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Abstract

As an alternative to domain discretization methods, the boundary element method (BEM) provides a powerful tool for the cal-
culation of dynamic structural response in frequency and time domain. Field equations of motion and boundary conditions are cast
into boundary integral equations (BIE), which are discretized only on the boundary. Fundamental solutions are used as weighting
functions in the BIE which fulfil the Sommerfeld radiation condition, i.e., the energy radiation into a surrounding medium is modelled
correctly. Therefore, infinite and semi-infinite domains can be effectively treated by the method. The soil represents such a semi-infinite
domain in soil-structure-interaction problems. The response to vibratory loads superimposed to static pre-loads can often be calculated
by linear viscoelastic constitutive equations. Conventional viscoelastic constitutive equations can be generalized by taking fractional
order time derivatives into account. In the present paper two time domain BEM approaches including generalized viscoelastic be-
haviour are compared with the Laplace domain BEM approach and subsequent numerical inverse transformation. One of the pre-
sented time domain approaches uses an analytical integration of the elastodynamic BIE in a time step. Viscoelastic constitutive
properties are introduced after Laplace transformation by means of an elastic—viscoelastic correspondence principle. The transient
response is obtained by inverse transformation in each time step. The other time domain approach is based on the so-called ‘con-
volution quadrature method’. In this formulation, the convolution integral in the BIE is numerically approximated by a quadrature
formula whose weights are determined by the same Laplace transformed fundamental solutions used in the first method and a linear
multistep method. A numerical study of wave propagation problems in 3-d viscoelastic continuum is performed for comparing the
three BEM formulations. © 1999 Elsevier Science S.A. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The boundary element method (BEM) has become a widely used numerical tool in statics and dynamics
[15]. A review about the efforts in dynamics is published by Beskos [6,7]. Main advantages of the method
are the reduction of the problem dimension by one and the implicit fulfilment of the radiation condition for
unbounded domains.

For transient elastodynamic problems, the BEM is mostly formulated in frequency or Laplace domain
followed by an inverse transformation, e.g. [1]. Mansur [27] developed one of the first boundary element
formulations in the time domain for the scalar wave equation and for elastodynamics with zero initial
conditions [28]. The extension of this formulation to non-zero initial conditions was presented by Antes
[2]. Detailed information about this procedure can be found in the book of Dominguez [11]. Frequent
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applications are soil-structure-interaction problems (e.g., [5]), dynamic analysis of 3-d foundations [23] and
contact problems [3].

Viscoelastic solids can be effectively treated by BEM in Laplace domain. However, calculation of
transient response via the Laplace domain requires the inverse transformation. Since all numerical inver-
sion formulas depend on a proper choice of their parameters [29] a direct evaluation in time domain seems
to be preferable. On the other hand direct calculation of viscoelastic solids in time domain requires the
knowledge of viscoelastic fundamental solutions.

Such solutions can be obtained by means of an elastic—viscoelastic correspondence principle. In Ref. [19]
the elastic fundamental solution has been transformed into Laplace domain and then the elastic—visco-
elastic correspondence principle has been adopted. For a simple rheological material model an analytical
inverse Laplace transformation is given. This leads to the viscoelastic fundamental solution in time domain.

For the implementation of this viscoelastic fundamental solution in a 3-d time domain BEM program it
is advantageous to perform the time integration analytically in a time step. This has been carried out
successfully in Ref. [34], but leads to a very complicated series solution. An alternative approach to obtain a
viscoelastic boundary integral formulation in time domain is treated by the authors in Ref. [17]. The
generalization of this approach for generalized constitutive equations with better curve fitting properties of
measured data is presented in Ref. [18]. A completely different approach on the basis of the ‘convolution
quadrature method’ developed by Lubich [24] is published in Ref. [33].

In the present paper all three approaches, calculation in Laplace domain and the two time domain
formulations, are presented. Results of forced wave propagation in a 3-d rod are compared. Finally, the
wave propagation in an elastic concrete foundation slab bonded to viscoelastic semi-infinite soil is studied.

2. Constitutive equation

Decomposition of the stress tensor ¢;; into the the hydrostatic part J,,04/3 and the deviatoric part s;;
yields
Gl/ = %Gkkéij + Sij7 Where Sii = 0 (1)
The corresponding decomposition holds for the strain tensor ¢;

1
&ij = §8kk6ij + €ij, where e = 0. (2)

Two independent sets of constitutive equations for viscoelastic materials exist after this decomposition

/ ! /! "
P75 = Q7 7€ij» Pr{70i = 9k 7+ (3)
i dik s hdrk st dk “— hdr

More flexibility in fitting measured data in a large frequency range is obtained by replacing the integer order
time derivatives by fractional order time derivatives [16].
The derivative of fractional order « is defined by

d*x(¢) 1 d [x(t—-7)
- dt 0<a<1 4
de Ir(l— oc)dt/o o o s @

with the Gamma function I'(1 — ) = [;* e™x *dx, as the inverse operation of fractional integration at-
tributed to Riemann and Liouville [30]. A different definition based on generalized finite differences is given
by Griinwald [21]

S ) S (-3 “

J=

This discrete definition is more convenient in constitutive equations treated by time stepping algorithms and
the equivalence of definition (4) and (5) can be shown.
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The fractional derivatives in Eq. (4) appear complicated in time domain. However, Laplace transform
reveals the useful result

AT =20} - Y0, w1 <as ©

o o—1—k
dr c— dt

where s is the Laplace variable.
With the definition (4) or (5) the generalized viscoelastic constitutive equations are given by

N o M dP N d% M dP
/ !/ /! "
Zpk@sij = quMeij’ Zpkﬁaii = qumsii- (7)
k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0

For N =M =1 and fractional time derivatives of order o and f a possible representation of a uniaxial
stress strain equation with 5 parameters (£ Young’s modulus, p, ¢ viscoelastic parameters and the orders of
the fractional derivatives o and f3)

d’ d’
p@G—FG:E s—|—q@8 (8)

is given. For wave propagation problems, e.g., in unbounded domains, the wave velocity is important. In
viscoelasticity it is defined with the initial modulus E(0) of the relaxation function [8]

_ [EO
c= ) 9)

For the determination of the initial modulus, the initial value theorem of Laplace transform
lim, o f(¢) = lim,_, s #{f (s)} is used. This theorem and the definition of the initial modulus lead to
1+ps* (1/sP) + ps*=#

E(0) =lim E = F lim
( ) 500 1+qsﬁ 500 (I/Sﬁ) +gq

(10)

The limiting process gives a finite value only for the restriction o = f5. For solid viscoelastic materials this
restriction is in accordance with experimental data.

Finally, according to Ref. [4] a credible model of the viscoelastic phenomenon should predict nonneg-
ative internal work and a nonnegative rate of energy dissipation. To satisfy these restrictions, constraints on
the remaining parameters of the model are developed. This produces the constraints [31]

E>0, ¢g>p>0, 0<a=p<2. (11)

A powerful tool for calculating viscoelastic behaviour from a known elastic response is the elastic—visco-
elastic correspondence principle. According to this principle [14] the viscoelastic solution is calculated from
the analytical elastic solution by replacing the elastic moduli in the Fourier or Laplace transformed domain
by the transformed impact response functions of the viscoelastic material model. The viscoelastic solution is
then obtained by inverse transformation.

As an example for calculating viscoelastic behaviour with the elastic—viscoelastic correspondence prin-
ciple a free-fixed 1-d rod is used (Fig. 1). The solutions for the displacement u(x, ¢) can be determined with
inverse Laplace transformation from the elastic solution in Laplace domain [20]

F(s) sinh(sx/c)

(x,5) = pc scosh(st/c)

(12)

after inserting the elastic—viscoelastic correspondence

1 ” 1 “
E—E-1P = c—cyf s (13)
1+ gs* 1 4 gs*

In the equations above () denotes the Laplace transformed functions. Whereas the elastic solution can be
obtained by an analytical inversion, the viscoelastic one is performed by a numerical inverse transformation.
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Fig. 1. Displacement at x = ¢ of a free-fixed 1-d rod versus time for different viscoelastic parameters p.

Here, the method of Talbot [35] is used. For F(t) = I NH(t), E=1N/m? p=1kg/m3 g=1s78%
o= 0.8 and ¢ = 3 m the displacement u(¥, ¢) is plotted versus time for different viscoelastic parameters p in
Fig. 1.

For 3-d continua the elastic—viscoelastic correspondence principle is as simple as in the 1-d case. If the
same damping mechanisms are assumed in hydrostatic and deviatoric stress strain state, the corresponding
3-d constitutive equations are gained by replacing the uniaxial stress and strain by the hydrostatic and the
deviatoric states. For the above-mentioned generalized three parameter model (8) the elastic—viscoelastic
correspondence is the same as in the 1-d case (13) with unchanged real Poisson’s ratio v. The last condition
is only valid if the same damping mechanisms are present [31].

As for the above-mentioned 1-d rod example, construction of fundamental solutions by the elastic—
viscoelastic correspondence principle leads to viscoelastic solutions in Laplace or Fourier domain, firstly.
Afterwards, a numerical inverse transformation is necessary.

3. Comparison of numerical inverse transformation algorithms

As only few viscoelastic constitutive equations of minor practical importance allow analytical inverse
Laplace transformation, the performance of numerical inverse transformation methods is analysed below.
Based on the study in Ref. [29], here, the algorithms of Durbin [13] and Crump [9] are taken into con-
sideration and additionally the method of Talbot [35]. The two first mentioned methods are further de-
velopments of the algorithm proposed by Dubner and Abate [12]. The main idea of the method is a Fourier
series expansion of the complex inversion formula of Laplace transformation. In contradiction to this the
method of Talbot maps the complex integration along the Bromwich contour with infinite limits into a real
integral with finite integration limits.

Table 1 compares the results of inverse transformation for the following test functions at discrete times
e function 1: e H(t — a)

e function 2 : m e iy/s(s + o) el (%\/tz - (5)2) e TH(1—1)

o 14ps07
A/ Thg07

e function 3: 1 e
where H( ) denotes the Heaviside function and @ = 1,7/c = 0.5,p = 1 and ¢ = 2. The dashes in the table
denotes no solution or nonconverging method. The test functions were selected because of the following
reasons:
o shifting of the Heaviside function in function 1 occurs in the elastodynamic fundamental solution (23)
and represents the wave front, which is also expected in the viscoelastic case,
o function 2 is part of the transformed fundamental solution with viscoelastic Maxwell model [34],
o function 3 is part of Eq. (20) after applying the elastic—viscoelastic correspondence principle (13).
The results in Table 1 for function 1 correspond to times before and after the Heaviside jump at ¢ = a.
The method of Talbot fails for # < a. Only the results of the method by Crump can be considered zero
numerically in this range.

«—no analytical solution
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Table 1
Comparison of inverse transformation algorithms

Time (s) Talbot Exact Durbin Crump
0.7 —3.91 x 10% 0.000000 7.88 x 107* 1.60 x 10~°
0.9 —5.04 x 102 0.000000 9.67 x 107* 1.95x 1078
function 1 1.1 1.000000 1.000000 0.998886 0.999999
1.3 1.000000 1.000000 0.998565 1.000000
1.5 1.000000 1.000000 1.004410 1.000000
0.5 0.394691 0.389400 0.389363 -
0.6 0.708395 0.745920 0.746377 0.745920
function 2 0.7 0.715297 0.715298 0.716224 0.715298
0.8 0.686752 0.686759 0.690466 0.686759
0.9 0.660142 0.660141 0.663267 0.660141
0.5 0.906345 - 0.906504 -
0.6 0.926606 - 0.925405 0.926606
function 3 0.7 0.938730 - 0.942046 0.938730
0.8 0.947151 - 0.943823 0.947151
0.9 0.953470 - 0.949619 0.953470

Based on a more detailed comparison [31] it can be concluded, that the methods by Talbot and Crump
lead to better accuracy than the method by Durbin, which is as well more time consuming for complicated
functions. The method of Crump seams to be very suitable, but it is obviously not so robust like the method
of Durbin, i.e., for some times it does not converge. If jumps can be avoided the method of Talbot should
be preferred. Nevertheless, for all three methods a proper choice of the parameters is essential.

4. Viscoelastic BE-formulations

Assuming homogeneity and linear viscoelastic material the dynamic behaviour of a waveguide as well as
the wave propagation in an unbounded domain Q will be determined. In the following, Latin indices take
the values 1,2, and 1,2,3 in 2-d and 3-d, respectively, where summation convention is implied over repeated
indices, and commas and over-dots denote spatial and time differentiation, respectively. On the boundary
I'=T,UT, of the domain @, tractions p;(x, ) and displacements u;(X, t), respectively, i.e.

oyn; = pi(x,t) fort>0, xerl,, u(x,t) = qi(x,t) fort>0, xeTl, (14)
are prescribed, while the initial conditions u;(x,0) and #;(x,0),x € QU I are assumed to be zero
u;(x,0) =0, ;(x,0) =0 xeQUT. (15)

;; is the stress tensor and n; means the outward normal vector on the boundary I'. Neglecting the body
force effects, the dynamic extension of Betti’s reciprocal work theorem combining two states of displace-
ments and tractions (U, P;) and (u;, p;) leads to the integral equation [31]

ij(y)uj(y, t) = /F (]ij(xa Y, t) *pj(xv t)drx _f Pij(xa Y, t) * uj(xv t)d[')m (16)

Iy

where * denotes the convolution with respect to time. U;; and P; are the displacements and tractions, re-
spectively, due to a unit impulse in the direction x;, i.e., the time-dependent fundamental solution of the full
space. For the linear viscoelastic material described in Section 2, e.g., the generalized 3-parameter model
(8), the integral free terms c;(y) are identical to those of elastostatics and dependent only on the local
geometry at y and on Poisson’s ratio v, i.e., for y on a smooth boundary ¢;;(y) = 6;;/2. However, this is
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valid only for the assumption of the same viscoelastic behaviour of the deviatoric and hydrostatic stress
strain state.

When x approaches y, the kernel U;(x,y, t) is weakly singular and P;(x, y, ¢) is strongly singular, i.e., the
second integral in Eq. (16) exists only in the Cauchy principal value sense.

According to the boundary element method the boundary surface I' is discretized by E iso-parametric
elements I, where F polynomlal spatial shape functions N/ (x) are defined. Hence, with the time dependent
nodal values u /(¢) and Py /(1) the following representation is adapted

=Y SV @), px) = ZZNf (17)

e=1 f=1 e=1 f=

Inserting these ‘ansatz’ functions in Eq. (16) gives

) ZZ{ / Uy(x,y, )NJ(x)drx*p;f(t)—}ipi,-<x7y7t>zvz<x>drx*u;f-f'm}. (18)

In what follows, usually, the fundamental solutions must be known. Only for the simplest viscoelastic
model, the Maxwell material, the fundamental solutions are available analytically [17]. For more realistic
models the fundamental solutions are only known in Laplace domain. Until now, three different boundary
element formulations have been proposed. These are summarized here and afterwards described in more
detail:

e Formulation 1: Uses the boundary element method in Laplace domain and a subsequent numerical in-
verse transformation, proposed, e.g., by [1].

e Formulation 2: Time shape functions for the unknown displacements and tractions are chosen and the
convolution of these functions with the elastodynamic fundamental solution is integrated analytically.
The result is transformed in Laplace domain, where the elastic—viscoelastic correspondence principle is
applied. A numerical inverse transformation leads to a time domain boundary element formulation [18].

e Formulation 3: Uses the so called ‘convolution quadrature method’ developed by Lubich [24] to evaluate
the convolution in Eq. (18). This method only requires the fundamental solutions inLaplace domain [33].
In all three formulations the spatial integration of the regular integrals over the boundary elements is

performed by Gaussian quadrature. The weakly singular integrals are regularized with polar coordinate

transformation and the strongly singular integrals with the method proposed by Guiggiani [22]. Finally, the
solution of the resulting algebraic system of equations is solved by a direct solver.
Formulation 1: The Laplace transform of the integral equation (18) is

E
i) =33

e=1

{/ ¥V (0B ()T, — P,y N (0 <s>drx}. (19)

Ie e

The viscoelastic fundamental solutions Uj;(x,y,s) and P,(x,y,s) are obtained by applying the elastic—vis-
coelastic correspondence to the elastodynamic solutions [10]

~ 1 3rirj 0y st+l L ooso+l L rip| 1 e 1 i 0jj s
0y(x3.9) = gof 2 (2 - ) [Pmet -5 e T et - S+ e o)

where r = /rr; with r; = x; — ;. The corresponding fundamental traction components needed in Eq. (19)
are obtained via

Pz‘j = P(C% - 2C§)Ujm,m5iknk + pcg(Uji,k”k + Ujk,ink) (21)

with the Kronecker symbol J;. The correspondence principle simply replaces the elastic wave velocities by
the viscoelastic ones

E(1—v) 1+ gs* E 1+ gs*
S 2 - S . — 22
ol —20(1+v)  Nixp 27\ 20 +v) 2\ 11ps (22)




L. Gaul, M. Schanz | Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg. 179 (1999) 111-123 117

in Egs. (20) and (21). As next step, the solution is transformed back to time domain. Preferable methods for
this application are those of Durbin or Crump, according to the experience reported in [26].

Formulation 2: As has been shortly summarized above, this formulation uses the elastodynamic fun-
damental solutions in time domain, e.g., for the displacements

Uy(x, &, 1,7) :ﬁ{(t—‘f)ﬁ)(”) {HQ—T_C%) _H(t_f_c%ﬂ

(23)
TP S W P (A |
(o C1 (€53 C
with abbreviated functions depending on spatial coordinates only
3rr; — 0y rr; O;j — Fil;
f()(”):%’ hr) = 'rj7 fz(r):%- (24)

The solution for the tractions is calculated by the time domain expression corresponding to Eq. (21). The
elapsed time ¢ is discretized by N equal time-increments Az. The simplest nontrivial choice for the time shape
functions, ensuring that no terms drop out in the boundary integral equation after one differentiation, are
linear shape functions for the displacements ujf (t) and constant shape functions for the tractions pjf (1)

e e by — T ef T — In-1 3 ¢
Mjf(t) = (uj.(fm—l) At + ”j}z A ), ij(t) =1 'pj)ﬁ (25)

The actual time step is m. Inserting these ‘ansatz’ function in Eq. (18) analytical time integration can be
carried out within each time step because of the properties of the Dirac and Heaviside functions. This
integration leads to piecewise defined functions. For the sake of brevity the integration is indicated only for
the first term on the right side of Eq. 18)

0, t<tw1+ 2
. 1 G {(r 1)’ — (i)z} f’f'c%r)’ tnt +E£<t<ty+Z,
/%1 Uj(x, &t —1)dt = anp fo(r) [ttm — o — %+ t”’z"}, 5 <t<ty1+% (26)
'@[(é)z = (tn = fﬂ A L <<t t g
0 b+ L <t

Now, after performing the convolution, function (26) and the corresponding function for the tractions are
transformed in the Laplace domain

o & o B 1 t'” Sfo(r) 7.2 _
U" _ d S[d — t _ (_ Sfd
‘/0 ;/’ml U(X’g’t ) °e - 4an 1{ by 1+— |: 2 < t ; 1) (Cl) > +f1(r)]e !

ty— 1+ t2 t2
+ <tt —tty g — m+’”‘) e s'ds

bt 2
+/mtm1++_ [ ( ) (t—tn) + fa(r)|e™ dt}

e om0 ()]

+ﬁm%muﬁm%?} (27)

In Laplace domain the elastic—viscoelastic correspondence (22) is applied. Causality of the solution implies
that no response is present prior to the arrival of the waves. This physical requirement is assumed for the
numerical inversion of Eq. (27). The correspondence relation

Lfemt — Lfe oo f(t =ty 1 )H(t — ty1) — f(t — t,)H(t — t) (28)
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is taken into account as well. The inverse transformation therefore leads to a function defined piecewise in
the time ranges of Eq. (26) with the viscoelastic wave velocities

. . q : ; q
C}/lscoelastlc — Cl\/f c;lscoelasllc =y, /5, (29)
p p

defined in accordance to Egs. (9) and (10). The inversion is carried out numerically by the method of
Talbot, because the method of Crump produces convergence problems and the method of Durbin is very
time consuming.

Formulation 3: In this formulation the convolution between the fundamental solutions and the corre-
sponding nodal values in Eq. (18) is performed numerically with the so-called ‘convolution quadrature
method’ proposed by Lubich [24,25]. The quadrature formula approximates a convolution integral

K0 =50 e = [ (- gl (30)

by the finite sum
y(nAtr) an J(ADg(jAr), n=0,1,...,N. (31)

The integration weights ,(A¢) are the coefficients of the power series for the function f(I'(z)/At at the
point y(z)/At. Herein, y(z) is the quotient of the characteristic polynomials of a linear multistep method,
e.g., the backward differentiation formula of second order y(z) = 3/2 — 2z + (1/2)z*. The coefficients are
calculated by the integral

1 NG W S Y C T A g
wn(At)—E/z_kf<At> 'z LZf<Tt >e & (32)

=0

with + being the radius of a circle in the domain of analyticity of f (z). The integral in Eq. (32) is ap-
proximated by a trapezoidal rule with L equal steps 2n/L, after transformation to polar coordinates.
Details of the convolution quadrature method can be found in [24,25]. An example of this quadrature
formula related to the boundary element method is presented in [32].

The quadrature formula (31) is applied to Eq. (18). The result is the following boundary element time-
stepping formulation for n =0,1,... N

E F n
@)y, 80) = 3325 {a Dy, A0pf (k81) = 0By . Ao/ (ko) } (33)
e=1 f=1 k=0
with the weights corresponding to Eq. (32)
,,,L 1 26T
o (Uy,y, Ar) = / At ) N/ (x)dle "%, (34)
il
A " L 1 })(?e T) N/ dF —m(— 35
’IUJ ( lj’y’ t) I/ X,y At ( ) © . ( )

Note that the calculation of the quadrature weights (34) and (35) is only based on the Laplace transformed
fundamental solutions. Therefore, applying the elastic-viscoelastic correspondence principle to the fun-
damental solutions (20) and (21) leads to a visco-elastodynamic boundary element formulation in time
domain. The calculation of the integration weights (34) and (35) is performed very fast with a technique
similar to the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT).
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5. Numerical examples

The propagation of waves in a 3-d continuum has been calculated by the presented three viscoelastic
boundary element formulations. The first part of the examples compare numerical results of the three
methods. As well, the wave propagation in a 3-d rod is compared with the 1-d solution. In the second part,
the wave propagation in an elastic foundation slab bonded to a viscoelastic half-space is calculated.

5.1. Comparison of the methods

The problem geometry, material data and the associated boundary discretization of the 3-d rod are
shown in Fig. 2. The rod is fixed on one end, and is excited by a pressure jump according to a unit step
function H (¢) on the other free end. The remaining surfaces are traction free. Linear spatial shape functions
on 72 triangles are used. Fig. 3 shows the longitudinal displacement in the centre of the free end cross
section (point P) versus time for all three presented formulations and the 1-d solution. The difference
between the results, also compared to the 1-d solution, is quite small. The time step size At is chosen optimal
for formulation 2 and 3, respectively. This means for formulation 2 the value § = ¢;A¢/r,, with the char-
acteristic element-length r,, is in the range 0.6 < < 1 [31] and for formulation 3 is § ~ 0.15. However,
formulation 3 is not as sensitive to an optimal choice of f as formulation 2. This means, if e.g. f = 0.6 is

fixed end traction free

material data: geometry data:
E 2.075-10°%  length = 4m

free end v = 0 height = 2m
p = 1000% widh = 2m
a = 1
g = 557!

Y X
t,=H(t) N/n?

Fig. 2. Step function excitation of a free-fixed rod.

*107°
3.0
-+ 1-d solution
P & —— Formulation 1
2.5 ) 1y -- -- - Formulation 2
foe A Formulation 3

Displacement u,/m
o
1

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 04 0.5 0.6 0.7
time t/s

Fig. 3. Longitudinal displacement of point P.
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used in formulation 3 the results differ not much from the results with f = 0.15. Below critical values,
f = 0.6 in formulation 2 and = 0.1 in formulation 3, both formulations become unstable.

A proper parameter choice is also necessary for formulation 1. In this formulation the real part of the
selected Laplace variable s must be tuned such that the solution behaves well. A bad choice of this pa-
rameter can lead to wrong results. Furthermore, this parameter is problem dependant, so that no general
rule can be given how to choose this parameter.

From the viewpoint of CPU-time formulation 3 must be preferred, because it is nearly ten times faster
than formulation 2. An comparison of CPU-time with the Laplace domain method is not general valid,
because the amount of CPU-time depends linearly on the used amount of frequencies. However, this
amount is closely related to the problem.

Summarizing the problems of all three formulations, the conclusion of a comparison is that formulation
3 is a very effective formulation and simple as well to treat viscoelastic problems. Nevertheless, both other
formulations can be used as well, but their parameters must be chosen very carefully.

5.2. Wave propagation in an unbounded half-space

The propagation of waves in an elastic concrete foundation slab (2m x 2m x 1m) bonded on a visco-
elastic soil half-space has been calculated by formulation 2. Both domains are coupled by a substructure
technique based on displacement- and traction-continuity at the interface. The assumption of welded
contact does not allow the nonlinear effect of partial uplifting.

The problem geometry and the associated boundary discretization are shown in Fig. 4. The soil dis-
cretization is truncated after a distance of the foundation length. The surface of the foundation slab is
excited by a positive and negative pressure jump according to Fig. 4. Linear spatial shape functions have
been used. Similar to the Courant criterion the time step size Az has been chosen close to the time needed by
the viscoelastic compression wave to travel across the largest element.

In Fig. 5 vertical surface displacement at point A on the half-space surface is plotted versus time for
different values of the constitutive parameter q. Obviously the wave speeds increase for higher values of q,
because of a stiffening of the material with growing influence of viscosity. This is associated with a signi-
ficant displacement reduction.

The propagation of waves on the surface of the foundation and the half-space is presented Fig. 6, where
the magnitude of the displacement field at the nodes is shown. Clearly the two wave fronts of the com-
pression and the shear wave are observed. The wave front of the compression wave can be observed during
transition from the foundation slab into the half-space. The wave front of the slower wave belongs to the
shear wave.
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Fig. 4. Elastic concrete slab on viscoelastic half-space: boundary element discretization, material data and loading function.
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6. Conclusions

The present paper describes three BE methodologies to treat visco-elastodynamic problems in time
domain. The first and oldest approach is the calculation in Laplace domain. It requires an inverse trans-
formation if the time dependent results are of interest. The second formulation, proposed here, converts the
elastic formulation in time domain to a viscoelastic one. It turned out to be advantageous to convert after
integration over a time step Az rather than converting the fundamental solution itself. The conversion is
performed by applying the elastic—viscoelastic correspondence principle in Laplace domain. The inverse
transformation in each time step is carried out numerically. The third approach uses the convolution
quadrature formulae developed by Lubich. By application of these quadrature formulae to the convolution
integral in the boundary integral equation, a numerical integration formula is obtained where the inte-
gration weights depend only on the Laplace transformed fundamental solutions and a linear multistep
method. All three formulations use the Laplace transformed fundamental solutions.

The comparison of the results for the wave propagation in a 3-d rod shows good agreement between all
three formulations. For the formulation in Laplace domain a proper choice of the real part of the complex
Laplace variable is essential for the quality of the results [31]. The crucial parameter for the other two
methods is a proper choice of the time step size, whereas the formulation based on the convolution
quadrature is not as sensitive to an optimal time step size.
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