
= 0161 (E)g, + 1202 - (E)q, + 1363 - (E)o, + -+ Unon - (E)q
=01 ((E)g — v2(E)q, — V3(E)q, — -+ — Un(E)g,)
+ 0,0, - <E>92 + U303 - <E>Q3 + -+ UNON - <E>9N (73)

= (614 12(62 —61) - Cea 4+ v3(63 —61) - Ce3 + -+ Un(6N — 61) - Cen) -(E)g,

o*

N

where Cg; - (E), = (E)q, fori=2,3,...,N, given explicitly by

(6:-01)" .
Cei=-—— —— |6 —01) = > vi(6i—061)C (7.4)
2 A1
which leads to a coupled set of equations for the Cg;. For phase 1, since
v1Cgq + v,Ce + v3Ce3 +- UNCen =1 (7.5)
SN—— S—— S—— SN——
phase-1 contribution  phase-2 contribution  phase-3 contribution phase-N contribution
therefore,
det 1 11— 02Ce; — v3Ce3 — - — ONCen
Ce1 = — (1= v2Cey — v3Ce3 — -+ — UNCeN) = (7.6)
v T-v,-vs— oy

where in the case of isotropy

1—0,Cep — v3Ce3 — - — UNCen
1*1}2*1}3*---*7/1\1

Cey = (7.7)

For the current field, the concentration tensor for phase i
Ci- o= <.’>§li (7.8)

where Cj;j=0;- Cg;- o . The Criteria #1 — #3 are still governed by Eqs. (4.1)-(4.8), with virtually no modification. Once
either the set of Cg; or ¢* are known, the other can be determined. However, sharp effective property bounds for N-phase com-
posites are lacking in most cases, and one should probably resort to numerical discretization methods.

8. Summary and discussion

In principle, the approach introduced here can be used with other bounding or estimation techniques. To the knowledge of the
author, Joule-field amplification estimates have not been previously investigated, although various bounds and estimates for
other phase-wise fields can be found, for example, in the book of Kreher and Pompe [7]. The more general problem of esti-
mating higher moments of the fields, in particular the second moments and the full distribution of the phase fields, can be
found in Bergman [1], Cule and Torquato [2], as well as in a series of papers by Lipton, who explored local fields in depth
(Lipton [11-14]). More detailed information, for example localized effects in the matrix ligaments between particles (“hot
spots”), need to be generated numerically by solving a boundary-value problem posed over a statistically representative
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volume element (RVE) sample of heterogeneous media. In particular, since time-transient effects lead to coupling of electri-
cal and magnetic fields, the only viable approach is to employ direct numerical techniques to solve for Maxwell’s equations.
Specifically, one needs to solve Faraday’s Law

vxE:—@—erMerM) (8.1)

and Ampere’s Law

D
VxH:aa—tHsH (8.2)

where we recall that E is the electric field, D is the electric field flux, E is the electric field, J is the electric current, Js is the
electric source current, H is the magnetic field, B is the magnetic field flux, M is the equivalent magnetic current and M is a
phenomenological term that frequently appears in the literature to account for magnetic “sources/losses” and “magnetic
conduction”. Generally, these equations are strongly coupled. Additionally, if the local material properties are thermally-sen-
sitive, and Joule-heating is significant, then the first law of thermodynamics must also be solved, simultaneously. Numerical
techniques for the solution of coupled boundary-value problems posed over heterogeneous electromagnetic media, can be
found in Zohdi [19], and are being developed further currently for such applications.

Appendix A. Averaging theorems

Two physically important (boundary) loading states that satisfy the micro-macro energy/power condition in Eq. (3.1).
They are (1) pure electric fields of the form: E|,,=&= (E),=¢& and (2) pure current field of the form:
Jloo =T = (J)o = J, where € and J are constant electric field and current field vectors, respectively. Clearly, for these load-
ing states to be satisfied within a macroscopic body under nonuniform external loading, the sample must be large enough to
possess small boundary field fluctuations relative to its size. Therefore, applying (1)- or (2)-type boundary conditions to a
large sample is a way of reproducing approximately what may be occurring in a statistically representative microscopic sam-
ple of material within a macroscopic body. We record two classical results.

A.1. The average electric field theorem
We consider a body with E|,, = £&. We make use of the identity

Vx(E@x):(VxE)@x—i—EEVx. (10.1)

and substitute this in the definition of the average electric field

(E)Q:i/(Vx(E®x)—(VxE)®x)dQ n x (E®x)dA (10.2)
12| Jo

~—— B ‘Q| 0Q

nx(,s@x)dA:i(/ (Vx£)®xd9+/ 5-de§2>.
12 \ Joo 00

1
19 Jog
Thus, if V x E =0, then (E), = £.
A.2. The average current theorem

We consider a body with J|,, = 7. We make use of the identity

V- -Jox) =(V-))X+] VX, (10.3)
J

and substitute this in the definition of the average current

1 1
<J>Q:@/Q(V-(l@x)f(v.])x)m:@'mn.q®x)dA 04
=0
1 1 /¢
:@,agn.(j®x)dA:@<(/39(v.j)®de+'BQJIVXdQ>'

Thus, if V- J=0, then (J), = J.
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Appendix B. Basic thermodynamic relations

Joule-heating can be motivated by forming the inner product of the magnetic field with Faraday’s law:

OB
H-(VxE)=-H- (MMt (11.1)

M[D[

and the inner product of the electric field with Ampere’s law:

E-(VxH) =E- w+%—? . (11.2)

def ot

Subtracting Eq. (11.1) from Eq. (11.2) yields

E-(VxH) —H-(VxE —EJo+H-M*+E.%2 5. 98

5t 3 (11.3)
—_——

_V.(ExH)=-V§

where W =1(E-D+H B)=1(E-€-E+H- u-H)is the electromagnetic energy and where S = E x H is the Poynting vector.
Thus
%%

8a—t+V-S:—(E~]“”+H-M“”), (11.4)
Eq. (11.4) is usually referred to as Poynting’s theorem. This can be interpreted, for simple material laws, where the previous
representation for W holds, as stating that the rate of change of electromagnetic energy within a volume, plus the energy flow-
ing out through a boundary, is equal to the negative of the total work done by the fields on the sources and conduction. This
work is then converted into thermo-mechanical energy (“Joule-heating”, H in Eq. (1.2)). On the sub-continuum scale, Joule-
heating arises from charged particles being pulled through a medium by electromagnetic fields, which generate heat when
they collide with the surrounding medium.

Appendix C. Special cases of Maxwell’s equations

By taking the divergence of Ampere’s law:

V'<VXH—%—L—]>:O, (12.1)
one obtains, since

V- (V xH)=0, (12.2)

v <@ . +1> —0, (123)

ot

thus

QV-DW-U +J)=0 (12.4)

ot~ T '
thus

Piv-gtn=o (12.5)

Thus, if P=0and V - J;=0,
v.J=0. (12.6)
If one employs the constitutive relation J = ¢ - E, then this allows for Hashin-Shtrikman type estimates for effective conduc-

tivity, as does the PDE V - D = 0 (which is valid only then P = 0) for the effective permittivity, (D)o = €* - (E), whenD = € - E.
For example, one case when these two physical situations are compatible is when

E=0'J=€¢!''D=>]J=(c-€!)-D. (12.7)
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