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ABSTRACT

Perrin et al. (1995) and Geubelle and Rice (1995) have introduced a spectral method for numerical solution
of two- and three-dimensional elastodynamic fracture problems. The method applies for ruptures confined
to a plane separating homogeneous elastic half spaces. In this method, the physical variables, such as the
traction components of stress and displacement discontinuity on the rupture plane, are represented as
Fourier series in space with time-dependent coefficients. An analytical solution is found for each Fourier
mode, in that each Fourier coefficient for stress is expressed by the time convolution of the corresponding
coefficient for displacement with a convolution kernel specific to the rupture mode. Once the 2D formulation
of the method is known, the method is readily generalizable to 3D problems in that it involves only linear
combinations of the convolution kernels found for each rupture mode in 2D. This conceptual simplicity
has, however, a major drawback : due to the Fourier series representations of the physical variables, the
problem solved is in fact an infinite and periodic replication of rupture events on the fracture plane. So, in
order to study the evolution of a single rupture, one has to use a spatial period large enough in order that
the waves coming from the replication cracks do not enter the zone of interest during the time duration
studied, or provide negligible stress alteration when they do arrive. We show here how to rigorously offset
this defect while retaining the modal independence. Once expressed in the spatial domain, the method
amounts to truncating in space the space—time convolution kernels, in a manner that provides an exact
evaluation for all positions within the rupture domain (where the constitutive law between stress and
displacement discontinuity is to be imposed), but not outside. In order for the method to be identical in
structure to the method of Perrin et al. (1995) and Geubelle and Rice (1995), the period of the Fourier
series is requested to be only twice as large as the rupture domain of interest. The only difference, then, to
the original spectral method is that the convolution kernels in the Fourier domain require more elaborate
calculations to be established, but this has to be done only once to allow simulations on a given domain.
© 1997 Elsevier Science Ltd
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1. INTRODUCTION

Perrin et al. (1995) and Geubelle and Rice (1995) have introduced a spectral method
for numerical solution and two- and three-dimensional elastodynamic fracture prob-
lems. The method applies for ruptures confined to a plane separating homogeneous
elastic half spaces. In this method, the physical variables, such as the traction com-
ponents of stress and displacement discontinuity on the rupture plane, are represented
as Fourier series in space with time-dependent coefficients. An analytical solution is
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found for each Fourier mode, in that each Fourier coefficient for stress is expressed,
via a convolution integral, in terms of the corresponding coefficient for displacement.
This modal independence allows for an efficient numerical method. It is highly suitable
for implementation on parallel computers since the most time-consuming part of the
calculation, namely evaluation of the convolution integrals, can be carried out in
parallel without communication between processors.

This conceptual simplicity has, however a major drawback: due to the Fourier
series representations of the physical variables, the problem solved is in fact an infinite
and periodic replication of rupture events on the fracture plane. So, in order to study
the evolution of a single rupture, one has to use a spatial period large enough in order
that the waves coming from the replication cracks do not enter the zone of interest
during the time duration studied, or provide negligible stress alteration when they do
arrive. We show here how to offset this defect, dealing with just a single rupture event
and yet retaining the modal independence which is critical to efficient calculations.
The resulting spectral method without spatial replications requires more elaborate
calculations to establish the convolution kernels, but is otherwise identical in structure
to the method of Perrin et al. (1995) and Geubelle and Rice (1995). We describe the
methodology in general, in 2D and 3D, and give full details of the analysis here for
the 2D anti-plane strain (mode I1I) formulation.

Another spectral method has also been developed by Bouchon and Aki (1977) for
kinematic representation of spatially extended sources, with exp(iw?) time depen-
dence, in a vertically layered medium, representing the wave field by a Fourier series
expansion in horizontal spatial coordinates. It has recently been applied to fracture
problems (Bouchon and Streiff, 1997). Although different from Perrin et al. (1995)
and Geubelle and Rice’s (1995) method, it also presents the replication drawback
mentioned above.

2. THE SPECTRAL METHOD FOR TWO-DIMENSIONAL PROBLEMS

Consider a two-dimensional displacement field, dependent on x, y, and ¢, and
associated with rupture along the plane y = 0 in an infinite homogeneous space. Let
o(x,) =ulx,y=0",0)—u(x,y=07,7) and w(x,¢) denote the displacement dis-
continuity and the stress on the rupture plane, respectively. This 4 and 7 may refer to
opening displacement and tensile stress (mode I), or to in-plane (mode II) an anti-
plane (mode I1I) slip and associated shear stress.

According to the equations of elastodynamics, the relation between stress and
displacement discontinuity can be expressed by [e.g. Geubelle and Rice (1995)]

(x, ) = 1°(x, ) — Ad . (x, 1) +f(x, 1) M

in which 7° is the externally applied stress (i.c. that which would act if the rupture
plane was constrained against displacement discontinuity), A is the radiation damping
term, equal to u/2c, for modes II and 111 and (4 +2y)/2¢, for mode I, where A and p
are the Lamé parameters and ¢, and ¢4 are the shear and dilational wave speeds,
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respectively. The subscripted comma denotes differentiation, and f(x, ) is a linear
functional of previous displacement history.

Perrin et al. (1995) for mode III and Geubelle and Rice (1995) for the other modes
show that if the displacement is expressed as d(x, 1) = D(k, ) exp(ikx), then this
functional is f(x, {) = F(k, t) exp(ikx) with

2 t
Hh0=—f%ylj C(k|c,(—8))D(k, 6) d6, )

where the expressions for the convolution kernels C(T) for each mode are given in
Appendix A. Thus, if we write the slip as a continuous superposition of Fourier modes

1
o(x, 1) = EJ‘

+ oo

D(k, 1) e** dk 3)

[by which we also define the Fourier transform 3(k, 1) = D(k, )], we have the following
spectral formulation of the functional fin equation (1) :

+ ¢

fix,H) = i‘[ F(k, ) e** dx. 4)

For numerical tractability, D(k,¢) is concentrated at discrete wavenumbers
k, = 2nn/, where n is integer, so as to represent d(x, t) as Fourier series summation
of modes consistent with a period of length 4 along the x axis,

o(x, 1) = jzw D, (1) ™%, %)

n

Then the functional f{x, ¢) is given, for all x, as
+ o
f(x, t) — Z F,,(t) eZinn.x/l’ (6)

where F,(t), derived from F(k, 1) with k = 2nn/A, is:

_ K (2w ()27
ro==3(F) [

In using this as a numerical method for crack propagation, the summations in (5)
and (6) are truncated at —N/2 and + N/2 (the larger the N—necessarily an even
number—the more accurate the solution) and the following procedure is
implemented : we suppose the displacement history is known up to the present time
t. The fast Fourier transform (FFT) is used to obtain D,(¢) from d(x, t) at N sample
points x = j Ax, within a period, where j = 0,1,..., N—1 and Ax = A/N is the sample
point spacing. For this purpose, the choice N = 2” is made where p is a positive
integer. The same has been done after previous time steps on the calculation so that
this extends the history of D,(8) to time ¢ = ¢. The time convolution is then explicitly
computed giving F,(f) and finally an inverse FFT gives the functional f(jAx,1).
Once f(x,?) is thus known, the velocity §,(x,¢) at that time can be computed by

QU~®>D4®d& %)
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simultaneously solving (1) together with some constitutive relation between t and 4,
and possibly é,. For example, Geubelle and Rice (1995) modeled mode I cracking
with a simple cohesive model with linear displacement-weakening from peak to zero
strength. More complex constitutive laws have been used to characterize shear rupture
surfaces, such as rate- and state-dependent friction laws (Perrin et al., 1995) which
relate the strength to both the slip velocity and a state variable whose value depends
on previous slip history. Knowing the slip velocity, d(x, 1+ Af) at the next time step
can be determined, hence f(x, 1+ At), and so on.

The Fourier series representation of é(x, t) [equation (5)] shows that the slip history
is spatially periodic with replication period A, requiring, as already said, that A be
chosen much wider than the crack length actually studied in order to avoid or
acceptably reduce interaction from replication cracks.

3. THE SPECTRAL METHOD WITHOUT REPLICATION, TWO-
DIMENSIONAL PROBLEMS

Equation (2) can be rewritten as

fle, 1) = — —kzg(k 1), ®)
where
gk, t) = J l C(|k|cy(t—0)) 6(k, 0) dO
in which
5k, 0) = J a0 de ©

If we want to study a single rupture which is always confined within a spatial region,
say, between — L/2 and + L/2 (see Fig. 1), this means that § will be non-zero only in
this domain. This is equivalent to substituting [—L/2, + L/2] for the domain of
integration in the previous equation. We want to use the same methodology as in the
previous section, i.e. to write ¢ as a Fourier series and to obtain f as a similar series.

integration domain
I 1
u L 0 -L
D e - oy AR S >
I 1
L2 \ 0 x Ln E
rupture domain

Fig. 1. Rupture domain of length L along the ¢ axis and variable (with x) actual domain of integration,

always of length 2L centered on position x as marked above, for the computation of 8(k, 8) in (9) or for

that of K(n, £) in (35) for the implementation of the spectral method without replication in two dimensions.
The u axis is introduced for the purpose of Section 4.2.



A spectral method for numerical elastodynamic fracture analysis 1397

The key point in allowing this, and achieving the desired modal independence, is then
to notice that

+L/2 x+L L L
J <p(6)dé=J (&) d¢ forxe[—5,+] (10)

—~Lj2 x—L 2

for any function ¢(¢) that is zero on [—3L/2, — L/2} and [+ L/2, +3L/2]. This prop-
erty is achieved if we write J as a Fourier series with period 2L, to be used exclusively
on the domain {—3L/2, +3L/2],

0(¢,0) = f D, (6) e*™/*t, (1

n

This series is defined by the values of (&, ) for £ €] — L, + L[, and these values vanish
onthe part [— L, — L/2] and [+ L/2, + L] of that domain. Hence, since the series sums
to a periodic function, it sums to zero on [—3L/2, —L/2] and [+L/2, +3L/2] as
needed for (10).

Thus we may write (9) as

5k, 0) = 5(k, 0; %) = JM (

x—L

+ oo
Z Dn (9) eZinné/ZL) e—iké df

=—cx

g 2sin(kL— . .
:< z D"(H) Sl]?(_nn/;n)CZlMX/ZL>e_lkX’ (12)

which is actually independent of x for xe[—L/2, + L/2]. The advantage of this
otherwise unusual step is that it will lead us to a Fourier series in the same form as
(11) for f(x, t). That series will be valid only for xe {— L/2, 4+ L/2], which is where we
need f(x, 7) in the numerical algorithm, and has each Fourier coefficient for fdependent
only on the history of the corresponding coefficient for §, such now being achieved
without spatial replications of the rupture event. We give another, fully equivalent,
route to the same objective in Section 4 below.
Thus, from (8) we get

5 — 5 . — . —ikx L2imnx/2L
gk, =glk,t;x) =} C(lkle (1 —0))D,(6) k—nn]L dfe e .

n= -—20

to J’ 2sin(kL —nm)
(13)

which is likewise actually independent of x, for x on [— L/2, + L/2]. Thus, if we need
g(x, 1) only for xe[—L/2, + L/2], we can write

+x

glx, ) = E%J gk, t;x)e*dk, xe[—Lj2, +L/2}. (14)

Noting now that flk,1) = —(uc/2)k*G(k,t) from (8) is equivalent to f(x,1) =
(uc,/2) ?*g(x, )/éx*, we have the Fourier series representation
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foa= Y FO™ L xe[—Lj2, +LJ2], (15)
where
FX1) = —";S <E£> f K(n,1—0)D,(6) d6, (16)
with
(=l [ sin(kL)
Km0 ==~ L@ COKe) = i (17)

Thus, unlike in the formulation with replications, in which the expressions for the
convolution kernels for each spectral mode are given by a single expression, as in
equation (7), with the mode number » appearing only as a scaling factor for the time
axis, for the formulation without replication, there is a separate expression for the
convolution kernel for each spectral mode. This is also what happens in the viscoelastic
case, even for the formulation with replication, as shown by Geubelle et al. (1997).

In the numerical implementation, the sums in (11) and (15) extend not from — oo
to + oo, but from — N/2 to + N/2. The procedure is identical to that described after
equation (7).

The following section outlines the practical numerical evaluation of K(n, 1) for
mode 1. A similar procedure may also be followed for the other rupture modes, as
will be seen in Section 4 below.

3.1. Kernel equation for the case of mode III rupture

For mode 11 we use C(T) = Cyy(T), Appendix A. Perrin et al. (1995) determined
the expression of Cy(T) = J,(T)/T from an integral representation which is

27

1 I
Cu(lk|cst) = ZJ cos? y ellklesrsiny dyy. (18)

0

Inserting this expression into representation (17) of K(n, t), then writing sin(kL) as
[exp(ikL) —exp(—ikL)]/2i and further noticing that

eik(iL+cstsin|//) = ei(k—nn/L)(iL+cS!sind/) einn[i 1 +(cst/L)sin|/1], (]9)

we can perform the integration on k and we get

1 (% . )
Kn, 0 = yym J cos? yy e LS [qign (L + ¢t sin ) —sign( — L + ¢t sin )] dy.

(20)

We can see that the real part of the integrand is even with respect to yy = = whereas
the imaginary part is odd with respect to } = n (so its contribution is zero). Also on
[0, ], the first sign is always equal to 1 and, noting that the real part is symmetric
relative to 7/2, we have
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/2

K(n,t) = %J cos”  cos <
0

nmcgt
L

sim/;)[l—sign(—L—l—cStsim,b)] dy. (21

If ¢t/ L < 1, the present method should agree with the original spectral method (with
its replications) summarized in Section 2 with 1 = 2L, since for such ¢ the waves
coming from the two nearest replication cracks have not yet reached the domain of
interest. Observing that sign(— L+ ¢t siny) = —1 for such times, we have

| I nmncgt
K(n, 0 =5 cos” i cos 7

0

sin ¢)d¢, 22)

which agrees with Cy(|k|ct) of the original spectral method, with k = nn/L, as
expected, and can likewise be computed with polynomial approximations. By contrast,
if ¢t/L > 1, we have to make the sign explicit to get

nn

2 (¥ ¢t .
K(n,t)=;J‘ COSzl//COS< 7 s1n|//>dl//, (23)

where ¥, = arcsin(L/ct). This can be rewritten as

2n /2
K, 1) = 517; {J —4j }cos2 i cos <thcstsin ¢> dy, (24)

where (18) is used for the first integral. The integrals with a limit , have to be
computed numerically. When c /L = 1, ¥, = n/2 whereas when t —» + o0, ¥, - 0 so
formulation (24) is numerically advantageous for small ¢ whereas formulation (23) is
better for large t. We used a classical integration routine with Simpson’s rule. Figure
2 shows the variation of the new, non-replicating kernel K(n, ¢) with time for some
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Fig. 2. Convolution kernels for mode I11, for the formulation with replication and any mode (full line)
and for the formulation without replication for mode n = 5 (circles) and mode n = 10 (triangles).




1400 A. COCHARD and J. R. RICE

mode numbers », together with its counterpart, J,(nnct/L)/(nnc /L), in the previous
formulation with periodic replication. Unlike the replication kernel, the new kernel
does not oscillate any more when ¢¢/L > 1 and tends to zero with negative values for
even modes (like for n = 10 in Fig. 2) and positive values for odd modes (n = 5). The
new kernel for n = 1 does not oscillate at all, but decays monotonically.

3.2.  Numerical illustration for mode 111

To illustrate the above methodology, we study the problem of the dynamic loading
of a non-propagating finite crack of length L under instantaneous spatially uniform
step loading at time 0, i.e. 1°%(x, £) = 1,U(t), where U(¢) is the unit step function. The
friction is assumed to be zero but when the velocity of a particular point becomes
negative this point is supposed to “freeze”, i.e. no backward motion is allowed so
that we can observe the evolution of the stress.

In the numerical simulations to be presented, we have chosen the parameter
p = c,At/Ax = 0.5 where At is the time step. Also, it has been shown (Morrissey
and Geubelle, 1997) that the accuracy of the solution for mode III problems
can be improved by introducing an “artificial” delay ¢, Ar, a fraction of A¢, in the
discretized version of the time convolution which involves the summation

Y_o XK[n,(it—j+e¢,) Af]D,(j A1). XK(n, 1) is the result of an operator on K(», £) which
can either simply be identity (i.e. XK(n,t) = K(n,?)) or, as in the present study, a
more elaborate operator leading to the result that XK(n, ¢) is a “pre-integrated” value
of K(n,t) between t—At¢ and ¢, using a trapezoidal-rule integration (Geubelle and
Rice, 1995). The optimal value of the delay for mode Il is ¢, = 0.5, which is the value
that has been used in the simulations presented here.t Finally, the time marching
scheme used in the present study is fully explicit, i.e. D,(t4+Af) = D,(t)+AtD, (7).

Figure 3 illustrates both the effectiveness of the method and the potential com-
putational gain. The top panel represents the evolution of the stress (normalized by
the magnitude of the initial step loading) versus normalized time at the center of the
crack (x = 0). One of the three curves is the result of a simulation using the method
with spatial replication and a replication period 4 = 2L. Another such simulation
with A = 8L gives the second curve whereas the third curve has been obtained using
the method described in the previous section, i.e. without replication in space and
with A = 2L. For the study of a domain in which rupture occurs over length L, this
is the minimum allowed value if the method is used. The bottom panel is a schematic
space—time illustration of the problem, showing the replication cracks and the time
at which they interact with the original crack (the problem is of course symmetric
with respect to x = 0 but only the negative part has been displayed for conciseness).
The evolutions computed without replication on the one hand and with replication
and 4 = 8L on the other hand, coincide up to the time (ct/L = 7.5) where the effect
of the first replication crack is felt. This shows that our method gives good results (at
least up to this time).

Suppose now that we want to compute the evolution of the whole crack (not only
for the central point) up to time 7L/c,, without having any effects from the replication

T This delay seems to have an effect very similar to that introduced in choosing time collocation points
in Cochard and Madariaga (1994).
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Fig. 3. Top: evolution of stress versus normalized time at the center of a non-propagating crack submitted

to an instantaneous spatially uniform step loading at time 0 computed with the spectral method with two

different replication periods and without replication. Bottom: schematic space-time illustration of the
problem, showing the replication cracks and the time at which they interact with the original crack.

ruptures. Then, if we use the method with spatial replication, we have to use a
replication period 4 = 8L. The computation thus involves four times as many oper-
ations as with the new method and, besides, we get rid of the unwanted replications.
For the analog problem in 3D, the gain would be 4 x4 = 16. We also see that the
new formulation becomes advantageous as soon as we want to compute the whole
crack evolution for ¢g/L > 1, i.e. as soon as the waves coming from the nearest
replication crack arrive at x = + L/2. For smaller times, we could use a replication
period smailcr than 2L with the method with replication and save time.
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The numerical integration required for computing the convolution kernel would
not make the method advantageous for only one simulation. However, if the number
of spectral modes used and time discretization are identical from one simulation to
the other one, we need not compute the kernel again (one could also use a kernel
obtained with a different time discretization and interpolate to the time values actually
needed).

4. ALTERNATIVE TWO-DIMENSIONAL DERIVATION STARTING FROM
THE SPATIO-TEMPORAL REPRESENTATION

4.1. Spatio-temporal convolution

Let us consider the general problem of representing the relation between the dis-
placement discontinuity and stress distributions. We begin with (8) and take the
Laplace transform, defined by

ﬂhpr=Jmeﬂﬁh0dn (25)
Then (8) becomes
2 HCs | 5 o 2 1 P \#
Stk,p) = — 2 k*g(k,p), g(k,p) = |klcsﬂ (Iklcs>5(kap)- (26)

Here it has been recalled that a convolution on time becomes a product of transforms
and the functions .#(s), different for each of the three modes, are defined by

M(s) = f+we'STC(T)dT. 27

0

In fact, on their way to deriving the expressions for C(T) summarized in Appendix
A, Geubelle and Rice (1995) obtained in their equations (24) the relations between f
and § for the three modes. From those expressions we may read off the expressions
corresponding to .#(s) {except for a misprint: the term in curly brackets in the last
of their equations (24) should be «,—p/|gic,]. Those functions, all analytic in
Re(s) > 0, and branch cut so that .#(s) —» 0 as s » + oo, are listed in Appendix B.
Now, let G(x, ) be the function whose Fourier—Laplace transform is

s (2
GW”‘MM”QWJ %)

The significance of this function (actually, one for each mode) is that g(x, ) has the
space—time convolution form

g(x, 1) = jt ‘rw G(x—&,1—0)3(&,0)ydEdo. (29)

—oC

Since .# (s) is the Laplace transform, with factor exp(—sT), of C(T), it is clear that
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Gk, 1) = C(lkle.t) (30)

is the function whose Laplace transform, with factor exp(—p!), gives (%(k, p) above.
Thus
+ o

1 .
G(x, 1) = "ﬁj < C(lk|c,f) dk

— 0

| S .
= J (e** +e ") C(ke,t) dk

2n |,

1 te ,
=2 J [T e~ C(T) AT
8 0

= et [ (—ix/ct+0)+ A (ix/c,t+0)]

: Re [ (ix/c,t +0)], (31)
et

with the last form arising since, in our situation, C(7) is real for real 7 and hence
A (s) has complex conjugate .#(s) = .4 (5). Willis (1973), and Willis and Movchan
(1995) in their Appendix B, present a related way of inverting transforms like those
for G(k, p) above, and our result is consistent with theirs.

Hence, defining M(x/ct) = Re[ 4 (ix/ct+0)], we report expressions for the func-
tions M(u) for the three modes in Appendix B. Finally, as we know, from expression
(8) for g, that f(x, 1) = (ucy/2) *g(x, £)/0x?,

uc, & ([ [+~ x—¢ 1\ 0, 0)
fo, i =45 5?([ J M(Cs(t_9)>cs(t_0)d5d0>. 32)

o6X

Equivalently, integrating twice by parts with respect to ¢ and assuming that 6(, 0)
and 06(&, 8)/0¢ vanish when & — + o0, we have

N x—¢& \0:(8,0)
M VoG .
J_w Jw (Cs(t*9)> c,(1—0) dédé (33)
This may be shown to be consistent with the form used by, e.g., Cochard and
Madariaga (1994) and Kostrov (1966) in mode I11.

Hc,
271

fx,0) =

4.2.  Alternative derivation of spectral method without replications

Now let us formulate the spectral method without replication for a rupture which,
again, has non-zero § only within the domain |—L/2, + L/2[ (see Fig. 1). Thus, in
(32) or (33), we want to integrate over ¢ for fe[—L/2, +L/2] instead of
¢e]— o0, + oo[. Then, similarly to what was done in Section 3, changing the domain
of integration to [x— L,x+ L], inserting the Fourier series representation (11) of
0(¢, 8) with period 2L and finally making the change of variables u = x— &, we get
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_ HCs w ﬂ ks +L u e—Zi""“/ZL 2innx/2L
fx, 0= — e n=200 (L) J wD,,(H)J ) M =0 ) D dudfe

(34

for xe[—L/2, + L/2]. This is a Fourier series in the form of (15, 16) where now the
innermost integral provides the expression for K(n, 7) as

+L M(u/c,t .
Kn, 1) = f %e—zmm du, (35)
—L s

or, taking into account the evenness of M and making the change of variables
p=ujet:

Licgt

K1) = %J M(p) cos(nnpcgt/L) dp. (30)
0

These expressions for K(n, f) are, of course, equivalent to its expression (17) found

from a different approach. To see this, one has to write for (1/nc )M (x/ct) = G(x, )

the expression in the first equality of (31), then set x = u and insert into equation

(35), exchange integral signs and integrate over u, which provides the result.

If we had implemented the (original) spectral method with replication, i.e. keeping
]— o0, + o[ as the integration domain instead of changing it to [—L/2, + L/2] in
expression (33) for f(x, 7), the upper integration limit in expression (36) for K(x, )
would be + co. On the other hand, M (1) = 0for |u| > Uy (Uma = 1 01 ¢4/c, depending
on mode, see Appendix B), so that, in this case, the upper limit of integration in
(36) could be changed to + 0. So, for L/cst < up,,, 1.€. a short enough time ¢z, the
formulations of the spectral method with and without replication are rigorously
equivalent.

Let us also note that making the change of variables p = siny in (36) when
evaluated for the mode 1] case immediately provides expression (24). This approach
for finding the convolution kernels thus seems to be a very general route to provide
an efficient way of computing them numerically.

Finally, it can be seen from (35) that K(#, ) is related to the Fourier coefficient of
M:

met \eit) 2L,

1 |t |
M< Y ) - K(n, 1) €™t 37)

We can thus approximate K(n, ¢) with the discrete Fourier transform (using FFT), so
that if the summation extends from — N/2 to + N/2 in (11) and (15), the N kernels
K(n,t) are given in terms of linear combinations of 2LM(x/ct)/nct at the N FFT
sample points along the x axis. In the next section we present an illustration of the
use of this approximation for mode I11.

4.3.  Approximation of the convolution kernel by discrete Fourier series (mode 11 case)

As suggested above, we can approximate K(n, ) by taking the fast Fourier trans-
form of (2L/mct)M(x/c,t) = 2L./1—(x/c,t)*U(c,t—|x]) for mode III, U being the
Heaviside function (see Appendix B).
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Fig. 4. Evolution of slip velocity versus normalized time for the same problem as in Fig. 3 and also at the
center of the crack. Comparison to analytical solution (solid line) of numerical solutions computed for two
different values of the number N of summation terms involved in the Fourier series, with two different
versions of the spectral method in which the convolution kernels are rigorously evaluated (N = 64,
triangles ; N = 1024, stars) or only approximately (¥ = 64, diamonds; N = 1024, squares). The advantage
of the “approximate” method is that spatial replication is avoided without requiring sophisticated evalu-
ation of the convolution kernels (see text). Inset : blow-up of the rectangular area.

We use this method for the same problem as studied in Section 3.2 and present the
results (Fig. 4) for the evolution of the velocity of the central point of the crack for
¢t/L < 1. For such small times, the solutions can be compared with the analytical
expressions obtained by Burridge (1969). Velocity is normalized by 2c¢,/u times the
magnitude of the initial step loading. The crack is discretized by 32 or 512 elements
{number of elements = N/2) in the two cases presented and the numerical solution is
compared to the numerical solution obtained without any approximation, other than
numerical integration, in evaluation of the convolution kernels (i.e. as derived in
Section 3, or equivalently 4.2 and illustrated in Section 3.2) and to the analytical
solution.

If the delay ¢, = 0 (see Section 3.2), the numerical solution is completely unstable
for either discretization, unlike the solution obtained without the approximation of
this section, which is stable for every value of the delay between 0 and 1.

For the optimal value of ¢, = 0.5, when the fault is discretized by 32 elements, the
numerical solution obtained using the approximate kernel evaluation (diamonds) is
much worse than the solution obtained without using the approximation (triangles).
The solution is of course better when 512 elements are used, but the solution with the
approximate kernels (squares) is still worse than with exact kernels (stars) especially
in the vicinity of ¢t/L = 0.5, which is the time at which the waves coming from the
edges of the crack arrive at its center. So the only advantage of using this approxi-
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mation of the kernel by Fourier series is that the kernel evaluation is much faster—
to the detriment of accuracy—but could be preferred, for example, if we had to
perform only a few simulations for some unusual parameter range, such that it would
not be worth computing the exact values of the kernels.

5. 2D STATIC CRACK ANALYSIS: SPECTRAL METHOD WITHOUT
REPLICATION

The well-known relations between stress and slip for the 2D static approximation
correspond to

+

1
S, = — —PV j_w x—_éé,c(f, nd¢ (38)

and emerge as long time limits of the present formulation. Here PV indicates the
principal value, « = 1 for mode Il and & = 1—v for modes I and 11, v being Poisson’s
ratio. In the quasi-dynamic simulations by Rice (1993) for mode III, the radiation
damping term in (1) is retained, so that solutions continue to exist through instabilities
so that the integral in (38) is regarded as an approximation to f(x, 7).

Thus, similarly to Section 4, representing ¢ as the Fourier series with period 2L,
changing the domain of integration from ] — oo, + o[ to [—L/2, + L/2], and then to
[x— L, x+ L}, and finally making the change of variable u = x— ¢ gives

+ L a—imnu/l
f(x, t) = — ﬂ Z D ([)ﬂPVJ‘ € - dUCZinnX/zLa (39)

L

which can be rewritten, after simplication, as

+ o0 tnlm oy
f(-x, t) = — 2£ z TClnl {nJ ?du} D,,(t) g2innx/2L (40)

0

for xe[—L/2, + L/2]. The integral within the curly brackets has to be computed
numerically, its form showing that this can be done recursively for increasing |n|. For
the original version of the spectral method, in which we would replace 2L by 4 and
accept a periodic replication of the crack with period 4, the same expression applies
for f(x, ) but with the curly bracket replaced by unity.

One can obtain a different formulation for the dynamic expression for f(x, ¢) [(6)
and (7)] by integrating the right-hand side of (7) by parts (Perrin et al., 1995), which
results in the extraction of the static contribution of the stress and which is given by
f(x,£) in (40) with the curly bracket replaced by unity, leaving a dynamic contribution
in the form of the convolution of a “dynamic kernel” with the slip velocity (hence the
terminology of “velocity formulation” by contrast to “displacement formulation” for
the formulation so far developed). As the long time behavior is embodied in the static
term, the convolution can be truncated when the truncated part has a negligible
contribution, allowing both for computational gain and for mixing in a single com-
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putational procedure dynamic (unstable) rupture sequences with quasi-static ones
without arbitrariness (Zheng et al., 1995; Rice and Ben-Zion, 1996).

To generalize the velocity formulation to the spectral method without replication,
one has to integrate the right hand side of (16) by parts, K(n, t) being given by (17).
The resulting static term is precisely given by (40) whereas the dynamic one involves
a convolution kernel which has to be made explicit and computed similarly to what
was done in Section 3 for the displacement formulation.

6. GENERALIZATION TO THE THREE-DIMENSIONAL FORMULATION

6.1. Starting with the Fourier representation

The conceptual simplicity of the spectral method comes from the fact that the 3D
formulation is obtained rather directly from the 2D formulation, as shown by Geubelle
and Rice (1995). In that situation, the various components (j = x, y, z) of traction
stresses 7; and displacement discontinuities 4; on the rupture plane (y = 0) are related
by

T/(x’ Z, t) = T‘?(X’ z, t) - Ajlél,t(x’ Z, t) +ﬁ(x’ Z, t)a (41)

where there is summation on the repeated / over x, y, z, where A, is diagonal with
components [u/2c,,(A+2u)/2¢q, t/2¢], and where each f; is a functional of the prior
history of the é,. In fact, for isotropic solids like those considered here, these partially
decouple in that f, depends only on §, (mode I), whereas f, and f, each depend on
both the , and ¢, histories (shear modes). Indeed, from the Geubelle and Rice (1995)
equations (32) and (34), we have

pes
2

Fitkom, 1) = — == A% (k, m)gp (kc, m, 1),

t

Gi(k,m, 1) = J Cilge,(t—0)) 5,(k, m, 6) d6, (42)

— 00

where there is summation over repeated indices / and M, with M summing over the
modes I, II and III. The expressions for the convolution kernels C,, are precisely
those derived for the 2D formulation and repeated here in Appendix A. The two-
dimensional wave vector q = (k,m) spans the crack plane and we note that g = |q].
Finally, A}/ (k, m) are homogeneous quadratic terms in k and m that can be identified
from Geubelle and Rice (1995) and are summarized in Appendix C.1. In (42), the
tilde is intended for 2D Fourier transform, defined as

81k, m, 0) = JW r“ 0i(&1, &5, 0) e M dg, dEs. (43)

- J—w©

Now we want to generalize the two-dimensional derivation of Section 3 to three
dimensions, to avoid spatial replication. Let us note that we may want periodic
replication of the rupture event along one direction of the rupture plane and avoid
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such replication along the other as in Rice and Ben-Zion (1996): they simulated
earthquakes occurring in the earth’s crust and so tried to reduce the effect of spatial
replications along the vertical direction (or depth), but kept full spatial replication
along the horizontal direction (or strike) so as to approximately represent an infinitely
long seismic fault. Let us first assume that we are interested in a rupture confined to the
regionxe[—L/2, +L,/2],ze[— L3/2, + L,/2]. We will thus perform the integration in
the previous equation on these domains, then change to the domains [x —L,, x+ L]
in the &, direction and [z— Ls, z+ L] in the &; direction, and insert the Fourier series

5L E 0= Y Y DL, (B)ehirri, (44)

n =—0ny=-00

where h, = nn\/L, and h; = nn;/L;, the periods of the series being 2L, and 2L, along
the x and z axes, respectively. If, instead, we want to keep periodic replication along
x (say) and avoid it along z, then in (43) we will keep }— o0, + cof as the domain of
integration for ¢, (i.e. taking L, = + o0) but take 4, = 2znn,//, instead of h; = nn,/L,
in the Fourier series ; 4, will then be the replication period along x. Then we integrate
over £, and ¢;, and invert the Fourier transform to get g(x, z, 8) in a form that is vahd
for xe[—L,/2, + L,/2] and ze[— L;/2, + L;/2]. Considering the first relation in (42)
which is equivalent to

finzy =4 26 AY (58;,5%>g,M(x, 2,0, (45)
we finally get
fix,z,0) = J:ZOO J:ZOO Fj, (fye®hsa), (46)
where
Pl =— —’%Aﬁf(hl,m J Ky (n,,ny,t—0)D!, , (6) d6, 47)
where in turn
Koy, 1, 1) = % ﬁ: Jj: Culgesty 22 i‘fk};h ) Sinl;;(_mh:h” dkdm, (48)

with ¢ = . /k? +m?. The above formula is still valid for L, or L, infinite : if, say, L, —

+ o0, sinL,(k—h)/(k—h) = ndpyr(k—h) and the formula can be simplified by
integrating over k, giving the convolution kernel valid for the spectral method with
periodic replication along x only. [We can also check that if both Z; and L,
are infinite, we get the convolution kernel valid for the usual spectral method
(i.e. with periodic replication along both directions): Ky (n,n;, 1) =
CM(\/Z’Znnl/ll V24 (2mn; /A3 c.1).] Ku(ny, s, 1) as so defined can in principle be com-
puted numerically, but the approach of the following sections gives a more suitable
formula.
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6.2. Spatio-temporal convolution in the three-dimensional case

Let Gy(x, z, 1) be the function whose Fourier transform is Gy (k, m, 1) = Cy(gcyt).
Then using (42) and remembering that the product of Fourier transforms corresponds
to spatial convolutions, the significance of G,{x, z, ) is that we may calculate the
functions f{(x, z, f) by the space—time convolution

'S a a t + o +oC
_f/(X,Z,l)Z% ?14 <&’§>J‘ J\ ‘( GM(x‘éle_éMl-'o)

— —0 -

% 6,(&1,¢5,0)dE, A5 db.  (49)
Now, we may note first that

[ 1 gt
j Gk, m,7)dr = ;c—J Co(TH AT’ (50)
0

0 s

and second, by the definition of .# in (27) and some elementary calculations, that the
integral on the right has the Laplace transform

J+xe‘57 [JTCM(T’)dT']dT:—ﬂ%@, 51

0 0

where the functions .#, are given in Appendix B. It is desirable to work with the
integral on the left in (50) since, as well shall see, G| has a Dirac singularity at r = c4¢
and Gy at r = ¢, where r = ./x*+2z*. To invert the Fourier transform of (50), we
multiply by (1/2r)?exp [i(kx+mz)] and integrate with dk dm. Letting ¢ + /2 be the
angle between vectors q = (k, m) and (x, z), we can write kx+mz = —grsin ¢ and use
a polar representation to write dkdm = gd¢ dgq. Thus

t 1 + +7 . . qget
Gul(x,2,7) dt = -— ¢ iarsing Cu(THdAT' |dpdg.  (52)
0 4n‘e, 0 n 0

The integrals exist, if taken in this order, and indeed give a representation of the result as

i 1 + ¢ qe t
L Gy(x,z,t)dr = e, L Jo(qr) l:L Cu(T) dT:| dg, (53)

where the integral on g exists for all » > 0 because the quantity in brackets has a finite
limit [equal to .#,,(0"); see (27)] as ¢ > + oo. However, it is more efficient to put a
factor exp(—egcyt) into the integrand of (52), where & > 0, and to interpret the result
in the limit as ¢ — 0. Then, interchanging the order of integration in (52), changing
the ¢ range to [—mn/2, +=/2], and integrating on T = gc,/ while using (51), and
defining R = r/cqt,

! 1
J Gu(x,z,0)dt = ——

5 m
o 27-[-(:‘\_ t e—0

72 Wy (e+1R sin @)
e+IRsin¢

- w2

L N G R M y(iRsin 6 +0)
2riclt R a2 iRsin ¢

d(,b}. (54)
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For the present case, .# ,,(s) has complex conjugate .# ,,(s) = .# (5), so the real part
of .#,(iRsin¢) is even in ¢, and hence contributes nothing to the integral. The
imaginary part is odd in ¢ and hence Im[.# (iR sin ¢)]/sin ¢ is regular at ¢ = 0. We
therefore obtain

J’ Gulx,z,t)dr = é, (55)

0 2ner  mlegr

M 1(0) N 1 [ Im[.4 (iR sin ¢)] d
o sin ¢

where the limit of .#,,(iR sin ¢) through positive real values is always understood.
Since R — 0 as t —» + oo for fixed r, and since the integral involving .# (1R sin ¢)
vanishes in that limit, jf) G (x,z,7)dt — M 14(0)/27c,r. This result gives the static limit
of the stress alteration due to some quiescent distribution of displacement disconti-
nuity. Values of .#,,(0) are noted in Appendix C.2.
The time dependence of G,,(x, z, 1) is given by

GM(X, Z, t) =

_ J,,,z Im[ 4 4, (i(r/c.1) sin $)] do (56)

nleor 0t ), sin ¢

and, as shown by the evaluation of the integrals in Appendix C.2, the integral has a
discontinuity at » = ¢4 for M =1 and at r = ¢, for M = 11 ; those contribute Dirac
singularities to G; and Gy, as indicated in (C.6). Recalling that U(r) is the unit step
function of time, with derivative U(f) = dp;ac(f), We get

—cu(1-262/c3)°
Gi(x,z,1) =M5DMC (t—L>+ Cq U(,_L)

2nclt cq)  2mcit? ¢4
k3 s

v =a)o(=2)]
~-—|Ult——)-U[t——]}
nr Cq Cs

-1 r 1 r
Gu(x,z,0) = 5= Opirac | I — — |+ 555 U 1— ~
u(x,z, 0 dncit P ( Cs)+2TCC5212 ( Cs>

s

2¢ t r r
ol=-a)el-8))
nr cd Cs

1 r
H=—=Ult——}
Glll(xa Z, ) 27'[6‘52[2 U< c ) (57)

For the scalar, or model, elastodynamic theory as used by Rice et al. (1994) and
Perrin and Rice (1994), and discussed in Appendix C.1, G(x, z, t) = Gyy(x, z, ).

6.3.  Convolution kernels for the 3D spectral method without replication

Let us finally use the expressions just derived for the spatio-temporal kernels G, to
derive the convolution kernels for the three-dimensional method without replication,
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similarly to what has been done in Section 4.2 for the two-dimensional case.
We begin with (49). The rupture has non-zero §4(¢,&,6) for
Ee]l—L,J2, + LJ2[, & €] — Ly/2,+ Ly/2[ so that in (49) we want to integrate over this
domain instead of over the whole plane. Then, changing the ranges of integration to
[x—L,,x+ L] and [z— L, z+ L], inserting the Fourier series representation (44) of
/&, &, 0) and making the changes of variables #, = x— ¢, and u; = z—&;, we get:

+ 0 !

. HCs  m !
_f,-(X,Z,t)Z—T Z Z A (hy, h3) D, ., (0)

— 00

J j Gy, s, t—0) e~ ®+hu) dy dy, df ¥+ (58)
-

which is valid for xe [— L,/2, + L,/2] and ze[— L,/2, + L4/2]. [We recall that we allow
the possibility for L, (resp. L;) to be + oo, thus keeping spatial replication along x
(resp. z). In this case, in the Fourier series, b, = 2an,/A, (resp. h; = 2nns/A3), 4, (resp.
A3) being the replication period along x (resp. z).] This is a Fourier series in the form
of (46) and (47), where the innermost integrals provide the expression for K, (#,, 73, 1)
as

L, Ly )
Ky(n,ny,0) = J J‘ GM(ul,us,t)e_l(h'u‘+h3u})du1 dus. (59)

—LyJ-Ly

It is much more natural and easier to compute these integrals in polar coordinates.
Then, taking symmetries into account, we can check that, as expected, the K, are real
and that we therefore have

Y (RO
Ky(n,n;, t) =2J J Gy(r,t)cos[r(h, cosyr+hysiny)rdrdy,  (60)

(7] 0

where y/, can be chosen arbitrarily, and for expressions below is chosen on [—7/2, 0],
tany = usfuy, A(Y) is the distance from the origin to the rectangular boundary (see
Fig. 5) and r = ./ui +u3. We must now evaluate the expressions for K,, for the
particular expressions for G,,. Equations (57) show that this involves three terms:
GO(r, ) = Spiac(t —r/c), G®(r, 1) = U(t—r/c) and GO(r, 1) = U(t—r/c)r’, ¢ denoting
¢, or ¢y. Integration over r is straightforward to perform. Noting K¥(c), the terms
corresponding to G (i = a, b, ¢), we have

K9 (c) = 2%t J e U(R() — ct) cos [B(ct, )] dy,

vy

K¥() = J “ Comin fer, 200, ) dv,
Yy

KO(c) = f re D(min [ct, )], ¥) dy, (61)

¥y

where we define
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&t

YU

Fig. 5. Rupture domain (inside dashed rectangle) and integration domain (inside full line rectangle) of the
function whose integral gives the convolution kernels for the spectral method without replication in three
dimensions.

B(r, ) = r(h, cosiy+ hy sinyy),
2r’(cos [B(r,y)]—1)  2r*sin[B(r,y)]

CCO="mewr T Bew
DGy = —2cos EB(r, Yl 2B(r, W)S:[B(r, 2] ’
Si(x) = sine integral = f xs_irtl_tdt. )

Note that K© is not obtained, as for K® and K™, by inserting G(r, ¢) into (60)
(since it would not be defined). Instead, one must integrate on r the term depending
on ¢, together with the one depending on ¢;. We have:

—ca(1—=2c2/e3) ., Ca 2e8 .
Ki(ny,n;,0) = ———2n_c§t———K( ea)+ P K®(cq) — . [K©(cq) — K9 (c))],
K1, 75, 0) = = K9(6) 4 513 KO e+ 22 (K9 (e) — K9(c,)]
T 2nclt Y 2mel? ) T e
Ku(n,,n3,1) = K®™(c,), (63)

2mcit?
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where the K®(c) are given in Appendix C.3, for the different possible values of ¢t with
respect to L,, Ly, and \/L} +L3.

Those formulae are valid for infinite L, (resp. L;), which corresponds to the case
where we want spatial replication along x (resp. z) only. We can check that, if
cqt < R(Y) for every ¥ (i.e. for a small enough time or if L, and L, are both infinite),
Kuy(ny, ns, t) = Cyy(gyscst) with q;5 = /A7 + 13 and where the C,,(T), given in Appen-
dix A, are the convolution kernels for the spectral method with spatial replication.

We can also see that K,(rn,,n,,1) is zero when ¢ is equal to or greater than

1. = / L} + L}/c, (since, for those times, K® = K® = 0 and K(¢) does not depend
on the velocity ¢), . being the time required by the shear wave to cross the largest
rupture domain dimension, i.c., the static limit of the kernel is obtained for 7 > ..
This property, specific to 3D problems (contrary to 2D problems for which the
static limit is reached asymptotically, i.e., in infinite time), allows for substantial
computation gain: the time convolution involved in the evaluation of the functional
fcan be written as

J KM(”M”z»t_H)DL]n,(G)dH=\[ Ky (ny,ny,1=0)D;,, (0) d6. (64)

- r—1,
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APPENDIX A : CONVOLUTION KERNELS IN THE FOURIER DOMAIN

This appendix gives the expression for the convolution kernels in the Fourier domain for
each mode. They have been derived in Geubelle and Rice (1995) for modes I and II and in
Perrin et al. (1995) for mode I11:

_ (¢ *Ji(caTles)
am = (&) ene

Cs

+ATIW(T) —~ WieaTje)] + [42—“‘ - <g>], (caTie) —44o(T),

Cu(T) = J(T)/T+ATIW(caT/e) — W(T)) —42—5Jo(cd Tje) +3Jo(T),
d

Co(T) = /1 (D)/T, (A.1)
where Jo(T) and J,(T) are Bessel functions and

W(T)=1— J T%)de. (A.2)

¢

[The factor —4c,/cq in Cy(T) has been wrongly written —4cy/c, in equation (26) of Geubelle
and Rice (1995); also, in their Fig. 2, the scale along the T axis for C(T) and C,(T) is not
correct and should instead range from 0 to approximately 47 ; finally, still in that figure, the
labels Fy, F,, F; should read, respectively, C,, Cy;, Cyy;.]

APPENDIX B: CONVOLUTION KERNELS IN THE SPATIO-TEMPORAL
DOMAIN

The expressions for the functions .# ,,(s) for the three modes are (Geubelle and Rice, 1995):
4/s +1 2+5%)?
sl CHs) s

st PN

M(5) =
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Q45 4./9*5+1
My(s) = N > - 5 -,
s/ 85 +1 s

My (s) = /5 +1—s, (B.1)

with /s> +1 and ./y%s* +1 cut on the imaginary s axis to behave like s and 7s, respectively, at
large s; here y = ¢/cq. Thus the function M(u) = Re[.# (iu+0)] of (32) and (36) are

4 /1= /1= (e — 2—u?)?
uz\/l——(Wﬁ)u2

if Ju| <1,

M) = —(2—u)?
=9 _ —Q=u)’ if 1 < Jul < cale,,
w1 —(/cd)u’
0 if [u] > ¢q/cs,

4. /1—u? /1= (c2/cDHu* — (2 —u?)?
w/1=u?
My(w) = < 4./1—(c2/cd)u?

u2

if lul <1,

if 1 < |u| < ¢qfc,

0 if |u] > cqfcs,

e = iflu <1, ®2)
() = {o i jul > 1. '

APPENDIX C: THREE-DIMENSIONAL EXPRESSIONS

C.1.  Quadratic forms

The quadratic forms A% (k, m) enter (45). Of these, A} = 0 except when j = [ = y, in which
case

A, =g =k+m’. (C.1)

Also, 4} = 0 and A}' = 0 when one or both of j and / is y. The non-zero members are

AT AT K omk| (4 AW m*  —mk
A | Tk ot [ a4 a2 | ©2

Another case of interest is for the “model” elastodynamic theory used by Rice et al. (1994)
and Perrin and Rice (1994). This is based on a scalar wave equation, and in that case there are
no components j, / or modes M to sum over in the relation between stress and displacement.
With such indices removed, the equation here describes the case where p and ¢, are interpreted
as the modulus and wave speed [called M and c in Rice et al. (1994)] of the model theory. Then
the radiation damping factor is A = p/2¢c, Ak,m) =k*+m*, C(T)= Cy(T) and
M(5) = Mu(s).
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C.2.  Three-dimensional space—time convolution functions

To evaluate the functions Gu(x,z,7) of (55), we first note that .#(+0)=
M (+0) = 2(1 =9, and A ;;(+0) = 1. Here y = ¢,/cy. Next we must evaluate the integrals

™2 Im[A 1s(IR sin ¢ +0)]
Qu(R) = j " d¢ €3
appearing in (55). The imaginary parts of .# ,,(iv)[ = # \(iu+0)] are:

—ufy fo<u<l,
Im[.#,(u+0)] = { —ufy+4/1* — 1ju? ifl <u<lfy,

—ufy+4 /= 1+ 2—u?) Sy et =1 ifu> 1y,

—u f0<u<l,
Iml by (iu+0)] = { —u+ Q-2 fi* Ju—1 ifl <u<lyy,

—ut Q=) P —1+A YR — 1 ifu> 1y,

—u f0<u<l,

—u+. it —1 ifu>1.

Let us write O, (R) = @4/ (R)+ Q% (R)+ Q7 (R), where Q§7(R) comes from the first term in
Im[.# ,,(iu)], equal or proportional to —u, which enters at ¥ = 0 and persists for all « > 0,
Q7 (R) describes the effect of the new terms that enter Im[.# ,,(iv)] at u = 1 and persist for all
u> 1, and Q(R) describes the effect of terms that enter Im[.#,,(iv)] at u = 1/y and persist
foru > 1/y = cy/c,. Thus QP (R) =0for R< 1, QP (R) =0for R< 1/y; QI (R) = 0.

Causality requires that all G,, =0 for ¢ < r/cy, i.e. for R > 1/y, which means that the
0%(R) should sum to a constant in that range, a condition which may be explicitly checked.
The constant can be obtained from (55), which thus must vanish for R > 1/y, so that Q% (R)
for R > 1/y can be determined (or checked) from

Im[A 1 (iu+0)] = { (C4)

QW (R + Q57 (R)+ Q57 (R) + (m/2) M, (0) =0, R>1/y. (C.5)
Some of the Q¢ (R) start from non-zero values on their range R of definition, which makes

Ou(R) discontinuous and puts Dirac singularities in (56). Remembering that increasing R
means decreasing 7 at fixed r, we therefore have from (56) that

1 doy

Gulx,z,n) = — EpEY 4R U(t—rjcy)
1 [doy  dgi ) .
- nlcsz[ ar T dr |[HUrle) = UE=rie)]

1

QA(\/BI)(I/V) 5D|rac(t_r/cd)- (C6)

1
e O i =rle) = -

ceqt
The last three terms are absent for the mode III part of the solution, Gy, and also for G for
the scalar “model” elastic theory mentioned above.

The Q4(R) are defined for R > 0 and calculated from the part Im[.# ()] = —u for
M =1L, 111, and —u/y for M =1, so that

Q1" (R) = ~nR/2y. QIW(R) = QW (R) = —=nR " (€7
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The terms entering Im[.# ,,(ix)] when u > 1, and defining Q2 (R) for R > 1, contain a factor
W — 1. We write those terms as u?hy,(u”)//u’ — | where

h(p) = 4(p—1D/p*, hu(p) =1-4(p—1)/p*, hu(p) =(p—1/p. (C3)
Thus

QSVZI)(R) _ J*n/2 (RZ Sinl d))hM(Rz Sinz d))d
arcsin(1/8)  SIN d)\/m

Making the change of variable Rcos ¢ = /R* —1sin(w/2) then leads to

$. (C.9)

R (" R*+1 R*-1
QS&’(R)=EJ hM<T++ 5 cosw)dw. (C.10)
0

which can be extended to [0, 2n], have its integration variable changed to ¢ = exp(iw), and
evaluated by methods of analytic function theory (residues). Thus we obtain

OP(R) = n(1-1/R?), Q¥ (R)=rnR2—n(1-1/R*), Q(R) =n(R-1)/2.
(C.11)

Note that 02(1) is non-zero, thus corresponding to a Dirac function at r = ¢, in G, only for
M = 11. We also need Q4Y(1/y) to give the amplitude of Dirac functions at r = ¢,f. By using
(C.5).

QP (1) = = QW (/1) — 0 (1)y) —mdl 14,(0)/2. (C.12)
This is relevant only for M = I, Il and we find

o) =0 =-2%% QW) =0. (C.13)

i
292
C.3. Further details

Letting Ly, = min L, L;], Ly, = max [L,, L;] and

— [ Lmin Y, = Lunax = arct Luin C.14
¥, = arcsin o T arcos o ) Y, = arctan L) (C.14)
all confined to [0, 7/2], and defining the functions S(y) and T(y) such that
dS(d’) _ Lmin dT(lp) _ Lmax
dy _C<sin¢’l/’>’ dys =C¢ cosn//’l// ’ (C13)

S and T having been determined using the Mathematica software (Wolfram, 1993) as

_ —4siny ., Lo
SU) = B gy " [B (2 sinw"”)]’

T) = 2SOV [B (—LL w)} (C.16)

B(hs, ) 2cosy’

we finally have the following, assuming L, = L, :¥

+ For the expression to be valid if L, = L, one has to replace ., Yy W, bY W+ /2, Y+ w2, 4 12,
respectively.
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if 0 < ¢t < Ly,
K®(c) = 2nc*tdo(q,5ch),
K®(c) = 2n(cty* 1 (qi3¢0)/(q13¢D),
K@) = 2nq 3 [W(q,sct) —Jo(q15¢t) /(g 1ct) — 1], (C.17)

with ¢,3 =./hi+h3. The first two equalities above are deduced rather directly from
the definition of X® and K® in (61). As for the third, one can check that K©
and  2mg,sW(Qiser) —2ndo(qiset)/(gisct)  obey  the  same  differential  equation
d*X/dg}, =(2n/q,,)J5(q,:ct), so that they differ only be an extra term which either does not
depend on ¢,; or depends on it at first order. Then, as [3* cos [B(ct, Y)]/ct diy = mJy(g1sct)/et,
and [3"B(ct, ) Si[B(ct, ¥)]/ct df = O for ct = 0, we find the extra term 2rg,;[ = 2nq,5 W(g,; x 0)]

lf Lmin sa< Lmaxa

0}

17

K®@(c) = 2¢2 IJ " cos[Blct, ¥)) dy,

-

v,
K®(c) = j Clet, ) A+ S(— ) — S,
_wz
(©) Ve " Ve L’“i“
K9(c) = J_wa D(ct, ¥) d¢+J\% D <sin v R l/l)d!ﬁ ; (C.18)

if Lo < ot < /L2 +1L2,
¥y [V,
K9 (c) = 2c%t { J +J }cos [B(ct, )] dy,

~¥, Y

——
K®(0) = { j + j }C(ct, B) dh+ S(— )= SW) + TWp) — T(— ),
v Juy
*wﬁ Y "V Lmin Vs Lmax

] penas [ o (G v)ans [ o(Zemv)us €

K9c) = j

-V

if JL2+ L2 < ct,

K®(c) =0,
K®(c) =0,
© Y, Lmin v Lmax
KO(c) = L,, D (m , z//) dy+ L} D <m lp)dw. (C.20)

The remaining integrals in (C.18)—(C.20) must be computed numerically. They are one-dimen-
sional integrals with finite limits, to be compared with the two-dimensional integrals with
infinite limits appearing in (48), with the restriction, however, that some of them involve the
sine integral function.



