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ABSTRACT

Phase velocities of elastic wave propagation in a homo-
geneous transversely isotropic medium with symmetry axis
parallel to the free surface of a half space is investigated.
Approximate solutions of the problem of phase velocities of
Rayleigh, horizontally propagating P and SH waves is obtained
by means of perturbation method on the assumption that the
deviation of the elastic coefficients from isotropy is small.
In the case of horizontally propagating SV waves an exact
solution is obtained. The vertical lamination model approxim-
ating fracture zones and the Olivine model based on Francis'
hypothesis have been tested. The results derived from fracture
zone model showing small anisotropy fail to explain the
observed data. The Olivine model showing large azimuthal
variation of P and Rayleigh waves needed some modification in
such a way that the a axis of Olivine crystal will be distrib-
uted diffusely. Suitable choice of weighting functions
averaging the orientation of a a axis will give close agreement
between both observed and predicted P and Rayleigh waves.
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Introduction

A great deal of attention has been given to the aniso-
tropies of the propagation velocities of seismic waves in
connection with the investigation of the structure of the
Earth's crust and upper mantle. An anisotropic medium is
characterized by the change of its elastic properties with
the direction. 1In seismology, the transverse isotropy in
which the elastic properties remain invariant in the plane
perpendicular to the symmetry axis has been of the greatest
interest.

Stoneley (1949) is the first seismologiét who discussed
surface and body wave propagation in a homogeneous transversely
isotropic half space with the symmetry axis normal to the free
surface. Synge (1957) showed that the proragation of undamped
'Rayleigh waves do not exist unless the symmetry axis is either
parallel or perpendicular to the free surface. Bulchwald (1961)
discussed the waves radiated from a time-harmonic source and
used the method of Fouriér double integrals to obtain the
equation for the velocity of Rayleigh waves which is the same
as that obtained by Stoneley.

A rapid variation of elastic constants with depth may
apparently have the same effect as an anisotropic medium on
the propagation of long waves. Postma (1955) gave the explicit
formula for the five elastic constants of homogeneous trans-

versely isotropic medium which is equivalent to a periodic,
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isotropic two-layered medium in the long wave limit under the
restrictioh that the Lame's Constants are positive. Backus
(1962) applied the averaging technique to the constitutive
relation and equation of motion to approximate an inhomogeneous
isotropic and transversely isotropic horizontally layered
medium by a long wave equivalent, but more slowly varying
tranéversely isotropic inhomogeneous medium in the direction
perpendicular to the layers. Their theories will motivate us
to set up a model to approximate the crust in the Nazca Plate
discussed in this paper.

The anisotropy of the oceanic uppermantle beneath the
Mohorovicic discontinuity is first suggested by Hess (1964).
In the light of the observed results of the measurements of
Pn velocities showing that low velocities perpendicular to
the fracture zones and high velocities parallel to them in the
region near the ridge axis in the East and North East Pacific,
he claimed that seismic anisotropy of the upper mantle beneath
the oceans results from a preferential alignment of Olivine
crystals and predicted that the b axis that tends to be
perpendicular to the fracture zones could explain the observed
anisotropy. Francis (1969) suggested, on the other hand, that
the a axis of olivine crystals tend to point away from the
ridge axis and the b and ¢ axes will be randomly oriented in

the vertical plane parallel to the ridge axis at the time that
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the oceanic lithosphere was produced.

Backus (1965) used perturbation technique to derive the
general form of the azimuthal dependence of the phase velocity
of the Pn waves as a function of the azimuth of the wave number
vector. He showed that correct to the first order in pertur-
bation, the expression for the P wave phase velocity can be

written as
GO® = A, + A (0526 + A;Sin2e + AgG540 + AsSinds

where the five coefficients A; are functions of the elastic
constants of the wave medium. Later on, all the investigators
utilized the formula derived by Backus to interpret their
observed results in seismic refraction measurements (Raitt,
1969; Morris, 1969; Keen and Barret, 1971; Raitt, Shor, and
Morris, 1971).

Forsyth (1972) observed that there was a 2% azimuthal
variation of Rayleigh wave phase velocity in the region of
Nazca plate. Smith and Dahlen (1972) combined Rayleigh's
principle and Backus' harmonic tensor decomposition to discuss
the effect of small anisotropy on the propagation of surface
waves of Rayleigh and Love type with the motivation of explain-
ing Forsyth's observed value. They also obtained the general

form of the dependence of surface wave dispersion on the azimuth
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6 of the horizontal wave number vector.

Much more detailed study of the propagation of surface
and body waves will be required in order to predict the
degree of anisotropy of the earth's crust and upper mantle.
- However, it is worth adopting some simple models to compare
the theoretically calculated results for comparison with
observation. In this paper, two such simple models will be
set up to explain Forsyth's observation and previously observed
Pn wave anisotropies. For simplicity, we shall assume that
the media in both are vertically homogeneous. The first model
will be a laminated mantle in which soft vertical layers
representing fracture zones are sandwiched alternately between
hard layers. The second model will be a homogeneous half space
made of Olivine crystals in which‘the orientations of the b and
c axes are uniformly distributed over the vertical plane and the
a axis distributes with a certain distribution function with
respect to the normal to the ridge axis (Francis, 1969). Both
models can be reduced to a homogeneous transversely isotropic
half space with symmetry axis parallel to the free surface.
In this case, the problem of the surface waves of Rayleigh
type can be solved by means of the separation of the equations
of motion and boundary conditions under the restriction ofl
neglecting the displacement of SH type which is of the second

order in perturbation. The powerful procedure analogous to
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that of Stoneley will be used in both the lamination model
and the olivine upper mantle model. In order to relate the
Pn wave anisotropy and Rayleigh wave anisotropy, body waves
will also be considered in the equivalent homogeneous
transversely isotropic medium derived from the second model
and some of the necessary averaging technique will be taken
into account. The purpose of this paper is to present the
theory based on these two models to explain the observed Pn

wave anisotropy and Rayleigh wave anisotropy simultaneously.

2, Statement of the problem and equation of motion

Our analysis is primarily concerned with the propagation
of surface waves of Rayleigh type in two simple earth models:
one is the model of 'fracture zone' in which soft vertical
layers forming the fracture zones are sandwiched in the normal
oceanic lithosphere, and the other half-space composed of
olivine crystal in which the a axis of the olivine crystal
tends to become perpendicular to the ridge axis and parallel
to the horizontal plane, and the b and ¢ axes orient randomly
in the plane perpendicular to the a axis. 1In either case,
the problem is reduced to finding the phase velocity of the
surface waves of Rayleigh type in a homogeneous transversely
isotropic medium, whose axis of symmetry is perpendicular to

the ridge axis and parallel to the free surface.
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Let {'E,', €, ’g_} be an orthonormal coordinate frame
oriented in the right-hand sense at a point of the free surface
with ¥ pointing in the direction of the axis of symmetry,
directed vertically downward into the medium. To obtain
expressions convenient for comparison with observations, we
have to choose another orthonormal coordinate frame {K}Qﬁﬁq
obtained by rotating {E.', T, 93) about the vertical axis in
such a way that & become parallel to a vertical plane
containing the wave number vector.

In the notation of Grant and West (page 27), the stress
components and strain components in a transversely isotropic

body are related by the following constitutive relation.

/ T 4 [N 4 -~
Wl ol A 0 o o of]e
0 Mo (uralky) 0 o 0 of| e,
63 _ Al My O+ 2y) o © o | &
) 0 o 0 2y o o] ] e
O o o o o 29y of|%
)
Loﬁ‘ : L -0 0 ] . 0 o) 2y ) \e% (2-1)

Because of the existence of strain-energy function, there

exists the symmetry of the elastic coefficients Czjm”;%xm:%m:qmj

and hence the elastic constant tensor of the medium in our
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problem can be written as the linear combination of tetradics
(Morse and Fashbach, page 72) in the following form,

s EEE T ol
C .—"'/A,A},Aq.:j CMAz'?“}eAl e)\;E‘:} e"’? 33k, HCJ:’J%;* ?:qi%sé;

= Put24)888% + (Mt+2h) (G338 18EFT)
+ A (BERR + gREE + 53T + 7))

+ i (3888 + 3377) + A4,(3§+57)(8§139)

+ V(35+5%)(a5+5%) +V(TerEa)(am+T) (2-2)
Suppose that the departure from isotropy is sufficiently
small, we may assume that the elastic constant tensor LC; of
the medium is perturbed from an isotropic tensor 1{2 to

‘@: ‘d+5‘€:‘ where 5% is small compared to 5 . Hence

we take
= Mntz)(3%ET + T7EE +5557)
+ (858 %+ 553% + 3955 + §F T+ 5855 +5589)
+ My [(TEHEY(FEET) T A5+ (75457 M35 (85+58)
§2= (H+244) T58% + Sr (S8 aT+ERTT +TITE+E5q)
+8) [(65+5%) (35+3%) + (Ta+ad) (63 +39)]
where En=A-Ny, k= uw-Ay  and 59:9-,«,'
Next, we shall introduce the infinitesimal displacement
TEOH=20T + s + w%  arising from the wave
propagation with the wave number vector E = % +%#F

(2-3)

(2-4)
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then the strain dyadic tensor is

I

?(r,f)-.:—f[vyw + (m)"} ; —}_-[a,ﬁgﬂ?%] (2-5)

where T denotes the transpose, and the stress dyadic tensor

— 3 . .
¢~ 1s given by

FRO=CT®) = [,is(v;g‘a].u(m) (2-6)
or 6"3 = e C““J"“‘z €e = A%?L: Vi & (T 8) (2-6)'

where Es(ﬁ)cj is the operator
which transforms the displacement fields T(T,® = U~(§+%?§.+Ug'§)

into the stress fields. 1?5_»3—;5:! Gtz i O (o:.'e;) [

In the discussion of the propagation of surface waves
of Rayleigh type, we are mostly concerned with the regions
devoid of sources. The initial approach is to obtain the source
free equation of motion appropriate to the medium of our problem
in terms of the spatial derivatives of the displacemehf: com-
ponents with respect to the orthonormal coordinate frame
{3,',-&, ?3}' and then use the method of displacement potentials
for plane waves and the prescribed boundary condition at free

surface to obtain the modified Rayleigh's equation and

determine whether surface waves of Rayleigh type can or cannot
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exist in such a medium. A simple means to reach our goal is to}
express every vector and tensor in terms of their components
with respect to the frame {%f;',?;,',?_;'}‘

In homogeneous source-free regions, for time-harmonic
displacement fields with exp (Wt ) dependence, and assume
that plane wave solutions of the type exp [-,C(wt*{-'i)]
are admissible, then in the equation of motion, g+ can
be replaced by =iw and Y = 2.8 + 1% can be
replaced by LE= A (*h.?\' -&-*ﬁ,@') where X = 5,;: X8 = 23:; )Sie}'
is the position vector and gy =9x%" (4i=1,2,3)

- The equation of motion in a medium of density j’
on the assumption of infinitesimal deformation, and in
the absence of body force is

PRE === Cog, @%)R%)(TF) (2-7)

/“l/l‘&}/‘g}(“z!

Ay 62y a3 4=1

=57 (Clivas, 9505 @) e

, |
or f(n"'lI =5 Cotte, *ﬁi;ﬁ.%u&;?;{‘ (2-7) "

A1y 42K3, Aa=d

Our final step in obtaining the equation of motion
) . . .
is to express C;,,a‘,z,,;, in terms of five elastic constants

M, M, ,\_L) A s Vv through the coordinate transformation
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T = (56 — Sineg

& = Smeq’ 4 Coso T

U

§= ¥ (2-8)
and
T = (0568 + Sineg
B = ~S5ine% + (569
5= g (2-9)
Note that the tensor‘&":in ‘c“‘:‘t‘d— 5@ is an
isotropic tensor, which can be written as
D= (n+2k) (50T + Te'Eges +885%'g)
4o (FEEE +ERET + Edw's + 88979 +
@ﬂ ._/+_q$§%i?9
+/u.[ getee)@g +ae) + FT+8HNE+IY)
+ (@'g+5%) (@5 g ﬁ')] (2-10)
In case of ?f::fﬁﬁ the equation of motion is reduced
of course to the equation for an isotropic body
r N Yr D
W ()\“"'%,)312'1'/‘« 3.: 0 (A(‘W)bn 93 Gy
fo& | ug| = o gy (32+3) ) |l ug| (2-11)
n\“’/ S Curted) 2123 o Aol +6‘D*2/“‘})931 s
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In a homogeneous transversely isotropic medium, the
departure from isotropy is due to the existence of three
parameters é}, é& and 59 . The absence of symmetry
of 5%? in the horizontal plane requires some complicated
algebra to obtain the right hand side of (2-7) in terms of
the five elastic constants ANy , Au, )u;; My and Y in

)
the coordinate frame {?{’, G'z,, @33 Using (2-8), (2-9) and

(e

I

WE' + e 4 e
= (Co5900, =St )T + (Sinbu, + (o586) T + W3 (2-12)

then after some lengthy calculation, (2-7) becomes

N .

A AP A (W

PRT =(T &%) -  AORHDAD | |u]| T+
AN AR Al | | U3

S 5 $h@ | (W]

(B & §). | 54 bl s4®|. |y
bAu0) ) S| | Uy (2-13)

where

N

(o
An &) AL Al (%) rC\(.{-%u)a‘z'blLuéz o ()‘II*'/J'“) o d

A Auw) AL | — 0 AnGd3) 0

AT AL AR b1 Outhaa 0 fud+(nit340)3 | (2-14)
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and (MJ(“;)] is a 3x3 symmetric matrix with elements
84 (%) = (os’o{ [é;» (14 Sids) + 254 Coc*e + +5\75.‘ee] 2>+ 5Y a,j
Shat= (8 (st28 ~ (Sr~29) Siio Ge)op + 59 Sinoad

$hss = $Y Gogiory

$AuT) =8Au(@) = (55 (o560 ~2 $u Sin6 Cose+ 5 Shas (o520 o

—~ §Y Sin Gesoos®
éAtS(VY)= A3 (vx) =(§»+ 5)’) (es*e 193

S =5A3@) = ~ Sin8 Goso (Sr+59) 4 (2-15)

Equation (2-13) constitutes a set of three coupled
simultaneous linear partial differential equations in three
unknowns (;.,) @ and 43 . To solve this set, we first
represent @i, Uy and 3 as consisting of part due to
‘C‘—:a plus a perturbed part. The displacement in (2-43)
becomes W =& + W +T® 4 ... + a®4 . (2-16)
The zero subscript denotes the value of ¥ in isotropic medium
with A and Ay as Lame's constants, and the i(i>0) subscript
denotes the perturbed portion of T which is of i-th order in
57\) S/U' and é\) . If we assume that E‘?;,'=O , then every
term in (. = ¥ &@'=tu"g'+ & +... is of order higher

than zero in S)s) 5/14. and 5\) . We note also that the
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elements A% G)+5Anw) =A% @)+EA ), AZ@TS A& =A% @) + A3 (%
and A% @) + éfézs(vr) = ARG+ 6An(W) . Neglecting all

terms involving {{, which are of order higher than one in ;A,

S and Y. we get
Pore = (ANE@HSAW) U + (AAG+5Ax@) i

Pl = Al + (AR(W+5hn(®) + 5An DY,

I

-fa:o.g (Ag 1@0) + 543 (V?)) 4 4 ( 5@ + éAj;g(VY)) U (2-17)

The second equation in (2-17) offers explanation how horizontal
transverse displacement (i, can be generated by &, and UEY
through the perturbation of the elastic properties of the
medium. On the other hand, the motion governing &, and &3
can be discussed in two dimensions (¥%/, %)~ the vertical plane
containing the wave number vector. Therefore, only the first
and third equations of (2-17) are needed to discuss the
propagatibn of P-waves, SV-waves and surface waves of Rayleigh'
type; whereas, in considering the propagation of SH-waves,

& and W3 are regarded at least of the first order in

perturbation and the second equation of (2-17) becomes

' fatl(lz—: (A:z(vﬂ') + éAzz(q!)) u:. , ' (2-18)
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3. Boundary condition

The boundary condition of our problem is the vanishing
of all the components of stress working at free surface X=0
The combination of this condition and the condition at
infinity: W=0 at X3'=°o will determine the property of Free
Rayleigh waves. The stress working on thé horizontal plane

g-7® = 5" {hewe) Ty
= g'-{ [,:3@‘5:]@} + g’v{(ta(vr)é’c"}ﬁ (3-1)
For the isotropic part, we have the well known result:
< {awe] = T {)w @m(E T8 ) b (Bt (vm?]}
=Ml A (64425008 F b 7 +2( )]

= NGt T A 0T+ [t Gur 2] 3

, : (3-2)
Next, we shall consider the perturbation term of (3-1). From

(2-4) and (2-6), we have

§-{(awst] §
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Applying (2-9) and (2-12) to (3-3), we finally find
& -{(@ISE) T} = Cuso 59(Coso 2 G Sy et Cesd, )
~ &9 Sine (Goseds w—Sin® 33 ta+ (o580 “s)‘:’.
+ $7 (Cof021 4= SinbCes0d 1) T (3-4)

When we are interested in the motion described by &, and U3

only, 3AQ2 ~and 5)\ /P may be neglected for the reason
discussed in relation to (2-17) and hence (3-4) can be

written approximately as

5 { b))
= V633Ut 0) T —5Y 5in6 (a5 (d5 i +d143) &)
CHNGHa6T o (3-5)

Then the boundary condition at free surface )g:o' becomes
(I‘;ﬁ-%}%‘g + ()\(|+é/\C057‘6)3¢“1=°

a‘s (41-_-0

(3-6)

This relation plus the condition at infinity that the energy
will decay to zero is sufficient to determine the motion of

LA
free surface waves. When C :‘Z’:, (3~6) reduces to the
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boundary condition for isotropic body.

Mot + Q)i = o

oy + =0 (3-7)

4, Theory of the surface waves of Rayleigh type
In order to obtain the phase velocity of waves analogous
to Rayleigh‘waves, we shall apply the method of plane waves
due to Stoneley (1949) to our modified equation of motion
and boundary condition at free surface.
Recall that in Section 2 the first and the third
equatioﬁs in (2-17) are sufficient to discuss P-waves,
- SV-waves and surface waves of Rayleigh type approximately
and the second equation will.be ignored for the present so
that the equations of motion expressed in terms of the components

in the coordinate frame {@T’, g '§'} are

pRG= (ARt L)+ (FHHoay

I

Py = (F+Dan + (Lreoi)y o

where
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A =0wratn) + Gsto [SA((+5i0) + 284G + 489 Sin's)
F= An*-éh(bgﬂ
L = Ay + §VCod®
C=r+2h (4-2)

Now we set

LN
T 41T =%~ L =007 + 468 — |5 o »
, o X o (4-3)
or
W=a¢ +uX 5 W=3%u¢-2X (4-3) "

Assume that waves are plane of sinusoidal disturbance,
the displacement must have exp (-xwt) dependence, where

is the circular frequency. Then we can write (4-1) as

~Pet (o300 =AG ¢ +%5)%) +F 624 —am)) + L2203 +35X~9%)

o ead=ak) = L (209 1208 —331) + C(H9 -2 + F@$9,3%)
(4-4)
Note that we no longer have in general purely

compressional waves or purely rotational waves as in the
iéotropic medium. The details will be described in Sections
7 and 8. In order to investigate the surface waves of
Rayleigh type, it is convenient to derive the modified

'Réyleigh's equation by means of displacement potentials.
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Considering homogeneous plane waves with the phase velocity

¢, we assume that

¢ = é(,sl) e/\‘ﬁ\ W/ - ct)

X=)h) et Tl=e) (4-5)

and insert them into (4-1) and (4-3) to get the following

equations.

Lﬁ((fch.A)ﬁ% + (F+ 2@931'#:[ + [ Lyt (per-A+F+LD R [=o

(@2 ~2L-P)rad + o] + R ((L-crmix + (Lpeygr] =o
(4-6)
or 8 =05T $r=4M =§)=0, the equations of motion
are reduced to those on unperturbed isotropic medium with

Lame's constants Ay and A4y , and (4-6) becomes
/CQ{B’ - Oﬂ‘fz/(Lu)Jﬁ,i(F + O +2/tu)3311>} + [/&“)33)( + (P —/{Lﬂ)ﬁ})i)(}:o

(G- Gra g + Gure )78} 28 A+ (tu—rerezio

(4-7)
. 2
which correspond to equations #" ﬂ~-ﬁ?(%§ —-l)<? =)

and X' + ‘ﬂzcég —-l) =0 for inhomogeneous plane

waves in isotropic medium, where ¢ ==JﬂEE§E: and ¢~ [l
Fevr S
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We assume further that

d08)= ¢, P (RigK) cand XG') = ) exp(R§H)
where ¢°) Mol & are constants. From (4-7) and (4-8)

we have

Al A EED] 4 L (PEAHF L+ 1Y) =0 3
ghe (P ~2L ~F +C8?) = %[ L —pe + 3*(=ctD)]=0 (49

In order that inhomogeneous plane waves may exist,
there must be non-trivial solutions &,and J, 0of (4-9). This

condition is

(] LCg*+ [(pam) e + Lipe D +R+Dg?
+ (ferA)(pe -y =0 .

In equation (4-10), the solutions f::i] have nothing to do
with the motion of surface waves of Rayleigh type. We can

solve for %‘ in (4-10) to give the values

o T + (= 4Lcee-m) (pe-n)
v ' LC )




-23-

' 4
e T o[l ge-mgeD)
2 LC | © (4-11)

where [ = C(per-A) + L(pe-L) +(R+O
For § =05T or isotropic medium with Ay, Ay as

Lame's constants, they reduce to
gr= ('~ wheyr)
' Qu+zhn) ’
2
2 ch
g’-"‘ ( = u )

There are two roots @‘1 and @:’ of equation (4-10), and

hence the solutions of (4-7) must be of the form,
§od)=d axp (Rigty’) + 2 QPR &%) 3
X)= X, <xp (fdw’) + Lo Qxp (& $2%5) (4-12)

According to (4-9), (4-12) can be written as

¢(x;’)= q)l ep (ﬂl}lxs’) -+ . Q"f‘ (ﬁt?z"i’)

X(Xi’)z (’%‘“) Q‘P (‘ﬂtg“‘sl) + %Q‘F&gﬂal) | (4-13)
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in which both & and § must be negative in order to satisfy

the condition at infinity, where

I COS e S GR L) E R
PE-A TR LTLE |

Now that we have (4-13) which expresses the characteristic
of surface waves, we are going to put them into the boundary
conditions at free surface given by (3-6) to obtain the modified
Rayleigh's equation. Since we are not interested in ', for

the time being, we only write the condition in the following way.

("“'{"‘/L“) By + (it Sr Gs® )iy =0

y-é\ G 4% L=0 (4-14)

In terms of compressional and rotational potentials, (4-14)

becomes

A (OF+33) & + 2.hu (3329 —0300) + S Geste a1 (A +3 1) =03

lau%é + R =t =0 . (4-15)-

On substituting (4-13) into (4-15), we obtain
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%O\(P (ﬁt@tial)[()\u*‘z/‘w)&z + 2/“""\ M+ 5/\ Cos®s (H-)h.)}
+4, WP(‘K.?:.“;) {O\“* %‘)8:4'2/4\1 ma=Ay=4n (ose (l t e J.—:o

¢ ap(hin) (a;‘ ot —g‘-;-)+ ¢, exp (Bt xg’)(%f pat-g2)=0

4-16
For non—vanishing-%{ and 4% to exist, the following ( )
condition must be satisfied.
4 N
(Burt2) (g2 ) ~ (N EAGPOCtEm) , Querz ) (24 ma) (it ENCodD)(1ms)
dﬁt 2 | 2 =0
f‘—;ﬂ 42 Um) Edm e (4 m)
. b
< (4-17)

"which is the modified Rayleigh's equation. It can be shown
that in an isotropic medium, this equation is reduced to the
ordinary Rayleigh's equation (2—~%§)ﬁ2!6(i—~€%)((—-é;)
for arbitrary Poisson's ratio where CF and ¢ are phase
velocities of P wave and S wave respectively.

Let us look at the elements of (4-17) more explicitly

and find that



-26-

e -A) F a2 4 + (4 260) Gos'e)

I = (P-A +x by + (5n+59) (o5 + (Luts) Cost) ]

(12 [ Ak o +E0 +89) Gs'e]

bhme = [FEA M+ fow + GRE89)Gos™s + (Lu+FGs o)

e = (1720 (A + Bt Gste)]
Bt me = [Pet-A +rut o + (81 +80) Gos™e + (L +8¥Cos 98]

R ,
. —&“T;—ZL + 3. Gam)

=L [ (Pet=p) = 22 (mnt8n Gos'e) 3
: .23 L P-4 + M+ Ly + (5b+59)CoslG + (/‘” +7Goste) & J

(4-18)

where

A=Nx2 o+ §A
= Mt 2o + Cos%s [SACI48076) +2 54 o526 + 45D Sin2e ]

is indicated in (4-2)
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From the above results, we find a common factor

g -1

k( fci “A) t Mt Ay + (SA+8V) Cosro + (fu 489 Goste) &

in the column of (4-17). From the expression of g ‘-‘)n,.‘(g,:)

we see that the matrix in (4-17) has rank 1 if we set &:8.,_

and hence there must be a common factor (g‘-%;.) on

the left hand side of (4-17). After removing the factor

(-G -) G -¢)
[(PA)+FE + L+ LR ][(p-A) + F +L+ RG]

whereA,'F and | are expressed in (4-2), we get

Ont24) (/M\ +5L) (/\u + r) @?‘?3
— | Ontsp (/\ ut2hu) (‘f c* —A) 4 ()\13‘\'57‘)26\!1 +A HoF +5L)

+ (a -hf\_) Om+2./q) (¢ -A) -
— (k) (s ) (peA) R24+E) = (Mrrz iy (peA)
- (Au-i-ér-)(/\u + Ay +ép +§u)(fc7--A) =0

(4-19)
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where

5]: =5 Cos'e

SL==59 Cos™®

From (4-11), we recall that

e+l = -

[t g e gty e o g )
(F + %) (uple)

1

(4-20)
ppe (Rt g )G sk o)
% 5) (2 .

Substituting (4-20) and (4-21) into (4-19) and after some
arrangement, the modified Rayleigh's equation is finally

obtained.
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F&)= X

-+ [X=p=t  (Ar2f)( X=N=2fon =5a) + Qutdp)®
A X ==2 lu~dy Qe t )t (4o

(4-22)

where X = f¢*

For small anisotropy, Au+é.20 and Qut 5;)2<()\..+2,A.)(}m+2,a..+55)
in the medium under consideration. We have f40)X0  and R(At+§)%

and hence there must be a root of K (X)=0 in the open

interval (o, /&“4—5..)‘ For real roots, we must have (X-/ﬂ.n-&)()(-/\u‘Z/&u-&)
>0 which is equivalent to X > luti., X>)\u+2/6q+§;§ and. X< furde,
X <)\“+:/l...+5,4 but F(x) only takes real roots for the second case.

Rationalizing equation (4-22), we obtain a polynomial

ot
equation in \{z____ ‘(7.;-_‘)“ of degree 3,

(B +2y'— (24+4) (1 4] (12)°

(eea)T ~('*%)(2+%)*} f
T @+2) (£ (G + 2+ 4) (
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+Tf7”2<2*%>(‘+%7~)] Y2 - g2 (H-‘fﬁ)-:.o (4-23)

were = (2 +45)1— (Ar+2)(2+ 2 +48)

for the poisson solid satisfying Ay ='-/6L\\ , we have

§-3(w)] (0
+ (67 =9 (&) +3(1+5&)(3+ )]0
“’?'[3'-6(‘*'5‘-«)] Yz'—-(Hf&‘%)jz:Q (4-24)

where j':"- (l+—§:‘—‘)l‘3(3+%)

Both of (4-23) and (4-24) are the modified Rayleigh's
equation from which we can determine the phase velocity as a
function of the azimuth of wave number vector. In the
following sections, we shall calculate the ratio of the phase
velocity to er;‘—d from (4-23) and (4-24) in ten directions
corresponding to 8 =0%, 10%, ~, and 90° for the two
models; the fracture zone model and the olivine model

discussed in the introduction.
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5. Transverse isotropy as the limiting case of a iaminated material

The motivation of our choice of approximating the oceanic
lithosphere by a laminated model comes from the conjecture that
the fracture zones may bhe regarded as the soft thin layers
sandwiched in the Normal Oceanic lithosphere and in welded
contact with it. Postma (1955) has shown that in the long
wave limit, a medium consisting of alternating plane parallel
isotropic layers of two different elastic properties can be
approximated by a homogeneous transversely isotropic medium.
Since Forsyth found the anisotropy for Rayleigh waves in the
Nazca plate up to wave lengths of 400 km, the long wave
assumption may be justified.

Consider a laminated half space, in which vertical thin
layers with thickness h, and Lame's constants A, /A, are
sandwiched in a half space with Lame's constants Me, Ao
and thickness he as shown in Fiqure 1. Let us choose an
orthonormal coordinate frame {5} ) ?,,7-5} at some point on
the free surface such that € is the horizontal unit vector
normal to the plane of lamination, and % is the unit vector
directed vertically downward into the medium. The geometry
of the frame is also indicated in Figure 1. Following Postma
(1955), we choose a fraction of their thickness as the weighting
function to average all the stress and strain components in
these two different isotropic layers, finally the averaged

stress and strain relation is obtained. Comparing this
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Arko Ak

| A

Figure 1. Coordinate frame {a 8,8} attached to a
' laminated half-space. € is the horizontal
unit vector normal to the interfaces. € is

the vertical unit vector and &=-TX&,
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result with the constitutive relation in homogeneous trans-
versely isotropic medium with symmetry axis parallel to &

we find

_ (1 o 2 PM=h)?
M ('*3)[}\°+&)‘\' (Ao+a:aa)&‘+ &(/\.*-2/4]

— — & (/\ -Ao) (/\;’1'2/(& ) w |
M {)\‘ (/\o+'“a/w) +c\(/\;+2/lﬁ,) J

,Q — (+2) 4y Lo
Ao+ Ay

A+2 = (M"zﬁx) (/\o*‘z/&o) (H‘d}
o /4+ Mot 2h0) + A(M+2A4) (5-1)

Whére, d ""}R;L

There are five elastic constants of the transversely

isotropic body equivalent to the laminated body at long wave
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limit. For simplicity, we shall assume ho=/ao‘and M= Ly

Then the ratio ‘@)—-Mg;? in equation (4-24) was computed

for © £8%90° at 10° interval for several cases of 6«,:";;%

and a fixed rigidity ratio. The result is given in Table 1
é‘:—-:- ii‘g'i . For 6 =30°% Y(3o°) =0.J|3402

which is the value of £ in the isotropic Poisson's

G
solid.
. ®) — C(®

We see from Table 1 that the variation of Y, "“”7??‘“
with the azimuth of the propagation is small compared w1th
the 2% anisotropy observed by Forsyth for Rayleigh waves in
the Nazca plate. The set of parameters fé%- and 4*—
which give the required 2% anisotropy were obtained by the
following procedure.

Forv Poisson's solid, we assume that A\, =/:.,, and X =/lc.

Then equation (5-1) becomes

M= () [ 2 = 4G

A= [A, _ A(Aa'ﬂ‘*«»)ﬁn}

o+d/t|

An = ik e

b = (T3 LA
- Ao +d/m

At 2p = 3,2\:2/,6&/&' (5-2)
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Table 1. \Qv:;ﬁ%éa calculated for the laminated model in
which Y 2e = 4 = 21.16/16

. — S ———— ——— - —  ——— T G D W G G SR S R G NS NS G S GG S S - G G Gme (M S S SIS GEE G G S GRS GEE UM W TMD GRS G ES Gmn e e e GSS

5 0 ' 0.9131
5 10 0.9132
5 20 0.9136
5 30 0.9143
5 40 0.9153
5 50 0.9164
5 60 0.9175
5 70 0.9185
5 80 0.9191
5 90 0.9194
10 0 0.9169
10 10 0.9170
10 20 0.9171
10 30 0.9174
10 40 0.9178
10 50 0.9182
10 60 0.9187
10 70 : 0.9190
10 80 0.9193
10 90 0.9194
15 0 0.9176
15 10 0.9178
15 20 0.9178
15 30 0.9180
15 40 0.9182
15 50 0.9185
15 60 0.9189
15 70 0.9191
15 80 0.9193
15

90 0.9194
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from which we have

AL =2l = 3€?i££2f.

V= A

(+2) ko .
v"/ku==zA¥L-/&n== (ﬁmiijf‘ - dfi;VQ

= '—(tia> fip =)

V(Ae‘fa'/h\)
, — A o= A1) Ly - )2
Mh = = S(f: F a0 {w‘a) 0t 3k @)HA (A:aﬁ?
TR
=~ 3% Chy 2o p) (5-3)

and hence

— o=
'%‘ % =) S—é— (‘)4 QA,-H(;)(/(»IM,&) (5-4)

For given values of "él?; = ‘aj;f“ =L (,;fu) :

(5-4) is reduced to the homogeneous guadratic equation

a (1+44) (42)* + (cwad) (£) 23] (42) (5-5)
+ a ( [+ %) =0
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Table 2. \4w==x( calculated for laminated model compared
with observed by Forsyth (1972).

@ (Degree) Calculated Observed
0 0.899 0.901
10 0.900 0.902
20 0.901 0.903
30 0.903 0.905
40 0.906 0.909
50 0.910 0.912
60 0.913 0.915
70 0.917 0.917
80 0.919 0.919

90 0.919 : 0.919
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Table 3. Model parameters ﬁéﬁfand b1 which give the
observed anisotropy for Rayleigh wave phase velocity.

1
2 1.634
3 1.704
4 1.780
5 1.854
6 1.930
7 2.000

8 2.070
9 2.140
10 2.208
12 2.342
15 2.538
20 2.854
30 3.460
40 4.048
50 4.625
60 5.195
70 5.760
80 6.321
90 6.800
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in which the root (‘é’i—) must be greater than 1. On the
other hand, from the requirement of 2% anisotropy, in

Rayleigh velocity the values of %’:— = —0.025855

% = /f%“ = ~0038§43 are required from the first
order perturbation of Rayleigh equation (4.24) in é)\, J/&
and JQ . By successive approximation, we finally obtain

- =Y ; ; g

%_ ~0.034527, %_%_‘o\ogln which gives nearly 2%
anisotropy in Rayleigh wave phase velocity. The variation
of Y(B)'::. (o) with § are given for the

f
final solution together with the observed data as shown in
Table 2.

Thus, the observed 2% anisotropy in Rayleigh waves

as much as ©.051730

require the anisotropy parameter l—/é%
From equation (§-4), one can find thé combination of
parameters for the fracture zone model which give this
value for é‘%{ . The result is given in Table 3. For
example, if the thickness ratio is 10:1, the rigidity
ratio more than 2:1 is required. We consider the result

rather unreasonable and therefore conclude that the fracture

zone model is unacceptable.

6. Olivine model based on the Francis' suggestion
Observed anisotropy of the upper mantle in the Pacific

Ocean appear to agree with the hypothesis that maximum velocity



is in the direction of sea-floor spreading. Since Fracture zone
model is inadequate, an alternative Olivine model will now
be tested. In this model, we can include the measurements for
short period P wave anisotropy simultaneously. In this section,
we shall approximate the upper mantle by a half space made of
an aggregate of olivine grains in which the crystallographic a
axis lies horizontally in the direction perpendicular to the
ridge axis, and the orientation of the b and ¢ axes are randomly
and uniformly distributed over a vertical plane parallel to the
ridge axis.

Let {ff,?:,fy} be an orthonormal frame field which is
parallel everywhere with @ in the direction of a axis, 4
and 5?’ in the directions of the b and ¢ axes respectively of
a single4olivine crystal, then the constitutive equation for

this grain is described by nine elastic constants as

' adY 4 4 ” 3
i G G ¢ o o o]]leg
0:'( \lll Ga Czs o o o ez';. .
o3 Gz Gz G o0 O o <

&| |6 0 0 26 o o ||g;

6y 0O 0 0 o0 2 o ||€;

6a 0O 0 O O 0 2| |e€; (6-1)

. 7
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from which the elastic constant tensor of this single crystal

can be written as
T = GEAEE + aEXRET + 0, &I T
+ G (BT + HEHE) + G (FETE +YRTE)

-y

+ & (BE§T +8TET) + (@ F+3T)
+ Gs@ETTIR)(T+TE) + G @H+EDN AT (5-2)

where 0;’& and @, are the components of the stress dyadic g =
3

3 [/ 1/
5:5;?:3; and strain dyadic € =2

v o w
Z ;,j-..t"j éip; respectively.

Let {@i,?}.,?}j be another orthonormal coordinate frame at a
point of the free surface of the half space such that ~§;
is the horizontal vector in the direction perpendicular to the
ridge axis and is directed vertically downward into the
medium. According to Francis' hypothesis, we may assume ‘E,"::E;"

first and hence these two frames are related by

1) on—
?n=ex

Il

e, (esa€& + Sina§
Q‘; = ~Sina¥ + Gsa g | (6-3)

and



Figure 2.
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"

Coordinate frames {§, &,§} and {E, &, %},

€, is parallel to the free surface and normal
to the ridge axis. & is downward unit vector
into the half-space. 4 1is the angle between
§ and €' . The plane spanned by &§ and §

is the same as the plane spanned by & and &

8 is the azimuthal angle measuring the rotation

around the vertical § . 5
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q : §.II

&= (054’ ~ Sina g’

g = Sina g + Cosa %” (6-4)

The geometry of this transformation is shown in Figure 2.

A great deal of recent work indicates that preferred
grain oreintation is probably the most important factor in
producing anisotropy in a compact aggregate (e.g., Babuska,
1968; Kumazawa, 1964; Klima and Babuska, 1968; Crosson and
Lin, 1971), and hence we shall neglect the interface structure
between the grains in our model. In order to predict the
elastic properties of the model in which the b and c axes

orient randomly in the plane perpendicular to the a axis
(or ¥ ), we shall go through the procedure according to Voigt,
Reuss and Voigt-Reuss-Hill approximation with the spatial
average replaced by averaging the single crystal property
with respect to rotation around the a axis.

If the components Cij in (6-2) which form a tensor of
fourth order are transformed into the components of %f in
the coordinate frame { €, %, "%} and we write

~ =
Qﬁaﬁi%”qﬁi

4
C-==4 . Then the components

3 6 278

e:ju'; '?:ju(c\) are functions in the angular variable g
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according to the transformation represented by the rotation
(6-3). In the Voigt's scheme it is assumed that the strain
field induced is uniform throughout the aggregate, then we
consider an equivalent uniform elastic body which would produce
the averaged stress for the given uniform strain. The stress-
strain relation in this set of grains can be written as

b
C

T@=CTw-T (6-5)

3
L,y ~ = . .
where c @ —‘-‘%Mcij‘uﬁej &% is the elastic constant tensor

in (6-2). The averaged stress field in the whole aggregate is

then given by

-N. 2T £
Gy= (Lfas)z ey

jaur da

. . R PE\y
The Voigt's averaged elastic constant tensor 1s*<¢>§ After
the evaluation of each integrals with components of ﬁ?hﬂ as

integrands
<‘c°>v= G 3EE e + (LBRES + G §3SES
+ (7288 + 88 TT) + 3 (RT3E +378AT)
+ 4 (5855 +85%3%) + (55139 (5315%)
4 ¢4 (@8+53)(55+53) + &% (@a13E) (@7 1&7)

(6-7)
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where

C:\: Cu

Gi= Gi=3(G+G) +FCu + 3G
= Cf = 4(CatCa)

Q= 3(+G) +3 G — 7

W ’%‘(sz +Gy) — + G+ TG

Cs= Ca = (G +G0) (6-8)

v
According to equation (6-7), <3§> becomes the elastic constant
tensor of a homogeneous transversely isotropic medium with ¥

as the symmetry axis in which the matrix representation of this

tensor is

Ch €. ¢, o o o
¢ &% & o o o

@ o ¢ 06 o o

For our convenience, we shall adopt the notation in (2-1) and

write
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¢, b ¢4 o o o W NjQﬁi) Af . )!'. 0 O 9 T
kL & & o o o AY (A2 AX ) AY 0O O o
3 @ ¢ o o o A Vo (\Wrzal) 0 o o
0 © 02 o o | | o 0 o 2k O o
© 0 o o 26 o ) o 0 o 2y’ o
| © 0 0 o o 2 Vb/ .o o o o o 2y
or (6-9)
N o= Cy

N=ci=¢C,
Av = 05 (G ~c)
/{Q\: = 0.5 (G ~ C«vz)

W= G5 = C% (6-9)

In the Reuss scheme, it is assumed that stress is uniform
throughout the whole aggregate, then we consider an equivalent

uniform elastic body which would produce the average strain

for the given uniform stress. Hence

TR =TFNT (6-10)
where the compliance tetradic f?xﬂ is the inverse of

tensor'%%O‘when we regard them as the symmetric operators on

the 6-dimensional tensor space.
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In the notation of matrix in the frame {?.”,'%;",%'}, %@ can

be represented by the matrix

r$u5‘m-’§‘:3 0 00 ’
S2%.:5; 0 0 0

ONEEERRE

O 0 0 0250
L0 0 0 0 0 25%]

3 -\
Cu Qu cvg 0 o

G G 03 0 O
Ca G3 ¢ O O
0 0 0 G, O
06 0 0 0 25,0

= ()"

H

00 O o

(06 0 O o0 0 o] (6-11)

o
where [C] is the inverse of the matrix (C] represented in (6-1)

and hence in tensor notation, §S3 can be written as
T = 5, €A + 5,,428dE + 8, TLLe

+ Sa(FUEE + 8EIT) 4 5,(a9ET +3EET)
+5(RETT+GILE) + £ (A5 + 545+ &%)

+65) (A8 +33)(6313%) +(dg) (va =) (e +ds)

(6-12)
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Following the same procedure as that in Voigt's scheme, we

find that the Reuss average compliance tensor becomes

. R
@ = Sh5%%9T + Shevee + SRhEYEE
+ S (325G +358% ) + SR (38954858 E)

+ Sk(@neR+8EeR) + Sh(35+30)@s 5T

+ S (B5+59)(53+93) + SE(vm+5e)(ga+ey)
(6-13)

in which
Sh= 8.
S = S8 = 0375 (S +51) + 01258 + 0.554

R~

- g = (Sutﬁnsu)

St= 05 (85 —58)= 0,125 (51 +553) — 0.25 84y + 055,

Sg}: 9:; = 0\5(555- + 56‘) (6-14)
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The matrix representations of the elastic compliance tensor
and stiffness tensor are related by (6-11) and hence the

matrix representation of the Reuss average elastic stiffness

tensor

(T0=ctaaea + Srazs + ¢552s
+ 3 (R8T 1+3887) + X (@I58 +5889)

+ ok (zeaa+853%) + & (55+5%)(a5159)

+ <& (78+39)(35+69) + (R (smrae)aaras)  (6-15)

is obtained. For any values of Cij in (6-2), we find that

R —
<€?>’ still represents the transverse isotropy with §

as the symmetry axis. In the notation of the preceding

sections also, we set
M= CS
M= ¢t =ch
A= 0.5 (Cf;_—(zg‘)
Al= 0.5 (Ck-ch)

Vr="c& = c& (6-16)
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The Voigt-Reuss-Hill (VRH) approximation, the arithmetic
mean of the elastic constants calculated according to the
Voigt and Reuss schemes, is given by C;? = o.s(d} +CY5)
Now we shall go back to the discussion of the phase velocities
of the propagation of surface waves of Rayleigh type on the
model with elastic constants calculated from these three schemes.
Let us choose Olivine (93% Fosterite) as an example, the

density and the elastic constants are as follows:

densidy £ = 3.3110 Infw
C,= 3.2370 Mb.
C.= ({3760 Mb.
Q= 2.3510Mb,
G.= 0.6640 Mb,
Cy=0.7160 Mb.
Cy3= 0.756 0 Mb.
€t = 06462 Mb,
Cys = 0.7805 Mb.
G = 07504 14b.

According to the foregoing procedures, the five elastic

constants of these three schemes are

Ay = 0.T84775 Mb
V= 0.674375 Mb
Yo 0.690000 M}
Y= 1.273500 M}
Y= ar85450 Mb. (6-17)
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Table 4.-\«®==§gé§fcomputed for three schemes of average for the
"Olivine Model" by Francis.

0 (Degree) Voigt value Reuss value VRH value
0 1.0184 1.0254 1.0220
10 1.0153 1.0220 1.0187
20 1.0063 1.0124 1.0093
30 0.9924 0.9975 0.9950
40 0.9755 0,9793 0.9774
50 0.9580 0.9604 0.9592
60 0.9527 0.9435 0.9431
70 0.9313 0.9308 0.9311
80 0.9246 0.9231 0.9239

90 0.9224 0.9205 0.9215
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Reuss:

A= 0.633500 Mb

Ar= 0661440 Mb

M= 0636386 nb.

A= (265040 wp :

V= 0785418 Mb (6-18)

VRH:

ANl= 0.742)137 Mb
A= 0.668210 Mb
M= 0663193 Mb,

A= (.263270 Mb. : |
W= 0785434 Mb (6-19)

Substituting all the values of these three schemes into

equation (4-23), we obtain the calculated values of the ratio

\ﬁe) :_ﬁ_

J%QT

20°, ..., 90° as given in Table 4. The results show that the

in ten directions corresponding to & = 0°, 10°,

predicted anisotropy is much stronger than the observed 2%.
In order to obtain agreement with the observation, we shall
diffﬁsely distribute the a axis around the normal to the vertical
plane along the ridge. 1In the following sections, we shall find
such a distribution of a axis that will explain both P and

Rayleigh wave anisotropy simultaneously.

7. Perturbation technique for the P-wave velocity

Accumulating evidences from refraction measurements
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support strong anisotropy in the velocity of horizontally
propagating P waves'in the top of the Oceanic Upper Mantle.
The propagation of body waves through an anisotropic media
may be described by three phase velocities obtained from
the dispersion relation. As already mentioned, purely
longitudinal waves and purely transverse waves can no longer
exist in a generally anisotropic medium. We shall, at this
point, treat the case of small anisotropy analogous to the
work of Backus (1965) by means of the perturbation technique
in dealing with the coupled body waves.

We shall assume that the wave number vector is horizontal,
and the model will be the half space composed of aggregate
of Olivine grains discussed in Section 6 which can be specified
as a homogeneous transversely isotropic medium having the
symmetry axis in the horizontal direction € . In considering
the phase velocities of the propagating waves, plane wave
approach could be an appropriate one.

If (zx+¢) 1is a plane wave of dependence exp{,{({\‘x -@-t)}
then it will satisfy equation (2-7). Define v':z-%%r;
let c :II_L%)IT be the phase velocity and ﬁ(’i‘)=f" [(;C;(v)@ /v,(‘l‘)) ‘é]
be the positive definite symmetric tensor of rank 2,
where [Q::.CV)@C;(?)) ‘CJ] is the contraction of

elastic constant tensor defined by
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A;/A:L/l:j,A}:‘

- emene) T = T= Csi (B0 7 T,

then equation (2-7) becomes

B(OW TH) = c®) TG) (7-1)

The three eigenvalues of @zV) which are squared phase
velocities correspond to the polarizations of three body
waves. It is clear that the tensor @GO can be separated
into a part E(Y) which describes the propagation in isotropic
medium with Lame's constants Ay, A, and another part éE(v)
which describes the effect

due to the anisotropy, namely
B(Y): &(V) + éB(V) . (7-2)

where

B = (6904, () &)

§8@= 17 (G @) S€) (1-2)"

L
From the isotropic tensor Ce. given by (2-3), we can write
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B = [(-’\'—*;&‘)-@_‘;ﬁ)]vv + Q%L)(Z:j é}?;) (7-3)

Hence, we have the degenerate case for an isotropic medium in
which the polarizations of.the longitudinal waves and transverse
waves are uncoupled.

In this section, we consider the propagation of P waves,
SV, and SH waves will be discussed in the next section. Recall
that the unit vector & in the orthonormal frame defined in
section 2 is precisely ¥V for horizontally propagating body
waves. As we have already seen that from € given in (2-4),
¥ is not eigenvector of B(%) and hence the polarization is
no longér longitudinal for P wave. However, the perturbation
theory (Backus, 1965) which is nondegenerate for P waves
provides us with the information on small anisotropy. If we
write the eigenvalue of B(y) as Qﬁl%éﬁﬂ—+5¢' then, correct to

the first order in perturbation

JC;' =g-58@)- ¢ : (7-4)

from
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éi(v)' T = T_l[(“l(v)®'*:3(v)) 5%]. T«

(§Au®) Sk & As® [w,]
=7 (' aY) $A® 540 SA® |4,
5 A §As@ §A:(@ | 4y (7-5)

and (2-15) where &Aﬁﬂﬂ are given by (2-15) with V&

replaced by P=7% . We finally have

§ cpl'-':f .toszﬂ [g)\ (1+Sine) + 284 Goso +48YS n'n}@J (7-6)

which is the deviation of the squared phase velocity as a
function of the azimuth of P wave propagation, which is reducible
to the general form provided by Backus.

In general, when we want to evaluate the phase velocity of
the propagation of P waves in any weakly anisotropic medium, we
may impose the condition that wave number vector is in the
direction of the eigenvector (to be more precise, the polarization
of the particle motion is along the direction of the wave number
vector) regardless of its coupling with other modes.

The Pn velocities calculated by the formula

*
G ={(&n+7’:&) + (%) Gos'e [6)\( +5i0) + 284 Gos*® +45Y5 f:\z'GD (7=7)
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Table 5A. P, SV and SH wave phase velocities computed for
' Voigt scheme for the "Olivine Model" by Francis.

v v
g (Degree) G (*%.) o (“bec) G (%)
0 9.8876 4.8705 4.8705
10 9.7984 4.8602 4.8933
20 9.5509 4.8303 4.9542
30 9.1994 4.7784 5.0146
40 8.8195 4.7269 5.0560
50 8.4856 4.6652 5.0560
60 8.2452 4.6065 5.0146
70 8.1065 4.5581 4.9542
80 8.0453 4.5262 4.8933

90 - 8.0295 - 4.5150 4.8705
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Table 5B. P, SV, and SH wave phase velocities computed for
Reuss Scheme for the "Olivine Model" by Francis.

¢ (Degree) gf(/é@) gf(%%é) G (A%,
0 9.6814 4.8705 4.8705
10 9.5918 4.8589 4.8859
20 9.3419 4,8253 4.9249
30 8.9836 4,7734 4.9688
40 8.5895 4,7090 4.9972
50 8.2330 4.6400 4.9972
60 7.9641 4.5731 4.9688
70 7.7975 4,5183 4.9249
80 7.7157 4,4822 4.8859
90 7.6925 4.4696 4.8705

Table 5C. P, SV, and SH wave phase velocities computed for
VRH schemes for the "Olivine Model" by Francis.

- ———— e —— G S S A TR Gy T S G S R wun SN S WEE GEY G SRR Ve N G GEm GES G G G G S Gmn GER GeR e G G e SES RS R SRS G e G S . -

#

# (begree)  F(%e) G4 i 4.)
0 9.7850 4.8752 4.8705
10 9.6957 4.8595 4,8896
20 9.4470 4.8280 4.9377
30 9.0921 4.7760 4.9917
40 8.7052 4.7180 5.0267
50 8.3453 4.6524 5.0267
60 8.1059 4.5898 4.9917
70 7.9535 4.5382 : 4.9377
80 7.8822 4.5042 4.8896

90 7.8628 4,4924 4.8705
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for 10 directions 6 = 0°, 10°, ..., 90° for the Olivine model
with averaged elastic constants of three schemes mentioned in
the last section are tabulated in Table 5. These values are
all too large along the direction of ¥ . We must conclude
that the Olivine Upper Mantle model in which the orientation
of the a axis of all.the'Olivine grains lies in the horizontal
direction perpendicular to the ridge axis cannot explain the
observed anisotropy. It is again necessary to diffusely

distribute the orientation of the a axis.

8. Anisotropy of s waves

From (7-3) we see that the eigenvalue E{&Q of B,
is degenerate with a two dimensional eignespace normal to &
generatéd by %fand T, . If we write the eignevalues of
B = Bw)+ §3&) in terms of @L')—Féqtl A+ 5¢,
for waves of SV and SH type respectively, then again to
the first order in perturbation’by imposing the condition
that !5 and Fﬁ are the eigenvectors corresponding to the
waves of SV and SP type respectively, we find, following
Backus, that 59: and §Gv are the eigenvalues of the

following matrix
1% §8@=)-8 & 5E@). g



-60-

These two eigenvalues can be obtained by choosing two
orthonormal vectors which generate the same eigenspace
normal to ¥ and diagonalize the matrix in (8-1).

In the present case of transverse isotropy, the problem
is much simplified. Synge (1957) has shown that in a
homogeneous transversely isotropic medium, there is an
eigenvector of B(®) normal to the symmetry axis and the wave
number vector. Hence in the medium characterized by the
elastic tensor "C'°=‘C:+a’8 with %€ and 5T expressed in
the form of (2-11) and (2-4) respectively, %f.is the
eigenvector of B(®) =(&(1‘x')®&(?.')‘é;] and the matrix in (8-1)
is diagonal, namely, the polarization of SV waves is purely
transverse. For the waves of the SH type, the polarization
+is no loﬁger purely transverse. However, the approximation
of obtaining (8-1) gives éc;;, = 'e’z"éﬁ(?,')-ﬁ'
correct to the first order in perturbation. As long as it
is permissible to impose the condition that the polarization
of SH waves is transverse, the azimuthal dependence of the
phase velocity (5 will be obtained.

Summarizing the foregoing remarks, we have SCS}; =e‘{'5§(€9°?§
exactly for SV, and §Gi = f" [ $V(Cosy - fn"B)z‘- (6r-2 5,4.)5;'.(‘6(0319]
correct to the first order in perturbation for SH waves.

In other words, the phase velocities C and C can be

SV SH

written as
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¥

& =] + )5 G

) = J‘f "(\)(0529 + /A;Sfr\l@) (8-2)

= [lhe) + @)[$96os"20 — (5r—244) Sir's G5’

= JT < (VCos'2e+ Ay Sint6) —F ($r~ 2 54) SiteCest
(8-3)

The phasé velocities Coy and Cqy given by (8-2) and (8-3)

are also tabulated in Table 5 for the three averaging schemes
in (6-17), (6-18) and (6-19). They show that the azimuthal
dependence of Coy is weaker than Cgy+ P waves exhibit much
greater azimuthal dependence than S waves. The phase velocity
of SVkis monotonically decreasing from 6 = 0° to 6 = 90°,
while that of SH waves is the smallest at 6 = 0° and 90° and
the largest at 8 = 45°, These features should be helpful for

diagnosing the anisotropy of a transversely isotropic body.
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9. Transversely isotropic medium with the orientation of
symmetry axis diffusely distributed.

So far, the phase velocities of Rayleigh waves in 'fracture
zone' model and 'Olivine' model computed in Section 5 and
Section 6 were unable to explain the observed data; the latter
gave too large azimuthal variation and thé former too little.
Also, the calculated values of the phase velocities of P waves
did not fit the observation. In order to explain observed
results, we shall modify the 'Olivine' model in such a way
that the afaxis is no longer strictly perpendicular to the
vertical plane along the ridge axis, but diffusely distributed
around the direction. Since we found in Section 6 that the
bounds given by Voigt and Reuss averages are narrow enough,
we shall calculate only the Voigt average here assuming that
the strain is uniform.

On the assumption of uniform strain throughout the whole
medium, the averaging of the elastic constants is feduced to
the averaging of the equation of motion. Before this average,
we have to perform the transformation of the coordinate frames.
et {&,%, &}, {€.%,8} ana '{e."’, &", §"} be three
orthonormal frames having the same origin at a point of
the free surface of half space with the geometry described in
the following way:

¥ is the horizontal unit vector normal to the ridge
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axis, g is the unit vector directed vertically into the medium
and ¥ is obtained by setting €,2%x%¥ the frame {?,', e, &'}

is obtained by rotating frame {ﬁfﬂ:%& about & through

an angle 6 such that 9’ is the horizontal vector parallel to
the vertical plane containing the wave number vector. The

frame (%", & %"} is obtained by rotating the frame {8 9,8}
about % through an angle § first and then followed by the
rotation of the rotated frame through an angle B about the
axis & which is at an angle ¥ with €, as shown in Figure 3.

Any two pair of these three frames are related by
€= Cos08 ~Gine &
Qﬁ Sine €' + Cos 08 (9-1)
G = T
&= Cosp Gs0rE t (osp Sinr& — Sinpg
= — Shr¥ + (st &
EE""= S,‘np Cosr€ + SinpSinr & + CQs & (9-2)
&= Cosp Gus (0-0) @'— Cosp Sh(6-0)&’ = Sp3/
& = Sin(en g + Gs(e-0&
g'= S Cosene = SnpSneNE +Cospd o)



-64-

o

(0
D} -
(&)

Figure 3. Coordinate frame {é‘” E:.:%} is specified in
fiéure 2 ¥ is measured clockwise about &.
g§=8x8g e is parallel to the symmetry
axis of transversely isotropic medium, and at

an angle P with the horizontal plane.
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In particular, when B = 0, namely, Er lies in a horizontal
plane, (9-3) is reduced to
T =Cos(6~0F —Sh(-nNg

&'= Sin(e-)) ?,‘ + Cos (80T’

g, = §" (9-4)

The displacement vector W in case of infinitesimal deformation

can be written as

w

-

WwE + LE + Y

[C osp(“os(e-r)a. ~ Cos fss;,\ G6-7) 6z = S B “3:‘ &

ll

+ (S,'n(9~r) @ + Cos (9-1) a;]f’z'"

+ [S B Cos(@-r) & = Sinp Sinle-0t + Cosp ‘*{[ 8
(9-5)
Furthermore, if we assume that a symmetry axis of a homogeneous
transverse isotropic medium with five elastic constants A, A,
M, A and ¥ is arbitratily oriented, then by suitable
choice of the angular variables B and ¥, &" will lie in the

direction of the symmetry axis and & in a horizontal plane.
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The choice of this frame outlined to the transvefse isotropy

is reasonable and can simplify our calculation in deriving

the equation of motion later.on, since in the plane normal to

the symmetry axis, the frame can be arbitrarily rotated

Qithout affecting the expression of the elastic tensor. After
wo g g

the choice of the frame {'ﬂ , €,% ) is made, the elastic tensor

can be expressed as

4 = (M2A) TEEE + (Mrzp)(EEET + 457 )

+a (833 + &5+ EEL g+ §EEL)

Fan(EATE+ 50T 4 Got 5L Y

+ V@I +EEN(EE+3E) + Q(@Q«»e&)(%‘a—t ¥
(9-6)

which can be decomposed into a part '%f in isotropic medium
with Lame's constants Au, As and a perturbed part gff(F,m)

given by
G = (n+24) (€987 + EEET, + & zgz; g)
+i(EEEY +EE A + FULT+ BEEE + 4T EG+ ¢ )

AN E LD+ @SHEY(EE §D (9-7)

-
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+ EY+EE)(EB16)] | (3-7)

§€ = (6n+28L) €T
§ En(FeEes Ee 4 daBY + guEE)

+ 8 [([@5+8 )5 8% + (G EHEE S (9-8)

where 5)\"-"-/\1-—)!', 5/‘2‘- Ay=As  and 4V =V-ten.

The choice of the frame {®% &} makes 0,= & Uy =0
and hence the relation between the partial derivatives with
respect to the coordinates in frame {?.:5;_', ?3'} énd frame

ot} ty
{ €,€,% becomes

o = Cos p Cos(6-¥) 0y — Sinp %
oxy = S ia6-r) 9,

g’ = SinpCester) 9 + Coshs (9-9)

where % =3 (i=1,2,3) and T = %% tX& +48 = 4§ +uY + 17’
is the position vector of the medium particle.

If we apply (9-3), (9-5) and (9-9) to the equation of
3

motion PaT =5 _"Cloo %34S

“l, PN y A" Ae=
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we find that

r ] M P a0 1) ~ 3
u A A R (Rw g SEWN (o)
2 — L ~° ~o
ftla|= | |3 20 &0l 4se fe $E@| ||
oy A B AE| R e Re)) |y
(9-10)

where the 3x3 matrix operator [AA};(V’I)] is the same as that
given in (2-12) and [é%(vv)} is the perturbed part which
contributes to the dependence of the motion on the angle
between the direction of propagation vector and symmetry axis.
Following the same procedures as those discussed in the previous
sections, we shall calculate 4dAn(%) 5/@73(%)-'—‘57&5!(%)

and 5//5;@19 when we deal with P, SV waves and surface waves

of Rayleigh type and 5,@1@7:) when dealing with SH waves.

For the discussion of P and Rayleigh waves, the relevant

motion in two dimensions (¥, /) will be

w) [ Remidm  ALwdmm] (u

I

P

G | Aersam  AE@SA®) Ly | (9-11)
where |

§R@)=JCos'p os’(o-v) [5)\ (2 - Cos™p Cost(60)) + 284 Cos’B Cas'(s ) )

+8§9[S2p Ces ) +Gos'pSiaie-n) '
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- | |
4 [~4ASinp Cosp Cos (8-0) + (§3-254)5 inpCos’p COS"G-F; ~
2 S in 2P Cos 2B Cos3(e-2 23
+6\)( }5 05 2P (o5 ) ) 3

Y

~Sinp CosP S in(6-1)Sin2(6~7)

+ (264~ 57\)0 :nﬁ(o;’}} Cost(6-7) z
+ é\)(os’-zp Cos*(6-1) +4Y S pS We-5)

33T = 8%, (%
= {—-S‘jafosp(os(w‘)[§A+(25/L—$A)(os‘5 Cog"(o-v)_]} .

£ 8V (Sn2B (o5 2p Cos®60) =Sinp (ospS n2(6-71)in6)
4 (2 (5450) § 1 Cos'pCost @) + SA[Sin'p +CogPpCos (exjj
{+ 5y fém B S -1 +Cos 4p Cos*(6-1) ]
A Sinp Cosp Cos (6~1) +49.Sin2p Cos2p (os(e-ar)} .
4

U (S~ 2-5/&) S fn?’? Cosp Cos(8~7)

SAE) = ((254~5N) SixtpCos™p Cos’(8~Y)
+ 69 [ Cost2p Cost(8-7) + S psieen]]

-2 [évsng Cos 2 (o5 (6-0) + §AS:nﬁ(\oSISCQS‘(9‘&‘)Ja‘)3
+\(2 5/6~ '“520 S n\nsﬁ COSFG)S (8-7)

t [(25/4‘5)\)50\*}5 TSNS B +SVS fuszsJ N

(9-12)



-70-

In the particular case that symmetry axis is parallel to

the free surface and at an angle ¥ with ¥ , equation (9-11)

is reduced to equation (4-1) with the angle 8 rep]:aced by 6-7
The boundary condition that normal stress F3'~ =~=0

at the free surface x3=o¢ can also be obtained by following

the procedure of carrying out the transformation of the tensor

componen*;:s. Among the three components of %’» ~=0,

the condition (%' ?‘.l). e =0 can be ignored. The remaining

two are approximately

! -

@ 5) % = A (0,050, 4)
+ (-7 Sn pCosp (es(e-1) + (5»25/»)5:‘»\9 Gs*p Gse-n) \

%
8P Sin2p Cos 2B Cos38-5) — 5V 3 InPlespSinet) Sinals-s k

+ 1 (254=4A) S fnzﬁ Gs"P Gos(61)
3.3
F 5V Cos"2p Cas* (0-0H-40S1n%p Sint(6-1) J

t ([(28£=8% SintP Cos*p Gos*(6-1) \
)
¥ 5V Sin*p Sin(e-r) + 4V Coslzy Cos'(6-%)

— [ SinpCosp Cos(6-r) + 57 S in2pCos 2B Gos (o)

3
+ (z%—é)\)SlksﬁCosﬁ Gos (6-7) 3 }

~ (9-13)
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(7)) 8 = (Mt 2)0 U ~+ N dy
+ g)s Sl‘n"ﬁ + (2-5/&"’5)\)8"'\29 (‘os‘p Cosz(e—b')\ )
3

=8V §in2p Cos*(@-1) + ExCos™p (o5 (0-0)

— [(284-5N) Si "BPCOSP Cos(8-7)

L)
+ 8V S in 2P Cos 28Cos6+SAS inBCospos(oy) 3 y
+ (=] (284-5r) §wp Cos p Cos (6-7) \
9
+59 §in2p Cos 2 (03(0)—~FAGinp Cospp Cos(s) | by

+ [(284~80)Si%p + §VSitap + 5asip o)

(9-13)
The operators z:; (& + 53}3(71) are a linear combination
of 9}, 33‘ and 9,9; . For sinusoidal disturbance, ) 03

is replaced by -f,%; which is purely imaginary in the case
of surface wave and hence we see from (9-11), (9-12), (9-13)
and the assumption of the displacement potentials of the form
(4-12) that the modified Rayleigh's equation will become a
polynomial with coﬁplex coefficients on the assumption that

P # 0, o5, then the solution for phase velocity would be
complex in general. It means that steady Rayleigh waves no

longer exist in homogeneous transversely isotropic medium
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unless the symmetry axis is parallel to the free surface or
vertical, confirming the result of Synge (1957).

Let us consider a unit hemisphere H: X +x3 + G = £ (x20)
in which any point can be specified by two angular variables
P-¥, then its differential area element would be (‘ospdpdr'
Let w<p,r) be any weighting function that averages over H

defined in the following way:

Q, w(p,r)zo
2.). wBnN=w (~P, r) = w(p, ~)=w(-p, -r)

‘?)‘Jn w (B 1) Cospdpdps =1,

4). w<P'.r) has macimun 2t p=o, ;=0

Then if f(p,br) is any function

<£> -_—_jH QC(;.r)w(P,zr) Cosﬁdp&r (9-14)

is the average of g( over the whole hemisphere.
We can extend the average of functions to the average of any

partial differential operator | =FT}J‘ 3,:3;)
e _

by setting <‘T‘> - "’:’”<T}j> a:ia\}."g- (9-15)
i, g 20 ,
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then the averaged equation of motion becomes

W] [ A+ GREY 2@ +<SAGD 1w

I

Je

L4 LCARREYACH R FACOREE Vel [P I

The average of Voigt's approach is that it can simplify
our calculation. It is easy to see that for integers m,rs,n,
Kpy <5)‘n hﬁ.p Cosﬁﬁ(e-r)>=0 if MP is odd positive integer.
Then equation (9-11) can be averaged to calcel out some terms
to make (9-16) become a equation of motion for a homogeneous
transversely isotropic medium with symmetry axis parallel to
the free.surface.

To avoid bulky expressions, the following abbreviation

will be adopted.

G5 =mou + Tl

5 5)g

[l

?.'63(1—( + /L\:a;(%

<§"o=‘ B = T ol + Py (9-17)
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Hence equation of motion becomes
faa=y [Fant Fae) +4[Tau + Tag)

faw =3 [I‘:I’:‘" + /L\a'(‘J';'%[rC\a} G+ Fa (L'] (9-18)

in which

A= (nt2k) + /C 05 p Cos'(ey) [2r+ (o8B Gog?0-0) G §-5)]
Nt (5 52p) Cos*6-0 4 + 87 Costp Sinta(e)

g é;\ Costposon) + S [n 4 CoslpGesie) (zfs,A—»>J>
- (5,‘..2}3)2 Cos*(o-1) §V

= S in*B Cos*p Cos*(8-1) (284 —4N)
t /4 i + Cf522PPC051(9"3‘) N +51‘n"ﬁ5“n‘(9'3‘)5\)>

T = Outzp) + <.Sfu4p (254~5N) + S.‘n‘zp 59 +3A‘p£z>

(9-19)
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Let ’(;(e) be the Rayleigh wave phase velocity. Set
. ~
_Y(O)_—_ ——J%r@— and combine the theory

in Section 4 with (9-18) and the boundary condition at the

free surface

0l + 4 =o
Ty +Fyw =0 (9-20)

the modified Rayleigh's equation becomes

(Cr-cl) P+ {epie-2870y —LCr + LR T

A[(CH2 -2 F CH +F4) = [ (25"%C -24¢)) T

:.L' (C'zA’2f2F'QC'A"f F'¥)=o (9-21)
where

A=t

F'=

C=—
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Let 6; and 6; be the P and SV wave velocity respectively, then
—_ e -

?,f—fA (9-22)

(9-23)

We shall consider two averaging schemes. In one scheme,
we average the orientation of the symmetry axis over a segment
of the horizontal great circle en the hemisphere H which is
symmetric with respect to the axis parallel to ¥ through
the origin. In the other, the average is taken over a section
of H enclosed by a cone which is also symmetric with respect
to the axis parallel to <% through the origin. For simplicity,
we shall approximate the weighting function by two sequences of
step functions defined in the following way:

For each positive integer n and real number 0< NS,

a closed interval ‘Da) on the hemisphere is defined by

_D,\m = {Cp,r) l'(p]é o5 T, |Hlg of )\"Tr} (9-24)

Let
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O] g

Figure.4. Upper half part of D%’ (the shaded region) on
hemisphere H = { (6% | x*+ ¥ + =L, %30}
 Boundary of DY is defined by IPP- oSN'T, [rl=aSAT
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[ v (8, y148

e L §

o= 1 H
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(A)

Figure 6. The sequence {W,fvjﬂ: plotted against /5

The volume under each Wf‘) is

and [ .

equal to unity.
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. e
o [G=® of Gonen
_'\»/h(p,r)_

0 S oy g DY (9-25)
where 5<p) (S the Dirac Delta {uncft‘ON‘

1 .

ik W) =
0 if Grr) 4D (9-26)

Their schematic figures are shown in Figure 4, 5 and 6. The

significant difference between these two sequences is that
N gives uniform distribution of the orientation of the

symmetry. axis (or crystallographic a axis) within a cone

enclosed by D% on H, while \/,fo‘”)CP' r)

confines the uniform distribution of the symmetry axis to

,\(m’) due to the factor

the horizontal great circle within
é(p) in (9-25) which is the dirac delta function in
angular variable B only. It is obvious that both vg“W”
and  Wa™ are weighting functions with Dirac Delta function
in angular variables B and ¥ as their sequence limit.

It is noted that the delta function served as a weighting
function will give rise to the same equations and results
in a homogeneocus transversely isotropic medium with 3

ta75)

as the symmetry axis and each Wa and w,§°‘") will give

certain degree of uniform distribution of the orientation of
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Table 6A. P, SV and SH phase velocity anisotropy calculated
for Voigt scheme for the weighting function (%

——— . —— ——— - . = —— " . S TS . G - S G G U S D NS Gmm G SRS s W GHA et G G G Gh W S GEm e P e S G G GEe G Gmm S Y G -

n § (Degree) C’;’(#%x.) B, (F%e.) &, (&%)
0 0 8.8267 4,6962 4.9670
0 920 8.8267 4.,6962 4.9670
1 0 9.0680 4.7492 4.9873
1 90 8.4991 4.6426 4,9873
2 0 9.3167 4,7938 4,9774
2 90 8.2659 4.5965 4.9774
3 0 9.5218 4.8244 4,9500
3 90 8.1424 4.5643 4,9500
4 0 9.6655 4.,8436 4,9230
4 90 8.0839 4,5439 4.9230
5 0 9.7571 4.8551 4.,9028
5 90 8.0566 4.,5317 4,9028
14 0 9.8868 4.,8705 4,8708
14 90 8.0297 4,5152 4,8710

Table 6B. P, 8V, and SH phase velocity anisotropy calculated
for Reuss scheme for the weighting function (,*%

n 6 (Degree) 7‘((:/0‘) Z, (e ) @}f ()
0 0 8.6853 4.6743 4,9362
0 90 8.6853 4.,6743 4.9362
1 0 8.9442 4.7340 4,.9501
1l 90 8.3444 4.6138 4.9501
2 0 9.2036 4.7842 4.9433
2 90 8.0950 4.5620 4,9433
3 0 9.4127 4.,8187 4,9246
3 90 7.9567 4.5254 4.9246
4 0 9.5576 4.8403 4.9061
4 90 7.8873 4.,5023 4,9061
5 0 9.6493 4.8531 4.8924
5 20 7.8529 4.,4884 4.8924
14 0 9.7785 4.8706 4.8704
14 90 7.8156 4.,4697 4.8704
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Table 6C. P, SV, and AH phase velocity anisotropy'calculated
for VRH scheme for the weighting function

r § (Degree) ?}ﬂ( “he) 6l &%)

0 0 8.7562 4.6853 4.,9517
0 90 8.7562 4.6853 4.9517
1 0 9.0023 4.7416 4.9687
1 90 9.4674 4.6282 4.9687
2 0 9.2603 4.7890 4.9604
2 90 - 8.1809 4.,5792 4.9604
3 0 9.4674 4.8215 4.9474
3 90 8.0501 4.5449 4.9374
4 0 9.6117 4.8419 4.9145
4 90 7.9862 4.5231 4.9145
5 0 9.7034 4.8541 4.8976
5 90 7.9554 4.5101 4.8976
14 0 9.8328 4.8704 4,8707
14 90 7.9234 4.4925 4.8707
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P_ wave and Rayleigh wave phase velocity anisotropies

calculated for three averaging schemes by choosing
(0.95) as the weight function.

W

n 6@(Degree)

Voig

t
5 (%4.) Q@éfg

Reuss

OO
90°
OO
90°
OO
90°
00
90°
00
90°

U PdPLWWNDNOHEEFOO

90°

8.4940
8.4940
8.5453
8.4255
8.6034
8.3527
8.6673
8.2890
8.7355
8.2335
8.8060
8.1870

0.9972
0.9972
1.0028
0.9913
1.0086
0.9853
1.0144
0.9795
1.0201
0.9741
1.0254
0.9691

8.3355
8.3355
8.3926
8.2601
8.4567
8.1862
8.5264
8.1183
8.5997
8.0586
8.6750
8.0079

0.9991
0.9991
1.0048
0.9930
1.0107
0.9868
1.0167
0.9809
1.0225
0.9752
1.0279
0.9700

8.4151
8.4151
8.4693
8.3417
8.5304
8.2699
8.5971
8.2041
8.6678
8.1465
8.7407
8.0980

0.9982
0.9982
1.0038
0.9922
1.0097
0.9861
1.0156
0.9802
1.0213
0.9747
1.0267
0.9696
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the symmetry axis. The phase velocity anisotropies of the P,
S waves and Rayleigh waves calculated from the average of the
symmetry axis of the three schemes given in section 6 by
means of the weighting functions will be given in Table 6

and Table 7. All these results will agfee with the results
obtained in Section 6-8 as n goes to infinity.

L

Each Vf” of the sequence { Vﬁ°qﬂ gives consistently

n=¢

large P wave velocity or higher P wave velocity anisotropies

o
than the observed value. However, the sequence Wi (}

Ael
give i; values that fit the observed data, and agree
with the observed 2% anisotropy of Rayleigh wave phase

velocity closely.

10. Conclusion

We have presented the detailed derivation of the
modified Rayleigh's equation, and the body wave phase
velocities for a homogeneous transversely isotropic medium
in which the symmetry axis is parallel to the free surface.
The motivation for the derivation is the observed aniso-
tropies of the Pn wave and Rayleigh wave.

We started with the 'fracture zbne model', in which
the earth is considered as a lamination of fracture zone
- and normal crust-mantle, approximated by an equivalent

homogeneous transversely isotropic medium in the long wave
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limit. The computed results for any reasonable values of
the rigidities of the fracture zones give much weaker
anisotropy than observed. On the other hand, the 'Olivine'
model proposed by Francis (1969) gives much greater
anisotropy than observed.

In order to obtain agreement with observation, we
introduced a distribution of the symmetry axis of the
transverse isbtropy randomly oriented about the boundary
surface of a circular cone which is symmetric with respect
to the horizontal axis normal to the ridge. The averaging
of elastic constants over distributed orientation was
carried out by the use of a sequence of weighting function

{v@?ﬁél which has the maximum in the horizontal direction
normal to the ridge axis but slowly decreasing away from this
direction.

The seismic refraction measurements show the observed
magnitude of P wave anisotropies from 3% to 8%. Table 7
shows calculated values for the P wave and Rayleigh wave
phase velocity anisotropies for the modified Olivine
model averaged by the ‘weighting sequence {Wmn)} n‘:o
The calculated @rf values from n=2 to n=5 fall within the
range of all the measured values approximately; whereas,

the corresponding magnitudes of Rayleigh wave phase velocity

anisotropy range from 2.3% to 5.7% which is higher than
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observed value of 2% (Forsyth, 1972). The small discrepancy
may be attributed to the fact that the Rayleigh velocities
were measured over greater area than the Pn velocities, and

anisotropy may be diminished when averaged over a larger area.
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