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A bstract. M em bers ofa wide class ofgeom aterialsare known to display com plex and

fascinating nonlinear and nonequilibrium dynam icalbehaviorsover a wide range ofbulk

strains,down to surprisingly low values,e.g.,10� 7.In this paper we investigate two sand-

stones,Berea and Fontainebleau,and characterize their behaviorunder the in
 uence of

very sm allexternalforces via carefully controlled resonantbar experim ents.By reduc-

ing environm entale� ects due to tem perature and hum idity variations,we are able to sys-

tem atically and reproducibly study dynam icalbehaviorat strains as low as 10� 9.O ur

study establishes the existence oftwo strain thresholds,the � rst,�L,below which the

m aterialis essentially linear,and the second,�M ,below which the m aterialis nonlin-

ear but where quasiequilibrium therm odynam ics stillapplies as evidenced by the suc-

cess ofLandau theory and a sim ple m acroscopic description based on the Du� ng os-

cillator.At strains above �M the behaviorbecom es truly nonequilibrium { as dem on-

strated by the existence ofm aterialconditioning { and Landau theory no longer applies.

The m ain focus ofthis paper is the study ofthe region below the second threshold,but

we also com m ent on how our work clari� es and resolvesprevious experim entalcon
 icts,

as wellas suggestnew directions ofresearch.

1. Introduction

G eom aterials display very interesting nonlinearfeatures,
diverse aspectsofwhich have been investigated overa long
period oftim e fora recentoverview see,e.g.,O strovksy and
Johnson,2001and referencestherein].A standard technique
used tostudythesenonlinearfeaturesistheresonantbarex-
perim ent[Clark,1966;Jaeger and Cook,1979;Carm ichael,
1984;Bourbie etal.,1987].In these experim entsa long rod
ofthe m aterialunder test is driven longitudinally and its
am plitude and frequency response m onitored. For a linear

m aterialtheresonancefrequency oftherod isinvariantover
a very wide range ofdynam icalstrain. An exam ple ofthis
behaviorisshown in theresultsfrom oneofourexperim ents
on Acrylicin thetop panelofFigure1:increasing thestrain
up to2� 10

�6
leavestheresonancefrequencyunchanged (note

thatthex-axisshowsthechangein theresonancefrequency,
�f,and nottheresonance frequency itself.) Theresonance
frequency ofa rod m ade from a nonlinear m aterialsuch as
Berea sandstone behavesquite di�erently: W hen a driving
force isapplied to therod,thefrequency eitherincreasesor
decreases (the m odulus either hardens or softens) depend-
ing on the precise properties of the m aterial. This phe-
nom enon iswell-known and a theoreticaldescription based
on quasiequilibrium therm odynam icsand nonlinearelastic-
ity hasexisted fora long tim e[seee.g.,Landau and Lifshitz,
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1998];wewillrefertothisastheclassicaltheory ofnonlinear

elasticity orsim ply asLandau theory.

M any geom aterials, such as sandstones, belong to the

generalclass ofnonlinear m aterials. The second and third

panelin Figure1 display resonantbarresultsfortwo repre-

sentative sam ples,Berea and Fontainebleau. In both cases

the shift in the resonance frequency is very large and the

resonance frequency decreases with drive am plitude. The

strength ofthenonlinearresponse in thesem aterialsisvery

large, orders of m agnitude m ore than for m etals. Conse-

quently, it is im portant to check whether Landau theory

stillapplies to these m aterials,and,ifso,over what range

ofstrains.

Itiswidely believed thatgeom aterialsbehave di�erently

than weakly nonlinearm aterialsbecauseoftheircom plex in-

ternalstructure.They areform ed by an assem bly ofm oreor

lessrigid \grains" connected via a m uch softer\bond" net-

work ofvarying porosity. The grains m ake up a large frac-

tion ofthe volum e,between 80 and 99% . Individualgrains

can bevery pure(asin thecase ofFontainebleau,� 99+ %

quartz)orm adeup from severaldi�erentcom ponents(asin

thecaseofBerea:85% quartz,8% feldspar,plussm allquan-

tities ofother m inerals). M ost ofthese m aterials are quite

porous and their behavior changes dram atically under the

in
uence ofenvironm entale�ects,such astem perature [see

e.g. Sheri�,1978]orhum idity [see e.g.,G ordon and Davis,

1968;O ’Hara,1985;Zinszner etal.,1997;Van den Abeele

etal.,2002].Thissensitivity to theenvironm entm akescon-

trolled studiesdi�cult,asthe experim entsm ustbe carried

outin such a way thatthesee�ectsaredem onstrably under

control.

Anotherdi�culty in m easuring thefrequency responseof

sandstones arises from the brittleness ofrocks. Ifthe sam -

plesaredriven toohard,m icrocrackscan beinduced and the

resulting behaviorofthe m aterialcan change dram atically.

In addition,driving can also induce long-lived nonequilib-

rium m acrostatesthatrelax back overa long period oftim e

(� hours).Thus,itisim portantto ensure { by repeating a

given drive protocolon the sam e sam ple and verifying that

them aterialresponse doesnotchangefrom oneexperim ent

1
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to the next{ thatthe sam ples have notbeen altered from
their originalcondition and the environm ent is unchanged
over the set ofobservations. The experim entsdescribed in
this paper were carried out in this way. Furtherm ore,the
very low strain values ensured that sam ple dam age rarely
occurred.

O ne goalofthis work is to clarify,using new and exist-
ing data,con
icting observations in the literature,and to
presenta description ofthe \state ofthe art" atlow strain
am plitudes. Here we restrict ourselves m ainly to the ques-
tion ofdynam icnonlinearity and do nottakeup theequally
im portant question of the nature of loss m echanism s and
their connection and interaction with the nonlinear (com -
pliant)behaviorunderlying the frequency shift.

In thepast,severaldi�erentgroupshavecarried outreso-
nantbarexperim ents.G ordon and Davis[1968]investigated
a largesuiteofcrystalline rocks,including Q uartzite,G ran-
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Figure 1. Resonance curves for Acrylic, Berea, and

Fontainebleau atdi�erentdrives.Acrylic isa linearm a-

terialused asa controlin the experim ents.Nonlinearity

isevidenced in Berea and Fontainebleau sam ples by the

shiftin the peak ofthe resonance curves.

ite,and O livinebasalt,atstrainsbetween 10
�9

< � < 10
�3
.

Their m ain objective was to m easure the loss factor Q
�1

(or the internalfriction � in their term inology) as a func-

tion ofstrain and the ratio ofstress and strain. In order

to cover the large strain range they divided their experi-

m ents in two com ponents: for 10
�9

< � < 10
�5

they used

thedriven frequency m ethod,driving therocksatvery high

frequencies,and for10�5 < � < 10�3 they m adedirectm ea-

surem entsofthestress-strain curve.Theirm ain �ndingsare

the following. (i) The loss factor is quite insensitive to the

strain am plitude,diverging from a constant value only at

high strains. Atthese high strains they conclude that this

increase in Q
�1

istheresultofinternaldam age.(ii)Q
�1

is

highly structure sensitive,i.e.,it is sensitive to the details

ofthe m icrostructure ofthe rock.(iii)Q �1 increasesasthe

tem perature increases. They conclude that this increase is

duetograin-interfacedisplacem ent,and thereforealteration

ofthe internalstructure ofthe rock. (iv) At large strains

they �nd static hysteresiswith end-pointm em ory.

Following up on G ordon and Davis [1968],M cK avanagh

and Stacey [1974]and Brennan and Stacey [1977]perform ed

another set ofstress-strain loop m easurem ents on granite,

basalt,sandstone,and concrete. Their m ain objective was

the m easurem ent ofstress-strain loops below strain am pli-

tudes of� = 10
�5
,since G ordon and Davis [1968]had re-

ported thatQ
�1

abovethislim itwasnolongeralinearfunc-

tion ofthe applied strain. M cK avanagh and Stacey [1974]

were able to go down to strains of10
�6
. (Note that this

levelisstillabove the strain atwhich we found nonequilib-

rium e�ects to be im portant,TenCate et al. [2004].) At

these strainsthey found thatthe hysteresisloops forsand-

stone were always cusped at the ends. Anotherinteresting

result was thatbelow a certain strain am plitude the shape

oftheloop becam eindependentoftheapplied strain am pli-

tude.From thisthey concluded thateven atthevery sm all-

est strain am plitudes,cusps should continue to be present

in stress-strain loops.(However,Brennan and Stacey [1977]

noted that for granite and basalt, the stress-strain loops

do becom e ellipticalfor strains lower than 10�6 .) In view

ofour recent results [TenCate etal.,2004]this conclusion

m ighthave been drawn withouthaving enough evidence at

low enough strain am plitudes.W ereturn to thispointlater

in Section 7.

W inkler etal. [1979]conducted experim ents with M as-

silon and Berea sandstone at strain am plitudes between

10
�8

and 10
�6
.Them ain goalwasto determ inethestrains

atwhich seism icenergy lossescaused bygrain boundaryfric-

tion becom e im portant but softening ofthe resonance fre-

quency with strain am plitude was also investigated. They

concluded thatthelossesareonlyim portantatstrainslarger

than were investigated. Additionally,they found that the

two sandstonesinvestigated displayed nonlinearfeaturesde-

pendenton severalexternalparam eters,such aswatercon-

tentorcon�ning pressure. They �nd thatthe lossfactoris

independentofstrain below strainsof5� 10�7 whileatrela-

tivelargestrain (> 10�6 )thereisa clearincrease,in agree-

m ent with G ordon and Davis [1968]. The m ain drawback

ofthe experim ents by W inkler etal. [1979]is the relative

lack ofdata points,especially in thevery low strain regim e;

the quality of the repeatability of their m easurem ents on

the sam e sam ple is also not shown. In this respect, our

work signi�cantly im proveson previousresults;we increase

the num berofm easurem entpointsin thelow strain regim e

by a factor of�ve in com parison to W inkler etal. [1979],

allowing a m ore robustanalysisofthe data.

M ore recently,G uyer etal. [1999]and Sm ith and Ten-

Cate [2000]analyzed a setofresonantbarexperim entswith

Berea sandstone sam ples also at low strains. The conclu-

sions they reached, however, were in strong disagreem ent

with the older results of, e.g., W inkler et al. [1979]. In-

stead ofthe expected quadratic behavior ofthe frequency
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shiftwith driveatvery low strains{ an essentialprediction
ofLandau theory { they reported an ostensibly linear de-
pendence,claim ed to hold down to thesm alleststrains.W e
notethatsuch a linearsoftening in severalm aterialsam ples
was also reported in Johnson and Rasolofosaon [1996](see
also referencestherein),albeitatsigni�cantly higherstrains.

This surprising behavior was claim ed to be consistent
with predictionsofa phenom enologicalm odeloriginally de-
veloped to explain (static)hystereticbehaviorin geom ateri-
alsatvery high strains[thePreisach-M ayergoyz space (PM
space) m odel]. In this m odela rock sam ple is described in
term sofan ensem ble ofm esoscale hysteretic units[M cCall

and G uyer,1994;G uyer etal.,1997]. By applying the PM
space m odelto low-strain regim es,a linear dependence of
the frequency shiftwith drive can be obtained.By itsvery
nature, the m odelalso predicts the existence of cusps in
low-am plitudestress-strain loops.Asdiscussed in Section 7,
however,wedo notdetectcuspsin stress-strain loopsatlow
strains.

M otivated partly by these very di�erent�ndingson sim -
ilar sandstones and with sim ilar experim entalset-ups,we
em barked on a setofwell-characterized resonant-barexper-
im ents using Fontainebleau and Berea sandstone sam ples
TenCate et al. [2004]. Broadly speaking,our �ndings for
theresonance frequency shiftcon�rm the originalresultsof
W inkler etal. [1979];below a certain strain threshold �M
both sandstonesdisplayed theexpected quadraticbehavior.
In addition,we were able to show that previous claim s of
a linearshiftathigh strainsare actually an artifactdue to
them aterialconditioning m entioned aboveatstrainshigher
than �M ,and thata sim ple m acroscopic D u�ng m odelpro-
vides an excellent m athem aticaldescription ofthe experi-
m entaldata withoutgoing beyond Landau theory (asPM -
space m odelsexplicitly do,by adding nonanalytic term sto
the internalenergy expansion). Thus,we established that,
to the extent m acro-reversibility holds, the predictions of
classicaltheory are in factcorrect.

In thispaperwe extend ourpreviousanalysis by adding
an investigation of energy loss (via the resonator quality
factorQ ),dynam icalstress-strain loops,and harm onic gen-
eration. W e carry out the sam e experim ent severaltim es
with thesam esam pleto dem onstrateenvironm entalcontrol
and repeatability.Thedata analysisisbased on a G aussian
processm odelto avoid biasing from nonoptim al�tting pro-
cedures applied to experim entaldata. The D u�ng m odel
introduced in ourpreviouswork isshown to be nicely con-
sistentwith thenewerresults.Thepredictionsofthism odel
for the quality factor, the frequency shift, and hysteresis
cusps (nullprediction) allhold within experim entalerror
at strains below �M . At higher strains,this sim ple m odel
breaks down { as it m ust { due to the (deliberate) exclu-
sion ofnonequilibrium e�ects. Finally,we have reanalyzed
a subset ofthe data which were taken in 1999 [Sm ith and

TenCate,2000]and had led to very di�erentconclusionsfor
Berea sam ples.W eshow thattheinterpretation ofthedata
in theearlierpaperswasincorrectand dem onstratethatthe
experim entaldata are actually in good agreem entwith our
present�ndings[thispaperand TenCate etal.,2004].

The paper is organized as follows. First, in Section 1
we describe the experim entalset-up in som e detail. Next,
in Section 3 we explain how we analyze thedata,especially
how wedeterm inethepeaksoftheresonancecurvesand how
ourprocedureallowsusto determ inerealisticerrorbars.In
Section 4 we discuss the results from the experim ents. A
sim pletheoreticalm odelthatdescribestheexperim entalre-
sultsispresented in Section 5.W econfrontprevious�ndings
in very sim ilarexperim entswith ournew resultsin Section 6
and conclude in Section 7.

2. Experim ents

The sam ples used in the experim ents are thin cores of
Fontainebleau and Bereasandstone1,2.5cm in diam eterand

35 cm long. As established by X-ray di�raction m easure-

m ents,the Fontainebleau sandstone is alm ost pure quartz

(> 99% with trace am ountsofotherm aterials);Berea sand-

stone is less pure having only 85� 8% quartz with 8� 1%

feldspar and 5� 1% kaolinite and approxim ately 2% other

constituents. Fontainebleau sandstone has grain sizes of

around 150 � and a porosity of � 24% . Berea sand-

stonesam pleshavegrain sizeswhich aresom ewhatsm aller,

� 100 �,with a porosity ofabout20% .

A sm all Bruel& K j�r 4374 accelerom eter is carefully

bonded to oneend ofeach coresam plewith a cyanoacrylate

glue (SuperG lue gel,D uro). The accelerom eters are an in-

dustry standard,and are wellcharacterized. W ith perfect

bonding between accelerom eter and rock, the accelerom e-

ter { and the associated B& K 2635 Charge Am p { has a


at frequency and phase response to 25 kHz. W ith poor

bonds,theupperfrequency lim itofthe
atresponse drops.

Thus,greatcare istaken to establish a good bond between

accelerom eterand sam ple.Each accelerom eteris�rstqual-

itatively tested (i.e.,�ngerpressure)to be sure ofa strong

bond. Furtherm ore,before the sam ples are placed in the

environm entalisolation cham ber(discussed below)form ea-

surem ents,a com parison oftheaccelerom eterresponsewith

a laservibrom eter(Polytec)ism adeand accelerom etersare

rebonded ifthe frequency responses di�ered noticeably. In

any case,it is im portant to point out that for the sam ples

used in thisstudy,alloftheresonancefrequenciesarebelow

3 kHz,nearly an order ofm agnitude below the upper fre-

quency 
atresponselim itfortheaccelerom eter/chargeam p

com bination.

Thesourceexcitation isprovided bya0.75cm thickpiezo-

electric disk epoxied (Stycast1266) to the otherend ofthe

sam ple core and backed with an epoxied high im pedance

backload (brass)to ensure thatm ostoftheacoustic energy

couplesintotherock sam pleinstead ofthesurroundingenvi-

ronm ent.Resonancesin the backload (> 50 kHz)are m uch

higher than the frequencies and resonances ofthe sam ple

and thusare notexcited in ourexperim ents.

For allthe experim ents described here,the lowest order

longitudinalm ode (the �rstPochham m erm ode)isexcited.

(W enotethatthem assofthebrassbackload lowersthecen-

terfrequenciesofthe Pochham m er m ode resonances som e-

what but does not a�ect the shape ofa resonance curve.)

Resonancecurvesareeasy tom easureand analyzeand fairly

high strainscan beattained withoutrequiring a high-power

am pli�er(with itsfrequently accom panying nonlinearities).

For the Fontainebleau sandstone the lowest resonance fre-

quency isaround 1.1 kHz;forthe Berea sandstone the low-

estresonancefrequency isaround 2.8 kHz.M easured values
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Figure 2. Low-am plitude drive resonance curve for

Fontainebleau sandstone.Thesolid curveisa Lorentzian

�tto the data points.
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for the quality factor Q ofthese resonances are about 130

for the Fontainebleau sandstone sam ple and about 65 for

theBerea sandstonesam ple.ThelowestorderPochham m er

m odehasboth com pressionaland shearcom ponentsbutthe

m otion isneverthelessquasi-one-dim ensionaland thebulk of

the sam ple participatesin the wave m otion associated with

the resonance. As higher-order Pochham m er m odes begin

to resem ble surface waves,only the very lowest frequency

m odesare exam ined here.

The sam ples are suspended at two points with loops of

synthetic �ber(dental
oss)orthin O -rings. D i�erentsus-

pension points slightly alter the lowest Pochham m er m ode

resonancefrequenciesbutthesedi�erencesarem uch sm aller

than di�erences caused by even slight changes oftem per-

ature; m oreover,and perhaps m ore im portantly,once the

bar is m ounted, the resonance frequencies do not change

with increasing drive levels when tested with a standard

(an acrylic bar). Suspended in this way (stress-free ends)

the sam ple’s lowest Pochham m er resonance frequency cor-

respondsto roughly a half-wavelength in the sam ple.

Since m ost rocks are extrem ely sensitive to tem perature

and tem peraturechanges[Ide,1937]{ with relaxation tim es

ofseveralhours{ we havebuilta sam ple cham berfore�ec-

tive environm entalisolation. An inner 3/4-inch-wallplexi-

glassbox with caulked seam sholdsboth thesam pleswhich

are suspended from the top ofthe box. Air-tightelectrical

feedthroughsareavailablefordriverand accelerom etercon-

nections. The entire cham ber is 
ushed with N 2 gas and

then placed inside another (larger) plexiglass box and sur-

rounded with �berglass insulation and sealed. The inner

sam ple cham ber also sits on top ofgelpads for vibration

isolation. The com plete isolation cham ber is placed in a

room whose tem perature is controlled with a therm ostat

and typically variesby no m orethan 3 degreesC.M easured

resonancefrequenciesofsam plesin thisboxhavebeen stable

to within 0.1 Hz.

To get the m ost precise m easurem ents possible,we use

an HP 3325B Frequency synthesizerwith a crystaloven for

frequency stability asthesignalsource.Thesignalfrom the

HP 3325B isfed intothereferenceinputofan EG & G 5301A

Lock-In am pli�erwhich com paresthatreferencesignalwith

them easured signalfrom theaccelerom etervia a B& K 2635

charge am pli�er.The whole experim ent,including data ac-

quisition,iscom putercontrolled via LabVIEW and a G PIB

bus.To drive the source,the signalfrom the HP frequency

synthesizerisfed into a Crown Studio Reference Iam pli�er

and m atched to the (purely capacitive) piezoelectric trans-

ducervia a carefully constructed and tested linearm atching

transform er.

To test all the electronics for linearity, we have con-

structed several known linear sam ple standards of nearly

identicalgeom etry to the rock sam ples.The density,sound

speed,and Q ’softhe sam plesare chosen such thatthe m e-

chanicalim pedances � � c are sim ilar to those ofthe rock

sam ples. These \standard" sam ples are driven with iden-

ticalsource/backloads and at levels sim ilar to those expe-

rienced by the rock sam ples. No nonlinearities have been

seen;resultsforan acrylic rod are shown in Figure 1.

W ith the presentisolation system ,we have veri�ed long-

term frequency stability ofthe sam plesto � 0.1 Hz (corre-

sponding to a long-term therm alstability inside the cham -

ber of10 m K ),which is close to how wellthe peak ofthe

frequency response curve can be determ ined at the lowest

levels ofstrain shown in thispaper. To testthe sensitivity

ofthe Lock-In am pli�erand assem bled apparatus,we have

m easured a resonancecurveon theFontainebleau sam pleat

an extrem ely low drive level. The result is shown in Fig-

ure 2. The acceleration m easured by the accelerom eterhas

been converted to strain (theopen circles)using thedriving

frequency f via � = �u=(4�Lf
2
)following the convention in

TenCate et al. [2004]. Even though the peak strain near

the resonance frequency isonly about1.6 � 10
�10

,the shape
ofthe resonance curve isclear with only m inim alnoise 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 controland long-term
tem perature stability due to the isolation cham ber,thisex-
perim entalsetup perm its long enough tim es to take data
over a large { and an order ofm agnitude lower { range of
strainsnotstudied previously.

3. D ata A nalysis

Thebasicquantitiesm easured in a resonanceexperim ent
arethefrequency f and theaccelerom etervoltage V ,which
is autom atically converted into acceleration �u. It is con-
venientto translate the acceleration to a strain variable in
orderto m ake thecom parison ofdi�erentsam pleswith dif-
ferentlengthseasier. Asstated earlier,we em ploy the con-
vention � = �u=(4�Lf

2
),where L is the length ofthe bar.

Thesem easurem entslead to resonancecurvesasshown e.g.,
in Figure 1. The task now is to determ ine the peaks of
theresonancecurves,tracking theshiftoftheresonancefre-
quency asa function ofthe strain asdisplayed in Figure 3.

In the past, di�erent m ethods have been suggested to
analyzedata from low-strain resonantbarexperim ents[ear-
lier attem pts include G uyer et al.,1999; Sm ith and Ten-

Cate,2000].In thispaperweusea statisticalanalysisbased
on a nonparam etric G aussian process to m odelthe strain
� as a function ofthe driving frequency f. The 
exibility
ofthe G aussian process m odelfor strain allows for estim a-
tion oftheresonance frequency and resulting strain (f

�
;�

�
)

withoutassum ing a param etric form forthe dependence of
strain on driving frequency. D rawbacks of using a para-
m etric m odelcan include understated uncertaintiesregard-
ing resonance quantities(f

�
;�

�
)and excessivesensitivity to

m easurem entsfaraway from theactualresonancefrequency.
Thenonparam etric m odeling approach avoidsboth ofthese
possible pitfalls.

Fora given experim ent,observations(fi;�i);i= 1;:::;n
aretaken.Theobserved strain ism odeled asa sm ooth func-
tion offrequency pluswhite noise �:

�i = z(fi)+ �i;i= 1;:::;n; (1)

where the sm ooth function z(f) is m odeled as a G aussian
process and each �i ism odeled asan independentN (0;�2)
deviate.TheG aussian processm odelforz(f)isassum ed to
havean unknown constantm ean � and acovariancefunction
ofthe form

C [z(fi);z(fj)]= �
2

z�
�jf i�f jj

2

: (2)
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Figure 3. Resonance frequency shift �f as a function

ofthe e�ective strain � for the three sam ples shown in

Figure 1.
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Figure 4. (a) Resonance curve for Fontainebleau at a

strain � 2� 10
�9
.ThecentralclusterofdotsistheM CM C

posteriorsam pleofpairs(f
�
,�

�
)thatde�netheresonance

peak. Frequency peak distribution (b) and frequency

peak strain distribution (c)from theM CM C analysisfor

the sam e resonance curve shown in (a).

Them odelspeci�cation iscom pleted by specifying priordis-
tributionsfortheunknown param eters�

2
,�,�

2

z,and �.Af-
tershifting and scaling thedata so thatthefi’sarebetween
0 and 1,and the �i’shave m ean 0 and variance 1,we �x �

to be 0 and assign uniform priorsoverthe positive realline
to �

�2
and �

�2
z ,and a uniform priorover[0,1]to �.

The resulting analysis gives a posterior distribution for
the unknown function z(f) which we take to be the reso-
nance curve. This posterior distribution quanti�esthe up-
dated uncertainty aboutz(f)given theexperim entalobser-
vations.W e use a M arkov chain M onte Carlo (M CM C)ap-

proach tosam plerealizationsfrom theposteriordistribution
ofz(f)overadensegrid ofpointsin theneighborhood ofthe
resonance frequency f

�
[Banerjee etal.,2004]. From each

oftheseM CM C realizationsofz(f)theresonancefrequency
f
�
and the corresponding m axim um strain �

�
= z(f

�
) are

recorded. This creates a posterior sam ple ofpairs (f
�
;�

�
)

which are given by the dots in Figure 4(a). Figures 4(b)
and 4(c) show the posterior uncertainty for f

�
and �

�
sep-

arately with histogram softhese posteriorsam ples.W e use
the posterior m ean aspointestim ates for f

�
and �

�
. Later

in the paper we use error bars that connect the 5th and
the95th percentilesoftheposteriorsam plesto quantify the
uncertainty in ourestim ates.

4. Experim entalR esults

4.1. M em ory E�ects and C onditioning

W e have recently established the existence oftwo strain
regim es [TenCate et al., 2004]. As m entioned earlier, in
the �rst regim e (strains below �M ) the m aterialdisplays a
reversible softening ofthe resonance frequency with strain,
while in the second regim e,(nonequilibrium ) m em ory and
conditioning e�ects becom e apparent. The second regim e
isentered atthe strain threshold �M which dependson the
m aterialand theenvironm ent(e.g.,tem perature,saturation
etc.). To determ ine �M forthese sam ples,the following ex-
perim entsare perform ed.

A reference resonance curve is obtained at the lowest
strain possible.The resonance frequency isdeterm ined and
used asa referencefrequency f0 forthefollowing procedure.
The source excitation levelis increased, a new resonance
curve is obtained,and then followed im m ediately by drop-
ping the excitation levelback in an attem pt to repeat the
reference resonance curve. Ifthere are no m em ory e�ects,
the repeated curve’sresonance frequency should m atch the
initialreference frequency. Ifm em ory e�ects are at play,
they willpersist and the repeated curve’s peak resonance
frequency willbe lower than the original. An exam ple of
thisisshown in Figure5.Thisprocedureisrepeated forin-
crem entally increasing excitation levelsuntilm em ory e�ects
becom em easurable.Theexcitation level(and strain)where
m em ory e�ects �rst becom e noticeable de�nes �M for that
sam ple.

Theexistenceofthetwo regim esdelineated by �M iscru-
cialtounderstandingand interpretingthedynam icalbehav-
ior ofgeom aterials. Although it is possible to describe the

5e-08 1e-07 2e-07 5e-07 1e-06 2e-06
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Figure 5. Exam ple ofresonance frequency shift show-

ing the conditioning e�ect. The drive isincreased up to

a strain of2� 10
�6

and afterwardstherock isdriven again

at the lowest strain. The black dot shows the value of

the resonance frequency peak after the last drive appli-

cation.The di�erence between the two valuesfor�f at

theloweststrain dem onstratesthee�ectofconditioning.
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nonlinearity ofthem aterialatstrainsbelow �M with classi-
caltheory [Landau and Lifshitz,1998],above�M theexper-
im entalresults are com plicated by conditioning e�ects due
to the nonequilibrium dynam icsofthe rock. D isentangling
theintrinsicnonlinearity ofthem aterialand thesenonequi-
librium e�ects is very di�cult and the frequency shifts in
dynam ical experim ents at strains above �M do not have
a sim ple interpretation. In particular, classical elasticity
theory assum es therm odynam ic reversibility and therefore
cannot be applied in this essentially nonequilibrium situa-
tion. By the sam e token,classicaltheory cannot be tested
by experim ents carried outin this regim e. As discussed in
theIntroduction,previousexperim entaldata wereinterpre-
tated without properly taking the existence ofthese di�er-
ent regim es into account [e.g.,G uyer and Johnson,1999].
This,along with incorrectanalysisoftheexperim entaldata
(seethediscussion below),led to claim ing evidencefornon-
classicalbehaviorwhere in factnone existed. Nevertheless,
it is clear that a new theoreticalfram ework for the second
regim e,onethatcom binesnonlinearity with nonequilibrium
dynam ics,isde�nitely needed.
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(b)

Figure 6. Resonance frequency shiftversusstrain.The

�rstregim e where them aterialdisplaysonly an intrinsic

reversiblenonlinearity isshown unshaded,and thesecond

regim e which com binesnonlinearand nonequilibrium ef-

fectsisshaded in gray.The threshold strain forBerea is

�M ’ 5� 10�7 (a) and for Fontainebleau is �M ’ 2� 10�7

(b). Since �M is not only a m aterialspeci�c constant

butcan also depend on environm entalvariables,such as

tem perature and hum idity,we show the regim e in which

nonlinearity and nonequilibrium are m ixed,not as one

solid block,butrather as a region in di�erentshades of

gray.Itisim portantto note thatthe data pointsin the

shaded regions depend on the (tem poral) experim ental

protocolwhereasthedata pointsin theunshaded regions

characterize an invariantbehavior.
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Figure 7. Resonance frequency shift �f as a function

ofthee�ectivestrain � forFontainebleau and Berea sam -

ples for � < �M . The solid lines representpredictions of

a theoreticalm odelincorporating a D u�ng nonlinearity,

Eqn. (23). Two di�erent sets ofdata points obtained

from thesam esam plesareshown to dem onstratethero-

bustnessofthem easurem ents.Notethelogarithm icscale

on the x-axis.

Figures 6 (a) and (b) show our data for the resonance

frequency shifts versus strain for Berea and Fontainebleau

sam ples respectively. The �rst regim e,where the m aterial

displays only the intrinsic reversible nonlinearity is shown

in the unshaded area,whereas the regim e which com bines

nonlinearand nonequilibrium dynam icale�ectsisshaded in

gray. The strain threshold for Berea is �M ’ 5� 10
�7

and

2� 10
�7

for Fontainebleau under the present experim ental

conditions. The data pointsin the gray region are history-

dependent,and change depending on the way the experi-

m entalprotocolisim plem ented,whereasthedata pointsin
the unshaded region are insensitive to such changes, pro-

vided one begins with the rock in an unconditioned state.

For the rem aining part ofthe paper we willfocus only on

the intrinsic nonlinear regim e which is uncontam inated by

conditioning e�ectsand allowsfora sim pleinterpretation of

the experim entaldata.

4.2. Intrinsic N onlinearity

In thissection wedescribeexperim entalresultsforstrains

below �M . In this regim e,the data are free from m em ory

and conditioning e�ectsand thesam plesdisplay a reversible

softening ofthe resonance frequency with strain. For this
reason it is possible to speak of { and analyze { the in-

trinsic nonlinearity ofthe m aterial. As discussed in som e

detailin theIntroduction,theprevioushistory ofresonance
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m easurem ents and the analysis ofthe associated results is
som ewhat confusing. O n the one hand, there are claim s

that geom aterials display essentially nonclassicalnonlinear

elasticbehaviordown to very low strains(10�8 )[G uyerand

Johnson,1999]with no evidence for a crossover to elastic

behavior. O n the other hand,earlier �ndings [W inkler et

al.,1979],albeit with generous error bars,are inconsistent

with these claim s.

In orderto investigatethisissuein a system aticand con-

trolled fashion,we carried outrepeatable resonance barex-
perim entsatstrainsaslow as10�9 following theexperim en-

talprotocols discussed above;these strains are an order of

m agnitude lowerthan those previously investigated.

The results for the resonance frequency shift �f,�f =

f0� 
=2� where
isthe(linear)resonanceradian 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
�9

to

�M ’ 2 � 10
�7

and from 2 � 10
�9

to �M ’ 5 � 10
�7

for
Berea. W e observe a resonance frequency shift of0.45 Hz

forFontainebleau and 0.5 Hz forBerea in the regim e below

�M . The error barsshown in Figure 7 are calculated using

the M CM C analysis as described in Section 3. The strain

errorbarsare sm allerthan the sym bolsused in the �gures.

Theerrorbarsfor�f forBerea arelargerthan theonesfor

Fontainebleau because ofthe sm aller Q for the Berea sam -

ple:theBerea resonancecurvesarem uch wider,m aking the
peak determ ination m ore uncertain. The solid linesin Fig-

ure 7 representthe prediction ofa theoreticalm odelwith a

D u�ng nonlinearity described in detailin Section 5.

W e �nd that the resonance frequency softens quadrati-

cally with increasing driveam plitudeuntilthestrain reaches
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Figure 8. Fontainebleau: (a) Variation ofthe width �

oftheresonance curvepeak.(b)Variation ofthequality

factorQ with strain.

�M ,beyond which valueconditioning e�ectsalso enter.This
behavior can be fully described by classicalnonlinear the-
ory. At very low strains,�L � 10

�8
� 10

�7
(lower end for

Fontainebleau,upper end for Berea) the sam ples are e�ec-
tively in a linear elastic regim e. Atthese low strains there
isno discernible dependence ofthe resonance frequency on
the strain { the m aterials behave linearly to better than 1
part in 10

4
. O ur results are in qualitative agreem ent with

previouswork by W inkler[W inkleretal.,1979],butin con-
tradiction with other results, G uyer et al. [1999]; G uyer
and Johnson [1999], and Sm ith and TenCate [2000]. W e
willstudy thiscontradiction in detailin Section 6.

4.3. Q uality Factor

Energy loss in solids is m ostly characterized by a
frequency-independentloss factor (\solid friction") in con-
trast to liquid friction. Nevertheless, rocks are known to
display characteristicsofliquid friction asa function ofpore


uid loading [e.g., Born, 1941]with an associated depen-
dence ofthe loss factor 1=Q (Q is also term ed the quality
factor) on the frequency. It appears that the unusualna-
ture of wave attenuation in geosolids rem ains to be fully
studied and understood [Cf.K nopo� and M cDonald,1958].
Aspointed outby K nopo�and M cD onald,afrequency inde-
pendentQ cannotbeexplained by a lineartheory ofattenu-
ation,however,itisunlikely thatthenonlinearity should be
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Figure 9. Acceleration versus drive am plitude for the

(a) Berea and (b) Fontainebleau sam ples. The accel-

eration and the drive voltage are proportional to the

strain and the stress respectively. Berea: strain am pli-

tude2:5� 10
�7

atafrequency of2754:5 Hz;Fontainebleau:

strain am plitude 10
�7

at a frequency of1154 Hz. Note

the absence ofcusps.
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associated with am plitude since even forvery sm allstrains,
Q rem ains�nite.

In thepresentwork wedo notfocuson thedependenceof

Q on frequency atsm allstrains,butinvestigate the depen-

denceon strain am plitudeasan alternativeprobeofdynam -
icalnonlinearity for e�ective strains � < �M . W e m easure

the Q from the am plitude resonance curvesdirectly,using

Q =
!0

�
[1+ O (1=Q

2
)] (3)

where !0 = 2�f0 and � is the width ofthe response curve
m easured at the pointsa0=

p
2 where a0 isthe peak am pli-

tude.Thisde�nition ofQ isstrictly valid only forlinearsys-

tem sbut,aswillbe discussed furtherbelow,atlow strains

the am plitude response curvesare e�ectively those ofa lin-
ear system ,albeit with a peak frequency shift. At leading

order,the Q as de�ned in (3)is independentofthe nature

ofthe lossm echanism (solid orliquid friction).
The loss factor thus depends on two variables,the am -

plitude response peak frequency and the width � ofthe re-

sponsecurve.W ecertainly expectitto changeasa function

ofthe strain sim ply because !0 is a function ofthe strain
am plitude. Thisis,however,a very sm allchange,fraction-

ally oforder10
�4
.Asidefrom thisexpected 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 ��=� 0 for the Fountainebleau sam -

ple.Asm entioned earlier,werestrictourselvesto thestrain
regim e below �M to preventcontam ination oftheresultsby

nonequilibrium e�ects. The width � can only be m easured

to an accuracy of� 1% ,theerrorbarsbeing obtained from

M CM C analysisofthe resonance curves. To thisaccuracy,
theresultsofFigure 8(a)dem onstratethat��=� 0 isessen-

tially constant(exceptforthesinglehigheststrain point)as

isthe case forlinear system s. Thisresultisalso consistent
with the predictions ofthe D u�ng m odeldiscussed below

in Section 5.

The m easurem entoftherelativechange in quality factor

isshown in Figure 8(b)and,given the sm allnessofthe fre-
quency peak shift,sim ply re
ects the behavior of��=� 0.

W enotethatexceptforthehigheststrain point,ourresults

are in agreem ent with a strain-independent quality factor

within thedisplayed errors.O urresultsthereforecontradict
G uyer etal. [1999]who found a lineardependence ofQ on

strain am plitude (over a sim ilar strain range as m easured

here). To sum m arize,to the extent that we have investi-
gated the strain dependence ofacoustic losses(� < �M ),no

unexpected behaviorhasbeen found.

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

Atvery low strainsand atthefrequenciesofinteresthere,
onewould expecttheresonantbarsystem to beessentially a

dam ped,driven harm onicoscillatorand thehysteresiscurve

to be an ellipse. This is in contrast to the situation in
(quasi)static hysteresis where \pointed" or \cusped" loops

are observed due to sourcesofinelasticity thatdo not�tin

to the sim ple viscoelastic m odel. W hetherlow strain loops

atsom e pointbecom e ellipticalwasinvestigated by M acK -

avanagh and Stacey [1974]who cam e to theconclusion that

thiswasnotthecaseatstrains� 10
�5

forsandstoneand in-

deed that,\{cusped loopsextend toinde�nitely sm allstrain
am plitudes".O n theotherhand,Brennan and Stacey[1977]

found thatforgranite and basalt,loopsbecam eellipticalat

strain valueslowerthan 10
�6
.Thesestatem entswerem ade

with data taken at low frequencies,less than 0:1 Hz,thus
do not directly apply to our experim ent unless the under-

lying sources ofinelasticity continue to be relevantat high

frequencies.

Experim entalevidence for cusped stress-strain loops led
to the theoreticaldescription of nonequilibrium dynam ics

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 ofthe dynam ics ofrock even at sm allstrains [M cCall

and G uyer, 1994]) and at high frequencies [Cf. G uyer et

al.,1999]. O urdynam icalexperim ents allow us to analyze

stress-strain loopsatvery low strainsin the kHz frequency
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Figure 10. Fourier transform of the acceleration

taken atthe resonance frequency forAcrylic,Berea and

Fontainebleau (sem ilog plot). Acrylic: nom inal strain

of2:6 � 10
�6

at frequency 2120Hz; Berea, 2:5 � 10
�7

at

2754:5 Hz; Fontainebleau, 10
�7

at frequency 1154 Hz.

The dashed lines show the positions ofthe �rst,second

and third harm onics. Harm onic generation is not de-

tected. The two spikes which occur in Plexiglass and

Berea are due to the residualnonlinearity ofthe experi-

m entalapparatus.
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rangeand todetecttheexistenceofpointed orcusped loops.
Asevidentin Figure9 below,theloopsareellipticalwith no
evidence for cuspy behavior. Thus,we �nd no evidence to

supporttheexistenceof\nonlinear" dissipation m echanism s
{ as invoked in PM space m odels { at kHz frequencies. In

contrast,predictionsofthesim pleD u�ngm odelintroduced
in TenCate etal.[2004]and described in detailin Section 5,

are com pletely consistentwith the data.
O urexperim entalresultsare shown in Figure 9.W eplot

theacceleration versustheam plitudeofthedriveapplied to
the barfor both the (a)Berea and (b)Fontainebleau sam -
ples.In thecase ofFontainebleau,thestrain is1� 10�7 ata

frequency of1154 Hzwhile forBerea thestrain is2:5� 10
�7

ata frequency of2754:5 Hz.2 Theacceleration and thedrive

am plitude are proportionalto the strain and the stress re-
spectively.The acceleration and the drive voltage are m ea-

sured asfunctionsoftim eand thetim e seriesisstored once
steady state was attained. In Figure 9,a piece ofthe tim e
series is displayed and the acceleration shifted to obtain it

180
�
outofphasewith thedrivevoltage.Forboth sam ples,

there isno evidence forcuspsin the stress-strain loops.

Another im portant question is whether the nonlinearity
evidenced by the peak frequency shiftcan also be detected

by searching for harm onic generation in resonant bar and
wavepropagation experim ents.Theinterpretation ofresults
from wavepropagation experim entsissom ewhatam biguous

[M eegan etal.,1993,TenCateetal.,1996]duetoexperim en-
talcom plications(e.g.,re
ectivelosses).However,harm onic

detection in (potentially m uch cleaner)resonantbarexper-
im ents has been previously reported (Cf. Johnson et al.

[1996]). These authors found substantialharm onic genera-
tion in rock sam ples{ including Berea and Fontainebleau {

atstrainsaslow as10
�7
.

In thispaper,we presentourresultsin a search forhar-
m onics at strains � < �M . Figure 10 shows spectralm ea-

surem ents for a linear m aterial(acrylic) and the two rock
sam ples. The dashed linesindicate where the �rst,second,

and third harm onicsofthefundam entalareexpected to ap-
pear(these are notthe higherPochham m erm odes). In all

threecasesweobservenoevidencefortheexistenceofhigher
order harm onics. The two sm allspikes which occur in the
data forPlexiglass(acrylic)and Berea are dueto theresid-

ualnonlinearity ofthe experim entalapparatus.

5. T he M odel

In this section we introduce a sim ple phenom enological

m odelwhich describes the nonlinear behavior ofthe rock
sam ples underconsideration. This m odeldoes not include

a treatm ent ofm em ory and nonequilibrium e�ects and is
therefore notm eantto apply in the regim e where these ef-
fectsbecom e im portant,i.e.forstrainsgreaterthan �M .A

m ore com plex m odelwhich appliesalso to thehigherstrain
regim es willbe described elsewhere. As shown by us pre-

viously (TenCate etal.,[2004]),a quartic (D u�ng)poten-
tialnonlinearity augm enting a dam ped harm onic oscillator

yields results that accurately describe the data in the low
strain regim e.Thism odelpredictsa quadratic softening of
theresonancefrequency asa function ofdriveam plitude,as

expected from the theory ofclassicalnonlinearelasticity.
The equation ofm otion for the displacem entis taken to

be:

�u + 

2
u + 2� _u + 
u

3
= F sin(!t); (4)

where 
 < 0 leads to a softening nonlinearity as observed
in theexperim ent(e.g.,Figure 1).The driving force on the

righthand siderepresentsthedriveapplied totherodsin the
experim ent.Thefrequency
isthe(unshifted)harm onicos-
cillatorfrequency (for
;� = 0)and � isthelineardam ping

coe�cient. In the following we brie
y discuss a convenient
analytic approxim ation forthe solution ofEqn.(4).

5.1. M ultiscale A nalysis

Since the displacem entu issm allwe can solve the equa-

tion ofm otion (4)analytically and predictthe softening of

the frequency with the drive am plitude. W e em ploy m ul-

tiscale perturbation theory to obtain a usefulclosed-form

solution to Eqn.(4). In the following we describe how this

approach worksand how to extractm odelparam etersfrom

experim entaldata.[Fora com plete derivation ofm ultiscale

perturbation theory see Nayfeh, 1981.] W hile one can of

course solve Eqn. (4) num erically, the analytic approach

yields sim ple form ulae which provide m uch better physical

intuition.

A naiveapproach tosolving Eqn.(4)would beastraight-

forward expansion ofthe displacem entin the form

u(t;�)= u0(t)+ �u1(t)+ � � � : (5)

This ansatz is justi�ed for sm alldisplacem ents. Inserting

the expansion ofu in the equation ofm otion and keeping

only term sofO (�)leadsto two di�erentialequationsforu 0

and u1:

�u0 + 

2
u0 = F sin(!t); (6)

�u1 + 

2
u1 = � 2� _u0 � 
u

3

0; (7)

which are sim ply harm onic oscillatorswith an inhom ogene-

ity on the righthand side. The equation for u0 (6) can be

solved im m ediately and the solution inserted into the right

hand sideoftheequation ofm otion foru1 (7)specifying the

inhom ogeneity for u1 com pletely. The solution for u1 can

now be determ ined and a perturbative solution for u itself

can be obtained by inserting u0 and u1 into Eqn. (5). A

detailed analysisofthissolution foru(t)leadsto thefollow-

ing result:forspeci�cvaluesof! resonancesoccur,thecase

! � 
 leading to a prim ary resonance causing the solution

for u to diverge. To determ ine a solution for Eqn. (4) free

from thisproblem ,them ethod ofm ultiplescalescan beused

[Nayfeh,1981]. The idea isthe following: besidesassum ing

thatthedisplacem entissm all,wealso assum ethatthenon-

linearity issm all.In addition weassum ethattheexcitation,

thedam ping,and the nonlinearity are allofthe sam e order

in �.Thisleadsto a m odi�ed equation ofm otion foru:

�u + 

2
u + 2�� _u + �
u

3
= �F sin(!t): (8)

Furtherwe introduce two tim e scales,a slow scale T1 = �t

and a fasttim escaleT0 = twhich leadsto a transform ation

ofthe derivativesofthe form

d

dt
= D 0 + �D 1; (9)

d
2

dt2
= D

2

0 + 2�D 0D 1 + � � � ; (10)

with D i = @=@Ti.Expanding u in the form

u = u0(T0;T1)+ �u1(T0;T1) (11)

and keeping again only term soforder� leadsto thefollow-

ing setofdi�erentialequation foru0 and u1:

D
2

0u0 + 

2
u0 = 0; (12)

D
2

0u1 + 

2
u1 = � 2D 0D 1u0 (13)

� 2�D 0u0 � 
u
3

0 + F sin(!T0):

The di�erence with the previous naive expansion becom es

clearim m ediately: W hile earlierthe driving force was part
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ofthe di�erentialequation for u0,it is now part ofthe in-

hom ogeneity ofu1.A generalsolution foru0 isgiven by

u0 = A(T1)e
iT0 + �A(T1)e

�iT 0: (14)

Inserting Eqn.(14)into thedi�erentialequation foru1 (13)

yields

D
2

0u1 + 

2
u1 = � (2iA

0

+ 2i�A
+ 3A

2 �A
)e
i
 T0

� A
3

e

3i
 T0 +
1

2
F e

i! T0 + c.c. (15)

Since we are only interested in the case ! � 
,i.e.,driv-

ing nearto theresonancefrequency weintroducea detuning

param eter

! = 
+ �� ) !T 0 = 
T 0 + �T1: (16)

Inserting thisexpression into the di�erentialequation (15),

expressing A in the polar form A = 1=2aexpi�,de�ning a

new param eter� = �T1 � 
� and �
0
= � � 
�

0
,and elim -

inating the secular term s from the resulting equation,we

arrive atthe following solution foru(t):

u = acos(!t� �)+ O (�); (17)

a
0
= � a� +

1

2

F



sin�; (18)

a�
0
= a� �

3

8


a
3



+
1

2

F



cos(�): (19)

After a su�ciently long tim e,a and � willreach a steady-

state hence their derivatives willvanish and the left hand

sides of Eqns. (18) and (19) will be zero. Squaring the

equationsand adding them leadsto theso-called frequency-

response equation



2
�
2
a
2
+ a

2

�

�
�
3

8
a
2



�2

=
1

4
F

2
: (20)

Thisequation can be solved with respectto �

� =
3

8
a
2 




�

1

2a


p

F 2 � 4�2a2
 2: (21)

As � has to be real,the m axim um value for a (which we

labela0) and therefore the peak ofthe response curve can

be im m ediately determ ined:

F
2
= 4�

2
a
2

0

2

0 ) a0 =
F

2�

; (22)

and therefore

�0 =
3F

2



32�2
 3
: (23)

Thus,the m odelpredicts a quadratic softening ofthe fre-

quency with thedriveam plitudeF .Them odelalso predicts

theinvarianceoftheresonancecurvewidth � forany strain.

Solving Eqn.(20)for� and substituting a = a0=
p
2 we ob-

tain

� = 2�: (24)

Notethattheapproxim ation ignorescorrectionsofO (1=Q
2
).

Thesearenum erically sm allon thescaleoftheexperim ental

errors. At this leading order ofthe approxim ation,the ef-

fectofthenonlinearity issim ply toproducean e�ectivehar-

m onic oscillator response,with a frequency shift and peak

heightdependenton the drive am plitude.

5.2. C onstraints on the M odelParam eters from the

Experim entalD ata

The D u�ng m odelpredictsan invariantresonance curve

width �,therefore we �rst m easure this quantity from the

experim entalresonance curves. Consistent with the above
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Figure 11. Average strain am plitude � as a function

ofdrive frequency for Fontainebleau (a) and Berea (b)

and (c).Thereferencecenterfrequency is1155.98 Hzfor

Fontainebleau and 2765.179 Hz forBerea.The open cir-

clesaretheexperim entaldata;the�lled circlesm ark the

peak positions.Thesolid linesaretheoreticalpredictions

from Eqn.(20).Figure (c)showsin detailtheresonance

curve atthe higheststrain forBerea.
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expectation,we �nd that� isconstantwithin 1% for both
sam plesovertheapplicablestrain range;using relation (24)
we then im m ediately determ ine the dam ping coe�cients
� = 27:5 s

�1
fortheFontainebleau and � = 131:6 s

�1
Berea

sam ple,respectively.Using the de�nition of�0 = 2�f0 � 

and the relation F = 2�
L�=� we can rewrite Eqn.(23)in
term s ofthe e�ective strain � and the resonance frequency
f0 as:

f0 =
3L

2



16�3

�
2
+




2�
: (25)

The linear resonance frequency 
 and the nonlinearity pa-
ram eter 
 now follow by �tting the experim entaldata for
f0 as a function ofthe e�ective strain using the previous
equation. W e obtain the following values: the nonlinearity
param eter,
 = � 7:6 � 10

19
m

�2
s
�2

for the Fontainebleau
sam ple,and 
 = � 5:3� 10

19
m

�2
s
�2

for the Berea sam ple,
whereas the corresponding linear resonance frequencies are
7262:8 rad/sand 17375:7 rad/s.

5.3. C om parison of the Experim ental R esults w ith

the M odel

After determ ining m odelparam eters as above,we com -
pare the D u�ng m odelpredictions with the experim ental
resultsdescribed in Section 4.

W e begin by investigating the predictions for the reso-
nance curves them selves, as given in Eqn. (20). In Fig-
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Figure 12. Hysteresisloop aspredicted by the D u�ng

m odelusingBereaparam eters,strain 2:7� 10
�7
,frequency

= 2765.3 Hz.
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Figure 13. Spectralresponse from the D u�ng m odel

using Berea param eters, strain 2:7 � 10
�7
,frequency =

2765.3 Hz.

ure 11 we show the results from the experim ents as circles

and the results from the D u�ng m odel as solid lines for

(a) Fontainebleau and (b) Berea,where (c) shows a single

Berea resonance curve on a sm aller range in �f to dem on-

strate m ore clearly how wellthe m odelworks. In addition,

itwasshown earlier(Figure7)how theresonancefrequency

shifts as a function ofstrain for Fontainebleau and Berea

from both theexperim entand them odel.Figure7 and Fig-

ure11 clearly dem onstratetheexcellentagreem entbetween

the experim entaldata and the m odelpredictions.

In Figure12 weshow thestress-strain loop obtained from

the D u�ng m odel: no cuspsare presentin agreem entwith

theexperim entalresults.M oreoverourm odelindicatesthat

the response ofthe bar to the externaldrive is dom inated

by the fundam entalm ode and there is no excitation due

to m ode-coupling ofany higherharm onicsasshown in Fig-

ure 13. This prediction is in contradiction with previous

work [Johnson et al.,1996]where it was claim ed that the

absence offrequency softening is not su�cient to rule out

nonlinearity in rocksasharm onicgeneration m ay existeven

in the absence ofa discernible frequency shift. O ur m odel

predictions are again in very good agreem ent with the ex-

perim entalresults.

6. C om parison w ith P revious R esults

As already discussed in the Introduction, experim ents

sim ilar to the one described in this paper have been car-

ried outin thepastwith som ewhatconfusing results.Som e

ofthem ,e.g.,those ofW inkler et al. [1979],are in quali-

tative agreem entwith our�ndingsthough with lesscontrol

overerrors,while otherpapersclaim quite di�erentresults.

Am ong thissecond setofpapers,two papersareexperim en-

tally very close to the present work (two ofthe authors of

the currentpaperwere involved in these experim ents): the

papers by G uyer et al. [1999](referred to as G TJ below)

and Sm ith and TenCate [2000](referred to asS& T below).

W enow addressthequestion why such di�ering conclusions

were arrived atearlier: wasitthe experim entaldata them -

selvesorwerethey analyzed and interpreted incorrectly? In

order to provide the answer we reanalyze a subset of the

olderdata setsinvestigated in G TJ and S& T.

The experim ent underlying the two papers was carried

outovera long span oftim e.Thedata setanalyzed in G TJ

is in fact a sm allsubset ofthe data investigated in S& T,

as stated in the second paper explictly. The sam ple under

consideration was a Berea sandstone rod,35 cm long and

2.4 cm in diam eter(thenum bersquoted in G TJ areslightly

di�erent:30 cm length and 6 cm diam eter,we veri�ed that

S& T werecorrect),thereforevery sim ilartothesam pleused

in thispaper.In orderto reduce e�ectsfrom m oisture con-

tained in the sandstone the sam ple waskeptundervacuum

foran extended period.Thisincreased the quality factorof

the rod to Q � 300 m aking the analysis ofthe experim ent

easier, since the resonance curves are less broad than for

lower Q . (In G TJ the quality factor is incorrectly quoted

to be Q = 170,the discrepancy arising due to m easuring Q

from the width ofthe resonance curve at half-m axim um of

the am plitude ratherthan at1=
p
2 ofthe m axim um .) The

quality factor in the old experim ent was therefore roughly

�ve tim es higher than in the current one. The resonance

frequency in the old experim entwasf � 2880 Hz,which is

closetheresonancefrequency ofthesam pleweinvestigated,

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,butforeach separate m easurem entthe tem -

peraturewascontrolled to approxim ately 0.1
�
C.Theexper-

im ents were carried outin three di�erentstrain ranges: at

very low strain,at m edium strain,and at high strain. W e
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Figure 14. Com parison with previous experim ents on

Berea: (a) resonance frequency curves for three sets of

experim ents at three di�erent strain ranges. (b) The

corresponding resonance frequency peaks. Note the log-

arithm ic scale on the x-axis. The solid lines represent

predictionsofthe theoreticalm odel,see Eqn.(23).

willbe m ore speci�c about the strain ranges below. The

m ain result found by G TJ was a linear fall-o� ofthe reso-

nancefrequency peak with increasing strain whileS& T con-

cluded from thesam eexperim entaldata thattheresonance

frequency peak fello� �rst linearly and then quadratically

with increasing strain.

Before we turn to discusstheanalysisstrategiesfollowed

in G TJ and S& T we �rst investigate a subset of the old

data setin exactly thesam eway asin thenew experim ents.

The results are shown in Figure 14. W e random ly chose

one data settaken ata constanttem perature of35
�
C.Fig-

ure 14(a) shows three sets ofresonance curves at di�erent

strain ranges.The peaksofthe resonance curvesare deter-

m ined with ourM CM C analysism ethod asdescribed in Sec-

tion 3 and m arked by the �lled circles. In Figure 14(b)the

peaksofthe resonance curvesare plotted versusthe strain.

From this �gure the strain ranges can be read o�: the low

strain regim erangesfrom 3.1� 10
�8

to 5.8� 10
�7
,them edium

strain regim efrom 1.64� 10
�7

to1.3� 10
�6
,and thehigh strain

regim e from 8.1� 10
�7

to 2.5� 10
�6
.Thesolid linesin thelow

and m edium strain regim e represent the predictions from

our m odel. In these two regim es the predictions from the

D u�ng m odelare excellent,and no unexpected behavior,

such as a linear fall-o� is observed. Note,that the m odel

in thiscase workseven athigherstrainsthan the threshold

found in the new experim ent,although ofcourse �M in the

old experim entalsam ples could have been di�erent. The

m easurem ents in the high strain regim e are contam inated

by nonequilibrium e�ectsand therefore oursim ple m odelis

notapplicable.To reiterate:the old data setreanalyzed by

us is in com plete agreem ent with the results from our new

experim ents. A threshold where the Berea sam ple behaves

asalinearm aterialexists,forlow strainsthesam plebehaves

like a classicalnonlinear m aterial,and at very high strain,

dueto nonequilibrium e�ects,theinterpretation ofthedata

becom es very involved and does not allow for deciding be-

tween classicalornonclassicalbehavior.

Afterverifying thatthe old experim entaldata in no way

contradict the results from our new experim ents we now

turn to the analysis strategies used in G TJ and S& T and

the interpretationsoftheir�ndings.

In contrast to our analysis, in which we determ ine the

peak ofevery singleresonantcurve,G TJ analyzethedataat

constantstrain.W hile thism ethod should work in general,

ithasseveralshortcom ings.First,the resonance curvesan-

alyzed in G TJ wereonly sparsely sam pled with data points.

In order to carry out the constant strain analysis,the res-

onance curves had to be interpolated to obtain the values

atoneconstantstrain.This�tting procedurem ightlead to

a bias in the results with respect to the functionalform of

the�tapplied.Second,thenum berofdata pointsavailable

forthe application ofthe constantstrain analysisdecreases

rapidly with strain am plitude. Third,the constant strain

analysis leads to correlated error bars. (O urM CM C-based

m ethod isfree from these problem s.)
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Figure 15. Com parison ofdi�erent�ts for (a) the old

Berea data set and (b) the new Berea data set. Note

thelogarithm ic scaleon thex-axis.Theblack lineshows

the quadratic �t obtained from the D u�ng m odel,the

red line shows the best linear �t including data points

only to therightofthedashed line.Inclusion ofalldata

pointsforthe linear�tm akesthe �tm uch worse.
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Theresultsforthedependenceoftheresonancefrequency

versus strain are shown in Figure 3(a) in G TJ.The strain

range shown on the x-axis in this plot is 10
�8

to 5� 10
�7

as explained in the text. The three di�erent curves G TJ

show are from di�erent m easurem ents and in allcases the

dynam ic range is very sm all. Consider now the lowest {
and longest { ofthese curves,the strain range here is only

10�7 to 3� 10�7 .A linear�tforthisdata setm ightnaively

appear to be justi�ed,even though the data points at the

higherstrainsare already falling o� a linear�t.

Toem phasizetheim portanceofhavingsu�cientdynam ic

range,wereturn toFigure14(b)and consideronlythelowest

strain m easurem entdataset,shown in detailin Figure15(a).

The dashed line m arksthe strain corresponding to the low-

eststrain in G TJ in theirlongeststrain rangem easurem ent.

W e show in red the bestlinear �tto allthe data pointson

therightofthisline.Thehigheststrain in G TJ was3� 10�7

so would only include4 ofthedatapointsin Figure15(a).If

we only concentrate on thestrain regim e to the rightofthe

dashed line,both �ts,linear and quadratic are acceptable.

Butifwe considerallthe available data pointsdown to the

lowest strain,the linear �t fails by being too high. There-

fore,in orderto m akea de�nitestatem entaboutthebest�t

to thedata itisclearly im portantto havea su�cientrange

in strain.

Itisnotpossibletoobtain uncontam inated m easurem ents

athigherstrainsasdiscussed in detailearlier,hence exten-

sion ofdynam icrangerequiresm easurem entsatlow strains,

ascarried outin thepresentwork.W edem onstratetheuse-

fulness ofthis in Figure 15(b) where we show once again

the new Berea m easurem ents with the quadratic �t shown

in black,and the best linear �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 m uch worse. It is apparent that without su�-

cientdynam icrangeitiseasy to bem isled in �tting a linear

curve to the data. Including allthe data points down to a

strain of10
�9

dem onstratesthecorrectnessofthequadratic

�t. To sum m arize: the experim entaldata in G TJ is ap-

parently correct,butthe dynam ic range ofthe data points

analyzed is notsu�cientto draw any conclusion regarding

the nonlinearbehaviorofthe m aterial.

Finally we are unable to understand the rem ark in G TJ

that the traditionaltheory ofnonlinear elasticity predicts

a value of�f=f 0 � 10
�10

at a strain ofroughly 3 � 10
�7
.

Allthattraditionaltheory predictsisa quadraticfrequency

shiftwhich wedo observe;them agnitudeissetby a certain

dynam icnonlinearity coe�cientwhich,in e�ect,ism easured

in theexperim ent.No contradiction with classicalnonlinear

theory is observed in ourexperim entor indeed in the data

ofG TJ.

Next,we turn to the results found in S& T.O ne ofthe

m ain objectives in thatwork was to investigate the depen-

denceofthefrequency shift(hence,theshiftin theYoung’s

m odulus) as a function oftem perature changes. The idea

wasthatstatichysteresism echanism s(ifpresentatvery low

strains) could be due to therm alactivation instead ofm e-

chanicalstick-slip processesasin quasi-staticexperim entsat

m uch higherstrain. (However,the authorsdid notdirectly

investigate ifthe system showed cuspy hysteretic behavior

in the �rstplace.)
Experim ents at tem peratures ranging from 35� to 65�

were carried out. In addition di�erent strain regim es were

investigated atdi�erenttim es,asshown in thepreviousFig-

ure14(a).The condition oftherock m ighthavechanged in

between these di�erent tim es, which could have led to a

contam ination ofthe results. D ata-�tting was carried out

by �tting to a sim ple pole response characteristic,however,

the possible system atic errors in this procedure were not

discussed. In addition,foreach tem perature,the three dif-

ferentsetsofm easurem entsatlow,m edium ,and high strain

were shifted in order to obtain a single m easurem ent over

a wide strain range. This approach is likely to lead to a

biasin theresultsincetherock m ighthavebeen in di�erent

m etastable conditioned statesforeach 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

resonancefrequencyshiftcurves,independentofthetem per-

ature atwhich they were taken orthe resonance frequency

!0 (recallthe di�erent strain ranges ofthe data shown in

Figure 14).The resultofthisanalysisisshown in Figure 6

ofS& T.It is im m ediately clear that a single �t to allthe

curves is rather dangerous and the single �t (solid line in

Figure 6) does not work particularly well. The functional

form ofthe�t{ �rstlinearand then quadratic{ istherefore

also notvery m eaningful,sinceno errorbarsareshown,any

other functionalform ,such as pure quadratic,would have

probably worked aswell.

Theauthors’contention thatthetem perature-insensitivity

ofthecoe�cientsdeterm ining thefrequency shiftisdirectly

related to the underlying lossm echanism { and hence rules

out therm alactivation m echanism s { is incorrect. The re-

lationship between the frequency shift and the loss m echa-

nism is yetto be elucidated: as shown in the presentwork

forexam ple,nonlinearfrequency shiftsand linearlossescan

easily coexist and it is well-known that the loss factor is

tem perature-dependent.

In sum m ary,the m easurem ents used in G TJ and S& T

are in fact in very good agreem ent with our current m ea-

surem entsand understanding ofthe nonlinearities in rocks

below a certain strain threshold { itisthe interpretation of

thedatain thesetwopapersthatm ustbecorrected.In G TJ

thestrain rangeoverwhich theanalysiswascarried outwas

insu�cientto reach any conclusive result aboutthe fall-o�

ofthe resonance frequency peak with strain. In S& T the

�tting procedure applied to the data setsseem sto have led

to erroneous conclusions about the behavior of�f versus

strain.

7. Sum m ary and O utlook

In thispaperwe havedescribed a setofresonantbarex-

perim entscarried outforBerea,Fontainebleau,and Acrylic

(asa linearcontrolm aterial)in orderto investigate the dy-

nam ic com pliance and loss m echanism s at low strains,be-

tween 5 � 10
�8

and 2 � 10
�6
. To ensure isolation from en-

vironm entalin
uences,such as tem perature and hum idity,

an isolation cham berwasem ployed to obtain controlled and

repeatable results.

The m ain conclusion ofour work is the dem arcation of

two strain regim es: in the �rst regim e the m aterial dis-

playsreversible softening ofthe resonance frequency,while

in the second regim e, which occurs after a m aterial and

environm ent-dependent threshold �M , nonequilibrium and

conditioning e�ects becom e im portant. Som e ofthese re-

sults were previously reported in a short com m unication

[TenCate etal. 2004]. Here we report the results ofa de-

tailed study forthe�rststrain regim e{ below �M { forboth

Berea and Fontainebleau sam plesm easuring quantitiessuch

asthe quality factor,stress-strain loops,and am plitudesof

higherharm onics.By repeating m easurem entson the sam e

sam pleswehavedem onstrated therobustnessoftheresults.

Atstrainscharacteristicofreversiblenonlinearbehavior,the

quality factorisessentially constant,butitispossible that

it reduces at higher strain values. It is not unreasonable

to speculate that { unlike the resonance frequency shift {

theam plitudedependenceofthequality factorisconnected

to the onsetofnonequilibrium behavior,butthisaspectre-

quiresfurtherinvestigation.

The data analysiswascarried using a statisticalm ethod

based on a G aussian process m odel. This param eter-free
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m ethod avoids any biasing ofthe analysis due to �tting of

the resonance curveswith speci�c functionalform s. Italso

determ ines reliable error bars for the resonance frequency

shift �f as a function ofthe applied drive strength. The

vast m ajority ofprevious papers analyzing sim ilar experi-

m entsdo notprovide a detailed erroranalysis.

A theoreticalfram ework for the experim entalresults is

provided by a sim ple dam ped D u�ng m odel for which

closed-form results can be obtained. The D u�ng m odel

predictionsare in excellentagreem entwith theentire setof

experim entalm easurem entsoverthe strain regim e � < �M .

O ur results are in disagreem ent with som e ofthe previ-

ouswork carried outwith theresonantbartechniqueashas

been pointed outattherelevantplacesin them ain body of

the paper. In two cases { Sm ith and TenCate,[2000]and

G uyer et al.,[1999]{ we have reanalyzed a subset ofthe

older experim ental data and have dem onstrated that the

disagreem ent is not due to fundam entaldi�erences in the

data but due to m istakes in the theoreticalinterpretation

and analysis in these papers. Thus,one goalofthis paper

is sim ply to clarify the present state of knowledge in the

low-strain regim e.

W hile in this paper, we have focused on the reversible

nonlinear regim e (� < �M ),future work willtarget the un-

derstanding ofthenonequilibrium behaviorofgeom aterials.

The investigation ofthissecond regim e isatthe sam e tim e

fascinating and very challenging.Itisdi�cult,butessential,

to disentangle conditioning/nonequilibrium and nonlinear

e�ects. New experim entalstrategies have to be developed

forthisendeavor.Atthesam etim ea theoreticalfram ework

which encom passes and explains allknown physicale�ects

needsto be developed.
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N otes

1.Sources: Fontainebleau: IFP,Berea:Cleveland 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. D ue to dif-

ferent environm entalfactors,e.g. tem perature,the resonance

frequencies ofthe sam ples have shifted slightly.
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