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PSR, P T O EIRMIE S CRT IR T L LT LE LEMu S hT
W5, ujxumuwm, ORISR O —if % = S 4T BRI, AL+
HEIT I T E TS, MR AT G S 7o\ &, TS MET W e d o
WigoTLES. ZONERMYT L, Cundall 5»oIR%E LE-Tithy, 3(/\71:51&{1
WS ETIEML, ToTmtEit-7.

Cundall ©Jj:2, Neumann % ff:& Dirichlet 4057l i ic X b,
SETMTHM AT RE 2 O 2 2 U X, }7}1’23‘71‘5(111/*5 2ODFHRDB ENH T
DTHBA, TDTPAX5ERTH Y, MHTUKORTIHhb TR TEs 2 LRk
L. '_‘jjvc %@jfflx@hof('hi)mbﬁ‘ f&otﬁ % s ilj‘§<, &i&i{m}i’
DRI TRITASL IO D EH 2 DD, Ao, Wi e s
i = &é’ﬁ’x_‘ Fil e 5 TR ﬁl“k&’*fﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ SRR S EAVR S R, ¥R,
jLﬂg_*l&;ﬁqﬁ:?\h:&'KrlUTmm fl'}» Dr‘u i %Lﬂ]?ﬁ —ﬂﬁgf%%ﬁiy %@%Z’:(i
BTOEE XM B7EFTLL, Aﬂmﬂmmofﬂﬁ?éwm&,kﬁﬁﬁmlm?
DWERFIN LT, S HRAmTiul v IEAME LT, e (HmEmo R
HIPE) & v v ARG GO TFHEE O THANE) OIEEEHT25: L.

ATREFERL, = 7 LT BEEOHRG M e, WS o s (ko e IE iz
WL TWB. A Thige L“L7 v 7T Ay, WENE Y&~ 7 v s i E iR S
B, THAAE OIS £ CH#lnaigch b, Mz Oﬁ"ﬂ?lﬂ':’(ﬁtci%i’nﬂ}@’z
MPITEDLELLND. L L, MRy it s 2 ik &L
BT O JREENE 2 ek OIS, AR LA ORI, %A O E A & iR
HEDIEIN TV B2, —JEORIUZR LIt & Bbhs.

1. F

a) —fxic, WHEIGOME {ﬁmvﬁmﬂ%(k&®MWHM$%&mvme
NBH T EDBE G, ENEIRE £ F (LT AR A R 2 2 E T 2 an LIE LT
HAH. T, SIREL, v LMWHMEFW%%uﬁklmf&o& LR
THET TN E W2, AL7elific X Y LS h, M s apicit-TLE 5 & &’
eh, BRI o LT LE Y. b LY, FHIE AR AR L b, ym
W= 710 Aé<&if%h¢,M%D%ﬂ&mﬁfééfmé)# iR
5Tixis\v. 22T, ZoER R &<®§RLM%&%EQ§&1CM

(1) LYSMER & KUHLEMEYER (1969) 2, JJL;“FL v ¥ a By PR, R AL

Q&Mlzw«—zmﬁ?é“m&&%&wmws%mﬁmw”%ﬁkbh Lo L,
SFEDART 2R, £y vy P ORMMB—EE 52, —HNiE,
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BoKIF LT L, EAHAIRK LTL, M Esed & E v,

(i) LysMmER & WaAs (1972) %, RIZES L OSHR R EIET 5 LM e AR C
TRAL L, ST pA 25 “EiEH Y (transmitting boundary)” ##it4 LT
WA, T AALON L THENMISEE TS D, BRECETET AR &Y 52 5.
Lo L, WEBERORE =R TIER L, TOoHBIRAALLT 5.

(iii) SmITH (1974) %, Neumann &f{f& Dirichlet &b aHl ARG, Wil &E
DA UE %, WHOTFER D2 Eie X0 HER MM T 3 &) “Ii
by (superposing boundary)” ##EL L T\5%. & OMIITHNT, Bifi~
DAL, FEC B ES R ERICL D THBH, KEEITTOZ o et
DEWPTERLSILD E VS REX L2 W, M - Hk (1978) b [k W Jj
RE LT A.

(iv) CUNDALL & (1978) %, Smith DR Ui I i35 itk b,
FOREEIGT WS, ZOFEEOWTIL, 25 Tithd 52, M l-524Th
b, FTEF s T AL A EFE L bR,

Bl (REMID 2225 Lichs, flicd 3 F T/ HEr it Lshtuws. flxiE, ik
JE o AN (A933) X, Bift LoBEUH AT L TRDZFERRE L TWB05, YA
ZLwEFEzbRS.

¥, OGS RBoRAI B LT, Bikogifunm ks, i, sia LT
JIWbh TR, 477 e 754 “FLUSH” T3, R & ERERNIHI SR T
(5. —75, KUNar 5 (1980) 13, fiifisitic Cundall ook, LA IR i{lhE
R b2 F AL LT 5. FRES (1983) i, WidkosMHliT &, KTVEHfED
N FE RO LTRSS T HEAIE LT v 5.

T, Z2T @O~AY) TR LU ERARSIRAMT A LT AR5 &, 1), () B
(iil), (iv) @ 250 DT 5 o LAV E B AL, WiFnd, FEEncgIr L, KAtk o sk
P& W THB0ITH L, HEE, FECR e, Ko e w1 b
L TWAMIITETHS 2 b.

b) AESCC, DHktkR o EEMEIGNE L IR TR stk Fx B, X LT,
Cundall DFFFLILT- % 3 ILHIBWIEI LCTHR © & 5 4T, SR FUR & 25 0 2 it it
el Z L a Ay (2%, H33%). I512, ZoORRAMTEY, IRAHTIC
THoEREL, FOMIIEFAMOWTHN, ISR RT (5.

AFocH T, BT & LT, S TAIIRIER LR T, hodiik GEaEieli it
WEFPIE) HOHHTH S &I TwA. fIREREOR LWL Ltk b, i<
FALMETR S —EICTE, FhvA2) AaefiilcTeEs tHELbh s, RS
BOF G DWTIL, S DADFEDDEZHTHHD, — I TRALOMEE= v E 2 —
ARSI EEND. L, Tl - THICRHE R v 2 -l A Shic A — 3~
2 v . —% S810 (A iF, ARYEEED X5 B 77 R o W
MAETH Y, FoFAENtc T e 27 2% 05 Uik,
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2. HEBROBRHNES

2-1 Smith ®F#%& Cundall OFix

Bi X b R4+ 58 %, Dirichlet 44 & Neumann £ 4 7 Lucifihd b2 5
C L X HMBET A8, Smith Ic X VitE S hic. T, 2074 F 7% &iz, &5
Holh TILicod Cundall T©H5. TRt FAx)ivT, WEos e
DWTTHRTEH B,

w VT B PR T A

gt” =C g‘i ; —co<w <0, >0 @.1.1)
%, WG
u(0, x)=2f(x), au(o =) 2.1.2)
Tz &xE2 B,
ult, @)= f(x—ct)+f(w+ct) 2.1.3)

ThHzxbhd., T2C, BT LTI DR E#E 25 & f(x—ct) D2 xHE 2 L
Xuwz diwin s, g,

f2>0)=0 (2.1.4)
ileT E LT, RolEivE s 5.

i) u(t, 0)=0 (2.1.5)
DEHAAE T & (ZDfitd u, LFhT)
u(t, v)y=f(ax—ct)— f(—a—ct) (2.1.6)

i) ‘”‘ (6, =0 @.1.7)

DERGETHL & (T ot v, EF2dd)
(8, )= f(z—ct)+ f(—x—ct) (2.1.8)
SCT, uy, up O (uatus)/2 % Liud, RGHE o¥i fidishs e, chn

Smith oFdasHeEi R (Superposing boundary) Th%. —Jj, Cundall oJ5E:11,
(2.1.5) 2.1.7) o»Pbhiz,

(0 0)=—c- f"(0), Gu =0, 0="(0) (2.1.9)

Dt ¥R T WS L HET 5.

ou
ot

iii) ¢, 0) = ’; 0, 0)=—cf’(0) 2.1.10)

DERFEM TR (O uy £323>7)
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1,(t, @)= f(x—ct)+ A f(—x—ct) (2.1.11)

Lisx, X (2.1.10) IwRAT B &,
a”‘”’ Ols (1 Oy —c {f/(—ct)+ Ay f (— e} =— £(0) 2.1.12)
7/(0)
f(—ct)
(z 2T, REENEIREIRD 8 £ o v« BEL WS 5 ML Feo s v & LT
fl(—cl) REWATE Const. &3HuE A; ik Const. Xixb, (2L11) @ us (2UET)
R offEins.)

=—1+

Yot
uelt, @)= fla—eh+{—1+ f]E (OZt L~ @.1.13)
iv) —g;—(t, 0);—3;—(0, 0)=7"(0) (2.1.14)
DEIRAETHL & (ZDff% uy EFHT) 1D LR
uil, ®)=f(w—ct)+{1— f]; }f( w—ct) @.1.15)

AL, (uetu)/2 ZEHETEHE SRS,
Wie, i ug~iy 12oWnT, 0 L LTHRD L,

uy(0, 2)=f(x)— f(—x)
u5(0, 2)=f(@)+f(—2)
u5(0, @)=/ ()
14(0, ®)=f(x)

U, ws TUE, @ BN AT T BT O WAL Wi ERTWBOIH L, uy, uz T
2, fle>0=0 OfhadnLT, WNGEEMETs. oG (@) B35
¥IDIE m’i’ff@ b, WZOYSERE L%, I, Cundall oJ5ciy, EEOR
% t=t, (>0) BT, IS %,

u(to, )= f(x—cty),

(2.1.16)

2.1.17)
I W= (et gt 0= (=t

LapEex %), Smith OJiik T BT 5.

Cundall oJjilz, —EOREHINE Jt ToNE&ELTH L, RKEeiidi LTnid s
R, it}‘%(&@k{t?owua&mu<fD/J\ RO Azl D (—edi<ax<0) Z A3
<& 7. Smith OFFFEILTCTHEL T LTWE, i, Lo HRFFELCS
o, =0 S HORMHENTORSZ LT, a=0FiET2E, R TE LB R
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K hon, Cundall o f, o0

WL Tw 5. 0%, FROGURT, (IERY
T RAUR D RN 2 AALTE OB 220, 75

DT ENTES.

2-2 Cundall ®FFED 3 RTMBE~NDOGH
Cundall % 3 kLM IIME I+ 5 E2% 2 5.
a) 3 I ITHE

1 0% 0w  o'u | d%u

— il =2 2.2.1
G T T T Tk @.2.1)

Faxhl, WHo v FERSH © IEHNTHEFTT 5, —ikic

e

wi(t, «, ¥y, z)=exp (x-+iny+ilz—iot)
EFyH=at/ct, £0)

LEbEhs. 4, o<0 offilbi s L, B =0 15, X (2.22) TELIRDY
T AS T B 2 TAa %, (Fig. 2.1 21) R4

u,t, x, y, z)=A exp (—ix+iny-+ilz—iwt) (2.2.3)

ER &, x<O WHAETHEEZ, (itu) THZDRS.
t=ty 1B WT, <0 iy, EFRETEE Liswv ERET 5 sk & LT,

u(ty, x, ¥, z)=exp @&x-+iny-+ilz—iwty) (2.2.4)

(2.2.2)

FRGpEE LT
a'?(t, 0, ¥, z2)=—iw exp (iny-+ilz—iwt,),

au (t 0, ¥, z)=if exp (Iny+ilz—iwt,) (2.2.5)

HELRA.
1w ERENT, Ko itii%, Dirichlet 42, Neumann ff o 4 &t
ﬁLf&%(%h%hAﬂAN&ﬁm;)

9 a..“ {t, 0, y, z)=—iw(l-+ AP) exp (ipy+ilz—iwt)
=—iw exp ((py+ilz—iwt,)
. AP=—1+exp (ot —t,) (2.2.6)
if) ou 21,0, y, 2)=iE(1—AY) exp iy Hilz—iv)

=iZ exp (ipy-+ilz—iwt,)

AY¥=1—exp (Gw(t—1,) (2.2.7)
X oTi),il) Xviions 20001k I, REEOIHIIEEIRS.
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2T 1) OE&MOR

au (t 0, ¥, z)=iy exp (iny—~ilz— iwto)=—g%i(to, 0, v, 2)
ou ou;
e t, 0, y, z)=il exp (iny~+ilz— zcotg)—— (t, 0, ¥, 2) 2.2.8)
EitB.
b) 8 KIELE IS 31T B BT
2
0 gt‘* =(A+2p) grad (div u)—u rotrot u
(2.2.9)
u=(u, v, w)
TEbEha. HL, po; BARTEE, 4 ¢; Lame @il
RBTF VY e M EACTHEHDS &
az¢ — 272 2_ X—l_2tt’l
i
(2.2.10)
L e AT
o2 —IB r A’ ﬁ _?! A_(AIy AZ/7 Az)
ok x
u=grad ¢-+rot A (2.2.11)

T, a) L[, =0 ORI AN TS HUE, ¢ & A 0w T a) T
*ﬂA#TMHm;u\¢~1u@ﬁK$i5®f,a_m¢%ﬂ%#@m&ﬁbﬁ%

TH%.
. 86 A, 0A, 04,

i-a) {am' " ow ot et COHSt}I:O (2.2.12)
a5 A, 04, 94,

i) Cor a5 oa oot @213

B, ‘const’ i, Wik F—ETHD T E%ntT. (W & z OARDE & - T
%)
Mo 1-a) Ol

0 00 0 04 0 9 P
e w(?"é' éﬁ“ <£>+m<§) &(ﬁ)@zm>

THHDT
ou ;
| e E r_g—const (2.2.15)
ElsB. Eic
ov 0 8_95 i 04, *agAz
7(_77?( ox )+ 32( ox > ox? 2.2.16)




TP BT A b o 2o TSRS X 2 P R 333

T I, (2.216) RoFHBOTL 6°A./0x* A const. WiRB T EH LTO X 5B
5.
WE, TRTEMEAH 25 &, BRI RIHERIMIZL TS5

o*u o 0*u
o~ ox?
Z =, Dirichlet iRk w# 25 &
0
% =const.
=0
Lich»-T,
0%u
ot® x:o_o

ChETEOWTHBERTAT S & 0°u/00%] 1oo=0 2SI LT FuEis Highe,
2WIETY
0%u (69u 0%u )

o MGt T oy

s\, A A =0 @B WWT 07 iy 0°u/oxt b 0%u/dy* L TE o X & T
const. TliFhiIfe bl

i o B SWIETHLRAT 515, =0 1o\ Tk 0%°A,/0x*=const. TlaiTih
g s,

Lihi»T (2.2.16) ik

ov -
3 rzorconst (2.2.17)
Rtz LT
ai =const (2.2.18)
ox lz=0
LA, Lo TROMBRGDENELNS.
. ou ov ow
i-b) {5 5o Ga-; const} (2.2.19)

Mo, U @2.214) &30 2.216) X, BT OMHNEET,
a0 0,0 0 (0°A, | A, A,
(G )5 G )= a5+ 5+ 5

g
oy \ ot ot \ ox ot \ oxt oyt | 0z
~3
2_%2 "a‘:z (2.2.20)
niEbhs, v=0 ToRRLHEEH LD L
3
aat/j’ _ =const (2.2.21)

LidH, iUk
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A
—_ — D
TN const (2.2.22)

L. DLW TR LTIEMTE 5. X o, i-a) & i-b) oK &k
AT H .
itz L, ii-a) 25k
11— jaiu *@_v__ _%. >3
ii-b) Von” ot a1 const} 2.2.23)

r=0
2Fohs. i-b) & i-b) DO FEE EuE, FEEEg shs.
c) X7, i-b), ii-b) o Dirichlet &>\ T #2Th 5 &, i-b) BT, &
{2.2.8) LRI

ou ou
By | e CONSE | =const (2220
MNESR A, 1i-b) iwownT
2.2.95)
ow ow
By e OO ], oot

, @=0 AT Bk % 2 T s, (Fig. 21 £218) ib 05a

zZ X

4. 2 ;
7 L% .
7

Fig. 2.1. Range of (2<0).

N

IS

N\

ox o0y
(2.2.26)
ou ow
O'Iz*/l< a +a—x“>
THHMND
O zy| z=o=cONst, 0z, | z=o=const (2.2.27)
RSN A. 1i-b) oM R
(D ey L (2.2.29)
Cazlra=12 ox oy | oz 5w Tao -

=const
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oA, MOFEIILHIET52, Dbk Xb, i-b), ii-b) itk ks txHdbh
5.

i-c) {%‘ G2y, Oze; const! 2.2.29)

=0

or  ow
= const} (2.2.30)

o o
i-c), ii-¢) OEIRGME, ARSI & D AN M 3R izl h iz 272
ThHb.

2-3 ZEROME
2-2 Tz, v=0 oA LFE L THIH, T y=0 oER & m Licdidicit, =0

SEI 2 SO EED, v=0 VT AHT 5 LW MER4: TS, 0L oL,
KD 4-o0fERdDBC LI ffTcES. (2-2 a) OHFBERIT2OWT)

1) %Lz— x:(,:COHSt’ % y:0:-:onst
ii) % x:0=const, % y:0=const 251)
iii) %— M:const, %lFO:const
iv) —%;L xzozconst, %z:— y=0:00n8t

AEWIEAINE S B 0%, MWD IHE E T WM TEH T &, MW Ths 5. (Fig. 2.2
2

(2 y () 4 p

(N: Neumann condition, D: Dirichlet condition)
Fig. 2.2, Boundary conditions at two boundaries (x=0, y=0).

ST, WMEB0EFw At EciTd T, (Lo £ 9 (>0) LT, liko
NI T 50,
{—edt<a <0, —cdt<y<0} 2.3.2)

DHIRERONBRTH Y, D~iv) 042002, ZOFIKTO IS L.
Shiz, z=0 O Z Fimlic B, 820 @A LIETHH Fig. 2.2 LRz,
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Fig. 2.3 w23, TR oEET 5 M

{—cdt<x<0, —cdt<y<0, —cdt<z<0} (2.8.8)
Eich.
(1 3 4
(2r0) (3) (4
N D
D D
N N

(s) (6)

(8)

(N: Neumann condition, D: Dirich}et condition)
Fig. 2.3. Boundary conditions at three boundaries (x=0, y=0, 2=0).
Pll, BT &z &i 3Uaeiitkfc i35 &, Table 2.1 1@iik3 8 Dofpa sk
BT EWIL D, BRI 2 D085, WG E R AT 2 METiE v, 1,
e X IO LFENETH D,

Table. 2.1. Boundary conditions for three dimensional media.

Boundary x=0 y=0 z2=0

Solution—1 N, N, N,
2 N, Ny D,
3 Nz Dy Nz
4 N, D, D,
5 D. N, N,
6 D. N, D,
7 D. D, N,
8 D, D, D,

w ow

where N-: const} DI:{—g%L, Gry Cazs const}

TR

o aw ov
Ny { 5t T oy ; const} Dy: {ny, R TREA const}

const} D,: {ozr, Gy, 081;1_, const}

N,: {au _ov

ot ’ at ar 2 0lzs




FIUEER 2§l o 2o TSR X % WO BT 337

ZCC, WiAHUERE ME LT, Smith o)k Cundall o k% LiEL T4 5.
Smith ©JjkTix, 6 2DERMATETET 3 fdic 2°=64 3T h Ot kD B LT H 5.
—77, Cundall o842 03 A I HER L #X e Eos o kic kb, 831
D OfifT X FRIL, RAHEREI RS b —EOE O e 02 FE L, 3 00HiHD
WHEOZLHEZ LI B THA.

2-4 HE
a) OB EHAEIFIC AR 5MEE %2 ThB. flé LT
ult, ®)y=u4(t, 2)-uzt, x) (2.4.1)

HELDHE, 20D 4MT,

aa”l;“ @ 0)= (to, 0)=-75"~ a”“ (to, 0)+—~ a”B (t,, 0)
(2.4.2)
Tt 0=, =2, 0+ 22, )
r¥tbEns. MHOWINCH LT, TR Shs0THBY, HROBIIHL '

TUL, EOVHHE U Rt 2 7 < Tidie 57, B4 METcE L.

Pz, BIROERGTMGE TR, SMEENE Us e, BlnE et b, Rits
FRBTTREMD B 5. BN 2 T AR iin T 2082 55 5.

b) T oITE, BEEIE T & RE LTy, Bifhe sk LT, MRS, RO
IS 7ePmi =R T b S WA THHE L HERAE VL. L L, EmEOMEI N
L, CFMmECEM LTINS L) iy, oMt sTthsrs. Ub, IR
T2 5 B BRME, Bif ¥ Colr AT g X .

c) LIRSl Aty (FRcT T b 5558) X b, B iEin ik 2h
DUHEVED B B, T ORI DT e i Tuiewny, M LG5 RETHS D
EHEZEI NG,

d) T oIET, PSR ORE R - 708, IEEI I LT L Ao & baiEc
%55.L#L,ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁmm,Wﬁ%%dﬂﬂL%<,m%%% X b TR
TWwWhEHZLRS., L, b) TE2 L5 MR oF»n HEhTws
ThaAd. Fi, THER 85, era‘rxmdwiﬁf? METe BN, WmER ED0W
T OREEMITE B S L,

3. FREFZEOER

3-1 HEREFEZORE
P ITRA A AT M IR LA TR E, TRt

CM @ +LCT i} + LK T {u} = {R} (3.1.1)
ThHEbhD. Zzc, [M][C [K] 12, ien Fit, WEE Mt~ r ), 2 %,
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w, o, 4 OVXZERL, HEE, MEEIE, R X, shhEded. ERXofitEng, KM U TREHETURT
R ke, RMEHETURTMTEELH B, S CRGFHEFIR M o LuxH 2 5.
BSEIHIR oM E Vv Th, BERESNTE Y, TRERDET AL S - T
B0, AHEOTEE S B B, BTl TH % Runge-Kutta iz )l & Lo
5.
Pl E, HARNOELEEDD T — 2 DML UN R EIhbiedic, Tvd Fax
g Y AT BT B ORI D 2 v E 2 — 2T, A7 PVIEATETH B, KT ol
SRS R S, BRI E S, Thuc TR E T L 2 ) XA T T
Tl blow. i, BT, ST70% 5T 2 080T, RERHATE:D
B G e 2T 25, < bV 7 ARG ELTT 5 CEIAMT T 5.
(M] %R~ b Y 2 2 ETHIE, JARSORTHBEND

(i} =LM I '({R} —[CI{i} —LKT{u}) (3.1.2)
el te s, Ehic
O} =[M 1 '({R} —[CI{v} —[K1{u}) (3.1.3)

{at = {v}

LT, BRIV Dok, BEERLEN O (4P) TH B 3 ko Runge-Kutta
2R H M B Tz LT 5.

2T, FREFZEE MRS TTERN LT 5 &, — B AN I A 23— A9T
FICER I BITA ARG oS, mh, FAREZET, S oFAER RS 5D
VI RY , 2ABRHWHBRTER. UL, [0SR IT s Bicfevs, 15710
Lt s, JERERRNTI S, Fh AV FIEENE LT 5 X5 e ThE LTHis o B
LU o7 T 5o e, FHHR0IEY e S oA RIETE Y
7 ARHEM LT, e RO 02BN 5T de Mg dh s, b, 2T~
Yy 7 A [A] ¥ e ubrit LT [B] it 294

A, h+0
B{I, K)=Ad, ]) (3.1.4)
L, K)=] s IR LY » 2 A

CFniTE, =PV o 72 ADRKERICITIE AR, B N LD, e, 3 WIS
Wi X5, 1S MY o8y, TdRimeics.

Fin, e, BTARHTIEITHE 2 v 2 A St S-S0 ISR B 2 b v iR
(137, 1983) L, 07cdic, X7 PO i B o T L HJER e,

3-2 HREROER

CUNDALL & (1978) Iz & 9 1R S hicilih G by Ei R, ), &0 X hERLEh
LD THote. F0H% KUNAR B (1980) i X b, itk LOHAT 3T, HIRIESRE
CTEXLIRTVS. 2T, & TORRTHEAMEYT5 2 RfiitczE ity LT
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B,

a) PWINEMHSURPIT X 0, 5N TGS ERETS. CORERLD,
METHRR I ERERETEBRTH Y, 5 ThWis Bz, »AERM» L
TRATTERDEEE) wwowTit, 75 Tih~%.

Cundall o i I, FiFgE TR~ L 5, BR»D ORI, BRSOk
N—FLUHDO TR TR 5. 22T, &Fl, KEEOHFETS SR &
FahlEo fF4e Lisw R tweairsns. (Fig 31a &) SEAHE Ci,
W5 DL EREO A RD B O L, PRI, 1H0REY kD B7ET
TV b, BRAFUR T, A, 2380 O DU E I BRER, 2 OO
R4y, 3 oOWEERAZAN TSM Y OMABT L Sh, ThRIETT 5
FTHzLAWETHS. (Fig. 3.1b M) Lo Licsid, FikoMmaibr 75 &, ik
FREFROFID I TF R, »A7 A INBBENEL e, HEREIREL
oTLED.

(Boundary Region)

Fig. 3.1. Division of FEM model into two parts, inner and boundary region.

3T, FHEESEH LR, £0g

A B

S TOBREMR, B IR Do Total NS NN RN IR S
. R . Region 1 ] 1 1 i [

P o X hiuE T vo s, = o T, i
PRy R B % o T 7a g CHEAT
cxB. BB, SE LN, Wy Region 1 —f—f—]—|

A B
FaRIH IR TR E, MiAZEM bl Region 2 p—++——1

T, GO WEHED WitcShB. 1 pig 32 Connection of divided rigions.
WIE = F A% BT R $hil, Fig.
32 0x5winh, ABRIEEhTWL5,

b) 2®T/RLEL ‘—@ILH, (—EREE EWOEIRGETOWTELTASL. ER
METRAIN—ETHD &5 &MY, —F0 FAEMAN (AT Lt Lw. B
B, BL1) ROBLEKD X 5 LTH 2T L.

{R}={F}+ (R} s 3.2.1)

czwe, (F} @ ~r rr, (Rls QB2 P Areded.
F fo—FEME OLME, Runge-Kutta dia v 238541y, S8 fiiiic MM Tx 5.
ReERT LK B,

{dv} ?=0 (3.2.2)
AL, {d}? 3SR LoEYTHHEEN T TS 5.
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STOMGEATHT A, SIREHELTIMEhARCHINET L, FBmli~<2
PARETTHIETTIV. 2N Mo filag b e 58810,

1
2N
ETREI . BL (RR 1, —EHEDOLETHOCERC/EE LTWAERN<2 b
NTHY

1 N
{R} s <~— 5 {R} s+ > iR} B 3.2.3)

{R}8=[CI{v} s+ K1{u}s (3.2.4)

ThHzbh3. {}s 2, BT HEY R~
FICONN& MO THNT

(3.2.5)
{} <__1_21\1
vie 2N = wh

Thzbhs. {1 1, SERHTURA O EHE L TRT.

' ¢) 2-3 T, Cundall oWHEEGRTIL
32D BIRDEDZEH X UL k2
EhaiNTe. ZhTit, BRI 6 o
TN IR & e 5 AR SR T ol 85 7 %
MF3zeusEL2Ths. (Fig. 3.3 &
) WAART s Tk T 2 o
ANEE LG, oS th b

y Z EHF 2T, Table 3.1 1w/R3 858

» YOMRTHrThs. ZOfRRE2FIHT

e R, B ER GO A hE R R

- ' HC LI LTWT 5, 2% (B

HIEIR) © BEwi, 3SRILOERLD

Fig. 3?:i 1A rectangular parallelepiped 5 LAEBIRACT & 3 & T, 4500 o8

mese RAENED B R D.

z

3-3 AREFRZOBITGE

FRBFEMITC I\ T, W 1 XOMMRIIE R b TH Y, e, DHRREICS
WCIL, IBROREESLHT) 05k & 7e» Tl its. KUHLEMEYER & LYSMER (1973) =
SMITH (1975) 13, FHEHEANTT 5 L2k b, 1EEY7 ) 8 Tain b 123R L E
HiiE, FEMCBRTEL L EERNTWS. ST, 7757 VvORIEE 5 {H
XD, BRERKCETDEE A ADETHCOWTH L TL B,

a) WY, AREREEHOCTEBIEEZ M SE, SRRy BFREEY AvTah
HL, FREF (FRPEED CcoPHIRERLM L TEL AT, 2T, ARERY
4 Ao B, BEUHRERO ZHMSY T, Bb5 757 vicBhs tHxbh
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Table. 3.1. Boundary conditions for three dimensional rectangular
parallelepiped region

Il
<)
]

Il
Q
<

Il
o
Y

1
Y

Boundary x y=0

Il
=)

Solution—1

Dbobzzzx
bozZzobzz
bzbozuozoxz
SISESRE -
sbhzZobzz
SIEASEA AR

-~

- ou
where N: Neumann condition ( on =const.)

D: Dirichlet condition ;(-a%zconst.)

5. ' y
2 PTG TR A2 VT, BT
% 55T T VM #E 2 5 &

u(t, x, y)=exp(téx+iny—iwt)
3.3.1)

(52+7]2:(1)2/C2)
Aifife UK RIETH 24 » v 2 THEIL
(Fig. 3,4 W), #7177 2 ¢
Yy VBEFEHRNNT T 75T Y hRD
THhbE :

o*u Bzu)
i

Ly =G5+

ox? = 0y?

pY

Fig. 8.4. Division of two dimensional
(—8uy, jFUiwr, jH iy, region with square meshes.

_ 1
e

R THIRE S PAPIRE o TR o TRRRRT, o TP NRRRES oy TNy ' 3.3.2)

(L, e y=ulw, Y)=ulh, jh) &
(3.3.1) stafAT D &

Li(u):, ;= 3h2~{sm sin <—~—2—~)}
(3.3.3
Elch. —HT h—0 T LBE )

Lo()e, 5= lim Ly(u)s, == (&4 9% us, 5
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Eig b, (Li/Lo) 1%, B X 28518 RmT 52 bh5b. 22T (Ly/Ly) #34: L
ERFAHA XD DIt 54—z L LTREUDS &

é: _ é_%{sirﬁ(ﬁ C:S 6>+sin2<'—: s;n 0 >+Sin2(7r(cos 0r+sin 0))

. (m(cos §—sin §) o
+mm(-—7f———» (3.3.5)
BL, r=L/h, p/é=tanf TH5%.

Fig. 3.6 1% 0=0, /8, =/4 (rad) K OWTHBELELDO THS. O=r/4 (ki
F) OEI LETENE e 2%, feknd ThhTuws 13 10 o #4123,
952 BEDOREZATT 5. Fhe, {LIEOABINTR LT 99% FEEDRTEE A LA
W, PERECY 20 R ThIE v,

L1/Lg Ly/Lg
1.0 F 1.0
» - P-Wave
| S-Wave
51 51+
8=
- o o
22.5 »
~ 45
8 Vp/Vs =2
B 8 =0
0 3 [ ' 1 I 1 0 L ! 1 1 1 1
2 s 10 20 S0 100 2 5 10 20 50 100
L1/h Lp/h
Fig. 3.5. Computational error of “Lapla- Fig. 3.6. Computational error of “Lapla-
cian” in case of scalar elastic wave. cian” in case of vector elastic wave.

b) S THEAD X 52, SIHOMYURERIEIFET 25 E& 20 THE L THS, il
DITREFELTL, #7 vy 2 VOFAERE LT WIRTH B2, £F vy v b2
ETHIL, a) OGN TOEER L. Wb, B0 Wit Es s L, P, Sk
OWPSE (EhEh Lp, Ls) 3%, #E Ve, Vs &

Lp_Vp o

Ls —’T,—S (3.3.6)

ORI H D = ERTCRE X . BT v o e VT35 75 o 7 v R AT
ThIE, BV TORES T EELoN5.

Fig. 3.6 1%, (Vp/Vs)=2, 0=0 OLH% R LIbDOTHLNEHED H S Bricoun
T, WYY 10 FLEOLMERT SR, P onwTh- A fiEnrSshs o
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s b,
¢ DEFEoThrl, fiiielyws LT, Bloxmlir d LT
Ls _VsT
= >10 (3.3.7)

LD XD ICHHES I X b I WTHA S, i, ez 0 X 5 iFEy 4 Xk
DI, Vs/(0d) % ToRBEEIL, HIENREIh3THAS.

34 {BE

a) RBRZETIL, ZEEEREIME< bV 2 ADHIIIA T T A v 25 4 b Y, 2 BRI
WCATIe 5. 2QGERETIR 4 il 3IRENE TR 8 Mmoo BHEeMb. 74 v 125
A MYy 7 BHOFEANLEE BATHE & WILSON (1976) 1235728, 2 kil c= Mg
F, SWTCIHIBI TR A MRS THANAE SA—0 7 75 A THIITE B FMN2 B 5.
SOREREROFM S, YREFEXLNETHB2Y, ZZTRMTRWEWw, %7 3-3
CRTBHELAL, MBTA V27200 o 7BEREHTHIOTH Y, HREHLINS
il FAOHAL LTRDBERDH .

b) Runge-Kutta @z isid 20EEIZIZ 4t OFELEERMETHSD. Linl, Wk
FA Rt T, 1 ALEROIRD E Ricts0T, (T/40>10 70518, +454
IHER OIS THH 5. BL, TIREBHORNTHS.

Lo L, 92y, WERIa. 4t 4, 3Ey 1 XLHRTH Y, WHESMNEI P Se Rk
FETTHH O, T TREDHLLIHMT 5. SROBGI 2T 2HETH 5.

4. HBREBROERE Y
x (u) Apllied
COTETI, MRS —
. N . o Bl Free Surface
PERLLT, Wi ediL<as. o 2@ —i—k A I !~L i
ST, CBERNM RS %, Folh B H
L IR B R 2 5. 4 P a2
B e o !
4-1 2 R RIEE 1 L T
—_— r | N, ] N, AS
2 RGP o By, SH o :
TFT BB A BN LT % % B s
a) fit¥r e F i Fig, 41 i3+ X
YT, —AN LT, o =5 1 -If A5
1]
HIRTHB L5 R EHHAREY, X TR T
Ay Voo VC{C']\’;EU Lf:-ff‘/b‘éf%‘%_é. ‘ilj :_-L :!T (2dundary Region A) |
WEIR 2T T 2881213, 32 Tk _ L
{Boundary Region B)

7o &5 WS BE O TFAE Ula WS PITaTIR &,

e s BRI S bR s, = = Tig. 41. FEM model used for an impul-

sive excitation on free surface of two

W, BRI X s amL, Nz dimensional elastic half space.
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BHEORE IS LTW5. FTiabb, WHETTII LMy, BERURAT 2@y, 58
TR B i 450 b o HHE S BB LTRIFE v ¥, RTEKE BERTUR E oBF
Tz, 8-2 wilito ko, HIRRIR-ClES wItFIes o ik b, L0
g I LT 5. Fig, 41 i S CAIER R EIE LTWB Z LIt/ 5.
RIS T F AL, PIEUE 30x20 305, Zo/MUEIFUK E LT 5 TH A
Lices A tTs. THBIZOESY h L LR, =5Fromtlx, BTEks.

%—:70(560'1), c=0.3

BL, Vs X¥AMMHE, 0 XHR7 Y vIIETHS.

& FARRINZ G EAMER Lickie, RAn/R@ing Ai~As, Bi~B; TO LT
WA T2 Lim X ), NEEROMELH~S.

b) Fig. 4.2 i1, v Fllic sine BT 1% AT Lo RA R 2R LT 5.
2 YRI5 Ui, o FROWENE ©, z i ST LE 5 & &ie LB
T50T, Yy HMOATNZH LTI, ¥y FAOEMLET A ESh5. KT, ©, z JHO
TRATAIE LT 5.

Al v 11 —_/\/______,—__
A2 B2 .___/\/__,.__._
o N\ ) e
AS__/ \ — 35— —

1 : \ } ' ) ; '
! T } 1 t } y {

. 0.0 0.2 0.4 0,6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Tire Time

Fig. 4.2. Computed displacements due to impulsive loading of one period of
sinusoidal force in Y direction on 2-D free surface shown in Fig. 4.1.

ISR, 0<1<1 (see), 4t=0.01 (sec) TH Y, 4o Rz, (T/4)=20 &
L.

oMo, SH FOIEREAEE L, A2 FEOBERC D RTHHH, Rl
<, e LR B TSI RN I S e, BRI OSHz X b, BT
AT TGS L DM OW RS SR, Fh, ZoORUL, ESEYHVTH

BFLicbnd, BEAE—HLTWA.
¢) Fig. 4.3 12, @ FcAN Lo BEEx 730, Fig. 42 &4, {iR%
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u —/\N/“_ u

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Time Time

Fig. 4.3. Computed displacements due to impulsive loading in X direction
with same conditions as shown in Fig. 4.1.

TN THS. 2RITHIBTIE, © HRL z HRBILWIZEFE LAY, b) 0~
ARHANRTEHPMENTEHEE 2%, BhEmMTOER &M X v Rayleigh 44 01T< 3%
RT, WEERONEL R B OIS 7eEThH 5.

AP, 0<i<1 (sec), 4t=0.005 (sec), st A% (T/4H)=40 & LT\ 5.

SH i 0ET AT, ORI KELkoTkh, KEELLVHHALAR
B. TR, 2-4a) KNk X e, HOBEEA R NEEC AR Lo, —
FET), —EMEE & W5 B &M, #SoBETioTE L LTEHITESh b edin, itk
LI TERL BN THAD.

Fig. 44 1%, z HTMEAN LISAQILEER Th by, Fig. 4.8 (A 0 Ehvx
5. Fig. 4.4 odifici, U Rayleigh i 6 L BRoh, Ko&H Py TF
T BREFE = F OO, RO RSB Ai~vAs T, BTS2
frdleolc 2 bs, A BB Py » By @RI A P w4 352 &Es
DL, TOMMEBER, 0.92Vs Lick. z T De e icse, BHEFEWIZH - T
S ¥ & Rayleigh 2MEIFT 52, WHOMHIEEEDPST LT 5 70w, RERCE Rz A4t
TAHZ LY, REEPELACHE EN - tFE L bh s,

ANGMWis EORENRD A2, MEEIN, MHEmvodoi vz k)
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S A R/ —
AL Nl Bl N~

: t : 1 ¢ ! : 1 -
0.0 0.2 0.4 6,6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Time Time
Fig. 4.4. Computed displacement responses due to impulsive loading in Z

direction with the conditions as shown in Fig. 4.1.

4-2 3 :RITTEMAEME
4-1 R WT 2 REFIRC B T 2 WA O R A /ey, C TR, Thi 3 RkT
TR WM Uc b 2R 7. 3 etk O 856, 2 Rt o Wé e T E A TRIEE
IR T 57T e F ARk ERBRETT 5 2 Ll b0, SlEEEY e
WIBEDEFARYEE L.

a) fErEF Az, Fig. 45 wiilie, 15X16X10=2400 D7 HKIEH X v R Sh
T HMHHFIRE T 5. Fig. 41 o5 LAMIoOME HHFEmE L, o500
WPEIR &5, 2 2Tk, AfURE PETEUR & SEREUR S st s e, R
Wa & HIHISHT BT - T, [y, SRTm LR PR & /s 5.
FromiF oA, B0 X s, BTl 1 EES I TH L DRI LT
Wh, PRI I Y, BIRATURTIRS MY o R ET A LIRS B,

BREZEF AR, ILHED 10% L & LI,

Vs
h

=50 (sec™?), 0=0.3

L7 Z2im Vs BAMEREE, o XRT v vIITH 3.

K, SR CH L g S o e (I S e elifie, B S1 8 Sb Tolfik
PRI LTHS. .

b) Fig. 4.6 13, 0<¢<1.125 (sec), Jt=0.0075 (sec), 41 & LT z JiFlic sine W4t
TP A T=404t) %Mz oA ER TH S, HIhD EZEIEA i Liciie,
SO S FEE S b oo, EFEEEIE UTwisw. Fig. 4.6 0B EEOH—0
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Ss1

(Boundary Region)}

S N i ZHEN

$3(S4,S5) s

> x (u) Applied Force

A
55 Free Surface

S5

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

(Boundary Region) Time

Fig. 4.6. Computed displacement re-

Fig. 4.5. FEM model used for an impul- sponses due to impulsive loading in
sive excitation on free surface of Z direction with the conditions as
three dimensional elastic half space. shown in Fig. 4.5.

v 7 X0 R ke, (LM BT LTHRB &, S3—S1 Tix 0.92 Vs, S3-S5 T
i3, 178 Vs (0.95 Ve, {BL Vpix PYEHE) 2 #Hbh5. Mil& S3 2vb S1ahid
<, Rayleigh Bcfl L lelipvEiG L, S3 2% S5 i3, P ticsm s #ilhns 153
HEFzbhs, Lrl, TOMINTIiFlsGt 2335,

¥, SUTCHMZEN & e 53854, 2 KIME L Ty fe o &k, Hipha X
HWFEIIEPIETT R E W ETH D, Fig. 4.2~Fig. 4.4 L L35 &2 DML
TH5. Fig. 450X 51, MECFIREINET 584, IMREGTE; T, FHENTEE
oM, MIERO 4 X BEMh S &, REMER &7xs0THA S, M, Fig. 4.6 T
1, FURORIE LD, v HROLEML0 Lig2DTHIELTW5.

Pll, BRTER X 5 3 R0y, 2 RIcIb"Taie h MR w2k U

EFExbRBD, ZoORRAMTER, @ L LB .

4-3 %%

a) BERFUSROMEL, 4700 LB BREII LI TH S, FIRTURA © (4G EE B
DI E S, BRATEHOREY R, PicHIETHT RThsrh, 4700 LEUHX
DAl WEBEE, REMERTSRd o bind. MRS N EED, PEYinl0
PFEREThB L EHLBE, o FGo Bk -y Rz bicie s, %
Fz, BUEFED EEIRFIRE LT E - TLRIEANTI, KB,

b) BTG A FIREHETM Z L 2FH 2 b L, TOHINE DS I b, F1iE
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Ny

DHATETOHHEKREL 5135, 22T, HERBEEROHEHINITELEINLD, 0
i, BRBUELMGET D &%, HANELMERTS. i FIchhR T
HHEATHEENTE S, S TRALTLR L

#, S810 H{HAIFIE, INRGEEET AN Bz e, Cv 7% Cc8MB, Dy,
7Lk 16MB {lijiT&, HSEEEIL TEhFh, 2M words, 4M words fit%% &
5. %7 Fig. 4.6 R LcREREL G501, cpu B, 150 () ThH -7

5. IWEMEADISRA (RHLRIREE O %

ARITHER, BIRGEOT NG S0, IR —E 7D X 5 fo gk o 1
JEEEIIC VbR TR D, Lo, AAMTERET AR CoMMGNL, 4 it
RENTER., T, MIHTHIM %R L Cundall o EiRMIMF 4 G
IERT A Ex#2 5.

5-1 MK :

a) T, WLACEIEA T A M, Fig. 5.1 iRt X o, AR, B
Wi, TR ATHESY 2 L2 0 THAH D, ZofIREy “TEAFIR" ErEsc &
A, 2T, M NETHATURO R, KIth 1 0% & UIcfighiasnT i 7o ik
THDHEFETD. Wb, 2REMETS 551, FosMloFIR cizrhFhl koo
RIAAIECH Y (RFLIEEETENRT %), ST cAIE, To MO HEu,
FRENLRTEMMDPTIETH ML RET DR TH 5.

(N-1)-D
Region |
|

Fig. 5.1. Model of ground and structures with actual
topographical and geological properties.

L, HER L TO ElE HExTRD E, THBTUREY N gor (N=2, 8) & L8
&, WER B0 ud 1L,
uy=uy v (6.1.1)

o ES. BL, wd R, BRLEREETA WS ThHY, YRR aimat
THANE LTS PR T THB. T, ud =t e BP0 sy 3T 5 L vk
I AT B8 &8 Lica, ERofE L, RERFR & 3incke s o E08T




MBI 1 o 2o ATRL S AT X 2 W B AT 349

50T, ﬁ‘l&w&flv NERTEA T s £, 5 ”:,' “% ”:1u§2 _
Licies., LT, oo Y wika
Pl L.
PfRE M A E I, SO
BImDTHNeb Do &b, LT,
2yt oG RO & DB T 5
(Fig. 5.2 2, AL, #Hgefde %
TR EVIZI D& - T 5). VA Vﬂ 5}
) uid), wid), A0 4 B T by Boundary Regio/nl 1-D Re/gli Inner Region
i, ud@- A1), ult+4e), (Irregular Region}
FRE+HAY) BRDBNB. R . Fig. 5.2. Illustration for processes of

nonreflecting boundary.

By, 1983 Aoz &)
2) KMo up(t+4y), fi+41) 1 6.1.1) Xxo,
ub (A =ul(t-+ 46+ fit+4t)
Fi+AD)=ub(t+48)—ul(t+4t)
ThH bR, ult+4L), w44y, a4 BT E 5.
ST OLE LR LT, ﬂ(ﬂl)zmbfd\f%éﬁ WIFEEFE D Fe5 1
EWT 1 ®RIhHE XS LER BB, Toifsdit, 3% 6.1.1) %
ui=up+ 24 f°
ui=uj+f*

(5.1.3)

EUT, EiR LT ESM L THE LT L. Las L, AR IETE O FEHA AT 4 e
ETHDHE D, 2WTMEONGF A Eh

wi=u}+* (5.1.4)

L7, VIRTERIER % 2 570 T .

5 LIELRES - Lim X b, PIEEISL oM B,

b) fek, AREHEC & BTHNERTITE, =T AR L R L, AT
FA AT, MO T O ATINEND 2 NS hoTe. L, TOATIITIE
T, JWEEEOMET IR S h, REAMGSZ X 04 U2 ik A b7 Shigw
Licle s, RS CFORGE Rk sH Xy Ly e Fabdhiy, ROEMErELRS
DTHDHH, 5TV, fEREikkhbostsThsrd. ST,
W e A B R i = AR ET D & LTHERED 5.

XC, ATHOEDNE, SETHI D LNz UERTS LkcEh L #2bhs. 1
B, 2T, SWIEMEOE &I, T L LTE=FARANTS. 2T, AJiE
T, EFABOEPRIT LT CEBET 200 & EHRLTE L.

1 St IER kT Jf2
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0%u

2
0%

%, PIN&A:
(0, )=0, f%’t‘—(o, 2)=0 5.1.6)
DY Lizfit < &, Duhamel OEHIZ X b
1 (effe+ctt-v i
u(t, u:—éc—go[&_m_” (e, E)dEJdr 6.1.7)
z &73: 5. Z Z T,
f{t, 2)=P(@)-0(x—2,) (5.1.8)
rwl L
1 (t-dz-z9l/0)
ult, x):—z——g P()de (5.1.9)
Cc Jo
A
; LEHTES. AL, PE<0)=0, 613 Dirac o1
2 Pl T B B, (BATES i Fig. 5.3 W) =
Eme (6m0) 5.9 b,

ou 1 | —a,|
vlt, @) =% ~§C*P(t——cb> (5.1.10)
Fig. 5.3. Affected bound for r=x, BT, Wl v.) 2 ATIT RIS,
Duhamel integration.

P(t)=2¢-v,(1) (5.1.11)
ETAuT X,
SR, WS NCIRR AW A AT B S ERL VD, FoBAIIE,
P(t)y=2vp/p-v.(r) (5.1.12)
Eleh. T p WEE, p XRIERTHS.
DA, WMITFINS S ve AW EHT A0, FRT SIS Tt e & b
MBI E s o THIER e,
c) AT TARC R oML EA VS Uiy, 1RIEEBE FELTW507T,
{EOE X TORM MBI RHI R M CTEIITtE 5. Colfic, SBELEF i 5 ik
T A5 i Lisd Tixfe big. Iy, —ikfitd

u(t, x)=F exp [zw(t—’- —)]+F exp [zw(t———)] (5.1.13)
EFUTRpT, AJJIBEE) ve 1

vell)=iwE exp [iw(H— %ﬂ (5.1.14)

Thabh%b. AL, E, FxzhTh g THRESIRETHY, o X AREL ¢
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IR ETH B.

M, TSRO Y NS, MlE e 53T 2 a i, A
W £ D G0 TRINE X v, Tol, HREOG comiiaio e, EHTcEs
BETHEETSD.

5-2 Al 1-2#i

BRI, BB TR EMEDNRET D o L Mbh T b, IR, B
WOFEOMEE LT, LELWE, i ShTuvs. (ERH, 1982) Tk, 51 ik
LicffHidida V2 & L kb, RO FURCIER OMME R GIE AN iER s &
AL, HSLORIEREM S TETOHLE L TR 5.

a) PR GORmCEEYN D D, 45° ofhE T LTw s ke onwTE LT
KB, ARTEHR =T, Fig 54 13T X5, TNENFIE =735, F22, K
Wik Lice F Aoz, 05 45 > OB FUREZETS. Il cass L,
MY T oMY 23 5.

sS4 S5
[ -
z (W) | SOm | T ::
y () ]
x (u) s3 I
e Sl Ss2 | |

[TTT1T]

Input|force here

L L
Left 1-D ot Right 1-D
Region Irregular Region Region

Fig. 5.4, FEM model for “cliff”. Boundary regions are
omitted in the illustration.

Vs=700 (m/s), o0=0.3

B, Vs ik, BAMBALE, o 2877 vILTHS.

LI AT, WHEIL AT, 3EALI0XI0Mm) THooTk 3.8.7) b, 5Hz ¥
VERGEE O TR S S 5 .

T, 5-1 THMRA- X die, MR T, AN, BIF S ANT EE LS
h, ¥, MEBETCSHETHSLZ End, Fig b4 e SHCcm LB L b, i
HITE LT, BAMEEATTS.

b) Fig. 5.5(a) 1%, SH @w A4 LIS A a2 RT. tihedb b~k 5, SH
WAGHER LTy, RAOBBERTAIEAT DT, ¥y HFAOTHEIBEO Zh 7 L
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S1
—— — v

S1

sz——/p\_—h/ﬁ\.__. 53__-/q\”\_‘__—_
. A

S4
S4 ; ;
S5
S5 f-———~———f"\\‘//A\\‘,,—-——_————.

Time

. Time

TFig. 5.5(a). Computed displacement responses Fig. 5.5(b). Responses due to
of the cliff due to impulsive loading applied impulsive loading in X direc-
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Fig. 5.6. Comparison of responses of the cliff with different angles of slope.
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Application of the Dynamic Finite Element Method with
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The dynamic Finite Element Method is frequently used in analyzing wave propaga-
tion problems. In the case of infinite media or infinite half space, the presence of arti-
ficial boundaries introduces wave reflections from boundaries. The problem can be over-
come by constructing a model of sufficient size that the required solution is obtained
before the reflections arrive. But this is not always available, because the model size
is limited by a computer storage. Lysmer et al (1969) developed a model system of
dashpots at boundaries and transmitting boundary method as non-reflecting boundary.
Their methods have some approximation, for example, basement layer is rigid and so
on. Authors tried to solve the problem applying the Smith-Cundall’s method and ex-
tended the method to the three dimensional problem. The Smith-Cundall’s method is to
solve the problem by superposing two types of reflected waves from Dirichlet’s and
Neumann’s boundaries. This method is theoretically complete. The authors made clear
the weak point of the method, but the influence of the weak point on the computed
results is small. Therefore, the results by this method are reliable. This method treats
problems in time domain, so non-linear problems will be solved by this method in the

near future.




