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N onequilibbrium and N onlinear D ynam ics in G eom aterials I :

The Low Strain Regim e
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A bstract. M embers of a wide class of geom aterials are known to display com plex and
fascinating nonlinear and nonequilbrium dynam ical behaviors over a w ide range of bulk
strains, down to surprishgly low values, eg. 10 7. In this paper we Investigate two sand-
stones, Berea and Fontainebleau, and characterize their behavior under the in uence of
very am all extermal forces via carefully controlled resonant bar experin ents. By reduc—

ing environm entale ects due to tem perature and hum idity variations, we are able to sys—
tem atically and reproduchbly study dynam ical behavior at strains as low as 10 °.Our

study establishes the existence of two strain thresholds, the

rst, 1, below which the

m aterial is essentially linear, and the second, y , below which the m aterial is nonlin—
ear but where quasiequilbrium therm odynam ics still applies as evidenced by the suc—
cess of Landau theory and a sin ple m acroscopic description based on the Du ng os—
cillator. At strains above  the behavior becom es truly nonequilbrium { as dem on—
strated by the existence of m aterial conditioning { and Landau theory no longer applies.
The m ain focus of this paper is the study of the region below the second threshold, but
we also comm ent on how our work clari es and resolves previous experin ental con icts,

as well as suggest new directions of research.

1. Introduction

G eom aterdals display very interesting nonlinear features,
diverse aspects of which have been Investigated over a long
period of tim e for a recent overview see, eg., O strovksy and
Johnson, 2001 and references therein]. A standard technigque
used to study these nonlinear features is the resonant bar ex—
perin ent [C lark, 1966; Jaeger and C ook, 1979; C am ichael,
1984; Bourbie et al., 1987]. In these experim ents a long rod
of the m aterial under test is driven longiudinally and is
am plitude and frequency response m onitored. For a linear
m aterial the resonance frequency ofthe rod is invariant over
a very wide range of dynam ical strain. An exam pl of this
behavior is shown in the results from one of our experim ents
on A crylic In the top panelofF igure 1: Increasing the strain
up to 2 10° leavesthe resonance frequency unchanged (note
that the x-axis show s the change in the resonance frequency,

f, and not the resonance frequency itself.) T he resonance
frequency of a rod m ade from a nonlinear m aterial such as
Berea sandstone behaves quite di erently: W hen a driving
force is applied to the rod, the frequency either increases or
decreases (the m odulus either hardens or softens) depend-
Ing on the precise properties of the m aterial. This phe-
nom enon is welkknown and a theoretical description based
on quasiequilbrium them odynam ics and nonlinear elastic—
ity has existed fora long tin e [see eg., Landau and Lifshitz,
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1998]; we w ill refer to this as the classical theory ofnonlinear
elasticity or sin ply as Landau theory.

M any geom aterials, such as sandstones, belong to the
general class of nonlinear m aterials. The second and third
panel in Figure 1 display resonant bar resuls for two repre—
sentative sam ples, Berea and Fontainebleau. In both cases
the shift in the resonance frequency is very large and the
resonance frequency decreases w ith drive am plitude. The
strength of the nonlinear response in these m aterials is very
large, orders of m agnitude m ore than for m etals. Conse—
quently, it is in portant to check whether Landau theory
still applies to these m aterdals, and, if so, over what range
of strains.

It is w idely believed that geom aterials behave di erently
than weakly nonlnearm aterialsbecause oftheir com plex in—
temalstructure. T hey are form ed by an assem bly ofm ore or
Jess rigid \grains" connected via a m uch softer \bond" net—
work of varying porosity. The grains m ake up a large frac-
tion of the volum e, between 80 and 99% . Individual grains
can be very pure (@s in the case ofFontainebleau, 99+ %
quartz) orm ade up from severaldi erent com ponents (as in
the case ofBerea: 85% quartz, 8% feldspar, plusam allquan-—
tities of other m inerals). M ost of these m aterials are quite
porous and their behavior changes dram atically under the
In uence of environm entale ects, such as tem perature [see
eg. Sheri , 1978] or hum idity [see eg., Gordon and D avis,
1968; O 'Hara, 1985; Zinszner et al.,, 1997; Van den Aleck
et al, 2002]. T his sensitivity to the environm ent m akes con—
trolled studies di cult, as the experin ents m ust be carried
out In such a way that these e ects are dem onstrably under
control.

Anotherdi culty in m easuring the frequency response of
sandstones arises from the brittleness of rocks. If the sam —
ples are driven too hard, m icrocracks can be induced and the
resuling behavior of the m aterial can change dram atically.
In addition, driving can also induce long-lived nonequilib—
rium m acrostates that relax back over a long period oftim e
( hours). Thus, it is In portant to ensure { by repeating a
given drive protocolon the sam e sam ple and verifying that
the m aterial response does not change from one experin ent
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to the next { that the sam ples have not been altered from
their original condition and the environm ent is unchanged
over the set of observations. T he experin ents described in
this paper were carried out in this way. Furthem ore, the
very low strain values ensured that sam ple dam age rarely
occurred.

O ne goal of this work is to clarify, using new and exist-
ing data, con icting observations in the literature, and to
present a description of the \state of the art" at low strain
am plitudes. Here we restrict ourselves m ainly to the ques—
tion of dynam ic nonlinearity and do not take up the equally
In portant question of the nature of loss m echanisn s and
their connection and interaction w ith the nonlinear (com —
pliant) behavior underlying the frequency shift.

In the past, severaldi erent groups have carried out reso—
nant bar experin ents. G ordon and D avis [L968] investigated
a large suite of crystalline rocks, including Q uartzite, G ran—
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Figure 1. Resonance curves for A crylic, Berea, and
Fontainebleau at di erent drives. A crylic is a linear m a—
terial used as a control In the experin ents. N onlinearity
is evidenced in Berea and Fontainebleau sam ples by the
shift in the peak of the resonance curves.
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<10°.
1

ite, and O livine basal, at strainsbetween 10 ° <
Their m ain ob fctive was to m easure the loss factor Q
(or the intemal friction In their tem inology) as a func—
tion of strain and the ratio of stress and strain. In order
to cover the large strain range they divided their experi-
m ents in two com ponents: for 10 ° < < 10° they usd
the driven frequency m ethod, driving the rocks at very high
frequencies, and ©r10 ° < < 10° they m ade direct m ea—
surem ents of the stress—strain curve. Theirm ain ndingsare
the follow ng. (i) The loss factor is quite Insensitive to the
strain am plitude, diverging from a constant valuie only at
high strains. At these high strains they conclude that this
increase in Q ' is the result of intemal dam age. (i) Q s
highly structure sensitive, ie., it is sensitive to the details
of the m icrostructure of the rock. (iif) Q ' increases as the
tem perature increases. They conclude that this increase is
due to grain-interface displacem ent, and therefore alteration
of the Intemal structure of the rock. (iv) At large strains
they nd static hysteresis w ith end-point m em ory.

Follow ing up on Gordon and D avis [1968], M cK avanagh
and Stacey [1974] and B rennan and Stacey [1977] perform ed
another set of stressstrain loop m easurem ents on granite,
basalt, sandstone, and concrete. Their m ain ob fctive was
the m easurem ent of stress-strain loops below strain am pli-
tudes of = 10° , sihce G ordon and D avis [1968] had re—
ported that Q ! above this Iim  wasno Ionger a linear func—
tion of the applied strain. M cK avanagh and Stacey [1974]
were able to go down to strains of 10 6. (N ote that this
Jevel is still above the strain at which we found nonequilibb—
rium e ects to be Important, TenCate et al. R004].) At
these strains they found that the hysteresis loops for sand-
stone were always cusped at the ends. A nother Interesting
result was that below a certain strain am plitude the shape
of the loop becam e independent of the applied strain am pli-
tude. From this they concluded that even at the very am all-
est strain am plitudes, cusps should continue to be present
In stressstrain loops. (H owever, B rennan and Stacey [1977]
noted that for granite and basalt, the stressstrain loops
do becom e elliptical for strains lower than 10 ) In view
of our recent results [TenC ate et al.,, 2004] this conclusion
m ight have been drawn w ithout having enough evidence at
low enough strain am plitudes. W e retum to this point later
In Section 7.

W inkler et al. [1979] conducted experin ents with M as-
silon and Berea sandstone at strain am plitudes between
10 ® and 10 ® . Themah goalw as to determ ine the strains
at which seism ic energy losses caused by grain boundary fric—
tion becom e In portant but softening of the resonance fre—
quency w ith strain am plitude was also investigated. T hey
concluded that the losses are only In portant at strains larger
than were Investigated. A dditionally, they found that the
tw 0 sandstones Investigated displayed nonlinear features de—
pendent on several extemal param eters, such as water con—
tent or con ning pressure. They nd that the loss factor is
independent of strain below strains of5 10’ whilk at rela-
tive large strain (> 10 %) there isa clear increase, in agree—
ment wih Gordon and D avis [1968]. The m ain drawback
of the experim ents by W inkler et al. [L979] is the relative
lack ofdata points, especially in the very low strain regin e;
the quality of the repeatability of their m easurem ents on
the sam e sam pl is also not shown. In this respect, our
work signi cantly in proves on previous resuls; we Increase
the num ber of m easurem ent points in the low strain regimn e
by a factor of ve in com parison to W inkler et al. [L979],
allow ing a m ore robust analysis of the data.

M ore recently, Guyer et al. [1999] and Sm ith and Ten-
Cate R000] analyzed a set of resonant bar experin ents w ith
Berea sandstone sam ples also at low strains. The concli—
sions they reached, however, were In strong disagreem ent
w ith the olMder results of, eg. W inkler et al. [1979]. In-
stead of the expected quadratic behavior of the frequency
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shift w ith drive at very low strains { an essential prediction
of Landau theory { they reported an ostensbly linear de-
pendence, clain ed to hold down to the am allest strains. W e
note that such a linear soffening in severalm aterial sam ples
was also reported in Johnson and Rasolofosaon [1996] (see
also references therein), abbeit at signi cantly higher strains.

This surprising behavior was clained to be consistent
w ith predictions of a phenom enologicalm odel originally de—
veloped to explain (static) hysteretic behavior in geom ateri-
als at very high strains [the P reisach-M ayergoyz space M
space) m odel]l. In thism odela rock sam ple is described in
tem s of an ensem ble of m esoscale hysteretic unis M cCall
and Guyer, 1994; Guyer et al.,, 1997]. By applying the PM
space m odel to low -strain regin es, a linear dependence of
the frequency shift w ith drive can be cbtained. By its very
nature, the m odel also predicts the existence of cusps In
Jow -am plitude stress-strain loops. A sdiscussed in Section 7,
how ever, we do not detect cusps in stress-strain loops at low
strains.

M otivated partly by these very di erent ndingson sin —
ilar sandstones and w ith sin ilar experin ental set-ups, we
em barked on a set of well-characterized resonant-bar exper—
In ents using Fontainebleau and Berea sandstone sam ples
TenCate et al. R004]. Broadly speaking, our ndings for
the resonance frequency shift con m the origihal resuls of
W inkler et al. [1979]; below a certain strain threshold u
both sandstones displayed the expected quadratic behavior.
In addition, we were able to show that previous clain s of
a linear shift at high strains are actually an artifact due to
them aterial conditioning m entioned above at strains higher
than u , and that a sin ple m acroscopic D u ng m odelpro—
vides an excellent m athem atical description of the experi-
m ental data w thout going beyond Landau theory @sPM —
space m odels explicitly do, by adding nonanalytic tem s to
the Intemal energy expansion). Thus, we established that,
to the extent m acro—reversibility holds, the predictions of
classical theory are in fact correct.

In this paper we extend our previous analysis by adding
an investigation of energy loss (via the resonator quality
factor Q ), dynam ical stress—strain loops, and ham onic gen—
eration. W e carry out the sam e experin ent several tin es
w ith the sam e sam ple to dem onstrate environm ental control
and repeatability. T he data analysis isbased on a G aussian
process m odel to avoid biasing from nonoptin al tting pro—
cedures applied to experin ental data. The Du ng m odel
Introduced in our previous work is shown to be nicely con—
sistent w ith the newer resuls. T he predictions of thism odel
for the quality factor, the frequency shift, and hysteresis
cusps (null prediction) all hold within experin ental error
at strains below v . At higher strains, this sin ple m odel
breaks down { as it must { due to the (delberate) exclu—
sion of nonequilbrium e ects. Finally, we have reanalyzed
a subset of the data which were taken in 1999 [Bm ith and
TenC ate, 2000] and had Xd to very di erent conclusions for
Berea sam ples. W e show that the Interpretation of the data
in the earlier papers w as ncorrect and dem onstrate that the
experin ental data are actually in good agreem ent w ith our
present ndings fthis paper and TenC ate et al,, 2004].

The paper is organized as follows. First, in Section 1
we describe the experin ental set-up in som e detail. Next,
In Section 3 we explain how we analyze the data, especially
how we detemm ine the peaksofthe resonance curves and how
our procedure allow s us to detem ine realistic ervor bars. In
Section 4 we discuss the results from the experim ents. A
sin ple theoreticalm odelthat describes the experin ental re—
sults ispresented in Section 5. W e confront previous ndings
In very sin ilar experin entsw ith ournew results in Section 6
and conclide in Section 7.

2. Experim ents

The sam ples used In the experim ents are thin cores of
Fontainebleau and B erea sandstone' , 2.5 an in diam eter and
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35 an long. A s established by X -ray di raction m easure—
m ents, the Fontainebleau sandstone is alm ost pure quartz
(> 99% with trace am ounts of other m aterials); B erea sand-
stone is less pure having only 85 8% quartz with 8 1%

feldspar and 5 1% kaolinite and approxin ately 2% other
constituents. Fontainebleau sandstone has grain sizes of
around 150 and a porosity of 24% . Berea sand-
stone sam ples have grain sizes which are som ew hat am aller,

100 , wih a porosity of about 20% .

A snall Bruels K jr 4374 accelerom eter is carefully
bonded to one end ofeach core sam ple w ith a cyanoacrylate
glie (SuperG lue gel, D uro). T he accelerom eters are an In—
dustry standard, and are well characterized. W ih perfect
bonding between accelerom eter and rock, the accelerom e~
ter { and the associated B& K 2635 Charge Amp { has a

at frequency and phase response to 25 kHz. W ith poor
bonds, the upper frequency lim it ofthe at response drops.
T hus, great care is taken to establish a good bond between
accelerom eter and sam ple. Each accelerom eter is  rst qual-
fatively tested (ie. nger pressure) to be sure of a strong
bond. Furthem ore, before the sam ples are placed in the
environm ental isolation cham ber (discussed below ) form ea—
surem ents, a com parison of the accelerom eter response w ith
a laser vibrom eter (P olytec) ism ade and accelerom eters are
rebonded if the frequency responses di ered noticeably. In
any case, it is In portant to point out that for the sam ples
used in this study, all of the resonance frequencies are below
3 kH z, nearly an order of m agnitude below the upper fre—
quency at response lin it for the accelerom eter/charge am p
com bination.

T he source excitation isprovided by a 0.75 an thick piezo—
electric disk epoxied (Stycast 1266) to the other end of the
sam ple core and backed wih an epoxied high in pedance
backload (brass) to ensure that m ost of the acoustic energy
couples into the rock sam ple nstead ofthe surrounding envi-
ronm ent. R esonances in the backload (> 50 kH z) are m uch
higher than the frequencies and resonances of the sam ple
and thus are not excited in our experin ents.

For all the experim ents described here, the lowest order
Iongiudinalm ode (the rst Pochhamm erm ode) is excited.
W e note that them ass ofthe brassbackload low ers the cen—
ter frequencies of the Pochham m er m ode resonances som e~
what but does not a ect the shape of a resonance curve.)
R esonance curves are easy tom easure and analyze and fairly
high strains can be attained w thout requiring a high-power
am pli er (with its frequently accom panying nonlinearities).
For the Fontainebleau sandstone the lowest resonance fre—
quency is around 1.1 kH z; for the Berea sandstone the low —
est resonance frequency is around 2.8 kH z. M easured values
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Figure 2. Low-am plitude drive resonance curve for
Fontainebleau sandstone. T he solid curve is a Lorentzian
t to the data points.
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for the quality factor Q of these resonances are about 130
for the Fontaineblau sandstone sam ple and about 65 for
the B erea sandstone sam ple. T he lowest order Pochham m er
m ode hasboth com pressionaland shear com ponentsbut the
m otion isnevertheless quasione-dim ensionaland thebulk of
the sam ple participates in the wave m otion associated w ith
the resonance. A s higher-order Pochham m er m odes begin
to resemble surface waves, only the very lowest frequency
m odes are exam ined here.

The sam ples are suspended at two points w ith loops of
synthetic ber (dental oss) or thin O xings. D i erent sus—
pension points slightly alter the lowest Pochham m er m ode
resonance frequencies but these di erences arem uch an aller
than di erences caused by even slight changes of tem per-
ature; m oreover, and perhaps m ore in portantly, once the
bar is m ounted, the resonance frequencies do not change
w ith increasing drive levels when tested wih a standard
(an acrylic bar). Suspended in this way (stress-free ends)
the sam ple’s Iowest Pochham m er resonance frequency cor-
responds to roughly a halfwavelength in the sam pl.

Since m ost rocks are extrem ely sensitive to tem perature
and tem perature changes [Ide, 1937] { w ith relaxation tin es
of severalhours { we have built a sam ple cham ber fore ec—
tive environm ental isolation. An nner 3/4-inch-wall plexi-
glass box w ith caulked seam s holds both the sam ples which
are susgpended from the top of the box. A irtight electrical
feedthroughs are available for driver and accelerom eter con—
nections. The entire chamber is ushed with N, gas and
then placed inside another (larger) plexiglass box and sur—
rounded wih berglass insulation and sealed. The inner
sam ple cham ber also sits on top of gel pads for vibration
isolation. The com plete isolation chamber is placed In a
room whose tem perature is controlled wih a themn ostat
and typically varies by no m ore than 3 degreesC .M easured
resonance frequencies of sam ples in thisbox havebeen stable
towihin 0.1 Hz.

To get the m ost precise m easurem ents possble, we use
an HP 3325B Frequency synthesizer w ith a crystal oven for
frequency stability as the signal source. T he signal from the
HP 3325B is fed into the reference nput ofan EG & G 5301A
Lock-Tn am pli er which com pares that reference signalw ith
them easured signal from the accelerom etervia aB& K 2635
charge am pli er. The whole experim ent, lncluding data ac-
quisition, is com puter controlled via LabV IEW and a GP IB
bus. To drive the source, the signal from the HP frequency
synthesizer is fed Into a Crown Studio Reference Tam pli er
and m atched to the (purely capacitive) piezoelectric trans-
ducervia a carefully constructed and tested linearm atching
transfom er.

To test all the electronics for linearity, we have con-—
structed several known linear sam ple standards of nearly
dentical geom etry to the rock sam ples. T he density, sound
speed, and Q ’'s of the sam ples are chosen such that them e—
chanical im pedances c are sim ilar to those of the rock
sam ples. These \standard" sam ples are driven w ith iden-
tical source/backloads and at levels sin ilar to those expe—
rienced by the rock sam ples. N o nonlinearities have been
seen; results for an acrylic rod are shown in Figure 1.

W ith the present isolation system , we have veri ed long—
tem frequency stability of the samplesto 0.1 Hz (corre-
sponding to a long-term them al stability inside the cham —
ber of 10 mK ), which is close to how well the peak of the
frequency response curve can be determ ined at the lowest
Jevels of strain shown in this paper. To test the sensitivity
of the Lock-In am pli er and assem bled apparatus, we have
m easured a resonance curve on the Fontaineblau sam pl at
an extrem ely low drive level. The resul is shown in Fig—
ure 2. The acceleration m easured by the accelerom eter has
been converted to strain (the open circles) using the driving
frequency £ via = u=@4 Lf) Hlowing the convention in
TenCate et al. R004]. Even though the peak strain near
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the resonance frequency is only about 1.6 10, the shape
of the resonance curve is clear w ith only m inin al noise ob-
scuration: a Lorentzian curve is an extrem ely good t to
the data as shown by the solid line. (Error bars are not
shown for clarity.) W ith com puter control and long-tem

tem perature stability due to the isolation cham ber, this ex—
perin ental setup pem its long enough tim es to take data
over a large { and an order of m agniude lower { range of
strains not studied previously.

3. D ata Analysis

T he basic quantities m easured in a resonance experin ent
are the frequency £ and the accelerom eter voltage V , which
is autom atically converted into acceleration u. It is con—
venient to translate the acceleration to a strain variable in
order to m ake the com parison of di erent sam ples w ith dif-
ferent lengths easier. A s stated earlier, we em ploy the con—
vention = u=@4 Lf), where L is the length of the bar.
T hese m easurem ents lead to resonance curves as shown eg.,
In Figure 1. The task now is to detem ine the peaks of
the resonance curves, tracking the shift of the resonance fre—
quency as a function of the strain as displayed in F igure 3.

In the past, di erent m ethods have been suggested to
analyze data from low -strain resonant bar experin ents [ear—
lier attem pts include Guyer et al, 1999; Sm ith and Ten-—
Cate, 2000]. In thispaperwe use a statistical analysis based
on a nonparam etric G aussian process to m odel the strain

as a function of the driving frequency f. The exibility
of the G aussian process m odel for strain allow s for estin a—
tion of the resonance frequency and resulting strain (£ ; )
w ithout assum ing a param etric form for the dependence of
strain on driving frequency. D rawbacks of using a para—
m etric m odel can include understated uncertainties regard—
Ing resonance quantities (f ; ) and excessive sensitiviy to
m easurem ents faraway from the actualresonance frequency.
T he nonparam etric m odeling approach avoids both of these
possible pitfalls.

are taken. T he observed strain ism odeled asa sm ooth func-
tion of frequency plis white noise

i=z(E)+ i i= @)
where the sm ooth function z (f) is m odeled as a G aussian
process and each ; ism odeled as an independent N (0; 2)
deviate. The G aussian processm odel or z (f) is assum ed to
have an unknown constantm ean and a covariance function
of the form

2 i £ 4
CRE)zE)= 2 FifiT, @)
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Figure 3. Resonance frequency shift f as a fnction
of the e ective strain  for the three sam ples shown in
Figure 1.
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Figure 4. (a) Resonance curve for Fontaineblau at a

strain 2 10’ . The centralcluster ofdots istheM CM C
posterior sam ple ofpairs (£, ) thatde nethe resonance
peak. Frequency peak distrbution () and frequency
peak strain distribution (c) from theM CM C analysis for
the sam e resonance curve shown in (@).

Them odel speci cation is com pleted by sg)ecjiyjng prior dis—
tribbutions for the unknown param eters “, , f, and .Af
ter shifting and scaling the data so that the f;’s are between
0 and 1, and the j’shavemean 0 and variance 1, we x
to be 0 and assign uniform priors over the positive real line
to 2 and 22 , and a uniform prior over [0,1] to

The resulting analysis gives a posterior distribbution for
the unknown function z (f) which we take to be the reso-
nance curve. This posterior distribbution quanti es the up—
dated uncertainty about z (f) given the experin ental cbser—
vations. W euse a M arkov chain M onte Carlo M CM C) ap—
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proach to sam ple realizations from the posterior distribution
ofz (f) overa dense grid of points in the neighborhood ofthe
resonance frequency £ Banerfge et al, 2004]. From each
oftheseM CM C realizations of z (f) the resonance frequency
f and the corresponding m axin um strain = z( ) are
recorded. This creates a posterior sam ple of pairs (£ ; )
which are given by the dots in Figure 4 (a). Figures 4 (o)
and 4 (c) show the posterior uncertainty for £ and sep—
arately w ith histogram s of these posterior sam ples. W e use
the posterior m ean as point estim ates for £ and . Later
In the paper we use error bars that connect the 5th and
the 95th percentiles of the posterior sam ples to quantify the
uncertainty in our estim ates.

4. Experimn entalR esults

41. M emory E ects and Conditioning

W e have recently established the existence of two strain
regin es [TenCate et al, 2004]. A s mentioned earlier, in
the rst regine (strainsbelow u ) the m aterial displays a
reversible softening of the resonance frequency w ith strain,
while in the second regim e, (nonequilibbrium ) m em ory and
conditioning e ects becom e apparent. The second regin e
is entered at the strain threshold v which dependson the
m aterialand the environm ent (eg., tem perature, saturation
etc.). To detem ine v for these sam ples, the follow ing ex—
perin ents are perform ed.

A reference resonance curve is obtained at the lowest
strain possble. T he resonance frequency is detem ined and
used as a reference frequency fp for the ollow ing procedure.
The source excitation level is increased, a new resonance
curve is obtained, and then llowed inm ediately by drop-—
ping the excitation level back in an attem pt to repeat the
reference resonance curve. If there are no m em ory e ects,
the repeated curve’s resonance frequency should m atch the
nitial reference frequency. If m em ory e ects are at play,
they w ill persist and the repeated curve’s peak resonance
frequency will be lower than the origihal. An example of
this is shown in Figure 5. T his procedure is repeated for in—
crem entally Increasing excitation levelsuntilm em ory e ects
becom em easurable. T he excitation level (and strain) w here
memory e ects rst becom e noticeable de nes v for that
sam ple.

T he existence of the two regin es delneated by v is cru—
cialto understanding and interpreting the dynam icalbehav-
jor of geom aterials. A lthough it is possible to describe the

Af [Hz]
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o

15
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20
|

T T T T T T
5e-08 1e-07 2e-07 5e-07 1e-06 2e-06

Figure 5. Exam pl of resonance frequency shift show—
ing the conditioning e ect. T he drive is increased up to
a strain of2 10° and afterw ards the rock is driven again
at the lowest strain. The black dot show s the value of
the resonance frequency peak after the last drive appli-
cation. The di erence between the two values for f at

the lowest strain dem onstrates the e ect of conditioning.
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nonlhearity ofthem aterial at strainsbelow u w ih classi-
caltheory [Landau and Lifshitz, 1998], above u the exper-
in ental results are com plicated by conditioning e ects due
to the nonequilbrium dynam ics of the rock. D isentangling
the intrinsic nonlinearity of them aterial and these nonequi-
lbrium e ects is very di cult and the frequency shifts in
dynam ical experin ents at strains above y do not have
a sin ple interpretation. In particular, classical elasticity
theory assum es them odynam ic reversbility and therefore
cannot be applied In this essentially nonequilbbrium situa-
tion. By the sam e token, classical theory cannot be tested
by experim ents carried out in this regim e. A s discussed in
the Introduction, previous experim entaldata were interpre—
tated w ithout properly taking the existence of these di er-
ent regin es into account Eg. Guyer and Johnson, 1999].
T his, along w ith incorrect analysis of the experin entaldata
(see the discussion below ), led to claim ing evidence for non—
classical behavior where In fact none existed. N evertheless,
it is clear that a new theoretical fram ework for the second
regin e, one that com bines nonlinearity w ith nonequilbbrium
dynam ics, is de nitely needed.
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F igure 6. Resonance frequency shift versus strain. The

rst regin e w here them aterial displays only an intrinsic
reversible nonlinearity is show n unshaded, and the second
regin e which com bines nonlinear and nonequilbrium ef-
fects is shaded in gray. T he threshold strain for Berea is
m ' 5 100 (@ and for Fontaineblau is v ’ 2 10
). Since m iIs not only a m aterial speci ¢ constant
but can also depend on environm ental variables, such as
tem perature and hum idity, we show the regim e in which
nonlinearity and nonequilbrium are m ixed, not as one
solid block, but rather as a region in di erent shades of
gray. It is In portant to note that the data points in the
shaded regions depend on the (tem poral) experin ental
protocolw hereas the data points in the unshaded regions
characterize an invariant behavior.
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Figure 7. Resonance frequency shift f as a function
ofthee ective strain forFontainebleau and Berea sam —
ples for < y . The solid lines represent predictions of
a theoreticalm odel incorporating a D u ng nonlinearity,
Egn. (23). Two di erent sets of data points obtained
from the sam e sam ples are shown to dem onstrate the ro-
bustness ofthem easurem ents. N ote the logarithm ic scale
on the x-axis.

Figures 6 (@) and (o) show our data for the resonance
frequency shifts versus strain for Berea and Fontainebleau
sam ples respectively. The rst regin e, where the m aterial
displays only the intrinsic reversible nonlinearity is shown
in the unshaded area, whereas the regin e which com bines
nonlinear and nonequilbrium dynam icale ects is shaded in
gray. The strain threshold for Berea is v ' 5 10’ and
2 10 fr Fontainebleau under the present experim ental
conditions. The data points in the gray region are history—
dependent, and change depending on the way the experi-
m ental protocol is in plem ented, w hereas the data points in
the unshaded region are insensitive to such changes, pro—
vided one begins w ith the rock In an unconditioned state.
For the rem aining part of the paper we will focus only on
the intrinsic nonlinear regim e which is uncontam inated by
conditioning e ects and allow s for a sin ple interpretation of
the experin entaldata.

4 2. Intrinsic N onlinearity

In this section we describe experin entalresults for strains
below y . In this regin e, the data are free from m em ory
and conditioning e ects and the sam ples display a reversble
softening of the resonance frequency with strain. For this
reason it is possbl to speak of { and analyze { the In-
trinsic nonlinearity of the m aterial. A s discussed In som e
detail in the Introduction, the previous history of resonance
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m easurem ents and the analysis of the associated results is
som ew hat confising. On the one hand, there are clain s
that geom aterials display essentially nonclassical nonlinear
elastic behavior down to very low strains (10 ® ) Guyer and
Johnson, 1999] w ith no evidence for a crossover to elastic
behavior. On the other hand, earlier ndings W inkler et
al, 1979], abei w ith generous error bars, are inconsistent
w ith these clain s.

In order to Investigate this issue In a system atic and con-
trolled fashion, we carried out repeatable resonance bar ex—
perin ents at strans as low as10 ° ©llow ing the experin en—
tal protocols discussed above; these strains are an order of
m agniude lower than those previously investigated.

The resuls for the resonance frequency shift £, f =
fo =2 where isthe (linear) resonance radian frequency,
as a function of the e ective strain for Fontainebleau
and Berea sandstone sam ples are shown In Figure 7. The
m easured strain for Fontainebleau ranges from 2 10° to

vm ' 2 10 and from 2 10 to » ' 5 10 for
Berea. W e observe a resonance frequency shift of 045 Hz
for Fontainebleau and 0.5 H z for Berea in the regin e below

v . The error bars shown in Figure 7 are calculated using
the M CM C analysis as descrlbbed in Section 3. The strain
error bars are an aller than the symbols used In the gures.
The errorbars for f forBerea are larger than the ones for
Fontainebleau because of the am aller Q for the Berea sam -
ple: the Berea resonance curves are m uch w ider, m aking the
peak detem ination m ore uncertain. T he solid lines In Fig—
ure 7 represent the prediction of a theoreticalm odelw ith a
Du ng nonlinearity describbed in detail in Section 5.

W e nd that the resonance frequency softens quadrati-
cally w ith increasing drive am plitude untilthe strain reaches
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Figure 8. Fontainebleau: (a) Variation of the width
of the resonance curve peak. (o) Varation of the quality
factor Q with strain.
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v ,beyond which value conditioning e ects also enter. This
behavior can be fiilly described by classical nonlinear the—
ory. At very low strains, 1 108 107 (lower end for
Fontainebleau, upper end for Berea) the sam ples are e ec—
tively in a linear elastic regin e. At these Iow strains there
is no discemible dependence of the resonance frequency on
the strain { the m aterials behave linearly to better than 1
part in 10*. Our resuls are in qualitative agreem ent w ith
previouswork by W inkler W inkler et al.,, 1979], but in con—
tradiction with other results, Guyer et al [1999]; Guyer
and Johnson [1999], and Sm ith and TenCate R000]. W e
w ill study this contradiction in detail in Section 6.

4.3. Quality Factor

Energy loss in solids is mostly characterized by a
frequency-independent loss factor (\solid friction") in con-—
trast to liquid frdiction. N evertheless, rocks are known to
display characteristics of liquid friction as a function ofpore

uid loading Eg. Bom, 1941] with an associated depen-—
dence of the loss factor 1=Q (Q is also tem ed the qualiy
factor) on the frequency. It appears that the unusual na—
ture of wave attenuation in geosolids rem ains to be fully
studied and understood [Cf. Knopo and M cD onald, 1958].
A spointed outby K nopo and M <D onald, a frequency inde—
pendent Q cannot be explained by a linear theory of attenu-—
ation, however, it is unlkely that the nonlnearity should be
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Figure 9. A cceleration versus drive am plitude for the
(@) Berea and () Fontainebleau sam ples. The accel
eration and the drive voltage are proportional to the
strain and the stress respectively. Berea: strain am pli-
tude25 10 ata frequency of27545 H z; Fontainebleau:
strain am plitude 10 7 at a frequency of 1154 Hz. Note
the absence of cusps.
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associated w ith am plitude since even for very am all strains,
Q rem ains nite.

In the present work we do not focus on the dependence of
Q on frequency at sm all strains, but investigate the depen—
dence on strain am plitude as an altemative probe ofdynam —
ical nonlinearity for e ective strains < y . W e m easure
the Q from the am plitude resonance curves directly, using

|
0=-20+0 @107 3)
where !g = 2 f; and jsiglgwjdth of the response curve
m easured at the points ap= 2 where ag is the peak am pli-
tude. Thisde nition ofQ is strictly valid only for linear sys—
tem s but, as willbe discussed further below, at low strains
the am plitude response curves are e ectively those of a lin—
ear system , abeit with a peak frequency shift. At leading
order, the Q as de ned In (3) is independent of the nature
of the loss m echanism (solid or liquid frdction).

The loss factor thus depends on two variables, the am —
plitude response peak frequency and the width ofthe re—
sponse curve. W e certainly expect it to change as a fuinction
of the strain sin ply because !¢ is a function of the strain
am plitude. This is, however, a very sm all change, fraction—
ally oforder 10 * . Aside from this expected variation, what
is of m ore interest is whether is also a function of the
strain.

In Figure 8(a) we show m easurem ents of the variation
In the relative width = ( for the Fountainebleau sam —
ple. A sm entioned earlier, w e restrict ourselves to the strain
regin e below y to prevent contam ination of the resuls by
nonequilbrium e ects. The width can only be m easured
to an accuracy of 1% , the error bars being obtained from
M CM C analysis of the resonance curves. To this accuracy,
the results of F igure 8 (@) dem onstrate that = ( isessen-—
tially constant (except for the single highest strain point) as
is the case for linear system s. This resul is also consistent
w ith the predictions of the Du ng m odel discussed below
In Section 5.

T he m easurem ent of the relative change in quality factor
is shown in Figure 8 (b) and, given the sm allness of the fre—
quency peak shift, sin ply re ects the behavior of = o.
W e note that except for the highest strain point, our resuls
are In agreem ent with a strain-independent quality factor
w ithin the displayed errors. O ur resuls therefore contradict
Guyer et al. [1999] who found a lnear dependence ofQ on
strain am plitude (over a sin ilar strain range as m easured
here). To summ arize, to the extent that we have investi-
gated the strain dependence of acoustic Iosses ( < v ), ho
unexpected behavior has been found.

4.4. Stress-Strain Loops and H arm onic G eneration

Atvery low strainsand at the frequencies of Interest here,

one would expect the resonant bar system to be essentially a
dam ped, driven ham onic oscillator and the hysteresis curve
to be an ellipse. This is In contrast to the situation in
(quasi) static hysteresis where \pointed" or \cusped" loops
are observed due to sources of inelasticity that do not t In
to the sin ple viscoelastic m odel. W hether low strain loops
at som e point becom e elliptical was investigated by M acK —
avanagh and Stacey [1974] who cam e to the conclusion that
thiswasnotthe case at strains 10 ® for sandstone and in-
deed that, \{ cusped loops extend to inde nitely sm allstrain
am plitudes". O n the otherhand, B rennan and Stacey [1977]
found that for granite and basalt, loops becam e ellptical at
strain values lower than 10 ° . T hese statem ents were m ade
w ith data taken at low frequencies, less than 0:1 H z, thus
do not directly apply to our experim ent unless the under-
lying sources of inelasticity continue to be relevant at high
frequencies.

E xperim ental evidence for cusped stressstrain loops led
to the theoretical description of nonequillbbriuim dynam ics

PASQUALINIET AL.: NONEQUILIBRIUM AND NONLINEAR DYNAMICS IN GEOMATERIALS

In geom aterials via PM space m odels which are based on
static-hysteretic building blocks. In previous work, it has
been argued that these m odels provide a correct descrip—
tion of the dynam ics of rock even at am all strains M cCall
and Guyer, 1994]) and at high frequencies [Cf. Guyer et
al, 1999]. Our dynam ical experim ents allow us to analyze
stress—strain loops at very low strains in the kH z frequency
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Figure 10. Fourder transform of the acceleration
taken at the resonance frequency for A crylic, Berea and
Fontainebleau (sam ilog plot). A crylic: nom inal strain
of 266 10° at frequency 2120H z; Berea, 2:5 100 at
27545 Hz; Fontainebleau, 10 7 at frequency 1154 H z.
T he dashed lines show the positions of the rst, second
and third ham onics. Ham onic generation is not de—
tected. The two spikes which occur in P lexiglass and
Berea are due to the residualnonlinearity of the experi-
m ental apparatus.
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range and to detect the existence ofpointed or cusped loops.
A sevident In F igure 9 below , the loops are ellipticalw ith no
evidence for cuspy behavior. Thus, we nd no evidence to
support the existence of \nonlinear" dissipation m echanisn s
{ as nvoked in PM space m odels { at kH z frequencies. In
contrast, predictions ofthe sin ple D u ngm odel introduced
in TenC ate et al. R004] and described in detail in Section 5,
are com pletely consistent w ith the data.

O ur experim ental results are shown in Figure 9. W e plot
the acceleration versus the am plitude ofthe drive applied to
the bar for both the (@) Berea and (o) Fontainebleau sam —
ples. In the case of Fontainebleau, the strain is 1 10 ata
frequency 0f 1154 H z while for Berea the strain is2:5 10
at a frequency of2754:5 H z2 The acceleration and the drive
am plitude are proportional to the strain and the stress re-
spectively. T he acceleration and the drive voltage are m ea—
sured as functions of tin e and the tin e serdes is stored once
steady state was attained. In Figure 9, a piece of the tim e
series is displayed and the acceleration shifted to obtain it
180 out ofphase w ith the drive voltage. Forboth sam ples,
there is no evidence for cusps in the stress—strain loops.

A nother in portant question is whether the nonlinearity
evidenced by the peak frequency shift can also be detected
by searching for hamm onic generation in resonant bar and
w ave propagation experin ents. T he Interpretation of resuls
from wave propagation experim ents is som ew hat am biguous
M esgan etal.,, 1993, TenC ate et al,, 1996] due to experin en—
talcom plications (eg., re ective losses). H owever, ham onic
detection In (potentially m uch cleaner) resonant bar exper—
in ents has been previously reported (Cf. Johnson et al
[L996]). These authors found substantial ham onic genera-
tion in rock sam ples { including Berea and Fontainebleau {
at strains as low as 10 ' .

In this paper, we present our results in a search for har-
monics at strains < y . Figure 10 shows spectralm ea—
surem ents for a linear m aterial (acrylic) and the two rock
sam ples. T he dashed lines indicate where the rst, second,
and third ham onics of the findam entalare expected to ap-—
pear (these are not the higher Pochhamm er m odes). In all
three cases we cbserve no evidence for the existence ofhigher
order ham onics. The two sm all spikes which occur in the
data for P lexiglass (acrylic) and Berea are due to the resid—
ualnonlinearity of the experin ental apparatus.

5. The M odel

In this section we introduce a sin ple phenom enological
m odel which describes the nonlinear behavior of the rock
sam ples under consideration. T his m odel does not include
a treatm ent of m em ory and nonequilbrium e ects and is
therefore not m eant to apply In the regim e where these ef-
fects becom e in portant, ie. for strains greater than v . A
m ore com plex m odelw hich applies also to the higher strain
regin es w ill be described elsewhere. A s shown by us pre—
viously (TenCate et al.,, R004]), a quartic O u ng) poten—
tial nonlinearity augm enting a dam ped ham onic oscillator
yields results that accurately describe the data in the low
strain regim e. T hism odel predicts a quadratic softening of
the resonance frequency as a finction of drive am plitude, as
expected from the theory of classical nonlinear elasticity.

T he equation ofm otion for the displacem ent is taken to
be:

u+ ‘u+ 2 u+ Ww=Fsh(b); (4)

where < 0 lads to a softening nonlinearity as observed
In the experin ent (eg. Figure 1). T he driving force on the
right hand side represents the drive applied to the rods in the
experin ent. T he frequency isthe (unshifted) ham onic os-
cillator frequency (for ; = 0) and isthe linear dam ping
coe cient. In the follow ing we brie y discuss a convenient
analytic approxin ation for the solution ofEgn. (4).
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5.1. M ultiscale A nalysis

Since the displacem ent u is an allwe can solve the equa—
tion ofm otion (4) analytically and predict the softening of
the frequency with the drive am plitude. W e em ploy mul-
tiscale perturbation theory to obtain a usefil closed-form
solution to Eqn. (4). In the follow ing we describe how this
approach works and how to extract m odel param eters from
experin entaldata. For a com plete derivation ofm ultiscale
perturbation theory see Nayfeh, 1981.] W hile one can of
course solve Egn. (4) num erically, the analytic approach
yields sin ple form ulae which provide m uch better physical
Intuition.

A naive approach to solving Eqn. (4) would be a straight-
forw ard expansion of the digplacem ent in the form

uly )=uo®+ ul®+ : (5)
This ansatz is jasti ed for sm all displacem ents. Inserting
the expansion of u in the equation of m otion and keeping
only tem s ofO ( ) leads to two di erentialequations foruy
and us :

F sin(!t); (6)
W )

2
up + Uo

2
u; + u; = 2 W

which are sin ply ham onic oscillators w ith an inhom ogene-
ity on the right hand side. The equation for up (6) can be
solved inm ediately and the solution inserted into the right
hand side of the equation ofm otion foru; (7) specifying the
Inhom ogeneiy for u; com pletely. The solution for u; can
now be detem ined and a perturbative solution for u itself
can be obtained by nnserting up and u; into Egqn. (5). A

detailed analysis of this solution foru (t) leads to the follow —
Ing resul: for speci cvaliesof ! resonances occur, the case
! Jleading to a prim ary resonance causing the solution

for u to diverge. To detemm ine a solution for Eqn. (4) free
from thisproblem , them ethod ofm ultiple scales can be used
N ayfeh, 1981]. The idea is the follow ing: besides assum ing
that the displacem ent is am all, we also assum e that the non—
linearity is sm all. In addition we assum e that the excitation,
the dam ping, and the nonlineariy are all of the sam e order
In . This lrads to a m odi ed equation ofm otion foru:

3
u+ u =

Fsin(lt): 8)
Further we introduce two tim e scaks, a slow scale T; = t
and a fast tin e scale Tp = twhich Jeads to a transform ation
of the derivatives of the form

d

x - Do+ Dij; )
S

E— D0+2D0D1+ H (10)

with D= @=QT;. Expanding u in the fom

u= up (To;T1)+ w1 (To;T1) (11)

and keeping again only tem soforder leads to the follow -
Ing set of di erential equation for up and uj :

2

D§u0+ u = 0; (12)

13)

2D oD 1Uop
2D oUop

2 2
Dgur + ui

u8+ F sn(! To):

The di erence w ith the previous naive expansion becom es
clear inm ediately: W hile earlier the driving force was part
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of the di erential equation for uy, it is now part of the n-
hom ogeneity ofu; . A general solution for up is given by

W=2aT)eT +a T )eTo: 14)
Inserting Eqgn. (14) into the di erentialequation foru; (13)
yieds

To

D2ui+ Zu; = @A% +2ia +3a %A )&

i l il
as & Tog EF et Ty o 15)
Sihce we are only interested In the case ! , 1le., driv—

ing near to the resonance frequency we introduce a detuning
param eter

I = + ) !To= To+ Ti: (16)
Inserting this expression into the di erential equation (15),
expressing A In the polar orm A = 1=2aexpi ,de ninga
new param eter = T; and °= O, and elin —
nating the secular tem s from the resulting equation, we

arrive at the follow ing solution for u (t):

u = acos(!t )+ O (); 17)

a®= a +=—sn ; (18)
1F

a’=a g_a+ ——cos( ) (19)

A fter a su ciently long tine, a and will reach a steady-—
state hence their derivatives w ill vanish and the left hand
sides of Egns. (18) and (19) will be zero. Squaring the
equations and adding them leads to the so—called frequency-
response equation

2 2 2 3 2 2 2
+ a —a = -F (20)
8
T his equation can be solved w ith respect to
3 1P
=>a’— — F2 423 2: @1)
8 2a

As has to be real, the maxinum valie for a which we
label ap) and therefore the peak of the response curve can
be Inm ediately detem ined:

2 F

z o)ao=2—

F’=4 %3] ; @2)

and therefore

3F 2
0=zt @3)
T hus, the m odel predicts a quadratic softening of the fre—
quency w ith the drive am plitude F . Them odelalso predicts
the invariance of the resonance curve w idth  for y strain.
Solving Eqn. (20) for and substituting a = ap= 2 we ob—
tain
=2 (24)
N ote that the approxin ation ignores corrections ofO (1=Q 2 ).
T hese are num erically sm allon the scale ofthe experin ental
errors. At this leading order of the approxin ation, the ef-
fect of the nonlinearity is sin ply to produce an e ective har-
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m onic oscillator response, w ith a frequency shift and peak
height dependent on the drive am plitude.

5.2. Constraints on the M odelP aram eters from the
E xperim entalD ata

The Du ngm odelpredicts an Invariant resonance curve
width , therefore we st measure this quantity from the
experin ental resonance curves. Consistent with the above
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Figure 11. Average straln amplitude as a function

of drive frequency for Fontainebleau (@) and Berea (b)
and (c). T he reference center frequency is 1155.98 H z for
Fontainebleau and 2765.179 H z for Berea. T he open cir-
cles are the experin entaldata; the lled circlesm ark the
peak positions. T he solid lines are theoretical predictions
from Egn. (20). Figure (c) show s In detail the resonance
curve at the highest strain for Berea.
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expectation, we nd that is constant within 1% for both
sam ples over the applicable strain range; using relation (24)
we then inm ediately detem ine the dam ping coe cients
= 275 s! PrtheFontaneblau and = 131% s’ Berea
sam ple, respectively. U sing the de nition of ¢ = 2 £
and therelation F = 2 L = wecan rewrite Egn. (23) in
tem s of the e ective strain  and the resonance frequency
fy as:

(@5)

The linear resonance frequency and the nonlinearity pa-
ram eter now follow by tting the experin ental data for
fy as a function of the e ective strain using the previous
equation. W e obtain the follow ing values: the nonlinearity
param eter, = 76 1 m %?s? fr the Fontaheblau
sample, and = 53 ¥ m ?s? frtheBerea sam ple,
w hereas the corresponding linear resonance frequencies are
72628 rad/s and 17375:7 rad/s.

5.3. Com parison of the Experim ental R esults w ith
the M odel

A fter determ ining m odel param eters as above, we com —
pare the Du ng m odel predictions w ith the experim ental
results describbed in Section 4.

W e begih by investigating the predictions for the reso-
nance curves them selves, as given In Eqgn. (20). In Fig-
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Figure 12. Hysteresis loop as predicted by the Du ng
m odelusing B erea param eters, strain 2:7 10’ , frequency
= 27653 Hz.
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ure 11 we show the resuls from the experin ents as circles
and the results from the Du ng m odel as solid lines for
(@) Fontainebleau and (b) Berea, where (c) shows a single
Berea resonance curve on a sm aller range in £ to dem on—
strate m ore clearly how well the m odelworks. In addition,
it was shown earlier F igure 7) how the resonance frequency
shifts as a function of strain for Fontainebleau and Berea
from both the experim ent and them odel. Figure 7 and F ig—
ure 11 clearly dem onstrate the excellent agreem ent betw een
the experim entaldata and the m odel predictions.

In Figure 12 we show the stress-strain loop ocbtained from
the Du ng m odel: no cusps are present in agreem ent w ith
the experin entalresuls. M oreover ourm odel indicates that
the response of the bar to the extemal drive is dom inated
by the findam ental m ode and there is no excitation due
to m ode-coupling of any higher ham onics as shown in Fig-
ure 13. This prediction is In contradiction with previous
work [Johnson et al.,, 1996] where it was clain ed that the
absence of frequency softening is not su cient to rule out
nonlhearity in rocks as ham onic generation m ay exist even
In the absence of a discemible frequency shift. O urm odel
predictions are again in very good agreem ent w ith the ex—
perin ental resuls.

6. Com parison w ith P revious R esults

A's already discussed in the Introduction, experin ents
sin ilar to the one described in this paper have been car-
ried out in the past w ith som ew hat confiising resuls. Som e
of them , eg., those of W inkler et al. [1979], are In quali-
tative agreem ent w ith our ndings though w ith less control
over errors, w hile other papers clain quite di erent results.
Am ong this second set of papers, tw o papers are experin en—
tally very close to the present work (two of the authors of
the current paper were Involved in these experin ents): the
papers by Guyer et al. [1999] (referred to as GTJ below)
and Sm ith and TenC ate R000] (referred to as S& T below ).
W enow address the question why such di ering conclusions
were arrived at earlier: was it the experim ental data them —
selves or were they analyzed and interpreted incorrectly? In
order to provide the answer we reanalyze a subset of the
older data sets Investigated n GTJ and S& T .

The experim ent underlying the two papers was carried
out over a long span oftim e. The data set analyzed N GTJ
is in fact a sm all subset of the data investigated In S& T,
as stated In the second paper explictly. The sam ple under
consideration was a Berea sandstone rod, 35 an long and
24 an in diam eter (the num bers quoted In G T J are slightly
di erent: 30 an length and 6 an diam eter, we veri ed that
S& T were correct), therefore very sin ilar to the sam ple used
In this paper. In order to reduce e ects from m oisture con—
tained in the sandstone the sam ple was kept under vacuum
for an extended period. T his increased the quality factor of
the rod to Q 300 m aking the analysis of the experin ent
easier, since the resonance curves are less broad than for
Iower Q. (In GTJ the quality factor is incorrectly quoted
to be Q = 170, the discrepancy arising due to m easuring Q
from the width of the resonancecurve at halfm axinum of
the am plitude rather than at 1= 2 ofthem axinum .) The
quality factor in the old experin ent was therefore roughly

ve tin es higher than in the current one. The resonance
frequency in the old experiment was £ 2880 Hz, which is
close the resonance frequency of the sam ple we investigated,
f 2755 Hz. In the old experim ents, di erent m easure—
m ents were m ade at di erent tem peratures, ranging from
35 C to 65 C, but for each separate m easurem ent the tem —
perature was controlled to approxin ately 0.1 C .The exper—
In ents were carried out in three di erent strain ranges: at
very low strain, at medium strain, and at high strain. W e
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Figure 14. Com parison with previous experin ents on
Berea: (a) resonance frequency curves for three sets of
experin ents at three di erent strain ranges. () The
corresponding resonance frequency peaks. N ote the log-
arithm ic scale on the x-axis. The solid lines represent
predictions of the theoreticalm odel, see Eqn. (23).

w ill be m ore speci ¢ about the strain ranges below . The
main result und by GTJ was a linear 2alto of the reso—
nance frequency peak w ith increasing strain while S& T con—
cluded from the sam e experin entaldata that the resonance
frequency peak fello  rst linearly and then quadratically
w ith increasing strain.

Before we tum to discuss the analysis strategies follow ed
In GTJ and S& T we rst Investigate a subset of the old
data set In exactly the sam e way as in the new experim ents.
The results are shown in Figure 14. W e random ly chose
one data set taken at a constant tem perature of 35 C . Fig—
ure 14 (@) show s three sets of resonance curves at di erent
strain ranges. T he peaks of the resonance curves are deter—
m Ined w ith ourM CM C analysism ethod asdescribed In Sec—
tion 3 and m arked by the lled circles. In Figure 14 (o) the
peaks of the resonance curves are plotted versus the strain.
From this gure the strain ranges can be read o : the low
strain regin e ranges from 3.1 1% to 5.8 10 ,them edium
strain regim e from 1.64 10’ to1l3 10°,and thehigh strain
regime from 81 10’ to25 10° . The solid lines in the low
and medlum strain regin e represent the predictions from
our m odel. In these two regin es the predictions from the
Du ng model are excellent, and no unexpected behavior,
such as a linear Allo is observed. Note, that the m odel
in this case works even at higher strains than the threshold
found in the new experim ent, although of course y in the
old experin ental sam ples could have been di erent. The
m easurem ents In the high strain regin e are contam inated
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by nonequilbbrium e ects and therefore our sin ple m odel is
not applicable. To reiterate: the old data set reanalyzed by
us is in com plete agreem ent w ith the results from our new
experin ents. A threshold where the Berea sam ple behaves
asa linearm aterialexists, for low strainsthe sam plebehaves
like a classical nonlinear m aterial, and at very high strain,
due to nonequilbrium e ects, the interpretation ofthe data
becom es very Involved and does not allow for deciding be—
tween classical or nonclassical behavior.

A fter verifying that the old experin ental data in no way
contradict the results from our new experin ents we now
tum to the analysis strategies used in GTJ and S& T and
the Interpretations of their ndings.

In contrast to our analysis, n which we detem ine the
peak ofevery single resonant curve, G T J analyze the data at
constant strain. W hile thism ethod should work in general,
it has several shortcom ings. F irst, the resonance curves an—
alyzed in GTJ were only sparsely sam pled w ith data points.
In order to carry out the constant strain analysis, the res—
onance curves had to be interpolated to obtain the values
at one constant strain. This tting procedure m ight lead to
a bias in the results with respect to the functional form of
the tapplied. Second, the num ber of data points available
for the application of the constant strain analysis decreases
rapidly with strain am plitude. Third, the constant strain
analysis leads to correlated error bars. (OurM CM C -based
m ethod is free from these problem s.)
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Figure 15. Comparison of di erent ts for (@) the old
Berea data set and (o) the new Berea data set. Note
the logarithm ic scale on the x-axis. T he black line show s
the quadratic t obtained from the Du ng m odel, the

red line show s the best lnear t including data points
only to the right of the dashed line. Inclusion of alldata
points for the linear tm akesthe tmuch worse.
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T he results for the dependence ofthe resonance frequency
versus strain are shown In Figure 3(@) In GTJ. The strain
range shown on the x-axis in this plot is 10 ® to5 10
as explained in the text. The three di erent curves GTJ
show are from di erent m easurem ents and in all cases the
dynam ic range is very sm all. Consider now the lowest {
and longest { of these curves, the strain range here is only
107 to3 10 . A linear t forthisdata setm ight naively
appear to be justi ed, even though the data points at the
higher strains are already falling o a linear t.

T o em phasize the in portance ofhaving su cient dynam ic
range, we retum to F igure 14 (b) and consideronly the low est
strain m easurem ent data set, shown in detailin Figure 15 @) .
T he dashed line m arks the strain corresponding to the low —
est strain in G T J in their longest strain range m easurem ent.
W e show in red the best linear t to allthe data points on
the right ofthis line. T he highest strain in GTIJwas 3 10’
so would only include 4 ofthe data points In F igure 15 (@) . If
we only concentrate on the strain regin e to the right of the
dashed line, both ts, linear and quadratic are acceptable.
But if we consider all the available data points down to the
Iowest strain, the lnear t fails by being too high. There-
fore, in order to m ake a de nite statem ent about thebest t
to the data it is clearly in portant to have a su cient range
n strain.

Tt isnot possible to obtain uncontam inated m easurem ents
at higher strains as discussed in detail earlier, hence exten—
sion ofdynam ic range requiresm easurem ents at low strains,
as carried out in the present work. W e dem onstrate the use—
filness of this In Figure 15 () where we show once again
the new Berea m easurem ents w ith the quadratic t shown
In black, and the best lnear t { again only for the data
points on the right side of the dashed line { In red. In-
clusion of m ore points for the linear t again m akes the
agreem ent much worse. It is apparent that without su -
cient dynam ic range i iseasy tobem isled in tting a linear
curve to the data. Tncluding all the data points down to a
strain of10 ° dem onstrates the correctness of the quadratic

t. To summ arize: the experim ental data in GTJ is ap—
parently correct, but the dynam ic range of the data points
analyzed is not su cient to draw any conclusion regarding
the nonlinear behavior of the m aterial.

Finally we are unable to understand the remark n GTJ
that the traditional theory of nonlinear elasticity predicts
avalie of f=f, 10 '° at a strain of roughly 3 10’ .
A Ilthat traditional theory predicts is a quadratic frequency
shift which we do ocbserve; the m agniude is set by a certain
dynam icnonlinearity coe cientwhich, in e ect, ism easured
in the experim ent. N o contradiction w ith classical nonlinear
theory is cbserved in our experin ent or indeed in the data
ofGTJ.

Next, we tum to the results found In S& T . O ne of the
m ain ob fctives in that work was to investigate the depen—
dence of the frequency shift (hence, the shift in the Young’s
m odulus) as a function of tem perature changes. The idea
w as that static hysteresism echanisn s (ifpresent at very low
strains) could be due to them al activation instead ofm e—
chanicalstick-slip processes as In quasistatic experin entsat
much higher strain. (H owever, the authors did not directly
Investigate if the system showed cuspy hysteretic behavior
in the rstplace.)

E xperin ents at tem peratures ranging from 35 to 65
were carried out. In addition di erent strain regin es were
Investigated at di erent tim es, as shown in the previousF ig—
ure 14 @) . T he condition of the rock m ight have changed In
between these di erent tin es, which could have ld to a
contam Ination of the results. D ata- tting was carried out
by tting to a sin ple pole response characteristic, how ever,
the possble system atic errors in this procedure were not
discussed. In addition, for each tem perature, the three dif-
ferent sets ofm easurem ents at low , m edium , and high strain
were shifted in order to obtain a single m easurem ent over
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a wide strain range. This approach is lkely to lad to a
bias in the result since the rock m ight have been in di erent
m etastable conditioned states for each data set.

In the nalstep, the relative shift in the Young’s m od—
ulus was determ ined and tted by a single function for all
resonance frequency shift curves, independent ofthe tem per—
ature at which they were taken or the resonance frequency
!9 (recall the di erent strain ranges of the data shown in
Figure 14). The resul of this analysis is shown in Figure 6
of S& T . It is inm ediately clear that a single t to all the
curves is rather dangerous and the single t (solid line in
Figure 6) does not work particularly well. The functional
form ofthe t{ st lnhear and then quadratic { is therefore
also not very m eaningfii], since no error bars are shown, any
other functional form , such as pure quadratic, would have
probably worked aswell

T he authors’ contention that the tem perature-insensitivity
ofthe coe cients determ ining the frequency shift is directly
related to the underlying loss m echanisn { and hence rules
out them al activation m echanign s { is incorrect. T he re—
lationship between the frequency shift and the loss m echa—
nisn is yet to be elucidated: as shown in the present work
for exam ple, nonlinear frequency shifts and linear losses can
easily coexist and it is welkknown that the loss factor is
tem perature-dependent.

In summ ary, the measurem ents used n GTJ and S& T
are In fact in very good agreem ent w ith our current m ea—
surem ents and understanding of the nonlinearities in rocks
below a certain strain threshold { it is the interpretation of
the data in these two papersthatm ust be corrected. m GTJ
the strain range over w hich the analysis was carried out was
Insu client to reach any conclusive result about the fallo
of the resonance frequency peak wih strain. In S& T the

tting procedure applied to the data sets seem s to have led
to erroneous conclisions about the behavior of £ versus
strain.

7. Summ ary and O utlook

In this paper we have described a set of resonant bar ex—
perin ents carried out for Berea, Fontainebleau, and A crylic
(@s a linear controlm aterial) In order to investigate the dy—
nam ic com pliance and loss m echanism s at low strains, be—
tween 5 10° and 2 10° . To ensure isolation from en—
vironm ental In uences, such as tem perature and hum idity,
an isolation cham ber was em ployed to obtain controlled and
repeatable resuls.

The m ain conclusion of our work is the dem arcation of
two straln regines: in the st regine the m aterial dis—
plays reversble softening of the resonance frequency, while
In the second regim e, which occurs affer a m aterial and
environm ent-dependent threshold v , nonequilbrium and
conditioning e ects becom e In portant. Som e of these re—
sults were previously reported in a short com m unication
[TenC ate et al. 2004]. Here we report the results of a de—
tailed study forthe rst strain regine { below » { forboth
Berea and Fontainebleau sam plesm easuring quantities such
as the quality factor, stressstrain loops, and am plitudes of
higher ham onics. By repeating m easurem ents on the sam e
sam ples w e have dem onstrated the robustness ofthe resuls.
A t strains characteristic of reversible nonlinearbehavior, the
quality factor is essentially constant, but it is possible that
it reduces at higher strain values. It is not unreasonable
to speculate that { unlike the resonance frequency shift {
the am plitude dependence of the quality factor is connected
to the onset of nonequilbrium behavior, but this aspect re—
quires further investigation.

T he data analysis was carried using a statistical m ethod
based on a Gaussian process m odel. This param eter-free
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m ethod avoids any biasing of the analysis due to tting of
the resonance curves w ith speci ¢ functional form s. It also
determm ines reliable error bars for the resonance frequency
shift f as a function of the applied drive strength. The
vast m aprity of previous papers analyzing sim ilar experi-
m ents do not provide a detailed error analysis.

A theoretical fram ework for the experim ental resuls is
provided by a sinpl damped Du ng model for which
closedform resuls can be cbtained. The Du ng m odel
predictions are iIn excellent agreem ent w ith the entire set of
experin entalm easurem ents over the strain regine < y

Our results are in disagreem ent w ith som e of the previ-
ous work carried out w ith the resonant bar technigque as has
been pointed out at the relevant places In them ain body of
the paper. In two cases { Sm ith and TenC ate, R000] and
Guyer et al, [1999] { we have reanalyzed a subset of the
older experim ental data and have dem onstrated that the
disagreem ent is not due to fundam ental di erences in the
data but due to m istakes in the theoretical interpretation
and analysis In these papers. T hus, one goal of this paper
is sin ply to clarify the present state of know ledge in the
Jow —strain regim e.

W hile in this paper, we have fcused on the reversible
nonlhear regine ( < y ), future work will target the un—
derstanding of the nonequilbbrium behavior of geom aterials.
T he investigation of this second regin e is at the sam e tim e
fascinating and very challenging. Tt isdi cul, butessential,
to disentangle conditioning/nonequilbrium and nonlinear
e ects. New experim ental strategies have to be developed
for this endeavor. At the sam e tim e a theoretical fram ew ork
which encom passes and explains all known physicale ects
needs to be developed.
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N otes

1. Sources: Fontainebleau: IFP, Berea: C leveland Q uarz O hio

2. N ote that these experim ents are carried out after the original
resonance curve m easurem ents were com pleted. Due to dif-
ferent environm ental factors, eg. tem perature, the resonance
frequencies of the sam ples have shifted slightly.
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