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Preface

The goal of this book is to develop a methodology for enhancing fracture detection
and correctly delineating reservoirs with fractures. From the rock mechanics to
seismic forward modeling then AVO inversion, the book deeply explores the
mechanical formation of fractures and fractured media and presents an enhanced
fracture detection technique that uses a new finite-difference scheme to accurately
model fractures and analyze the fracture response in seismic traveltime and
amplitude, and then develops a method for accurate reservoir delineation by
deriving new AVO fracture equations to correctly estimate the properties of the
fractured medium, the host medium, and the fractured medium with impedance
contrast.

With the long wavelength assumption, a linear slip interface is equivalent to a
fracture interface that satisfies the nonwelded contact boundary conditions.
Therefore, the fractured medium can be regarded as a combination of a fracture, or a
set of fractures, and a host medium as a horizontally fractured medium is composed
of a horizontal fracture embedded into a homogeneous isotropic host medium; and a
vertically fractured medium is formed by inserting a vertical fracture into a
homogeneous isotropic host medium; an orthogonally fractured medium is
assembled from a vertical fracture and a homogeneous VTI host medium, or a
horizontal fracture and a homogeneous HTI host medium, or two orthorhombic
fractures and a homogeneous isotropic host medium. Theoretically, the composed
fractured media are effectively equal to the transversely isotropic medium with a
symmetric axis (TI) media.

New finite-difference schemes with imposed explicit boundary conditions for
horizontal, vertical, and orthorhombic fractures are implemented to generate seis-
mograms that precisely illustrate the fracture representations in seismic data. The
results indicate that the fractures are detectable, even though the fractured medium
does not have impedance contrasts, and that the fractured medium can be charac-
terized as a transversely isotropic medium. An analysis of how fractures are rep-
resented in seismic data can help in fracture detection in geoscience.

New exact equations for the reflection and transmission coefficients of a frac-
tured medium with impedance contrast and new approximate AVO equations
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viii Preface

including fracture parameters are derived. This provides a way to separate the
surface seismic records into the fracture reflections and reflections of the impedance
contrast. Therefore, the fracture, the host medium, and the fractured medium with
impedance contrast properties can be estimated from seismic data to correctly
delineate the reservoir characterization.

Calgary, Canada Xiaoqin Cui
Calgary, Canada Laurence Lines
Calgary, Canada Edward Stephen Krebes

Beijing, China Suping Peng
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Chapter 1
Introduction

Abstract Geological fractures play an important role in hydrocarbon exploration
and recovery. In order to enhance the geophysical prediction of the fracture dis-
tribution, and to accurately estimate all of the medium properties related to fractures
in the reservoir, the fracture characterizations and the fracture representations in
seismic data are needed to be understood inevitably. Therefore, the fracture models,
the fracture assumptions, and the boundary conditions that constrain seismic waves
at the fracture are studied in this Chapter. Finite-difference forward modeling
methods are described to precisely model fractures, with the resulting synthetic
seismograms being modified by the fracture features in terms of traveltime and
amplitude. AVO (amplitude variation with offset) methods are reviewed for the
accurate prediction of all rock properties that are related to the fractures, for the
purpose of correctly delineating the reservoir. Also, the structure of this book is
presented in the last section.

Keywords Geological fractures - Fracture parameters - Fracture models - Fracture
assumptions - Type of fracture media - Finite-difference - Forward modeling -
AVO inversion

1.1 Motivation and Objectives

Fracture characterization is of great practical importance in hydrocarbon explo-
ration and recovery because it is one of the main factors for determining reservoir
parameters, and for controlling well-drilling planning and seismic data imaging
quality. First, fractures can increase reservoir permeability and change the fluid flow
rate in a tight reservoir, which is important because large portions of the hydro-
carbons in the world are trapped in tight reservoirs (Nelson 1985). Second, a reverse
effect is that the fractures can create a “thief zone” in the caprock by providing paths
for the injected steam to escape during hot production (e.g. in a SAGD project) and
thereby cause a decrease or termination of hydrocarbon production (Massonnat
1994). Third, the fractal network of wormholes in CHOPS needs to be located for
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optimal placement of infill wells (Yuan et al. 1999; Lines 2003, 2007, 2008), while
the wormholes can be simulated by a stacked fracture network which produces
abnormal amplitudes in seismic data (Cui 2013b). Fourth, fracture-induced aniso-
tropy affects seismic imaging quality because fracture-induced anisotropy has
azimuth-dependent characteristics. Especially, at the fracture interface, the splitting
of fast and slow shear waves of converted PS data with time lags cause a low
signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) data or an incorrect image (Crampin 1985; Lawton 1999;
Bakulin 2000a, b, c; Cary 2008; Bale 2009; Thomsen 1995). Therefore, accurate
location of fracture distributions is a task of top priority in the oil and gas industry.

Geophysical data have the advantages of lower acquisition costs, wider cover-
age, and deeper penetration for obtaining global geological information. However,
the detection of subsurface fractures in geophysics is a challenging problem.
Besides the low seismic resolution and the complexities of geological bodies in the
subsurface, the main contributing causes for the problems are the challenge of
understanding the response of fracture properties in seismic data and the correct
estimation of all properties from seismic data.

Therefore, the motivation of this book is to meet the imminent industrial
demands as described above, i.e., to deeply understand fracture representations in
seismic data in order to enhance the geophysical prediction of the fracture distri-
bution and to accurately estimate all of the medium properties related to fractures
for the correct delineation of the reservoir. This ultimately benefits reservoir and
mining engineers, geologists and geophysicists with respect to optimizing the
hydrocarbon reservoir, well performance and safety mining.

The main objective of this book is to develop a methodology for enhancing
fracture detection and optimizing the delineation of the reservoir. The emphasis of
the book is on the study of fractures and fractured medium formations, and on
knowledge of the fracture model and the boundary conditions that constrain seismic
waves at the fracture. New forward modeling schemes are proposed to precisely
model fractures, with the resulting synthetic seismograms being modified by the
fracture features in terms of traveltime and amplitude, in order to improve fracture
detection. Also, new AVO equations are developed for the accurate prediction of all
rock properties that are related to the fractures, for the purpose of correctly delin-
eating the reservoir.

1.2 Geological Fractures

Geological fractures are pairs of distinctly separated surfaces in the formation which
are related to permanent rock crack deformation (Jaeger 1969; Price 1966; Priest
and Hudson 1976; Schultz and Fossen 2008). Crack formation in a rock occurs
when the rock strain is over a certain threshold and the rock loses cohesion since it
is continuously subjected to stress.

Fundamentally, fractures are described in terms of height, length, density, ori-
entation, and the opening size. The fracture height and length are measurements of



1.2 Geological Fractures 3

the spatial extent of the fracture in the medium, and are governed primarily by
in situ stress and the related rock properties (Dunphy and David 2011). The fracture
density measures the number of fractures in units per meter in a certain direction
and is related to reservoir permeability. Commonly, the higher the fracture density,
the higher the permeability if the different fractures conduct fluids in the reservoir
(Singhal and Gupta 1999). The fracture orientation is based on the relationship of
three local principal compressive stresses and the fracture orientation is parallel to
the direction of maximum compressive stress and perpendicular to the direction of
minimum compressive stress (Anderson 1905, 1951). Thus, most fractures in the
reservoir are vertical or nearly vertical with several azimuths because the com-
pression due to overburden deposits globally dominates the stress, while the min-
imum stress locally varies depending on the tectonic movement in the reservoir.
The fracture openings, or the fracture aperture, is a small displacement at the
fracture plane. The fracture opening may remain unfilled or may get subsequently
filled by secondary minerals or some fluids (Aguilera 1998; Romm 1985). The
fracture opening is a function of the depth, and is much shorter than the seismic
wavelength, hence, the fracture opening parameter is generally neglected from a
seismic viewpoint in geophysical fracture studies.

Commonly, geological outcrops provide near-surface information (Gary 2008),
but such information is difficult to accurately interpolate in the deeper areas.
Petrophysical well logs are regarded as the most reliable data because they directly
acquire information from the reservoir with a high resolution (Rider 2002;
Schlumberger 1989), however, well logs are too sparsely located. While seismic
data with wider coverage and deeper penetration have a big potential for fracture
detection (Yu and Telford 1973), even though they pose a big challenge due to the
lack of knowledge of the fracture response in seismic data. Therefore, an integrated
method, involving geological, petrophysical, and geophysical technologies, is
usually used to detect fractures.

1.3 Fracture Models and Assumptions

The fracture model is a link between subsurface fracture characteristics and surface
seismic data (Sava 2004). There are three popular fracture models that are widely
investigated: the penny-shaped crack model (Hudson 1980, 1981), the linear slip
model (Schoenberg 1980, 1983; Schoenberg and Muir 1989) and a combination of
the penny-shaped crack model and the linear slip model (Hudson 1997). The first
model describes fractures as ellipsoidal cracks, with the parameters being the crack
density and the aspect ratio of the oblate spheroidal cracks. The second model
specifies fractures as infinitely extended weakness planes, with the parameters
being the normal and tangential fracture compliances. These two models form the
basis of an effective medium theory and are elastically equivalent to each other
(Schoenberg and Douma 1988; Li 1998), even though the models have different
descriptions for the fractures. The third model depicts the fracture as an infinite
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plane with two rough surfaces in partial contact in which the noncontact parts are
represented as a planar distribution of penny-shaped cracks, while elsewhere the
parts in contact support the ambient pressure and friction. Because the fracture
opening is very small with respect to the seismic wavelength, the geometric details
of the fracture such as shape and microstructure are often neglected in a fracture
detection study. Hence, the models related to the penny-shape model are outside of
the scope of this book. The linear slip model will be studied in detail and used as the
fracture model in forward modeling and backward inversion. In addition,
Pyrak-Nolte et al. (1990) and Hsu and Schoenberg (1993) confirmed the validity of
the linear slip model by some laboratory experimental verifications.

The effective medium theory of Backus (1962) is developed from averaging the
properties of multiple isotropic thin layers to directly make up a single composite
anisotropic medium. The description of the composite medium is based on the
relative fractions and properties of the thin layers. In 1980, with the effective
medium theory, Michael Schoenberg described a physical mechanism of the linear
slip interface: for an isotropic thin layer embedded in a homogeneous isotropic host
medium, the thin layer can be treated as a linear slip interface once the layer
thickness is much thinner than wavelength and its impedance is very small com-
pared to the host medium. To some degree, this linear slip interface is equivalent to
the fracture interface.

Schoenberg and Muir (1989) extended Backus’s averaging approach to develop
a matrix formalism for calculating the properties of a fractured medium that is made
up of fracture and host medium. The composite medium, with five independent
moduli, exhibits the properties of a transversely isotropic medium with a symmetric
axis (Helbig 1999, 2009; Nichols 1989; Hood 1989, 1991) that may be different
from that of the initial host medium. According to Schoenberg and Muir (1989), the
fractured medium can be simplified by performing a composition and a decom-
position calculation as follows:

Fracture + Hostmedium < Fractured medium

Therefore, a horizontally fractured medium is composed of a horizontal fracture
and a homogeneous isotropic host medium and exhibits the properties of a trans-
versely isotropic medium with a vertical symmetric axis (a VTI medium).
A vertically fractured medium is formed by a vertical fracture and a homogeneous
isotropic host medium and exhibits the properties of a transversely isotropic
medium with a horizontal symmetric axis (a HTT medium). The simplest orthog-
onally fractured medium is assembled by a horizontal fracture and a HTI host
medium, or a vertical fracture and a VTI host medium, or two orthorhombic
fractures embedded into an isotropic host medium.

Schoenberg’s linear slip model simulates the fracture interface satisfying the
nonwelded contact boundary conditions (Schoenberg 1980; Krebes 1987) that
constrain all seismic waves at the fracture interface. The nonwelded contact
boundary conditions state that the dynamic stresses of the wave quantities are
continuous across the fracture boundary, whereas the kinematic displacements of
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the wave quantities are discontinuous across the fracture boundary. Thus the
reflection and transmission coefficients of waves at the fracture interfaces (Chaisri
and Krebes 2000) have expressions different from those at welded boundaries (Aki
and Richards 1980).

1.4 Forward Modeling of the Fracture

Seismic forward modeling is a key connection between the model and seismic
response, and it can predict results, and enhance interpretation and inversion (Lines
and Newrick 2004). Finite-difference (FD) methods are widely used in seismic
forward modeling to numerically simulate elastic wave propagation in the medium
(Kelly et al. 1976; Virieux 1986; Lines et al. 1999; Zhang 2005). Kelly et al. (1976)
presented a so-called homogeneous approach for finite-difference formulations of
the elastic wave equation. In this approach, boundary conditions at interfaces are
imposed explicitly (Slawinski and Krebes 2002a, b). With the linear slip interface
model, Coates and Schoenberg (1995) introduced an equivalent medium approach
to treat fractures. In their approach, the grid containing a fracture is replaced by the
grid with equivalent anisotropic properties. The forward modeling approach of
Slawinski and Krebes (2002a, b) employed boundary conditions explicitly, and
additional fictitious nodes were incorporated by them. Their approach adapted the
homogeneous formulation of Kelly et al. (1976) by treating the fracture as a non-
welded contact interface satisfying the linear slip displacement discontinuity con-
ditions. The fictitious nodes have the same physical grid locations as the real grid
nodes, but it is convenient to explicitly apply the boundary conditions. In 2009,
Zhang and Gao presented a numerical modeling study for elastic wave propagation
in a 3-D medium with 2-D fractures by imposing the boundary conditions
explicitly. Cui (2013a) modeled a horizontal fracture, a vertical fracture and an
orthorhombic fracture by using the homogeneous formulation approach with fic-
titious nodes and explicit boundary conditions (Slawinski and Krebes 2002a, b). In
addition, in a CHOPS (Cold Heavy Oil Production with Sand) study, a fractal
pattern of the wormholes in the medium is modeled by applying 3D FD schemes
with the same modeling approach (Cui 2013b).

Employing the homogeneous formulation approach with additional fictitious
nodes and explicit boundary conditions, theoretically, finite-difference schemes
using nonwelded contact boundary conditions are presented individually in this
book for the horizontally fractured medium, the vertically fractured medium, and
the orthogonally fractured medium. These new finite-difference schemes express
the wave propagation in the fractured medium, in which the normal equation of
wave motion governs the wave propagation in the host medium and the nonwelded
contact boundary conditions constrain the waves at the fracture interface.

The new finite-difference schemes that generate the synthetic seismograms for
the different fractured media are developed using MATLAB. These modeled
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seismograms indicate that the fractures are detectable because fractures can act as
reflectors and can therefore significantly affect seismic wave propagation. The
amplitude levels of the events in multicomponent seismic data reveal the direction
of the fracture. Therefore, knowledge of how fractures are represented in seismic
data can enhance fracture detection.

1.5 AVO Inversion of a Fractured Medium

Using any possible means to infer the lithology and fluid properties in a reservoir is
an ultimate goal of oil and gas exploration. AVO (amplitude variation with offset)
inversion attempts to use the amplitudes of available surface seismic data to esti-
mate the reflectivity of the density, the P-wave velocity and the S-wave-velocity of
the earth-model (Lines and Newrick 2004).

Since the 1960s geophysicists have discovered that gas deposits are related to
amplitude anomalies on stacked sections known as “bright spots”, and many
geoscientists have been aware that the surface-recorded seismic amplitudes can be
associated with rock properties by studying the Zoeppritz equations (1919). For
example, Koefoed (1955), via a study of the exact Zoeppritz equations, pointed out
the relationship of AVO to Poisson’s ratio across a boundary. Bortfeld (1961)
simplified Zoeppritz’s equations and showed how the reflection amplitudes depend
in a simpler way on an incident angle and the physical parameters of the medium. In
1980, Aki and Richards presented the AVO equations in terms of the P-velocity,
S-velocity and density reflectivity of the medium. Ostrander (1984), and Fatti et al.
(1994) illustrated the interpretational benefits of AVO in predicting and mapping
hydrocarbons. Shuey (1985) specified the AVO equations in terms of the
zero-offset of the P-wave reflectivity and a so-called AVO gradient. Smith and
Gidlow (1987) rearranged the Aki and Richards’s equations and applied an
empirical relationship (Gardner et al. 1974) to approximate the AVO equationsand
express them in terms of the P-wave and S-wave velocity reflectivity of the med-
ium. Rutherford and Williams (1989) proposed a classification scheme for the AVO
anomalies, with further modifications made by Rossand Kinman (1995) and
Castagna and Swan (1997). Goodway et al. (1997) used the AVO method to
indicate lithology and map porosity. In 2002, Rueger used Shuey’s approach
(Shuey 1985) to unravel an AVAZ equation and showed that the reflection coef-
ficients are directly impacted by both incident angles and azimuths. Downton
(2011) contributed to the problem of the AVAZ equation’s relation to fracture
weakness parameters through a method of azimuthal Fourier Coefficients. However,
these approximate AVO equations are entirely based on an assumption of perfect
welded contact regardless of the fractured medium.

Schoenberg (1980), Pyrak-Nolte (1990a, 1990) and Chaisri and Krebes (2000)
derived the exact formulae for the reflection and transmission coefficients with
nonwelded contact boundary conditions that point to fracture issues. Based on these
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equations, Cui et al. (2013c) derived approximate AVO equations and implemented
AVO inversion to estimate all rock properties related to the fracture from seismic
amplitudes.

Because AVO inversion is based on the amplitude variation over a range of the
offsets from the surface seismic data, the seismic data must accurately preserve the
true amplitudes in correspondence to geological factors, rather than containing any
signs of non-geological bodies and artifacts from the acquisition. Thus some pre-
conditioning processing, such as deconvolution, noise attenuation, 5D interpolation,
and shear-wave layer stripping should be applied to data to keep the true amplitude
variation.

New equations for reflection and transmission coefficients which include the
tangential and normal fracture compliances are presented here, and are based on
nonwelded contact boundary conditions. The equations have a pattern similar to
that of the original Zoeppritz equations. The equations reduce to the original
Zoeppritz equations with the assumption of welded contact boundary conditions
(when the tangential and normal fracture compliances vanish), or the fractured
medium equations when there is no impedance contrast in the host medium. Thus,
the new equations allow for the descriptions of the subsurface geological bodies
with both the welded and nonwelded contact boundary conditions discussed above.

New approximate equations are presented for the AVO inversion of a hori-
zontally fractured medium. As we know, a fractured medium can be decomposed
into a fracture and a host medium, vice versa. The new approximate AVO equations
consist of the elastic reflectivity of the welded contact part caused by the impedance
contrast interfaces and the reflectivity of the nonwelded contact part produced by
the fracture. Thus, an accurate inversion of the elastic reflectivity of the host
medium of the fractured medium with impedance contrast should employ the new
AVO equations because they provide a way to separate the fracture effects from the
seismic data. In other words, input data should not include the contamination from
the fracture when we attempt to invert elastic properties for the host medium. Also,
the fracture properties of the fractured medium, which is a fracture embedded in a
uniform isotropic host medium, can be estimated by using the new AVO inversion
equations, whereas conventional AVO inversion cannot achieve these results
because the conventional AVO equations are just for the reflectivity inversion of a
welded contact medium. Therefore, for the inversion of any medium properties, one
should apply the new AVO inversion equations. Especially, for the inversion of all
the properties related to the fractures, one should apply the new AVO inversion
equations for correct reservoir delineation.

1.6 Outline of This Book

The structure of this book follows closely the description of the methodology
introduced in the previous sections. The first part of this book in Chap. 2 focuses on
the rock physics theory about fractures, including the fracture mechanism, the
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composition of the fractured medium, and the boundary conditions of the fracture.
The second part in Chap. 3 focuses on the seismic modeling of the fracture to
illustrate that the fractures are detectable and fracture responses can be identified in
the seismic data. The last part of this book in Chap. 4 presents new AVO equations
for correctly estimating all the rock properties of a fractured and unfractured
medium of the reservoir.

Chapter 2 of this book describes some indispensable fundamental concepts
related to fractures. The concepts of stress and strain from rock physics theories are
reviewed to clarify the stages of rock deformation from reversible elasticity to
irreversible permanent fractures. The fracture parameters such as height, length,
opening, and orientation are used to describe existing fractures. In geoscience, the
fracture orientation is a more important parameter than the fracture opening, and is
parallel to the direction of maximum compressive stress and normal to the direction
of minimum compressive stress, and fracture formation is different with the for-
mation of the fault. Fracture detection usually employs an integrated method,
involving geology, petrophysics, and geophysics, while geophysical detection is a
big challenge that demands developing a method for enhancement of fracture
detection and correct reservoir delineation, even though the petrophysical data are
the most reliable. Compared to the intrinsic anisotropy medium, the fractured
medium exhibits an induced anisotropic feature that is consistent with previous
theoretical work and field observations. Therefore, different symmetric planes of an
anisotropic medium have different anisotropic symbols, and also different aniso-
tropic parameter symbols correspond to fracture-induced anisotropy in terms of
tangential and normal fracture compliances for different fractured media. Through
the Schoenberg and Muir calculus study, the fractured medium can be composed of
fractures embedded in a host medium, and the composite medium, with five
independent moduli, possesses anisotropy characteristics. With the effective med-
ium assumption, a linear slip model is chosen to simulate fractures, because the
fracture is an extended weakness interface regardless of the fracture shape and
microstructure, and all seismic waves at the fracture interface satisfy the nonwelded
contact boundary conditions which state that the dynamic stresses are continuous
across the fracture, but the kinematic displacements are discontinuous across the
fracture.

A table for the types of media contact and a table for boundary conditions are
given in this chapter. For the table of the media contact, a “fractured medium”
means that the host medium has no impedance contrast, whereas “fractured medium
with impedance contrast” indicates that the host media are homogenous and that
there is an impedance contrast, and the fracture interface and the impedance
interface are superposition. In the boundary conditions table, the terms z-normal
boundary, x-normal boundary, and y-normal boundary refer to a horizontal
boundary, a vertical boundary that is normal to the x-axis and a vertical boundary
that is normal to the y-axis, respectively.

Chapter 3 focuses on the seismic forward modeling of the fracture in order to
study fracture representations in seismic data. In this chapter, the finite-difference
forward modeling formulation of the homogeneous approach has been studied and
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selected for fracture modeling. Meanwhile, fictitious grids are introduced into the
FD scheme for the purpose of explicitly imposing boundary conditions at the
interface. Based on the finite-difference scheme for fracture modeling, we indi-
vidually derived new formulaec of FD modeling for the horizontally fractured
medium, the vertically fractured medium and the orthogonally fractured medium.
Especially, for a FD grid, the scheme specifies only one nonwelded contact
boundary for modeling the fracture interface, and the rest of the three boundaries
are welded contact boundaries. This is different from the FD formulae of Slawinski
(1999) in which all boundaries are allowed to be nonwelded contact for modeling
the fracture interface in a FD grid. In the last part of this chapter, under a fractured
medium stability condition, we implement a MATLAB script for running the new
fracture FD schemes with a Ricker source wavelet to generate seismograms from
the horizontally fractured medium, the vertically fractured medium and the
orthogonally fractured medium. The results indicate that the fractures are pre-
dictable and visible, even if the fractured medium has no impedance contrast. The
synthetic seismic data for the fractured medium demonstrate the characteristics of
the fracture-induced anisotropy, in terms of traveltime and amplitude, providing us
with knowledge of the fractures which can be used to enhance fracture detection.

Chapter 4 emphasizes the derivation of equations for the PP and PS reflection
and transmission coefficients, the approximate PP AVO (Amplitude Variation with
Offset) equations for the horizontally fractured medium, and conducts inversion to
estimate all rock properties related to horizontal fractures. In this chapter, first, we
reviewed some published AVO equations based on the assumption of a welded
contact medium, and some seismic data preconditioning techniques such as
deconvolution, noise attenuation, 5D interpolation, and shear-wave layer stripping
to preserve the true amplitudes corresponding to geological factors. Second, with
the inclusion of the parameters of the normal and tangential fracture compliances,
we present the reflection and transmission coefficient expressions for PP and PS
waves at the horizontal fracture interfaces that satisfy the nonwelded contact
boundary conditions, and an exact solution for the PP reflection coefficients for the
horizontally fractured medium. Third, we derive new approximate AVO equations
that can be divided into a welded contact part and a nonwelded contact part. The
welded contact part agrees with the Aki and Richard’s AVO equations. The non-
welded contact part, derived in a similar way, using the same conditions for
approximation, results in eight items related to the fracture of which two items are
independent of the host media. The new AVO equations reduce to the conventional
AVO equations to predict the reflectivity of the rock when the tangential and
normal compliances of the fracture parameters vanish, or if the equations are only
for the inversion of the fracture properties when the medium has no impedance
contrast. In other words, the new AVO equations are able to correctly and indi-
vidually estimate all rock properties, such as the fracture properties, and host media
properties and fractured medium with impedance contrast properties, whereas with
the conventional AVO equation, it is hard to estimate all rock properties related to
fractures. Finally, we apply a generalized linear inversion algorithm (GLI) to invert
for all rock properties related to the fractured media, to demonstrate the difference
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that results when the conventional AVO equation is used to invert for the properties
for the same fractured media, and to invert for the tangential and normal compli-
ances (fracture parameters) from seismic data as well.

1.7 Conclusions

The key concepts of the related fracture and the fractured media are studied to meet
the imminent industrial demands as described above, i.e., to deeply understand
fracture representations in seismic data in order to enhance the geophysical pre-
diction of the fracture distribution, and to accurately estimate all the medium
properties related to fractures for the correct delineation of the reservoir. This
ultimately benefits reservoir and mining engineers, geologist and geophysicist with
respect to optimizing the hydrocarbon reservoir, well performance, and safety
mining.
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Chapter 2
Geological Fractures and Geophysical
Assumptions

Abstract Studying geological fractures from seismic data not only requires per-
forming forward modeling and backward inversion, but also required an under-
standing of the rock mechanisms and some geophysical hypotheses related to
fractures. In this chapter, many indispensable fundamental concepts are reviewed
that are associated with fracture formations, fracture types, fracture parameters,
fracture detections, fracture equivalent hypotheses (effective fractures), fractured
media composition, and decomposition and fracture interface boundary conditions
especially, rock deformations, Anderson’s principal stresses classification (Trans
Edinb Geol Soc 8: 387—402, 1905), petrophysics technologies, linear slip theory
(Schoenberg in J Acoust Soc Am 68: 1516-1521, 1980), Schoenberg and Muir
calculus theory (Geophysics 54: 581-589, 1989), welded contact boundary con-
ditions, and nonwelded contact boundary conditions are explored and integrated to
form a substantial body of material supporting the geological fractured media
forward modeling in Chap. 3 and seismic inversion in Chap. 4 of this book.

Keywords Stress—strain tensors -« Rock deformation - Stiffness-compliances -
Fracture formation - Fracture parameters - Fracture detection - Well logs - Backus
average theory - Linear slip theory - Schoenberg-Muir theory - Boundary
conditions - Host medium - Fractured medium - Isotropy - Intrinsic anisotropy -
Induced anisotropy

2.1 Rock Deformations

2.1.1 Stress Tensor

Stress and strain tensors are keys for deeply understanding the fracture mechanisms.
In earth science, permanently fractured rock usually experiences three successive
stages when it is continually subjected to forces.

Traction is the force per area acting within a deformable material.

© Springer Nature Singapore Pte Ltd. 2018 15
X. Cui et al., Seismic Forward Modeling of Fractures and Fractured Medium
Inversion, Springer Geophysics, DOI 10.1007/978-981-10-3584-5_2
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T:

F
E, (2121)

3
T,' = Zaijnj7 (2lb)
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where T is traction as the force per unit surface area, F is a force, and S is an area
subjected to the force, ¢ is stress tensor, n is surface. i,j = 1,2,3. In general, an
arbitrary stress ¢ is a second rank tensor consisting of nine components, and can be
expressed in matrix form as

011 012 013
06— | 021 022 023 |- (22)
031 032 033

@
1

a;; are the components of the tensor in the Cartesian coordinate system. Index
describes the direction of the force component, and index “” denotes the direction
that is perpendicular to the surface on which the force acts (Krebes 2006). For
example, the stress component g, describes a force component parallel to (1)-axis
and acting on the surface (the (1) & (3)-plane) that is normal to (2)-axis. In general,
011,02 and g3 are so-called normal stresses because these components are nor-
mally acting to the surfaces, while 15, 13, 021, 623, 031 and g3, are so-called shear
stresses that are tangentially acting on the surfaces. The components of the stress
are shown in Fig. 2.1 on which bold arrows indicate the normal stress components
and light arrows indicate the tangential ones. The stress tensor & is commonly
expressed in terms of Voigt notation (11 — 1,22 — 2,33 — 3,23 —
4,31 — 5,12 — 6) which also makes use of the symmetry of the tensor
(13 — 31,23 — 32,12 — 21) in the Cartesian coordinate system.

T
0':[(711 022 033 023 03] 012]

23
:[0'1 gy 03 04 Oj5 U@]T ( )

2.1.2 Strain Tensor

The components of the strain tensor, &, are defined in terms of the relative changes
in the displacement components of the deformed material subjected to the stresses.
Similar to the stress tensor, the strain tensor is symmetric, and has nine components:
the normal strains €;y, &5, €33 and the shear strains &;, €13, &1, €3, €31, €32. The
normal strains measure relative changes in displacement along a specific direction.
For instance, ¢, can be given as
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Fig. 2.1 A sketch of the nine components of the stress tensor at a point in a Cartesian coordinate
system. The bold arrows indicate the normal components of the stress. The light arrows indicate
the tangential components of the stress

AM2

= 2.4
A 24)

€22

where, Al, is the original length and Au, is the change of displacement along (2)-
axis direction (Fig. 2.2a).

The shear strains simply measure the material distortion of the shape in (small)
angles with respect to a specific direction. Figure 2.2b shows simultaneous shear
strains along both the (2)-axis and the (3)-axis. The change in shape of the material
is due to the applied force that can be described by

Au3 + Auz)’

832—%(¢2+¢3)%%<

where the definitions of Al, and Au, are the same as in Eq. (2.4). Al3 is the original
length and Aus is the change in displacement along (3)-axis direction.¢, and ¢ are
material shape distortions in angles related to (2)-axis and (3)-axis, respectively
(Fig. 2.2b).
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Fig. 2.2 a A sketch of the
normal strain showing a size
change in the Cartesian
coordinate system. Al is the
original length and Au, is the
change in displacement along
the 2-axis direction.

b Diagram of the tangential
(shear) strains in shape
change in the Cartesian
coordinate system. Alp, Al3
are original lengths and Au,,
Aus are changes in
displacement along (2)-axis,
(3)-axis direction
respectively. ¢, and ¢; are
material shape distortions in
angles respect to (2)-axis and
(3)-axis, respectively

2 Geological Fractures and Geophysical Assumptions

(a) 3)
Al,
A
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The strain tensor &, can also be expressed in Voigt notation rule which makes use
of the symmetry in the Cartesian coordinate system as well, i.e.,

& =

lenn exn &3 &3 &3 812]T (2.6)
[81 & & & &5 SG]T. -

In the infinitesimal limit, the strain is given by (Krebes 2006)
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The rock strains represent either reversible deformations where an object can
return to its original size and shape once the exerting stress is removed or irre-
versible deformations where an object is permanently distorted even if the exerting
stress disappears. The deformation stages actually depend on the ratio of the stress
and strain. Figure 2.3 shows a stress and strain function and the deformations
(Nelson 2003).

2.1.3 Stages of the Rock Deformation

For a small stress exerted on the rock, Hooke’s law entirely describes the linear
elastic behavior on the first elastic stage of the reversible rock deformation
(Fig. 2.3). The general mathematical equation for Hooke’s law is

3 3
O‘ij = Z Z Ciﬂdakl, (28)
k=1 I=1

Ciji = 26;j0u + n(0ydj + dixdjr), (2.9)

where the quantity Cyy is called the material stiffness tensor or material modulus
tensor that is a measurement of the resistance offered by an elastic body to
deformation, and where i,j,k,l = 1,2,3. A and p are known as the Lame physical
parameters, and J; is the Kronecker delta:
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With Voigt notation, Hooke’s law in Eq. (2.8) can be rewritten as

o1 Ci Cpn Ci3 Cu Ci5 Ci||&
02 Gy Cypn Cpn Cyu Cs Cx||e
o3| _ |G Gy Gz Gy Cis G| | &3 (2.11)
04 Cy Cyp Ci3 Cy Cus Cue | |&al’
s Cs1 Cs; Cs3 Csa Css Csg | | &5
g6 Cot Coo Co3 Coa Ces Cos | | 86
where
g1 011 €1 €11
02 02 & €2
o o 3 e
1 =17%] and =P (2.11a)
04 023 &4 2e73
s 031 &5 2¢31
o 012 &6 21

An elastic homogeneous isotropic medium’s physical properties are invariant in
all directions. For such a medium, the stiffness tensor C simplifies to

i+2u A L0 0 0
i 424 A0 0 0
o i 2424 0 0 0
c=| 4 0 o 40 0 (2.12)
0 0 0 0 u 0
0 0 0 0 0 u

Note that there are only two independent elastic moduli in isotropic media.
Hooke’s law describes the situation of an elastic isotropic medium when it is
subjected to small stress, and gives

Ouy, Ou;  Ou;
oij = Abjjen + 2pe;; = iélja—xk +/J<a—xj + 8—)5)’ (2.13)

where a sum is performed over k. In a 2D x—z Cartesian coordinate system,

o, = M<5”x n 5”1), (2.14)

0z ox
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If stress is persistently exerted, the elastic deformation proceeds to the ductile
deformation stage wherein the size and shape changes are irreversible (Nelson
2003). With further exertion of stress, the deformation status reaches the fracture
stage where the rock has been broken (Fig. 2.3). At the fracture point, the rock
strain is over the strain threshold since real materials are not infinitely rigid.

2.1.4 Stresses and Fractures

Thein-situ stresses can be divided into three perpendicular principal compressive
stresses including one vertical stress and two horizontal stresses. Anderson (1951)
recognized that the principal stresses orientation (6, > 6, > ¢3) could vary with
geological movement in the upper crust of the earth. Once the three principal
stresses deviate from a level of equilibrium, the fractures are possibly created in
which the direction of the fracture is parallel to the direction of the maximum stress
and perpendicular to the direction of minimum stress. An isotropic medium will be
reformed into an anisotropic medium with a new balance of three principal stresses.
In fact, in the deeper area of the upper crust, the maximum principal stress is
deemed to be produced by compression from the overburden deposition, while the
minimum stress will likely be one of the horizontal stresses. Thus most of the
fractures in the reservoir are oriented in the vertical or nearly vertical direction
because the maximum stress decides the direction of the fracture. Figure 2.4 shows

|
Gll _;:” [xlfxz]

£l xi =
X2 0-3
X3 : —
Vertical
05 / fracture ‘}-’5\
¢
[x1,X3]

Fig. 2.4 Schematic of vertical fracture with three principal compressive stresses (6] > 6, > 63)
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[x4,%3]

Fig. 2.5 Schematic of the direction relationship between the fractures and the corresponding
faults (Anderson 1951) when they are under the same relationship of three principal compressive
stresses ordered as 6; > 62 > 63

a schematic for three compressive principal stresses and a vertical fracture. If
6| > 6, > 03, the vertical fracture plane is parallel to the [xp,x3] plane and is
perpendicular to the x;-axis. Figure 2.5 illustrates the direction relationship between
the fractures and the corresponding faults (Anderson 1951) when they are under the
same relationship of three principal compressive stresses ordered as 6; > 6, > 63.
Figure 2.5a shows a vertical fracture (normal to x;-axis) and a normal fault.
Figure 2.5b shows a horizontal fracture (normal to x3-axis) and a thrust fault.
Figure 2.5¢ shows a vertical fracture (normal to x,-axis) and a strike-slip fault.

2.2 Geological Fractures in the Reservoir

Subsurface geological formationsare confined under in-situ stresses. Therefore, the
media in the reservoir can be deformed and fractured.
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2.2.1 Fracture Parameters

As we know, the geological fracture is a plane along which rocks show partially lost
cohesion when stresses act on it. The fracture planes may exhibit a little dis-
placement or may not exhibit any movement. A slight movement on the fracture
plane will produce a fracture opening, which may remain unfilled and result in an
increased permeability or may get subsequently filled by secondary minerals or
some fluids. Fracture openings, or apertures, and may vary from very thin (0.001—
0.5 mm) to relatively wide (1 inch) where fractures are propped open by some
minerals in the reservoir (Aguilera 1998).

The subsurface stress is a key to controlling the well-drilling performance and
this can be indicated by the fracture orientation. Thus, the most important param-
eters of a fracture set are the orientation and density which are considered more
critical than the fracture opening to describe the fracture sets in a geophysical
fracture study. Conventionally, geoscientists describe vertical or nearly vertical
fracture orientation that is perpendicular to the direction of minimum compressive
stress and the fracture plane as an isotropic plane. The different fractures have
different lengths or heights that possibly can span hundreds of meters, and this may
result in a lower value of the fracture density in the survey, while it is a fact that
there are quite a lot fractures in this area. Fracture density is defined as the number
of fractures per meter in a certain direction. For a very sparse fracture set the
fracture density could be less than 0.75 m ™, and for a tight fracture set may exceed
10 m~". Typical values of fracture density for carbonate reservoirs are 1-20 m™"
(Bakulin et al. 2000a, b, ¢). The higher the fracture density is, the higher the
permeability is—if the fractures are conductive in the reservoir (Singhal and Gupta
1999).

Figure 2.6 shows two vertical fractures with orientations of ¢, and ¢, respect to
xp-axis. It also illustrates the fracture length, fracture height, and fracture opening
parameters.

It is clear that fracture aperture is much shorter than seismic wavelengths that are
on the order of tens and hundreds of meters. Therefore, in geoscience, a fracture
model can effectively be a transversely isotropic model that neglects finite fracture
openings, fracture shape, and fracture microstructure. The parameters of such a
fractured model will depend on the orientation and intensity of the fracture set(s), as
well as on the elastic properties of the host media.

2.2.2 Fracture Detection by Integrated Methods

Fracture detection is an integrated method that incorporates geology, petrophysics,
and geophysics technologies. Geological outcrops clearly indicate the near surface
fractures from which the directions of local maximum stress can be inferred.
Petrophysical well logs directly acquired from the reservoir can delineate the
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Fig. 2.6 Schematic of two vertical fractures model with parameters of fracture orientation,
fracture width and fracture height parameters

fractures through integrated interpretations of logs with a high resolution.
Geophysical seismic data provide densely sampled reflection signals from the
reservoir that can be used to seek the anisotropic zones indicating possible fractures.
In PP-data, COCA gathers (common offset common azimuth), as well as amplitude
and velocity variation with offset and azimuth (AVO/VVAZ/AVAZ) data can be
used to locate potential fractures. In PS-data, investigation of time lags between fast
and slow shear waves is a method to identify the fractures for the reservoirs.

2.2.3 Fracture Delineation by Petrophysical Data

Since the well logs directly measure data from the reservoir, well logs are the most
reliable and can be “hard data” for constraining the interpretation of surface seismic
data.

2.2.3.1 Core Analysis

The core analysis technique involves the examination of core samples from the
zone of interest and performing laboratory examinations. Thus it is the best suited
technique for studying fractures on a fine scale and detailed local fracture proper-
ties: fracture length and width, the mineralization infilling and un-filling of the
fracture, the orientation and density of the fractures, and the contact relationship of
the fracture to the host media.
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2.2.3.2 Temperature Log

The Earth’s temperature gradually increases with depth. A continuous temperature
log curve that sharply changes to a cooler temperature can be used to identify the
fracture zone. Typically, where the cooler drilling fluid enters into formation, there
will be a cool temperature anomaly. A pre-fracturing gradient contrasts with the
post-fracturing gradient showing a cool anomaly thought to be the fracture zone
(Rider 2002).

2.2.3.3 Caliper Log

Caliper tools measure accurately the hole size, shape, and orientation. A borehole
shape named a “breakout” is considered to be an identification for the fracture
because breakouts show the orientation of horizontal stress o, [or a SHy,;, stress
(Rider 2002)]. So the detected fractures should be oriented in the direction of
maximum horizontal stress opyax [0r a SHyax stress (Rider 2002)].

2.2.3.4 Density Log

A method of fracture detection is to compare the porosity from the density log with
the sonic log. The density tool records the bulk density that includes intergranular
and fracture porosities. However, the sonic log just measures intergranular porosity
because the sound wave takes the shortest path from emitter to receiver which
avoids the fracture. So if the density porosity changes much more than sonic log
porosity, it means that fractures are present (Rider 2002).

2.2.3.5 Dipmeter Log

The dipmeter log can show an open fracture from a dipmeter micro-resistivity
curve. The indicator is a conductive anomaly due to the invasion of drilling mud.
The fracture may be given an orientation because the dipmeter pad bearings are
known (Rider 2002).

2.2.3.6 Image Log

An image log is a computer-created image based on acoustic reflectivity or elec-
trical conductivity. To analyze the fracture, it is common to use an acoustic image
in which raw acoustic travel times and amplitudes are processed to a color image
presentation (Rider 2002).
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2.2.4 Fracture-Induced Anisotropy and Intrinsic Anisotropy

Anisotropy means that the physical properties of a medium are directionally
dependent. Isotropy, as opposed to anisotropy, means that the physical properties of
the medium are identical in all directions. In seismology, the anisotropy properties
commonly can be classified into intrinsic anisotropy and induced anisotropy.

The intrinsic anisotropy may be caused in the original formation in sedimentary
zones when the layers are substantially thinner than the seismic wavelength. It
assumes that the layers have a welded contact and the waves should meet the
perfectly welded boundary conditions. Intrinsic anisotropy is usually described by
Thomsen’s anisotropic parameters (1986).

Induced anisotropy appears because a medium is subject to regional stresses that
cause the medium to crack and attain a new system of equilibrium stresses in the
subsurface. The cracking action causes a welded continuous medium to change to a
nonwelded discontinuous medium satisfying the nonwelded contact boundary
conditions. From theoretical work and field observations, the fractured medium
exhibits induced anisotropy (Crampin and Bamford 1977; Lefeuvre 1993; Lynn
et al. 1996; Ramos and Davis 1997; Rueger 1996). The induced anisotropy shows
azimuthal dependence that is visible as a sinusoidal variation in the seismic data in
which the travel time is a function of the azimuth (due to velocity variation) in the
common offset and common azimuth cube (COCA). The shear wave splitting
phenomenon further indicates the azimuthal dependence of the induced anisotropy
in that the shear wave split into a fast shear wave that the polarization is parallel to
the direction of the fracture, and into a slower shear wave that the polarization is
perpendicular the direction of the fracture. Both polarizations are orthogonal to the
wave propagation direction (Crampin 1985).

The fracture causes the induced anisotropy that can be described by the fracture
weakness parameters that appear in the five independent moduli of the fractured
medium in next Sect. (2.3).

2.2.4.1 Anisotropic Parameters and Stiffness

In 1986, Thomsen introduced three dimensionless weak-anisotropic parameters:
&£Th, OTh, and yp, that are related to the five independent moduli for TI media as

Cos — Cua
Vg = ————— 2.16
PTh 2Cas ( a)
Ci1 — Cs3
= - 2.16b
&Th 2Cs ) ( )

(C13+ Cag)*—(C33 — Cus)’
oth = , 2.16¢
™ 2C33(C33 — Cus) ( )
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also,
opo = v/ C33/p, (2.16d)
ﬁpO =/ C44/p, (2166)

where 7y, describes the fractional difference between the horizontal and vertical
SH-wave velocities, ety describes the fractional difference between the horizontal
and vertical P-wave velocities, and d1, denotes the variation of P-wave velocity
with phase angle for nearly vertical propagation (Thomsen 1986). a0 and f,, are
vertical P-wave and S-wave velocities, respectively.

Based on the definitions of the weak-anisotropy coefficients in Egs. (2.16a—
2.16e), the notations for the VTI (transversely isotropic medium with vertical
symmetric axis) and HTI (transversely isotropic medium with horizontal symmetric
axis) anisotropy coefficients are often identified as y,e,d, and ™), 0", oW
respectively, and they have been widely used in the geophysical literature to
describe wave propagation in anisotropic media.

Tsvankin (1997a, b) introduced the anisotropic coefficients for an orthorhombic
medium with the superscript notations (1), (2) and (3) for three-dimensional
symmetric planes using Thomson’s-type weak-anisotropic parameters (Fig. 2.7).
The superscript indicates the direction of the axis that is normal to the symmetry
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Fig. 2.7 Sketch of an orthorhombic media model composed of two vertical fractures embedded in
a layered host medium (VTI). Two vertical symmetric planes and one horizontal symmetric plane
are determined by the vertical fracture orientation and the horizontal layered medium
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plane. For example, the notation (1) means that the x;-axis is normal to the sym-
metry plane.

The weak-anisotropy coefficients in the fracture plane (a vertical symmetric
plane) of the orthorhombic medium that is parallel to [x,,x3] and normal to the
Xp-axis are

(1) — Co6_ortn — Cs5_orn
2Cs5_orn 7

(2.17a)

(1) — C22_orth — C33_onn (2.17b)
B 2C33_orn ’ '

2 2
50 = (Cozonn + Cad)”—(C3, — Catom)” (2.17¢)
2C33onh (C33onh - C44onh)

The weak-anisotropy coefficients in the normal fracture plane (another vertical
symmetric plane, see Table 2.2) that is parallel to [x;,x3;] and normal to the x,-axis
are

@) _ Cé6_orth — Caa_ortn

W= 2.18a
/ 2C44_orth ( )
C -C

(2) — “11_orth 33_orth
e = 2.18b
2C33_orth ( )

2 2

5@ = (C13_orth + Cs5_orh)"— (C33_orth — Cs5_orth) . (2.18¢)

2C33_orth (C33_orth — Cs5_orth)

The anisotropic coefficient in another normal fracture plane (a horizontal sym-
metric plane) that is parallel to [x;,x;] and normal to the x3 axis is

5@ (C12_ortn + Co6_orn)* = (C11_orh — Co6_orn)’
2C11_omn (C11_orth — Cé6_orth) '

(2.19)

Note that anisotropic coefficients 7@ @ and 5® have the same formulae as
Egs. (2.16a-2.16¢) for TI medium anisotropic coefficients. It means that the ani-
sotropic coefficient 7(?), ) and 0?) would coincide with the coefficients p¥) )
and 6" for the simplest HTI model if the symmetry axis is orientated in the x;-
direction. In the isotropy plane, therefore, the fracture does not affect wave
velocities and the propagation direction, and the anisotropic coefficients will have
the same constant values as the host VTT anisotropic medium (Tsvankin 1997a).

For fractured media, when the fractures have a certain direction (one or several),
and the wavelengths are much greater than the fracture opening, it is feasible that
the induced anisotropic problem described by the fracture weakness parameters can
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be transformed into the intrinsic anisotropic problem described by Thomson’s
anisotropy parameters with Tsvankin’s notations (see Sect. 2.3).

2.3 Fracture Related Geophysical Assumptions

Relative to the seismic wavelength, a fracture is regarded as a weakness plane.
Thus, a seismological fractured medium model should neglect finite fracture
openings, fracture microstructure, and it can be equivalent to an effective aniso-
tropic medium.

2.3.1 Backus Average Theory

Backus (1962) presented a long wavelength equivalent theory that describes a finely
stratified homogeneous medium which is effectively equivalent to an anisotropic
medium, and is named an “effective anisotropic medium”. The effective anisotropic
medium might be a transversely isotropic medium with a vertical symmetry axis
(VTI) or transversely isotropic medium with a horizontal symmetry axis (HTI). In
Fig. 2.8, there is a picture of Backus’s theory (1962): the thin layers are parallel to
the horizontal x;-axis and the media properties vary with vertical x3-axis. The
medium thickness H must be long enough so that the elastic properties of the
medium vary appreciably over H. Also it must be smaller than the smallest
wavelength in order to replace the layered medium by an anisotropic medium where
the density is the average density over H and the elastic parameters are an algebraic

7
/XI H

x2 Yx3

\ 4

<

K

Fig. 2.8 Sketch of the long wavelength equivalent medium. H is the medium width.4 is seismic
wavelength.A > H
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combination of the parameters from the original layered medium. The theory
concludes that the elastic moduli of the equivalent medium can be expressed, in the
long wavelength assumption, as thickness-weighted averages of the moduli of the
thin layers of the stratified medium. The Backus average theory has been verified
numerically by Carcione et al (1991).

2.3.2 Stress, Strain in the Stratified Layers

For a stratified medium, in the long wavelength limit, all components of stress
acting on the layering plane, i.e., g3;,04; and os, (h = 1...n, with i denoting
different layers) and all components of strain lying in the layering plane, i.e., €15, &,
and &g, are the same in all the layers across medium H. The notations of stress and
strain are in Voigt form. The other components of the stress and strain, i.e.,
O1h, Oon, 06, and &3y, €ap, €51, are different from layer to layer. In other words, some
components of stress and strain are layer-independent, i.e.,

O3p 03

oa | = |04 | =0, (2.20a)
Osp L 05 |

E1n €1

& = | & =&, (220b)
E6h L €6 |

whereas other components of stress and strain are layer-dependent, i.e.,

g2p | = Op, (2.21a)

Eap | = &p. (221b)

The thickness-weighted average value for the layer-dependent components will
be the total value over full thickness H (Schoenberg and Douma 1988). Thus, the
layer-dependent stress components are

1 n
a1 =2 Hiou, (2.22a)
h=1
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_ 1
0y = EZHhO'Zh,
h=1

ln
G = — Hjo¢,
6 H; hO6h

the layer-dependent strain components are

1 n

& = *ZHhSM,
H =
1 n

&= EZHh&U”
=1

1 n
&5 = _ZHh85h7
Hi=

31

(2.22b)

(2.22¢)

(2.23a)

(2.23b)

(2.23¢)

where Hj, is the thickness and [, is the relative thickness of the composed thin layer,
and [} +h,+ --- +1, = 1. In Egs. (2.22a) and (2.23a), the overhead bar denotes
that the layer-dependent components of stress and strain have been done using the
thickness-weighted average. The linear relationship of the stress and strain in
Eq. (2.11) can be separated into two parts that are individually for the
layer-dependent and layer-independent stress components with corresponding strain

components and the thickness-weighted average for the stiffness

6 = Ctre + C1nE,

o = Cnré + OnNE,

where Cry is the transpose of the corresponding Cnr, and

[Cl1 Cia Cie |
Crr= [ Cy Cxn Cy
| Cis Cax  Ces |
[Cy3 Ca Css
Cxn= | Gy Cy Cys
| C3s Cus Css
[Ci3 Cuu Cis

Crn= | Cx Cy Cos

(2.24a)

(2.24b)

(2.25a)

(2.25b)

(2.25¢)
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2.3.3 Stiffness and Compliances of the Fracture

In an effective medium, when a thin layer composing the medium is permanently
deformed or fractured, this layer will be soft, and the layer-dependent strain
components € will be enlarged. The layer-independent strain components ¢ are the
same as the corresponding components in the host medium with a constant value.
To represent the fracture, Eq. (2.24b) can be approximated as

of ~ CNNfE. (226)

Equation (2.26) describes a pure fracture feature. It turns out that the fracture
feature is mainly affected by the stiffness Cnny rather than by the stiffness Crr and
Ct~. Cnny is approximately linearly proportional to the layer-independent stresses
and layer-dependent strains. Now it is assumed that the fracture plane is isotropic
(no roughness) and the fracture behavior is invariant with rotation with respect to an
axis normal to the fracture (fracture system), and the fracture compliance is S
(Schoenberg 1988, 1995). The fracture stiffness Cnxny and fracture compliance S
can be transformed into each other as follows:

-1

Ci 0 0
Coy=1 0 Cu 0
0 0 G (2.27)
S\, 0 0
=S=10 Sy 0|,
0 0 Sy

where Sy is the normal fracture compliance that relates to the normal displacement
and the normal stress, Sy and Sy are the tangential fracture compliances along the
vertical (x3-axis) and horizontal (x;-axis) axes, respectively. Equation (2.27) is the
so-called rotation-invariant fracture system. Because the two tangential fracture
compliances are equal in the rotation-invariant fracture system, Sy may be used
(St = Sy = Sy) as the tangential compliance that relates to the shear displacement
and the shear stress. The fracture compliances Sy and St are nonnegative and have
the dimension length/stress within a discontinuous medium.

In 1988, Schoenberg and Douma (1988) presented the dimensionless fracture
compliances that link the dimensioned fracture compliances to the unfractured host
medium compliances:

ET = C44HST, (2283)

EN = C33HSN, (228b)
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where Ex and Et are the normal and tangential dimensionless fracture compliances.
The subscript “H” denotes the host medium. To simplify the fracture compliances,
Hsu and Schoenberg (1993) introduce the dimensionless quantities

AN = 2.29
N 1 +EN ) ( a)
Er
Ar = 2.29b
T4 E (2.290)
0 S AN, AT S 1. (2290)

The quantities Ay, A relate the fracture compliance to the total compliance of a
fractured medium that is algebraically a summation of a host medium and a frac-
ture. An, Ar are also the so-called normal and tangential weakness of the fracture
when the fracture is treated as an infinite slip interface (Bakulin et al. 2000a, b, c).

2.3.4 Linear Slip Interface and Fracture

A linear slip interface can be used to model a fracture that is based on the Backus
average (1962). In 1980, Michael Schoenberg depicted a physical mechanism of the
linear slip interface: an isotropic thin layer inserted into a homogeneous isotropic
host medium to construct a perfectly welded layered medium (effective anisotropic
VTI media). This isotropic thin layer thickness I’ should be very small compared to
a minimum wavelength 4, and its impedance Z’ should be much lower with respect
to the host medium impedance Z. The reflection and transmission coefficients of
this isotropic thin layer are R’ and 7’. Once the thickness and impedance of the
inserted isotropic thin layer approach to zero, the constructed layered medium
(Fig. 2.9) is transformed into a medium that is effectively equal to a linear slip
interface embedded in a homogeneous isotropic host medium in which the dis-
placement discontinuity and stress continuity across the linear slip interface satisfy
the nonwelded contact boundary conditions (Schoenberg 1980). At this point, the
transformed medium is named the effective fractured medium, and the slip interface
equals to a fracture. The reflection coefficient R and transmission coefficient T of
the effective fractured medium willbe R=R and T = T'.

The linear slip theory appreciably provides a convenient effective fractured
medium model in geophysics that allows us to study the fracture from seismic
signatures since the fracture is possibly simulated as an infinite weakness surface.
Pyrak-Nolte et al. (1990a, b) and Hsu and Schoenberg (1993) have confirmed the
validity of this model by some laboratory experimental verifications. In addition,
Peterson et al. (1993) have shown that results obtained from small-scale cross-well
experiments appear to agree with this model. In fact, the fracture outcrops show that
a fracture as an nonwelded interface or weakness plane separates a medium into two
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Fig. 2.9 Diagram of physical mechanism of the linear slip interface. Once I < <X, z <<z,
thenR =R, T =T

half spaces that exactly coincide with the linear slip interface. The linear slip
interface theory satisfies the nonwelded contact boundary conditions. Therefore, a
linear slip interface obviously can be adapted to simulate a fracture which unites a
geometrical phenomenon of the geology and a mechanical property of the medium.
In the effective fractured medium model, the fracture is just an infinitely extended
weakness plane or a highly compliant layer, regardless of its shape and
microstructure and the porosity information.

Sayers (2009) used the ratio between the normal and tangential compliances as
an indicator for the fluid content, e.g., g—’; ~ 1 for dry fractures. Schoenberg (1980)

suggested that a fluid filled fracture can be approximated by letting Sy = 0 and
St # 0, which is equivalent to requiring normal displacement continuity. The case
of Sy = 0 and St x 0o, meaning that there is no shear stress across the interface,
and is equivalent to the solid—fluid boundary condition: both the normal stress and
normal displacement are continuous.

2.3.5 Schoenberg-Muir Calculus Theory

Schoenberg and Muir (1989) extended the Backus average approach to develop a
matrix formalism that enables a simple calculation of the stiffness of the rock, and
then achieves a description for the composition and decomposition of the effective
anisotropic medium. First, the rock stiffness of a layer can be mapped to an element
of an Abelian group that includes two scalars and three 3 x 3 matrices. Then
summation or subtraction is used to calculate the corresponding elements from the
media that need to be calculated. Finally, the summed or the subtracted elements are
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inverted into the rock stiffness to describe a reconstructed medium. Under the
Backus theory (1962), a numerical simulation was performed to show that the
Schoenberg-Muir theory is valid from the kinematic (travel times) and dynamic
(amplitudes) viewpoints for a small crack aspect ratio or fracture opening, very long
flat parallel fractures and thin layered media (Carcione et al. 2012). It concludes that
a fracture as an infinitely extended weakness plane is an element for assembling a
fractured medium from a fracture and a host medium. A fractured medium can be
separated into a fracture and a host medium

Fracture + Host medium — Fractured medium

Fractured medium — Fracture + Host medium.

In this view, geophysically a horizontally fractured medium (the VTI case) can
be composed as a horizontal slip interface (a horizontal fracture) within an isotropic
homogeneous host medium. A vertically fractured mediumconsists of a vertical
linear slip interface (a vertical fracture) and an isotropic homogeneous host med-
ium. A more realistic orthorhombic medium can be formed by either embedding a
vertical slip interface into a transversely isotropic host medium with a symmetric
vertical axis (VTI) or embedding a horizontal slip interface into a transversely
isotropic host medium with a symmetric horizontal axis (HTT).

Schoenberg and Muir’s calculus approach has been further developed into an
algorithm that calculates the rock compliances instead of the rock stiffnesses by
Hood (1991) and Nichols et al (1989).

Table 2.1 gives the types of media contact that will be involved in this book.
Throughout the book, the expression “a fractured medium” means that the host
medium is a uniform homogeneous isotropic medium, while the expression
“fractured medium with impedance contrast” implies that homogeneous isotropic
media with impedance contrasts are the host media.

2.3.6 Horizontally Fractured Medium Moduli (VTI)

The stiffness matrix of an isotropic medium (Eq. 2.12) can be rewritten in a special
order of the elements by moving the column six into column three and then moving
the row six into row three as

Ci Co 0 Cs O
Cyp Cpn 0 Cs O
0 0 e 0 0
CH_lso - C31 C32 0 C33 0 (230)
0 0 0 0 Cy O
0 0 0 0 0 Css
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Table 2.1 Types of media contact

.
! @ B pa

(= &9 L+ 2
Fracture interface Impedance contrast interface
O e e e R
le B p a2 B2 Pl
Horizontally fractured medium Horizontally fractured medium with
impedance contrast
=
z
a B p = ey By oy o © ; oz o2
Vertically fractured medium Vertically fractured medium with

impedance contrast

oy By oy

ax & o ey B3 P3

Orthogonally fractured medium Orthogonally fractured medium with

impedance contrast

Note that the nine elements of the top left of the matrix in Eq. (2.30) form the
stiffness matrix Crr, while the nine elements (3 x 3) of the bottom right of the
matrix in Eq. (2.30) form the stiffness matrix Cnn (Appendix A). Following the
matrix formalism of algebra and Abelian (commutative) group theory (Schoenberg
and Muir 1989), the effective elastic moduli of the fractured VTI media (Fig. 2.10)
can be computed as
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Fig. 2.10 Horizontally
fractured medium model. It is
formed by a horizontal
fracture interface and a
uniform homogeneous
isotropic host medium

X1
X2

X3

Gvr1 = Gy_iso +Gr_y, (2.31)

where Gy s the group stiffness of the homogeneous isotropic host medium, and
Gj,_y is the group stiffness of the horizontal fracture that was discussed and given in
Eq. (2.27). The effective elastic stiffness Cyry of the horizontally fractured media
with the parameters of tangential and normal weaknesses of the fracture
(Egs. 2.29a) is (see Appendix A)

[(7+2p) [1 fﬁm} ,1(1 —ﬁAN) A1 — Ax)
2(1 = ) G2l = A An] A1 Ay)
Cyri = | A(1 - Ax) A(1 = Ax) (A+2p)(1 - Ay)

0 0 0

0 0 0

Lo 0 0

0 0 07

0 0 0

0 0 0

u(l—Ay) 0 0

0 u(l—Ay) 0

0 0 ul

(2.32)

This fractured elastic stiffness shows that the fractured medium is a TI medium
with five independent moduli (Cytr2 = Cyriii — Cyries) and the fracture proper-
ties are independent of the properties of the host medium (Hsu 1993).
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2.3.6.1 Horizontal Fracture Anisotropy

A conclusion from Sect. 2.4.2 is that the effective composite media are TI media
since the stiffness has five independent moduli. Hereby, the composed horizontally
fractured medium is equivalent to an effective anisotropic VTT medium in which the
fracture is part of a rotationally invariant fracture system and causes anisotropy. The
stiffness of this effective horizontally fractured medium has been presented in
Eq. (2.32). Substituting some elements in Eq. (2.32) into the anisotropic coeffi-
cients defined in Eq. (2.16a, the anisotropic coefficients caused by a fracture in
terms of the fracture dimensionless weakness parameters are (Schoenberg and
Douma 1988)

At At
Vi S 2 (2.33a)
2g(1 — g)A

( 8)Ax ~ 2g(1 — g)An, (2.33b)

| N

8(Ax — A7)

= — ~ — A — A .
where g is
Ky

= 2.33d
8= T 20 (2.33d)

2.3.7 Vertically Fractured Medium Moduli (HTI)

Cui and Lines (2011) showed that the elastic moduli of the HTI can be computed
from the elastic moduli of a transversely isotropic medium with a vertical symmetry
axis (a VTI medium) by using a Bond transformation (Winterstein 1990). Hence,
rotating the horizontal fracture system in Eq. (2.27) by 90° with respect to the
Y axis (Fig. 2.11), the elastic moduli of the vertical fracture system should be

-1

[Ch, 0 0
S, ;=0 Cs 0
L0 0 G (2.34)
Sy 0 0
=10 s 0
0 0 Sy
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Fig. 2.11 Coordinates Z(3)
Rotation. A horizontal

interface is rotated into a

vertical interface by a rotation el
of 90° with respect to the
Y axis

¥(2)

Figure 2.11 shows a vertical fracture that is normal to the X(1)-axis or parallel to
[Y(2),Z(3)]-plane with a horizontal symmetry axis. It is rotated from a horizontal
fracture.

Following the Schoenberg and Muir (1989) procedure to simplify the calculation
of the effective elastic moduli of the vertically fractured media (HTI) (Fig. 2.12),
we have:

Gumt = GH_iso + Gy_y- (2.35)

Gy _iso is the group stiffness of the homogeneous isotropic host medium, G,_; is
the group stiffness of the vertical fracture. Consequently, the elastic stiffness for a
vertically fractured medium (HTI) is (Appendix A)

Fig. 2.12 Vertically
fractured medium model. It is
formed by a vertical fracture
interface and a uniform
homogeneous isotropic host
medium

2 X1
X2

X3
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[(A+20)(1 —Ax)  A(1 - An) ( —AN)
21— Ax) (qu)[l e AN} (1 - )
Cornt — | 41— Ax) 31— ) (t20) 1 - £ A
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

0 0 0 :
0 0 0
0 0 0
u 0 0
0 u(l—Ay) 0
0 0 u(1 = Ay |

(2.36)

The elements of Eq. (236) have CHTIZZ = CHTIS3, CHTIIZ = CHTIl3a CHTISS =
Curiss and Cyrps = Curzs — 2Curiaa- Thus effective vertically fractured media are
TI media with five independent moduli. Note that C44_prr = p is the same as the
homogeneous isotropic host medium stiffness. It means that only the elements
corresponding to the fracture system describe the fracture in the stiffness for the
effective vertically fractured medium. This effective vertically fractured medium
(HTI) is the simplest azimuthally anisotropic medium that provides valuable
insights into the study of the fracture behavior of the seismic signature variation
with the azimuthal fractures.

2.3.7.1 Vertical Fracture Anisotropy

This vertically fractured medium may cause anisotropy that would be seen and
observed on seismic signature as travel time and amplitude variations. The stiffness
tensor of this vertically fractured medium is expressed by the fracture weakness in
Eq. (2.36). Substituting some elements in Eq. (2.36) into Eq. (2.16a), the
fracture-caused anisotropic coefficients can be conveniently described by the ani-
sotropic parameters as

A
S (2.37a)
2
2¢(1 — g)A
e = _g(—<g)2N ~ —2g(1 — g)Ax, (2.37b)
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50— 28(1 = (1~ 2¢)An)((1 — 2¢)An + Ar)
(1 —(1- g)z) (1 + i (8Ar — (1 - Zg)AN))
~ —2g((1 —2¢)An + Ar). (2.37¢)

In Eq. (2.37a), anisotropic parameters y*), ¢(") and 0" are always negative in a
HTI model, thus the fracture weakness parameters always have nonnegative values.
The fracture characterization can be determined from the surface seismic signatures
through the anisotropic representations in the seismic data.

2.3.8 Orthogonally Fractured Medium Moduli (VTI + HTI)

A reconstructed effective orthorhombic medium (the symmetry of a brick) is usu-
ally a combination of a VTI medium and a HTT medium that has been considered as
a more realistic model to characterize the reservoir (Fig. 2.13). The reason is that
geological sediments deposited into a horizontally layered medium show trans-
versely isotropic elastic behavior with a vertical symmetry axis (VTI), while the
maximum principal stress is a vertical one of compression from the overburden
deposition that generated the vertical fractures with a horizontal symmetry axis.
Therefore, an orthorhombic medium model is a more reasonable model to describe
the subsurface structures. Based on the Schoenberg and Muir calculus, an
orthogonally fractured medium can be treated as a vertical slip interface plus a VTI
host medium

Gortn = Gy _vrI +Gv_f. (2.38)
Fig. 2.13 Orthogonally
fractured medium model. It is
formed by a vertical fracture
interface and horizontally
fractured host medium

{ X1
X2
X3
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Gy v is the group stiffness of the VTI host medium that could include the
stiffness of a horizontally fractured medium in Eq. (2.36) as well. G,_y is the group
element of the vertical fracture and has the same expression as in Eq. (2.34)
(Appendix A).

[Cia_vri(l —Ax)  Crn_vn(l — Ax) Cizu_vri(1 — An)
Cian_vti(1 = AN)  Clinyy <1 - %&v) Cizn_vm (1 - ESZZXE C12H_VT1AN)
Corn = | Csiz_vmi(1 — Ax) C13HAVTI<1 - HAN) CSSHAVTI<1 - %AN>
0 0 0
0 0 0
LO 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
Cyn_vry 0 0
0 Cun_vn(l—Ay) 0
0 0 Cosrr_vti(1 — An)

(2.39)

Equation (2.39) gives the stiffness of an orthogonally fractured medium. An
effective orthogonally fractured medium has nine independent moduli that depend
on the five independent moduli of the TI host medium and the three fracture
compliances of the fracture. A more complex method for solving for the stiffness of
the orthorhombic medium is given in Appendix A by considering a composite of a
VTI medium and a HTT anisotropic media.

2.3.8.1 Orthorhombic Fractures Anisotropy

The geometry of Fig. 2.13 shows that the orthorhombic fracture model has two
orthogonal vertically symmetric planes [x;,x3], [x1,x3] and one horizontally sym-
metric plane [x|,x,] which are normal to the x;-axis, x,-axis and x3-axis, respec-
tively. Tsvankin (1997b) proved that the anisotropy in the symmetric planes of
orthorhombic media can be completely described by known intrinsic anisotropy
parameters, and all conclusions about anisotropy in VTI and HTI media remain
valid for symmetric planes in orthorhombic media. If the properties of all vertical
planes are identical, an orthorhombic medium can be reduced to a VTI medium.
The stiffness tensor of this orthorhombic fractured medium is expressed through the
fracture weakness in Eq. (2.39). Substituting necessary elements in Eq. (2.39) into
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Eq. (2.17a) yields the anisotropic coefficients for the vertical symmetry [x,x3]-
plane

Ay — A
"W =g+ = (2.40a)
eV = gy, (2.40D)
oW = 6y. (2.40¢)

The subscript H of anisotropic parameters denotes the host medium, a hori-
zontally fractured medium. Therefore, the anisotropic coefficients in the [x,x3]-
plane coincide with those of the horizontally fractured VTI host medium. It is seen
that the [x;, x3]-plane represents an isotropic plane with a horizontal symmetric x;-
axis in this orthorhombic medium in which all of the velocities are not affected by
the fracture and remain constant for all propagation directions (Tsvankin 1997b). If
the fracture system is rotationally invariant, we have Ay = Ay, and then y“) =7y

Substituting some elements in Eq. (2.39) into Eq. (2.18a) gives the anisotropic
coefficients for another vertical symmetry [x;, x3]-plane that is normal to the x,-axis

A
C TH’ (2.41a)
e® =&y —2g(1 — g)Ax, (2.41b)
0% = 6y — 2g[(1 — 2¢)Ax + Ay]. (2.41c)

Note that the [x|, x3]-plane involves two distinguishing anisotropic coefficients.
One is the corresponding anisotropic coefficient of the horizontally fractured VTI
host medium with subscript “H”, while the other anisotropic coefficient that results
from the vertical fracture that approximately equals the coefficients y(), &(") o)
describing a vertically fractured HTI model. This composite result is what we
expected.

The anisotropic coefficients of the horizontal symmetry [x;,x;]-plane are
obtained by substituting necessary elements in Eq. (2.39) into Eq. (2.19)

0 = 2g[An — Ay (2.42)
Note that ) does not relate to the anisotropic coefficients of host medium

because the horizontal symmetry [xi,x;]-plane is an isotropic plane in the hori-
zontally fractured VTI host media.
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2.4 Boundary Conditions

Boundary condition stands for a constraint function that must be satisfied along a
boundary (Sheriff 2002). At the boundary, all waves are constrained such that
kinematic displacements and dynamic stresses on one side of the boundary are
related to displacements and stresses on the other side by certain boundary con-
ditions. The direction of the boundary and contact properties of the two sides of the
boundary decide the wave expressions in terms of the displacement and stress.
Table 2.2 provides boundary types in 3D and the corresponding expressions of the
boundary conditions in terms of displacement & and the stresses o, in which u® =

e
U ,6=0;.1=j=Xx,2

Table 2.2 Boundary conditions in 3D

Type of the boundaries Welded boundary Nonwelded boundary
conditions conditions
z-normal boundary utb —u; =0 ut —u; =Srat
of —0,=0 of =0
X {u;—uZ = {u{—uz_:SNo,*
+t g = Oz =0z
Y Oz O =

Z
x-normal boundary { uf —u; =0 { u —u; =Syol
+ - _ + g
Ox O xx 0 Oxx = Oxx
+ - + g = +
X { uZ+ uL =0 { uZ+ uzi— Sra .
O—ZX O—Z,V = 0 O’Z)C = O—Z'}(
Y
+ - + o = +
u),+ u, = 0 uy+ u, = Sroy;
O-yx — Oy = 0 O'y)r = G-yx
z
y-normal boundary { ulb —u; =0 { ut —u; =Sro
+ - — + — g- )
Oy xy 0 Oy = Oy
+ + gy = +
X { uZ+ u; =0 uZ+ u; =Sra}
v Oy — 0y = 0 o, =0y,
+ = +
W —u- =0 u, u, SNO'),y
y y O'+ = 0g_
6 —0o- =0 ¥y »w
yy »
Z
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2.4.1 Perfectly Welded Contact Interface

Consider a compressional wave traveling in the x—z plane. It impinges upon a
perfectly welded contact interface at which the kinematic displacements and the
dynamic stresses of the wave quantities on the two sides of the interface satisfy

ut =u", (2.43)
¢ =0, (2.44)

+

o L . . u _

where u is kinematic displacement and ¢ is dynamic stress. ut = {M'Er U~ =
4

{u" 6t = {O—% ,0 = {JXZ . The superscripts “—” and “+” denote the two
u, Oz Oz

sides of the interface (Fig. 2.14). The subscripts “x and z” or “xz and zz” denote the
u or ¢ in tangential and normal components. For example, u;" or u_" can be
interpreted as a displacement u in tangential x or normal z component at the “+”
side of the interface. Equations (2.43) and (2.44) must be satisfied by the incident,
reflected, and transmitted waves at the interface, and are known as the perfect
welded contact boundary conditions. They state that both kinematic displacements
and dynamic stresses of the wave are continuous across the perfect welded interface
when the wave propagates at the interface. Figure 2.14 shows the perfectly welded

interface boundary conditions.
2.4.1.1 Reflections and Transmissions

In seismology, an incident compressional plane wave produces reflected and
transmitted waves at the interface. Figure 2.15 shows all elastic waves at the

\TK

Uy Uz Oxz 0Oy ¥
@ TENGIRT AR T Welded
I I I i :
2Pz pa + AE S interface
s Uy Uz Oxz; Ozz

Fig. 2.14 Perfectly welded interface boundary conditions. #™ = u~,6%* = ¢~. The kinematic
displacements and dynamic stresses are continuous across the welded interface
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Fig. 2.15 Incident P-wave, reflected and transmitted PP and PS waves at a perfectly welded
contact interface. 6,6,,9, and ¥, are PP and PS-waves reflection and transmission angles
respectively. The single arrows point in the direction of wave propagation. The double arrows
indicate the direction of the wave polarization. a,, , and p,, n = 1,2 are the media parameters

(3331}

reflector in a homogeneous isotropic medium. The upper prime indicates up
going reflection waves, and the down prime ““” means down going waves that
include the incident wave in the upper medium and the transmitted waves in the
lower medium. Consider a plane wave,

u = AeU=s¥)g, (2.45)
where A is the amplitude and is assumed to be unity, and s - x = s.x+ s,y + 5,2
Equation (2.45) represents a harmonic plane wave traveling in the s direction,
where s is the slowness. d denotes the wave polarization, with |d| = 1.
Substituting Eq. (2.45) into Eq. (2.43) and using Fig. 2.15, gives
P sin0; = —P sin0; — S| cos ¥y + P, sin 0 + S, cos 9. (2.46a)
P, cos 0 = P cos 0, — S| sin®d; + P, cos 0, — S, sin,. (2.46b)
where P|,P|,P,,S, and S, are the amplitudes of the P-incident, PP-reflected and
transmitted, PS-reflected and transmitted waves, respectively, while 6y, 6,,v; and
9, are angle of PP and PS-waves reflection and transmission, respectively.
Similarly, substituting Eq. (2.45) into Eq. (2.44) and using Fig. 2.15 gives
P,x; cos 0 = Pix; cos 0y + S| B 71 + Poxz cos 0 + S, 72 (2.47a)

P oyr = —Pjoyry +Six; cos 9y + Pyonr, — Syx; cos ds. (2.47b)
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where o,,f, and p, are the P-wave velocity, S-wave velocity and density,
respectively. x, = 2p,B:P,r, = p, (1 — 2B2P*),n = 1,2 (Aki and Richards 1980).
P is the ray parameter.

sinf, sind,
= = P. 2.48
oy B (2.48)

2.4.1.2 Zoeppritz Equations

Equations (2.46a) and (2.47a) are four linear equations in four unknowns, and they
can be used to solve for the four unknown PP and PS reflection transmission
coefficients in a homogeneous isotopic media. This system of equations can be
written in matrix form as

o P —oyP —cos o P cos PP,
cosy | _ | cosO; —B,P cos 0 —pB,P P'S] (2.49)
x1 cos 0, x1 cos 0; Biri X3 cos 0, Bara PP, '
oy —oqr; xpcostd o1 —xycosth | | P'S,

These equations are known as the Zoeppritz equations (1919). The equations
reveal that the amplitudes of reflected and transmitted waves are functions of the
angles at the interface. For a normal incidence case, the PP-wave reflection and
transmission coefficients are

P -

R, =L =pPp, =224l (2.50a)
Pl O62p2 + (lel
P, .. 2

T,=-2=pPp,=—PL_ (2.50b)
P, 0Py + 0Py

Note that there should be only transmitted waves passing through the interface in
a uniform homogeneous isotropic medium at normal incidence since in that case

apy —opp = 0.

2.4.2 Imperfectly Welded (Nonwelded) Contact Interface

Consider a compressional wave hitting upon a deformed (fractured) linear slip
interface that is different from the perfect welded interface. At this slip interface, the
incident, reflected, and transmitted waves are constrained by the imperfectly welded
(nonwelded) contact boundary conditions: the dynamic stresses are continuous
across the interface, but the kinematic displacements are discontinuous and the
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Fig. 2.16 Imperfectly welded (nonwelded) contact interface boundary conditions. u™ #
u~,6" =06~ The kinematic displacements are discontinuous, but the dynamic stresses are
continuous across the nonwelded contact interface

differential displacements are linearly proportional to the corresponding stresses
(Fig. 2.16):

u" —u =So* (2.51)

6" =0 (2.52)

where u and o are the same as in Eqs. (2.43, 2.44). The parameters S = { gT ST
N

and Sy have been described in Eq. (2.27) as the tangential and normal fracture
compliances of the fractured medium (Schoenberg 1980), which are the reciprocals
of the rock stiffnesses. St is for a normally incident shear wave, and Sy is for a
normally incident compressional wave (Schoenberg 1980). St and Sy imply that
fracture deformation is a combination of tangential deformation and normal
deformation.

As Eq. (2.52) shows, the stress is continuous across the interface, even though it
is a nonwelded contact interface. If it was not, the equation of motion,

80,4,»7 821/!,'
ox,  Fon

(2.52a)

indicates that forces and accelerations would be infinite for a discontinuity in stress,
which is unphysical.
2.4.2.1 Reflections and Transmissions

Similarly, a plane compressional incident wave produces reflected and transmitted
waves at the linear slip interface in a homogeneous isotropic medium (Fig. 2.16).
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Fig. 2.17 Incident P-wave, reflected and transmitted PP and PS waves at the imperfectly welded
(nonwelded) contact interface. 0, 6,,v; and 1), are PP and PS-waves reflection and transmission
angles respectively. The single arrows point in the direction of wave propagation. The double
arrows indicate the direction of the wave polarization. a,, f, and p,. n = 1,2 are the media
parameters. St and Sy are tangential and normal fracture compliances, respectively

For a given frequency , substituting Eq. (2.45) into Eq. (2.51)and using Fig. 2.17
gives

P, sin0, = — P} sin0; — S cos | + P,(sin 0 — imStx; cos 05)

A (2.53a)
+S,(cos ¥ — iwStf,r2),

P, cos0; = P ?os 0; — S sin ) + P, (cos 0, — iwSxour) (2.53b)
+S,(— sin ), + iwSnx; cos 7).

Similarly, substituting the plane wave in Eq. (2.45) into Eq. (2.52) for the stress
nonwelded boundary conditions, gives

P x cos 0 = P\x; cos 0) + S| 71 +Pyxacos 0y +S, o1, (2.54a)
Poyry = —Ployry +S)x; cos ) + Pyoars — Syxa cos ¥y, (2.54b)

where, the symbols P|,P|,P,,S|,S, and o, p,,p, and x, =2p,f>Pr, =
pn(l — 2[3,21P2)7n = 1,2 in Eqgs. (2.46a) and (2.47a) are the same as in Eqs. (2.53a)
and (2.54a). Note that Eq. (2.54a) are identical to Eq. (2.47a). An explanation for
this is that the dynamic stresses always obey the law of conservation of energy,
regardless of whether contact of the interface is perfectly welded or not.
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2.4.2.2 Zoeppritz Equations
Combining Eqs. (2.53a) and (2.54a) yields a system of four linear equations in four

unknowns. They can be used to solve for the four unknown reflection and trans-
mission coefficients of the PP and PS-waves at the imperfect welded interface:

o P —oP —cos?d; P — iwStx; cos 0, cos vy — iwStfar P] P

cosO; | | cos0; —pB,P cos by — ioSyory  —PoP +ioSyxycos vy | | PS)

xjcos0y | — | xcosf By X cos 0, Bora PP,

o7y —oqr; xpcosty 0T —Xp cos 1, P} S'2
(2.55)

where i = v/—1. Equations (2.55), are the so-called Zoeppritz equations for the
linear slip interface, and these equations are important for fracture analysis because
they reveal the relationship between the wave incident angles and the
reflection/transmission coefficients at the linear slip interface. Note that they have
the same pattern as the original Zoeppritz equations (1919). Equation (2.55) also
shows that the reflection/transmission coefficients are frequency dependent with the
fracture parameters St and Sy (Schoenberg 1980; Chaisri and Krebes 2000; Chaisri
2002). Pyrak-Nolte et al. (1990a, b) and Chaisri and Krebes (2000) have shown that
the reflected P-wave has a lower amplitude at the lower frequencies that has an
apparent attenuation in the nonwelded interface.

Chaisri and Krebes (2000) and Chaisri (2002) give the conditions that the
fracture parameters and the frequency should satisfy the following conditions.

WSypyon < <1, (2.56a)
and

From Egq. (2.55), the normal incidence P-wave reflection and transmission
coefficients at the slip interface in a homogeneous isotropic medium are

‘ Zy —Z) +ioSnZZ
Ruon_yy = P\, = 2211104 (2.57a)
- Zr+7Z) — i SN2 Zy

B 27,
o Zz +Zl —i® SNZzZl ’

Toon_w = PP, (2.57b)

where Z, is the media impedance: Z, = p,«,. Note that reflection coefficients at a
linear slip interface should be nonzero at normal incidence even if the interface is in
the uniform homogeneous isotropic medium where there is no impedance contrast,
i.e., Zy — Z; = 0. This is a substantial difference between a linear slip interface and
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a welded interface. In other words, reflections from the slip interface show that a
fracture itself generates a reflection which is due to the displacement discontinuity,
rather than an impedance contrast at the boundary.

2.5 Conclusions

This chapter theoretically and systematically provides a link between the inherent
elastic properties of the medium and the gained fracture compliance parameters of
the fractured medium. Also it presents the knowledge of fracture formation, fracture
parameters, and fracture detection. As well, it supplies a rock stiffness composition
and decomposition framework within which a complex fractured medium stiffness
can be simplified into a fracture stiffness and a host medium stiffness, and vice
versa. This infers that a medium forming a fracture feature combined with a host
medium is equivalent to a fractured medium, and vice versa. Additionally, it dis-
cusses the boundary conditions that are constraints for all waves at an interface, thus
it is a key for next chapter’s study, which is on the seismic signature response of the
fracture.

Elastic tensors are the basis of understanding what will happen to a rock when it
is subjected to force. In general, an elastic rock deformation first obeys Hooke’s law
as a reversible deformation when it is subjected to a small force, then it changes to
an irreversible ductile deformation if the force keeps exerting. Once the rock strain
exceeds a strain threshold, the rock deformation finally changes to a physically
permanent fracture deformation. A discussion of stress and strain is presented in
Sect. 2.1 for illustrating the different deformation stages. As a subsurface medium,
the fracture formation similarly suffers the same deformation stages as a rock
because the medium still undergoes the geological movement and overburden
compressions. Commonly, most geological fractures are vertical or nearly vertical
fractures because the overburden compression is the maximum stress rather than the
other two horizontal stresses.

From a geophysical viewpoint, the fracture orientation and density are signifi-
cantly more important parameters than the fracture openings in reservoir charac-
terizations. The orientation is determined by the directions of maximum and
minimum stress. The direction of the fracture is parallel to the direction of the
maximum compressive stress and perpendicular to the direction of the minimum
compressive stress. The fracture density is a measurement of the number of the
fractures per meter along a certain direction, and it influences permeability evalu-
ations: the higher the fracture density, the higher the permeability if the fractures are
conductive.

The fracture detection usually is an integrated method involving geology, geo-
physics, and petrophysics technologies. For this integrated method, petrophysics
data are regarded as the most reliable, i.e., as “hard data” to be broadly applied since
the data are directly observed with higher resolution from the reservoir, even though
the coverage is sparser that seismic data coverage. Petrophysics data such as core



52 2 Geological Fractures and Geophysical Assumptions

analysis, temperature log, caliper log, density log, dipmeter log, and image log data
have been individually introduced in Sect. 2.2.3 in order to have a deep knowledge
of well logs that predict the fractures in the reservoir.

Backus (1962) average theory is the basis of forming effective media. A perfectly
welded layered medium can be approximated as an effective TI medium (a trans-
versely isotropic medium with a symmetric axis). It indicates that an algebraic
calculation is probably applicable for the rock stiffnesses of a medium. In Sect. 2.3,
three effective fractured anisotropic media stiffnesses (VTI, HTI, and orthorhombic)
have been calculated and presented. The calculations show that a fractured rock
stiffness can be algebraically decomposed into the fracture stiffness and the host
medium stiffness, and vice versa. Analogously, a fractured medium is equivalent to
a fracture feature combined with a homogeneous host medium, whereas a fracture
feature plus a homogeneous host medium is equivalent to a fractured medium. In
other words, a fracture can be obtained by taking a fractured medium and sub-
tracting the host medium, or, a host medium can be obtained by getting rid of the
fracture from the fractured medium. In some sense, the fractured medium with five
independent moduli exhibits properties of a transversely isotropic medium with a
symmetry axis.

The linear slip interface theory (Schoenberg 1980) has been studied and it is
regarded as one of perfect fracture model. Pyrak-Nolte et al. (1990a, b) and Hsu and
Schoenberg (1993) conducted laboratory experiments to validate the model. As a
result, a horizontally fractured medium is effectively formed by a linear slip
interface embedded in a homogeneous isotropic host medium. A vertically fractured
medium is effectively constructed by a vertical linear slip interface inserted in a
homogeneous isotropic host medium. Furthermore, the orthogonally fractured
media are effectively made from a vertical linear slip interface and a transversely
isotropic medium with a vertical symmetric axis (VTI) and a homogeneous host
medium.

The anisotropy problem has been discussed. Based on effective medium theory,
the Schoenberg-Muir calculus theory and the mechanism of the fracture formation,
it has been confirmed that fractured media have the characteristics of a transversely
isotropic medium and that the anisotropy is an induced anisotropy caused by tec-
tonic movement, rather than an intrinsic anisotropy formed by natural deposition.

The anisotropy issue has been discussed and it can be described by the
parameters 7, ¢ and ¢ with five independent moduli (Thomsen 1986). The fractured
medium has five independent moduli that can be expressed in terms of fracture
weaknesses Ay and At that express the fracture in terms of induced anisotropic
problem. There is a way to transform the intrinsic anisotropic parameters 7, &, 0 and
fracture anisotropic description Ay and A into each other.

The boundary conditions control the seismic reflection and transmission coef-
ficient values at the interface. Two sets of PP and PS reflection and transmission
coefficients formulae have been presented in the last section. One is for a perfectly
welded contact interface boundary and the other is for an imperfectly welded
(nonwelded) contact interface boundary. The imperfectly welded (nonwelded)
boundary conditions require that the kinematic displacements are discontinuous
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across the interface, whereas the dynamic stresses are continuous across the
interface. These boundary conditions completely constrain all waves at the fracture
interface. It is also demonstrated that the reflection coefficients of the nonwelded
boundary are frequency dependent. In addition, for a wave normally incident
propagating in a uniform homogeneous isotropic medium, there is no reflection at a
perfectly welded boundary that has no impedance contrast. However, there are
reflections at an imperfectly welded (nonwelded) contact boundary, since a fracture
manifests itself a reflector, and the reflected waves are caused by a displacement
discontinuity across the fracture, instead of by the impedance contrast at the fracture
interface.

This chapter mainly concludes that a linear slip interface can model a fracture
regardless of its fracture shape or microstructure, and it satisfies the nonwelded
contact boundary conditions when a wave impinges on it. The fractured medium is
composed by the fracture and homogeneous isotropic host medium, and vice versa.
The composed horizontally and vertically fractured medium with five independent
moduli and the orthogonally fractured medium with nine independent moduli
shows that the fractured medium present the medium properties of a transversely
isotropic medium with a symmetric axis (TT).
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Chapter 3
Seismic Forward Modeling of Fractures

Abstract Chapter 2 stated that the fractures play a very important role in the oil
and gas production since they significantly affect the reservoir permeability, and the
petrophysical detection technique is the most reliable in the integrated method for
seeking fractures because it directly acquires data from the reservoir with a higher
resolution. However, petrophysical data are extremely sparse and fracture patterns
rapidly change, thus accurate delineation of fracture distributions in the subsurface
imperatively demands geophysical seismic data that can provide global information
coverage of the reservoir. The seismic measurements are wave reflection data that
could imprint complex geological information with a relatively lower resolution.
However, detecting fractures from seismic data is a big challenging problem
because of the lack of understanding of the fracture responses in the intricate
seismic data. Therefore, the main goals of this chapter are to address the problem by
studying forward modeling of fractures to reveal the fracture representations in
seismic data.

Keywords Finite-difference (FD) modeling « FD schemes - Fictitious points -
Displacements—stresses - Perfectly welded boundary conditions - Imperfectly
boundary conditions - Wave equation of motion - Horizontally fractured medium -
Vertically fractured medium - Orthogonally fractured medium - Direction of the
fracture - Amplitude - Traveltime - Fracture-induced anisotropy

3.1 Finite-Difference Forward Modeling
Formulation Approaches

Seismic forward modeling usually attempts to simulate the rock properties of the
earth model and the response of seismic wave propagation as the waves travel
through the model (Lines and Newrick 2004). In seismology, the finite-difference
(FD) method is widely used to numerically solve wave equation with a FD stencil
to simulate seismic waves traveling through the structured subsurface. Kelly et al.
(1976) presented a homogeneous formulation approach for solving the wave
equation through FD modeling. In 1982, Korn and Stockl (1982) used a
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homogeneous approach to model SH wave propagation in inhomogeneous media.
An effective medium scheme (Coates and Schoenberg 1995) has been used to
model the fracture with an explicit slip interface boundary condition. The explicit
boundary condition approaches treat the fracture as a nonwelded contact interface,
satisfying displacement discontinuity and stress continuity. With a homogeneous
formulation approach and the explicit boundary conditions, Slawinski and Krebes
(2002a, b) implemented the homogeneous finite-difference approach with addi-
tional fictitious points to model SH wave and P-SV wave propagation in the
fractured media in which the fractures are aligned with the vertical or horizontal
directions among the grids.

An advantage of the homogeneous approach with the explicit nonwelded
boundary conditions is that it is able to constrain all the wave propagation in the
homogeneous medium and satisfy the displacement discontinuity at the fracture
boundary. Therefore, this approach is ideally selected to do the fractured medium
forward modeling in which the boundary condition is imposed explicitly to govern
wave propagation through the fractured medium.

3.2 Fictitious Grid and the Real Grid Points

In order to implement the fracture FD forward modeling with the homogeneous
approach and explicitly impose the nonwelded boundary conditions, a fictitious
displacement concept as an additional real displacement has been introduced for
solving the homogeneous formulations (Korn and Stockl 1982; Slawinski and
Krebes 2002a, b). As shown in Fig. 3.1, the fictitious displacements are denoted by
overhead tildes. The fictitious displacement points have physical grid locations
corresponding to real displacement points such that the two media on either side of
the interface extend into one another. The fictitious displacement &, | ) at grid
point (x+ Ax, z), for instance, attempts to extend the medium at grid point (x, z)
into the medium at grid point (x + Ax, z) through the boundary at X = (x+ JAx, z),
while the fictitious displacement i, ) at grid point (x,z) is the consequence of
extending the medium at grid point (x 4+ Ax, z) into the medium at grid point (x, z)
through the boundary X = (x+ %Ax, z). In Fig. 3.1, a real displacement u, ;) may
relate to the four boundaries at X = (x +1Ax,z) and Z = (x,z +4Az), the four
nearest-neighbor real displacements Wt Ar) Wix,ztA7)s the four
next-nearest-neighbor real displacements #( +ay.+a;) as well as fictitious dis-
placements such as #( Ay ), #(x+A;) and U(x1Ac+A7)- The bracket of the subscript
x, z in symbol displacement are the grid indexes and Ax, Az are the step size in the
x-direction and z-direction, respectively. The uppercase letters Z and X are boundary
indices for the z-normal boundary (the horizontal boundary that is normal to the z-
axis) and the x-normal boundary (the vertical boundary that is normal to the x-axis),
Uy

respectively. Here, u = {

u;
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Fig. 3.1 Schematic of the fictitious displacements, the real displacement points, and the related

boundaries. The fictitious displacements are denoted by overhead tildes. The signs “—” and “+”
specify the side of the boundary respect to the x, z-axis. u = { ':l"
z

Korn and Stockl (1982) assumed that a real grid displacement is approximately
equal to the displacements at the sides of the boundary, i.e.,

Bang = Mo = Ui in (3.01a)
”(L%Ax,z) =U(xg) = Uy Incgy (3.01b)

and
ixerag) = U, 1ny; (3.02a)

U(xz—Az) = u(jr,zf%Az)’ (302b)
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Ux+Axz) = u(J;+%Ax,z)’ (303&)

u(x—Ax,z) = u(xféAx,z) ’ (303b)

where, the superscripts “—” and “+” in Egs. (3.01a—3.03b) indicate two sides of the
boundary with respect to the axis (Fig. 3.1).

3.3 Finite-Difference Scheme for Horizontally
Fractured Medium

3.3.1 Boundary Conditions

Consider a homogeneous host medium that is discretized by a uniform rectangular
grid and contains a horizontal linear slip interface along the numerical grid
boundary at depth Z = (x,z+ %Az). The slip interface vertically separates the
homogenous host medium into two spaces such that the upper medium 1 belongs to
the region shallower than Z = (x,z+ %Az) with density p,, S-wave velocity 5, and
P-wave velocity «;, and the lower medium 2 occupies the region deeper than
Z=(x,z+ %Az) with density p,, S-wave velocity f, and P-wave velocity o5. As
discussed in Chap. 2, with the long wavelength assumption and the linear slip
theory, this transversely isotropic medium with a vertical asymmetric axis is
equivalent to an effective horizontally fractured medium (VTI) (see Table 2.1) in
which the fracture is the horizontal infinite linear slip interface at Z = (x,z+ %Az)
and satisfies the nonwelded boundary conditions.

If a horizontal fracture separates a homogeneous isotropic host medium, then
1 = Py, P1 = Py, 00 = ap (Fig. 3.2a). This treats the horizontal fracture as the
boundary between the evaluated grid points and the nearest-neighbor grid points in
the FD stencil, which is mathematically constructed rather than having rock
boundaries with impedance contrasts. This model agrees with the real cases that the
fractures are often revealed in a uniform lithology, such as coal, shale in the
IeServoir.

In the FD stencil of the effective horizontally fractured medium shown in
Fig. 3.2b, an evaluated displacement rectangle point at (x, z) is surrounded by four
grid boundaries but only one z-normal boundary models the fracture and satisfies
the imperfectly welded (nonwelded) contact boundary conditions at
zZ= (x, z+ %Az), whereas the rest of the boundaries, two x-normal grid boundaries
at X = (x£3Ax,z) and one z-normal boundary at Z = (x,z — 1 Az), satisfy the
perfectly welded contact boundary conditions.

The perfectly welded contact boundary conditions at Z = (x,z — %Az) are that
both displacement and stress are continuous across the welded boundary.
Mathematically, that is
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Fig. 3.2 A horizontally fractured medium (a) and a finite-difference stencil (b) with horizontal
fracture in x, z-domain

u =Uu
( y —3A ) XX, —1Az
e I o (3.04a)
xz(x,2—5Az) xz(x,2—3Az)
u, = M+ .
s T e (3.04b)

wz(xz—3Az) T Gzz(x,z—%Az)

where the subscripts in bracket denote boundary locations, italic letters, e.g. x and z,
or xz and zz represent tangential and normal components. Superscripts indicate the
sides of the boundary with positive and negative signs.

The imperfectly welded (nonwelded) contact boundary conditions at Z =
(x, z+ %Az) are where the stress is continuous across the nonwelded boundary, while
displacements are discontinuous: the tangential displacement difference is linearly
proportional to the tangential stress with the proportionality factor being the tangential
fracture compliance St, while the normal displacement difference is linearly pro-
portional to the normal stress with the proportionality factor being the normal fracture
compliance Sy. These conditions can be expressed mathematically as

+ - +
u —u = Sto
x(x,2+3Az) x(xz+1Az) T xe(x.z+1Az) 3.05
9" s 7 (.05
xz(xz+3Az) T U az(xz+3Az)
+ - _ +
u Ly — U = SNnO
2(x,z+4Az 2 (x,z2+3Az 7(x,z +4Az
(x,2+342) 2(xz 12)7 2z(xz+1Az) ’ (3.05b)
Gzz(x,z +3Az) Gzz(x‘z +1Az)
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where
Out Out
+ 4 x(x,z41Az) 2(x,243Az)
ze(x,zi%Az) - 'u(x.,zi%Az) ( 9z - + Ox > ’ (3063)
Out Out
+ + 2(x,243Az) jos x(x,z41Az)
O—zz(x.,zi%Az) = (;“ + Z'u)(x,zi%Az) oz + /“(x,zi%Az) Ox —. (3'06b)

Since the host medium is a homogeneous medium, the medium properties are
invariant with location. That is,

/“t(-:,z:t%Az) = Hixztaz) = Br) = Hixzting (3.07)
1+ _ _ _ —
/L(in%Az) = j‘(x-,liAZ) = AMxg) = l(szi%AZ).. (3.08)

The x-normal boundaries at X = (x + %Ax, z) have perfectly welded boundary
conditions: displacement and stress are continuous across the boundaries. That is,

ut 1 =U_
2(x+3Ax.2) 2(x£3Ax ) (3 0921)
+ i ) :
O-z,v(x:t%Ax,z) - sz(x:t%Ar,z)
ut 1 =U_
j("iEAX’Z) x(x+3Ax,z) ( 3. 09b)
Gxx(x:t%Ax,z) - Gxx(xi%Ax‘z)
where
Out Oout
+ o4 2(xt1Ax ) x(x+lAxz)
O x(xbArg) = ﬂ(xi%Ax,z)( o o2 >a (3.10a)
Out ou™
4 4 x(x+3Ax,z) ot Z(x+1Ax.2)
O_xx(x:t%Ax,z) = () + 2“)(xi%Ax,z) axz + /L(xi%Ax,z) 75); . (3 10b)

3.3.2 Fictitious Displacement Formulas

In the FD stencil shown in Fig. 3.2b, as explained above, an evaluated point at
(x,7) relates to two kinds of boundary conditions that constrain all wave propa-
gation in the horizontally fractured medium. Using the numerical average operator
and finite-difference central operator (Appendix B) to expand the fracture boundary
conditions in Egs. (3.05a, 3.05b), the boundary conditions can be expressed in
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terms of the fictitious displacement and real displacement instead of the generalized
displacement and stress items.

% (”x(x,z+Az) + ﬁx(x,z)) - % (ﬁx(x,z+ Az) + ux(x,z))

+ U+ vz + Ag) “Hz(x—Axz+ A7) U(xz + A7) ~Hx(rz)
ST'“(XH%AZ)( 2% + Az )’

+ Ug(xt Axz+ Ag) ~Uz(r—Avz + A7) )
Fixz+1nz) ( 28+ + Az )

(3.11a)

I Uz (x+ Axz) ~Uz(x—Ax2) ﬁx(x,z + Az) ~Ux(x,2)
- 'u(x,z +%Az) ( 2Ax + Az ) )

% (”z(x 2+ Az) + uz(x z)) - % (’zz(x,erAz) + Mz(x,z))

x - IAZ (ux (x+Axz +A2Ax x(x—Ax,z + Az) ) (} + 2#) (x o IAZ) (Ltz(x,ﬁ»AAz)Z*uz(x.z)) ,
1+ Un(x 4 Ax,z + Az) “Ux(x—Ax,z + Az) Us(xz+ Az) “Hz(x2)
A(&Z-‘-%Az)( - 2Ax e ) (} +2‘u)(xz+1Az) ( +AAZ : )

- ;L(:‘,Z + %AZ) (ux() : Atyzz);;[x(x*Ax“")) + (A/ + 2“) EX,Z + %AZ) <MZ(X.Z - AAZ)Z_MZ(LZ)) :

(3.11b)

Equations (3.11a), (3.11b) are the fracture boundary conditions in terms of real
and fictitious displacements for the tangential component (x) and the normal
component (z), respectively. The fictitious displacements in the equation tend to
extend the media into each other in order to present the displacement difference of
the two sides of the fracture. To derive Egs. (3.11a, 3.11b), the normal derivatives

of the displacements in the x, z-components are approximated to O (Az)2 (Appendix
B), the tangential derivative of the displacements in X, z-components are approxi-

mated to O ((Ax)z, Az). For example,

8u ~

(x2+3Az) Uxz+Az) — Uxp)
= 3.12
. A ; (3.12a)
+
au(xA,z%—%Az) _ U(x+ Axz+ A7) — B(x—Axz+Az) (3 12b>
Ox 2Ax ' '

With those approximations, the next-nearest-neighbor fictitious points need to be
eliminated from the boundary conditions expressions to avoid the underdetermined
problems (Slawinski 1999). Equations (3.11a, 3.11b) present a linear system that
can be simultaneously solved for the four expressions for the four unknown ficti-
tious displacement formulae:

1 1

ﬁx(x,z) = m [MX(X,Z) + ETUx(xz+ A7) — Z (uz(x+ Axz) — uz(fox,z))

1 (3.13a)
+ Z (1 + 28T) (”z(x+Ax,z+Az) - uz(fox,Z+AZ))]7
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- 1 1
Ux(xz+ A7) = m [”x(x,z+Az) + ETUx(x,z) — Z (1 + 28T) (uz(x+ Axz) — uz(x—Ax,z))
1
+ Z (”z(x+A¥,z+Az) - ”z(x—Axﬁz-ﬁ-Az))]v
(3.13b)
_ ly
Uz(xz) = 1+ 5 [l"z (x,2) + 5Nuz (xz+Az7) — 45N (ux (x+Axz) — ux(fox,Z)>
l (3.13c¢)
4 (1 + 25N) 5 (”x(x+sz+Az) x(x—Ax,z+Az))]v
N
- 1 1
Uz(xz+Az) = 1+5 [uz x,2+ Az) +5Nuz (xz2) — 4( +25N) on (ux(x+AxZ)
(3.13d)

1
—Ux(x—Ax,7) ) + 4?\1 ( Ux(x+ Ax,z+Az) — Ux(x— sz+Az))]

Equations (3.13a-3.13d) are formulae for the tangential and normal fictitious
displacements points at (x,z) and (x,z+ Az) that relate to the z-normal fracture
interface. The equations show two representations (real and fictitious) of the dis-
placement at the same grid point presenting the displacement difference between the
real and fictitious point that not only relates material discontinuities in the nearest
grid point, but also involves a material discontinuity in the next-nearest-neighbor
points. In Egs. (3.13a-3.13d),

St

Stp Sn(A+2p) _ Snd
Ad’

5N: Ad ) VN_Ea

er = (3.14)

where Ad = Ax = Az. er,0n and yy are the dimensionless nonweldedness
parameters that depend on the medium properties, fracture compliances and grid
parameters. et determines the contribution to the tangential displacement ()
discontinuity across the fracture interface from the continuous change in the dis-
placement. Similarly, dy and yy determine the contribution to the normal dis-
placement (u;) discontinuity across the fracture interface from the continuous

change in the displacement (Slawinski 1999, p. 208). The fictitious displacement
formulae in Egs. (3.13a-3.13d) can be rewritten in a compact way as

) 1
B (52 es = V) + MGz a0) = 7 E(W-aa) = Wi 2a) 51s)

1
+ ZG(u(fod,zthd) — Ut AdgtAd))»
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N 1
(124 Ad) s = V(e 0) + M) = 7 G (W1 Ad) = e ad)) ‘16
| (3.16)
+ ZE(u(x+Ad,z+Ad) - u(fod,zthd)),
where
1 0
N= |t ] (3.17a)
0 140N
&T O
M=t (3.17b)
0 140N
0 ll+2£-r
G= yn(1+20N) BST ] ’ (3'17C>
ENET )
0 1
E=| . IHT] , (3.17d)
n( +0n)

If the dimensionless nonweldedness parameters vanish as St = 0, Sy = 0. The
fracture boundary changes to a z-normal perfectly welded boundary at
Z = (x,z+ $Az). So Egs. (3.15, 3.16) can be modified as

- 1
Uxz) = U(xz) + ZH<u(x+ Adz+Ad) — W(x—Adz+Ad) — U(x+Adyz) + u(fod,z))7 (318)

fl(x,z +Ad) = U(xz+Ad) T 2 H (u(x+ Adz+Ad) — W(x—Adz+Ad) — U(x+Adz) T u(fod.,z))

(3.19)

Slawinski (1999) presented a simple method to determine the fictitious dis-
placement for the nearest-neighbor grid points from the central fictitious dis-
placement grid point. For example, the fictitious displacement at (., a4 can be
computed from #, ;) in Eq. (3.18) by shifting “z” to “z — Ad”. Thus,

- 1
U(xz—Ad) = U(x,z—Ad) + ZH(u(er Adg) — U(x—Adz) — U(x+ Adz—Ad) + u(fod.zfAd))

(3.20)
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Computing the fictitious displacements at &, pq) and #(,_pq) can be simply
obtained from &, aq) and (. ._aq) by exchanging “x” to “z” (Slawinski 1999).
Then we have

- 1
U(x—Adz) = W(x—Adz) T+ ZH T (u(x,z+Ad) — U(xz—Ad) — U(x—Adz+Ad) T u(x—Ad,z—Ad))a
(3.21)
- 1
U+ Adz) = U(x+Adz) + ZH (u(x+ Adz+Ad) — W(x+Adz—Ad) — W(xz+Ad) + u(x,zfAd)>a
(3.22)
where
0 1 0 —i—
H=|_; ] H' = { qu} (3.23)
|:/1+2,u 0 1 0

Equations (3.19)-(3.22) are fictitious displacement formulae for the
nearest-neighbor grid points related to central grid point with the welded boundary
conditions. The fictitious displacement formulae express the difference between
fictitious displacement and real displacement that is caused by the continuity of
stress boundary conditions, which couple two components (tangential and normal
components) displacements along the boundary (Slawinski 1999).

3.3.3 Equation of Motion

A P-SV wave equation of motion in a homogeneous isotropic medium may be
written as (Aki and Richards 1980)
0*u u 0*u *u

a2~ %2 T8am: Tz (3:24)

and

2 2 2
(38 ety ) (5 D) o

where o and f§ are, respectively, the compressional and shear wave velocities. Using
the second-order central finite-difference approximation to solve the wave
Eq. (3.24) at point u, . (Aki and Richards 1980), one obtains:
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_ At
u’(;; = fuixé>+2ut + (Ad) A( (s pdz) — 2U(nz) T U Ad,z))
B f t
Wi AdzsAd) ~ Wt Ad—Ad) — WxmAdoz+ Ad) T W(x—Ad z—Ad)
( ) C(uzz+Ad xZ)+u(xz Ad))
(3.26)

The subscripts in parentheses denote the grid locations. Clearly, for the P-SV FD
stencil in Eq. (3.26), an evaluation of u(, ) involves four nearest-neighbor grid
point (.14, and u(y 1), and four next-nearest-neighbor grid points #( Ay +az)
(Slawinski and Krebes 2002). The polynomial of the next-nearest-neighbor points,
however, can be reduced by taking Taylor expansion in the first order
approximation.

t t t t
Wiy Adz+ Ad) — Wit Adz—Ad) — W(n—Adz+ Ad) T W (x—Ad.z—Ad)

Ou (x,2) Ou (x,2) Ou (x,2) au (x,2)
~ : DN — A Ad — A
(u (x2) Ox 0z d Mg F X d 0z d

p)
Ou, Ou, Ou, ou,
- (u(m) - a‘x@) Ad + a‘;) Ad) + (u(“) - 5;) Ad — =13 Ad)

(3.27)

Consequently, the equation of motion (3.26) can be approximated and the
evaluated point u, ) only relates to the four nearest-neighbor grid points.

t+1 __ t—1
(i) = ”(xz>+2”( B

At A t 2ul t
+ Ad (u(x-&-AdA,z) - u(x,Z)—Fu(x—Ade)) (3.28)

AN L, t t
+ Ad C(u(xv”Ad) — Uy, +u(x,zfAd))'

In order to explicitly impose the boundary conditions at Z = (x,z + %Ad) and
=(x=+ %Ad, 2), the real displacement at the nearest-neighbor grid in Eq. (3.28)

should be replaced by corresponding fictitious displacement. The resulting equation
should be
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1 -1
u'&;’rz) - 7uEX~,Z) + 2u)éx.,z)
AN? /. i
+ (E) A(ut(HAd,z) — Zu’(m + u’(fod_’z))
AN t y
+ Td C (u(x’Z+Ad)nonwelded - 2u(X-,Z) + u(x,zfAd)> . (329)

In Eq. (3.29), the fictitious displacement with subscript ‘“nonwelded”,
, is determined by the nonwelded boundary conditions in Eq. (3.16),

=~
U (x2+ Ad) somyerded

and is distinct from the other fictitious displacement & +aq ), #(x;—Aq) determined
by the welded boundary conditions. Substituting those four fictitious displacements
into Eq. (3.29) yields a P-SV equation of motion for a horizontally fractured
homogeneous medium:

t+1 —1 t
Uy =~ —|—2u(

X,2) X,2)

+ <§C[l) 2A [(ut(erAd,z) o Zut(xvz) T ut(X*Ad'Z))}

1 At ? t t t t
+ 2\ Ad B [u(x+Ad,z+Ad) UG Adz+Ad) T Ut Ad-Aa) T u(x—AdAzfAd)}

AN T, t t
A_d C|:u(xvz+Ad) - 2u(x’z) +u(X7Z7Ad):|

+

At g t t 1 t t
tlag) M |:u(x.,z) Weziag) ~ g H (u(x+Ad,z+Ad) — U Adz o+ Ad)

+ ut(x+Ad.,z) - ul(fod,z)):| :
(3.30)

Note that the four next-nearest-neighbor displacements (mixed derivative items)
have been taken from the fictitious displacement formulae. Coefficient M is only
associated with the particular fractured boundary and are dependent on whether
material is discontinuity. Equation (3.30) can be used to model a set of horizontal
fractures in the fractured medium with impedance contrast.

3.4 Finite-Difference Scheme for Vertically
Fractured Medium

3.4.1 Boundary Conditions

Consider a medium that has a linear slip interface vertically inserted into a
homogeneous host medium at X = (x—|— %Ax, z) (Fig. 3.3). The slip interface
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Fig. 3.3 Vertically fractured medium (a) and a FD stencil (b) with vertical fracture in x, z-domain

horizontally separates the homogenous host medium into two spaces, of which
medium 1 belongs to the region that is horizontally smaller than X = (x + %Ax7 z)
with density p,, S-wave velocity f; and P-wave velocity o; and medium 2 occupies
the region in the right side of the interface X = (x+ %Ax, z) with density p,,
S-wave velocity f, and P-wave velocity o,. If p; = p,, f; = f,, 01 = o, the host
medium is a homogeneous isotropic medium. Following the long wavelength
assumption and the linear slip theory, this reconstructed transversely isotropic
medium with a horizontal symmetry axis is equivalent to an effective vertically
fractured medium. One symmetric plane coincides with the vertical fracture plane
and is parallel to [y, z]— plane in the coordinate system (perpendicular to the x-axis)
(Fig. 3.3a). Similarly to the effective horizontally fractured medium, an evaluated
central rectangle point at (x,z) should encounter four grid boundaries at X =
(x + %Ax, z) and Z = (x,z + %Az). However, the boundary characteristics at X =
(x+ 1Ax,z) and Z = (x,z+ 1Az) are contrary to the horizontally fractured med-
ium case: the boundary at X = (x+ %Ax, z) is a fractured nonwelded contact
boundary, whereas the boundary at Z = (x,z+ %Az) changes to a perfect welded
contact boundary. This means that referring to the evaluated point (x,z), the
boundaries at Z = (x,z £1Az) and X = (x — § Ax, z) satisfy the perfectly welded
contact boundary conditions, but the boundary at X = (x+ 1Ax,z) will have
imperfectly welded (nonwelded) contact boundary conditions. The z-normal
boundaries can be expressed as

u;(Lx zilAz) = u;(x zilAz)
ot o = (3.31a)
xz(x,zEAz) T T xz(xzEbAz)
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M+ 1 =u,
{ setip) ~ Mineite) (3.31b)

azz(x,zi%Az) = Gzz(x,zi%Az)

where
out |, out |,
+ o+ x(x,24547) z(x,z45A7)
axz(x.z:l:%Az) - 'u(x.z:t%Az) ( 0z : + x : > s (332&)
ou* 1 ou®
+ . + Z(x,z43Az) e x(x,241Az)
O-zz(x.,z:l:%Az) - (;” + 2:“)(x,zi%Az)T2 + A(xz:t%Az) TZ . (3.32b)

Equations (3.31a, 3.31b) indicate that the z-normal boundaries at Z = (x,z &+
%Az) satisfy welded boundary conditions in which both displacement and stress are
continuous across the boundaries.

For the x-normal boundaries at Z = (x+ 1Ax, z), we have

+ _ _ +
{ U ians) ~ Mo daes) = SNTo tac) (3.33a)

O it 1e0) ) = T 1 (009))

" _ _ +
{ Ul e ™ el dang) = ST%(r+ oy (3.33b)
[ =o' . .
a(x+3Axz) T U aal(x - §Axz)

Equations (3.33a, 3.33b) indicated that the vertical fracture interface at Z =
(x+ %Ax, 7) satisfies nonwelded boundary conditions for which the stress is con-
tinuous across the fracture, but the displacements are discontinuous across the
fracture. And the difference in tangential displacements is linearly proportional to
the normal stress with the proportionality constant being the normal fracture
compliance Sy, while the difference in normal displacements is linearly propor-
tional to the tangential stress with the proportionality constant being the tangential
fracture compliance St. Another x-normal boundary with perfectly welded
boundary conations at Z = (x — 1 Ax, z) is

ut =u_

{ Jj(x_%m,z) - szxféAxvz> , (3.34a)
z,v(xféAx.,Z) er(xféAxvz)
u’ =u_

{ Gi@_%&ﬁz) - G)i(x—%w 7 (3.34b)
xx(x—%AxA,Z) xx(x—3Ax,z)
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where
our  Qut
+ + . ~
Tar(utbang) — Hxtiarg) (a_; o, ) (3.35a)
Out ou*
+ +
Tatettany = (24210 Ctang 5 T Atacy o (3.35b)

Equation (3.34a, 3.34b) states that the displacement and stress are continuous
across the boundary at X = (x - %Ax, z).

3.4.2 Fictitious Displacement Formulas

Following the horizontal fracture boundary procedure to expand the fracture
boundary conditions in Eq. (3.33a, 3.33b) in terms of the fictitious displacement
and real displacement at the points, one may eliminate the generalized displacement
and stress terms in the boundary condition at the fracture as follows:

% (ux(x-'r Ax,7) + ':tx(x,z)) - % (ﬁx()H— Ax,z) + ux(x.,z))

Uy(xv+ Avz+ A7) “Uz(x + Avz—Az) Un(x + Avg) ~Ux(xz)
_SN[l(erlA,vz)( 24z ) ()"+2M)x+'sz)( Ax )}v
+ Uz (x+ Axz+ A7) ~Uz(x + Ax,z—Az) Ux(x+ Ax,2) *ﬁx(.nz)
; 1sz)< 2Az ) (4+2p) x+]sz)( Ax )

_ l(}ﬁ»émﬁz) (uz(x.erAz%;Zuz(x.z—Az)) + (;\, + 2,“)(;_'_%sz) (ux(erAx.Az;*ux(x.z)) ,

)

(3.36a)
1 ~ 1 (5
2 (uz(x+ Axz) T+ ”z(x,z)) —32 (”z(x+ Axz) T+ ”z(x,z))
Un(x+ Avz + Az) “Ux(x+ Avz—Ag) Us(x + Axg) ~lz(x,0)
S (e ),
‘u+ Un(x+ Axz + A7) ~Un(x+ Axz—A2) + (x+ Axg) “H(rz) ’ (3'36b)
(x+%AxA,z) 2Az Ax
I— Ux(x,z+ Az) ~Ux(xz—Az) f‘:(x +Axz) “Uz(x,z2)
- ’u(x+%Ax,z) ( 2Ax + Az )

Using the similar approximation as Egs. (3.12a, 3.12b) as O (Ax, (Az)z), one

may solve Egs. (3.36a, 3.36b) for the four unknown fictitious displacements in
terms of real displacements as

_ 1y
Ux(xz) = m [ux(x,z) + 5N”x(x+Ax,z) T4 5N (”z (x,z—Az) — ”z(x,z+Az)>

] ) (3.37a)
+ Z (1 + 25N) ﬁ (uz(erAx,zfAz) - uz(x+Ax,z+Az))]'
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- 1 1 0%
Ux(x+ Axz) = m [ux(x+ Ax,z) + 5N Ux(xz) — Z (1 + 26) % (”z(x,z+Az) _uz(x,z—Az))
ly
Z i (uz(x +Ax,z+ A7) T Uz(x 4 Ax,z— A7) )]
(3.37b)
i S A 2 )
Ur(xz) = 77 Uz(x) STU(x + Ax,z) — 7 \Ux(x,z—Az) — Ux(x,z+ Az)
! o 4 (3.382)
+ Z ( 1+ 28T) (ux(x+ Ax,z—Az) T Ux(x+ Ax,z + Az) )] .
- 1 1
Ur(x+ Axz) = m [uz(erAx,z) + ETU(xz) — Z (1 + 28T) (ux(x,z +Az) — ux(x,zfAz))

+ g (s A +80) = Ut Ave-ag))]
(3.38b)
The compact formats for the fictitious displacements in Eqgs. (3.37a, 3.37b and

3.38a, 3.38b) obtained from the nonwelded boundary conditions at the x-normal
fracture interface Z = (x+ %Ax, z) are

1
= FNFu(, ) + FMFu(  agz) — = FEF (8 (s, ag) — 824 Ad))

B (22) et
4 (3.39)
+ ZFGF(u(x+Ad,z—Ad) — Ui Az +AD))
- 1
B3+ Ad2)mmetaes = TNER (x4 Ad7) +FMEFU () — - FGF (et Ad) = U(rz-na))
1
+ ZFEF<u(x+Ad¢z+Ad) - u(x-!—Ad,z—Ad))a
(3.40)
where
0 1

e [0 3] s

The nearest-neighbor fictitious displacement points #(,_ag; and (. +aq)
obtained from the welded boundary conditions are identical to Egs. (3.19)—(3.21) in
this section.

Note that the nonweldedness parameters &, oy and yy have the same expres-
sions as Eq. (3.14). However, they are computed from the vertical nonwelded
boundary conditions. Physically, ¢t determines the contribution to the normal
displacement (i) discontinuity across the fracture interface from the continuous
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change in the displacement, while dy and yy determine the contribution to the
tangential displacement (u,) discontinuity across the fracture interface from the
continuous change in the displacement.

3.4.3 Equation of Motion

As discussed above, a P-SV wave equation of the motion can be approximated as
Eq. (3.28) by taking Taylor’s first order approximation (Eq. 3.27). In order to
represent all boundary conditions including the medium discontinuity on the ver-
tical fracture, the real displacement at the nearest-neighbor points should be
replaced by the nearest-neighbor fictitious displacement in the approximated wave
Eq. (3.28).

t+1 __ —1 t
Wieg = "Wy + 20Uy
A\ 2 -, , -,
T <A—x) A("(xwﬁz)mwemed Uy *"u—w) (3.42)

At 2C , o
+ KZ u(LZ-}—Az)_ u(X,Z)+u(xﬁz—Az) .

Substituting all evaluated fictitious displacement points into Eq. (3.42), the P-SV
equation of motion for a homogeneous vertically fractured medium is formulated as

t+1 . —1 t
Uipy = ~U(rz) T2U

X2 12

At : 1 t !

1 At ? t t t t
tilag) B {“ (rtAdat Ad) — W(e-Adz+Ad) ~ Wit Adz—Ad) T u(x—Ad,z—Ad)}

X,2)

At 2 clut oul ;
+ Ad |:u(x,z+Ad) =20 T A d)}
Ar\? 1
+ <E) A(FMF) {ut(x,z) - ut(x+Ad,z) - ZHT (uszrAd‘erAd) — uiHAd"ZiAd)
+ ut(x,z+Ad) - uzx,z—Ad))j| 5
(3.43)
where HT is the transpose of H and given in Eq. (3.23). As a similarity, this

equation can be used to model the sets of the vertical fractures rather than a single
fracture in the fractured medium with impedance contrast.
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3.5 Finite-Difference Scheme for Orthogonally
Fractured Medium

3.5.1 Boundary Conditions and Fictitious
Displacement Formulas

In seismology, the crust of the earth that consists of commonly layered deposits
exhibits the intrinsic anisotropy of a transversely isotropic medium with a vertical
symmetry axis (VTI) where the layer thickness is very much thinner than seismic
wavelength. Additionally, the near vertical fractures caused by geological move-
ments exhibit the induced anisotropy of a transversely isotropic medium with
horizontal symmetric axis (HTI). Hence, it is difficult to adequately delineate the
fractured reservoir using a VTI medium or a HTI medium alone. Existing geo-
logical data (e.g. outcrops) indicate that an orthorhombic model should be a more
realistic model for a fractured reservoir (Tsvankin et al. 2010).

Consider a vertical slip interface that is embedded in a horizontally fractured
homogeneous medium. Following the long wavelength assumption and the linear
slip theory, this composed medium explicitly is equivalent to an orthogonally
fractured medium that has two orthorhombic fractures at Z = (x,z+ %Az) and
X = (er %Ax, z). The two fractures laterally and vertically divide the composite
orthorhombic homogenous medium into four spaces that are similar to the four
quadrants of a plane used in mathematics. Medium 1 occupies the first quadrant
with density p,, S-wave velocity 5, and P-wave velocity o, medium 2 occupies the
second quadrant with density p,, S-wave velocity f§, and P-wave velocity oy,
medium 3 occupies the third quadrant with density p;, S-wave velocity f; and
P-wave velocity o3, and medium 4 resides in the fourth quadrant with density p,,
S-wave velocity 5, and P-wave velocity oy (see Table 2.1).

If the host medium of the horizontally fractured medium is an isotropic medium,
the two orthogonal fracture interfaces divide the media into four identical blocks.
Then, py = py = p3 = p4; By = B2 = B3 = By ou = 0 = a3 = o4 (Fig. 3.4).

The orthogonally fractured medium contain three symmetric planes,[y, z], [, z]
and [x, y], that are orthogonal to each other and normal to the x—, y— and z— axes,
respectively. The evaluated central rectangle point at (x, z) should relate to the four
nearest-neighbor fictitious points at (x + Ax, z) and (x, z £ Az), as well as the four
grid boundaries at X = (x + %Ax, z) and Z = (x, f== %Az). It is especially assumed
that the wave propagation in this orthorhombic media will encounter two fractures
as nonwelded contact boundaries at Z = (x,z+ 1Az),X = (x+ 1Ax,z) and two
welded contact boundaries at Z = (x,z — %Az) and X = (x — %Ax, z). Thus, the
boundary conditions are successively expressed as

_ ; (3.44a)

+ - g

ux(x.z +1A7) ux(x,z +1Az) St O-)cz()c,z +1Az)

+ —
O-xz(x.z +1Az) T O-xz(xﬁz +1Az)
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Fig. 3.4 Orthogonally fractured medium (a) and a finite-difference stencil (b) with orthorhombic
fractures in the x, z-domain

+ - _ +
u, xz+iAz) uz(x,z +1A7) T SN Jzz(x,z +3Az) (3 44b)
+ — ’ .
O-zz()c,z +3A7) O-ZZ(X,Z +1Az)
+ i _ +
Ueie+iars) — Max+1Axg) = SNG)CX(XJr%AX,Z) (3.45a)
o =0 ’ '
xx(x+3Ax,2) xx(x +3Ax,7)
ut o, —u = Sto '
Z(x+3Ax,2) 2(x +3Ax,2) (x4 3Ax,2) (3.45b)
oo =o' ’ '
x(x+3Ax,z) 2x(x+3Ax,2)
- +
ux xz—tAz) T ux X,2—3A
I o (3.462)
xz(x,2—5Az) xz(x,2—3Az)
U, u?
remghe)  alnahs) (3.46b)
w2(xz—3Az) T 7 zz(xz—3Az)
+ —
uz(xféAx,z) u, x—3Ax7) (3 '47a)
O-Z)r(xféAx,z) = 2(x—3Ax,2)
+ —
ux x—1Ax, = ux x—1Ax,z
g (3.47b)
xx(x—3Ax.z) xx(x—3Ax,z)
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where
Turetgnd) = Flssting (8'4,?(3?%&) - 5@3?%&)) : (3.48a)
O—jtz(x.,zi%Az) = (4 +2H)i,zi%m)auf(g;i%m> + ;in,zi%Az) 6“?(3;%&)’ (3.48b)
Tosettins) = Hirstas 8u§xgim>) * %)gjw ’ (3.492)
Ot paaangy = (A 2,1)?;1%&2)% + 1 ay %ﬁf’” . (3.49)

Formulae for the two fictitious displacements &, ;1 a;) . and By avy
obtained from the nonwelded boundary conditions are given in Egs. (3.16) and
(3.40) respectively. Solutions for the two fictitious displacements #(,. ;) and
U(:_Ayz) are obtained from the welded boundary conditions and presented in
Egs. (3.20) and (3.21).

3.5.2 Equation of Motion

Following the horizontally and vertically fractured medium procedures, by applying
the homogeneous approach for FD wave modeling, one should replace the
nearest-neighbor real displacement points in Eq. (3.28) by the corresponding fic-
titious displacement points. In other words, the z-normal and x-normal fractures at
the two nonwelded contact boundaries at X = (x+ %Ax, z) and Z = (x, z+ %AZ)
have been imposed explicitly. One obtains

At ’ Alat 2ul ot
T\ A (”(xm,z)m..wm - “<x7z>+”(x—m,z>) (3.50)

AN t 3
A_Z C (u<x'z+ AZ>nonwe]ded - 2u (x“,Z) + u(x,z—Az)) .
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Substituting four fictitious points around the evaluated point (x,z) into
Eq. (3.50) yields the P-SV equation of motion for an orthogonally fractured
medium.

t+1 . f
u(ly = —ui +2u

X,2)
At
+ <Ad) A [(ut(x+Ad,z) — Zu’(x"d + u’(fod_Z))}

At
+ 1 (A_d) B {“ix+Ad,z+Ad) — U Azt ad) ~ Wit Ade—na) T uzx—Ad,z—Ad)]

AN T, , t
+ Ad C[u(x,z+Ad)_2u(x’z)+u(xvziAd)}

At 1
+ Ad) A(FMF){ ( 7) ut(x+Ad,z) - ZHT (ut(x+Ad,z+Ad) - ul(erAd,zfAd)

ut( 2+ Ad) (xz Ad))}

1
< ) Wies) = Wit ad) ~ ZH(u;x+Ad,z+Ad) — U Adz+ Ad)

u(x+Adz) "(x Adz))}

(3.51)

M refers to the fracture compliances and contribute to two fractured boundaries
atX = (x+ 1Ax,z) and Z = (x,z+ 1 Az) which are dependent of the discontinuous
medium. Equations (3.30), (3.43) and (3.51) express that the nonwelded contact
boundary conditions govern the extra displacement discontinuity across the fracture
boundary. This equation will enable us to model a complex set of the fractures if
they are defined as a horizontal and vertical fracture in the medium.

3.6 Numerical Applications and Discussions

This section shows modeled wave behaviors of the horizontally, vertically and
orthogonally fractured media, which gives insights into studying fracture seismic
signatures.
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3.6.1 Implementation of Seismic Source
A Ricker wavelet is used as the seismic source (CREWES software)
. 200
Ricker(r) = (1 — 22222)e(-7/7), (3.52)

where “7” is time in seconds, “f’ is frequency in hertz. Note that the Ricker wavelet
in Eq. (3.52) is a zero-phase wavelet with a central peak and two smaller side lobes
(Fig. 3.5). With a dominant frequency of f = 40 Hz, the breadth of the input Ricker
wavelet is 0.7797/f = 0.02 (ms). The amplitude and phase spectra of the input
Ricker wavelet show that the wavelet phase is zero and the main energy is around
the dominant frequency 40 Hz (Fig. 3.6). The numerical artifacts of the source have
been attenuated before the wavefront impinges on the reflections once a fractured
medium is modeled as the effective fractured TI medium.

3.6.2 Stability Condition

Using the finite-difference method requires determination of the spatial and tem-
poral sampling intervals to meet the requirements of Courant condition, so that the
numerical results can avoid the instability problem in which the wavefield grows
without bound and eventually exceeds the model precision. The Courant condition
for the second order n-dimensional FD for P-waves has been provided by Lines

et al. (1999) as
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Fig. 3.6 The amplitude and
phase spectrum of the source
wavelet. It is clear that
wavelet phase is zero and the
significant energy is around
frequency 40 Hz
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Ad

where Ad is the spatial sampling interval, At is the time sampling interval, and the P
wave velocity is o.

Manning (2008) addressed the issue of the stability condition for synthetic P-SV
seismograms that was given by Kelly et al. (1976) as

At/ o® + ? ~1

A (3.54)

a =

Slawinski (1999) discussed the Courant condition for nonwelded boundary
contact for the P-SV case, and showed that

where dy and er are dimensionless nonweldedness parameters that are related the
parameters of the fracture compliance discussed in Sect. 3.4. To minimize the run
time and numerical dispersion, the time step is kept as a constant value with the
Courant condition for the fractured medium. So

Ar = Ad (3.56)

\/062/(1+5N)+ﬁ2/(1+8T).
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3.6.3 Model Parameters

The model parameters given in this section are used for three subsurface models in
the book: a horizontally fractured medium, vertically fractured medium and an
orthogonally fractured medium. Three fractured medium models are formed by a
horizontal, a vertical and an orthorhombic fractures embedded into a homogeneous
isotropic medium, respectively. The first model of the horizontally fractured
medium has a P-wave velocity of o =3790(m/s), a shear wave of
B = 2100 (m/s), and the density is p = 2.10 (g/cm?). The normal and tangential
compliances Sy = 2.73x10!! (m/Pa), St = 1.35x 10" (m/Pa) can effectively
induce an anisotropic properties to this horizontally fractured medium if it is needed
that is equivalent to VTI medium as ¢ = 0.189 and ¢ = 0.204 by taking Eq. (2.33)
in Chap. 2. For the second model of the vertically fractured medium, the P-wave
velocity is o = 3670 (m/s), the S-wave velocity is f = 2000 (m/s), and the density
p =241 (g/m’). The normal and tangential compliances are Sy =
1.73x10'" (m/Pa), St = 1.35x10'! (m/Pa). The corresponding anisotropic
parameters of this effective vertically fractured medium (HTI), if it is needed, are
e® = —0.15,8") = —0.155 that obtain from Eq. (2.37) in Chap. 2. For the third
model of the orthogonally fractured medium, the P-wave velocity is o« = 2900
(m/s), the S-wave velocity is § = 1600 (m/s), and the density p = 2.50 (g/cm3 ).
The normal and tangential compliances are
Sn = 3.13x10!! (m/Pa), St = 4.76x10!! (m/Pa). The resulting S, St and dom-
inant frequency w should satisfy V,pwSy < 1, VipwSt < 1 (Chaisri and Krebes
2000). We use a staggered-grid coding (Manning 2008) with second order spatial
differences and second-order temporal differences. The spatial grid size Ad is 1 m
and the time step Ar is 0.1 ms.

3.6.4 Horizontal Fracture Model

Figure 3.7 shows the geometry for a horizontally fractured medium model. The
source is located at the center of the model (at 900 m depth). The horizontal
receiver array at which the normal and tangential displacement components are
recorded lies above the fracture at a distance of 155 m. The fracture itself is 1800 m
long and is embedded at a depth d = 1050 m in the model. In order to investigate
the fracture itself without any other reflection effects and to avoid the free surface
problem and the interference with the boundary reflections, the receiver array is
buried at 5 m (at 895 m depth) above the source, and the maximum horizontal
offset is 900 m, and the model is a uniform homogeneous isotropic medium without
anisotropic issues.

Modeled wavefield snapshots are shown in Fig. 3.8. The snapshots are the
horizontal and vertical components at 0.2799 (s). The modeled wavefields contain
not only direct arrivals, but also PP and PS reflected and transmitted waves which



3.6 Numerical Applications and Discussions 81

Depth (m)

Horizontal Fracture Geometry

200
400
600

800 Receivers

1000
Fractures
1200

1400

1600

600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800
Distance (m)

1800
0

Fig. 3.7 Geometry of the horizontal fractures model of 1800 m x 1800 m. The source is located
at the center of the model. The receivers are 5 m above the source. A horizontal fracture is 150 m
below the source
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Fig. 3.8 Snapshot of wavefields. The tangential (x-component) and the normal (z-component)
wavefields propagate in a uniform isotropic medium. These are not only the direct wavefields and
the transmission wavefields, but also PP and PS reflection wavefields from the fracture
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x-Component Seismograms z-Component Seismograms
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Fig. 3.9 Seismograms of the horizontal fracture. The left side of seismogram is x-components.
The right side of the seismogram is z-component. A horizontal fracture is visible in the PP and PS
reflections in the seismograms. They show that the z-component reflection is dominated by the PP
refection, while the PS reflection amplitude dominates at the receivers in the x-component

are generated by the horizontal fracture. Obviously, the horizontal fracture would be
detected from seismic data because the fracture is a reflector that generates the PP
and PS reflected waves which are then recorded at the receivers.

Figure 3.9 shows the recorded seismograms in x, z-components simulated from a
horizontal fracture subsurface model. The media parameters are the same as model
parameters of the uniform medium in the Sect. 3.6.3. The left seismogram is the
x-component. The right side seismogram is z-component. A phenomenon observed
is that the near offset z-component reflections are dominated by PP waves, while the
near offset x-component reflections are dominated by PS-waves. As the offsets
increase, this phenomenon decreases. The explanation is that the near offset
PP-wave polarization is normal to the horizontal fracture in the z-component,
whereas PS-wave polarization is perpendicular to the horizontal fracture in
x-component. Consequently, the normally incident waves on the horizontal fracture
are entirely reflected, and then result in PP and PS reflections with different
amplitudes in the different components. This implies that the direction of the
fracture can be determined by the dominant wave amplitudes in the multicompo-
nent data.

Figure 3.10 shows the horizontal fracture seismograms of negative offset with
PP and PS amplitudes variation in the x and z-components (using CREWES soft-
ware). The left graph shows the PP amplitudes as a function of offset. The right
graph shows the PS amplitudes variation with offset. The red color is for the
x-component, and the black color is for the z-component. The PP amplitudes of the
x and z-components cross at an offset of around 400 m, while the PS amplitudes of
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Fig. 3.10 Graph of the horizontal fracture PP and PS amplitudes, x and z-components. The left
graph is the PP amplitudes. The right graph is the PS amplitudes. The red color is for the
x-component, and the black color is for the z-component

the x and z-components cross around 250 m. Figure 3.10 verifies that the amplitude
levels of the PP and PS waves change in the x and z-components of the seismo-
grams in Fig. 3.9.

Figure 3.11 shows the seismic traces after AGC (Automatic gain control,
CREWES software). The traces are reflections from a horizontal fracture interface
(black) and a horizontal small impedance contrast interface (red) at a near offset of
5 m and a far offset of 420 m. The media parameters are the same as the ones in
Sect. 3.6.3. The first arrivals are the same since they are not distorted by any
reflection or transmission at all. However, both reflection coefficients are different
and have a phase rotation.

Figure 3.12 demonstrates snapshots of the wavefields in the horizontally frac-
tured medium in x-component (the left) and z-component (the right). The top row
shows the modeling of the wave propagation in the horizontally fractured medium
that is irrespective anisotropic problem, while the bottom row illustrates the wave
propagation in the same medium as the top one, but the fractured medium is
regarded as a fracture-induced anisotropic medium. Figure 3.12 exhibits that the
wavefronts is a perfect circle in the top row, whereas the wavefronts making an
ellipse shape with a lateral longer axis in the bottom row means that the traveltime
is angularly variant. This manifests that the vertical wavefront is less advanced than
horizontal wavefront when wave propagate in the effective horizontally fractured
anisotropic medium (VTI medium). This conclusion agrees to an opinion about
different incident angle with different traveltime in a VTI anisotropic medium
(Rueger 2002).

Figure 3.13 illustrates the reflections and their calculations for the media com-
position and decomposition that shows traces from different reflectors. The left side
of the figure is for the z-component of the seismograms, and the right side of the
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Fig. 3.11 Seismic traces after AGC (Automatic gain control). The traces are from a horizontal
fracture (black) and a horizontal impedance contrast interface (red) at a near offset of 5 m and a far
offset of 420 m
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Fig. 3.12 Snapshot of wavefields in the horizontally fractured medium. The fop row shows the
wave propagation in the horizontally fractured medium with irrespective anisotropic problem. The
bottom row illustrates the wave propagation in the same medium as fop row, but the medium is
regarded as an effective horizontally fractured anisotropic medium
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Fig. 3.13 Diagram of the seismograms for Schoenberg-Muir calculus theory. The left side are
reflections for the z-component. The right side are reflections for the x-component. The reflection
of fractured medium with impedance contrast « reflection of the fracture with uniform
medium + reflection of the host media with impedance contrast

figure is for the x-component of the seismograms. In Fig. 3.13, the black trace
(a) records reflections from the horizontally fractured medium with uniform med-
ium 1, the red trace (b) records reflections from the impedance contrast interface,
the blue trace (c) is for reflections from the horizontally fractured medium with
impedance contrast, the magenta trace (d) is the summation of the first two traces
(a) and (b), and the bottom traces (e) are overlain displays of the summation
reflection trace (magenta) and the reflection trace (blue) of the fractured medium
with impedance contrast, i.e., they are superimposed. It is not difficult to conclude
that at certain media parameters, the reflections of the horizontally fractured
medium with impedance contrast are numerically and approximately equal to a
linear summation of the reflections of the fracture medium with uniform medium 1
and the reflections of the host media with impedance contrast interface. This means
that the reflections of the horizontally fractured medium with impedance contrast
numerically can be approximately separated into the reflections of the fracture and
the reflections of the unfractured host media, i.e., at certain media parameters,
reflection from fractured medium with impedance contras ~ reflection from fracture
with uniform medium 1 + reflection from host medium with impedance contrast.
This investigation is for a preparation of the fractured medium inversion in the next
chapter.



86 3 Seismic Forward Modeling of Fractures

3.6.5 Vertical Fracture Model

Figure 3.14 shows the vertically fractured medium model. The source is located at
the center of the model and the vertical fracture is 50 m away at right positive offset
side. The receiver arrays is arranged horizontally above the source at a distance of
100 m. The other model parameters are the same as those of the horizontally
fractured medium model in Sect. 3.6.3.

According to Snell’s law and the model geometry in Fig. 3.14, the location of
the vertical fracture decides the path of the reflection wave. The relatively far offsets
will receive reflections with small incident angles, while the relatively near offsets
will record the waves having larger incident angles. This is different from the
horizontally fractured medium case in which relatively far offsets receive waves
with large incident angles, while relatively near offsets record waves with small
incident angles. A cartoon in Fig. 3.15 illustrates the path of reflection waves in the
wavefield for this vertically fractured medium.

The vertical fracture is detectable and visible through PP and PS reflections in
the seismograms (Fig. 3.16) as well. In Fig. 3.16, the direct wave has been removed
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Fig. 3.14 Geometry of the vertical fractures model of 1800 m x 1800 m. The source is located in
central of the model. The receivers are 100 m above the source. A vertical fracture is located 50 m
to the right of the source
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Fig. 3.15 Picture of the path
of reflection and the
wavefields of the vertically
fractured medium. The
relatively far offsets will
receive reflections with small
incident angles, while the
relatively near offsets will
record the waves with the
larger incident angles

from the original records, and the negative offset traces record the reflection waves,
while the positive offset traces record the transmission waves. The left side shows
the seismograms for the x-component, and the right side shows the seismograms for
the z-component. Note that the amplitude differences between the PP and PS
reflections are opposite to those of the case of the horizontally fractured medium,
because the direction of the fracture has been changed. The amplitude of the PP
wave dominates in the x-component, while the PS amplitude dominates in the
z-component. This further proves that PP and PS amplitudes are related to the
direction of the existing fracture. In other words, the change in the amplitude levels
of elastic waves in multicomponent data can be used to detect the direction of the
existing fracture. It denotes that the PS reflection in the z-component propagating in
the vertical fracture plane coincides with a fast wave of the split PS data of the
multicomponent seismic data.

Figure 3.17 shows snapshots of the wavefields in a vertically fractured effective
anisotropic HTI medium. The left side and right side of Fig. 3.17 are for x, z-
components, respectively. Obviously, in both components, the horizontal wavefront
is less advanced than the vertical wavefront that agrees with a conclusion of the
traveltime (amplitude) azimuth-dependent anisotropic properties for the HTT med-
ium (Rueger 2002).

The reason is that the vertical wavefront is the wave propagation closing to the
vertical fracture plane or an isotropic plane, whereas the horizontal wavefront
presents the direction of wave propagation that is normal to the fracture plane. In
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Fig. 3.16 Seismograms of the vertical fracture. The left side is the x-component and the right side
is the z-component. The vertical fracture is visible and detectable through the PP and PS reflections
in the seismograms. The amplitudes of the PP wave dominate in the x-component, while the
amplitudes of the PS wave dominate the z-component

X: t=0.2499s Z: t=0.2499s

500
E
£
(=%
o]
Q
N

1500

0 500 1000 1500 0 500 1000 1500
Distance (m) Distance (m)

Fig. 3.17 Snapshots of the wavefields in a vertically fractured effective anisotropic HTT medium.
The left side and right side are for x, z-components, respectively

particular, for this geometry of the vertically fractured medium, each receiver and
the source make different planes that have different azimuths relative to the fracture
plane (Fig. 3.18). This vertically fractured model fully presents HTI characteristics
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in that wave amplitude and traveltime are actually azimuth-dependent. Therefore,
the data from a mature fractured reservoir necessarily need anisotropic correction
and azimuthal AVO analysis.

3.6.6 Orthorhombic Fracture Model

As we know, the most realistic medium model in the oil & gas reservoir is the
orthorhombic medium model that can be simply simulated by integrating the
models of horizontally fractured media with a vertical fracture. Figure 3.19 shows
the geometry of the model of the orthorhombic medium of 1801 m x 1801 m. The
source is located at the center of the model. The horizontal receiver array lies 5 m
above the source. The fractures are vertically and horizontally 150 m away from the
source.

Figure 3.20 shows the seismograms for the x and z-components (the top) and the
x and z-component snapshots (the bottom) of the wavefield at t = 0.319 (s) of the
orthorhombic fractures model. Note that the recorded synthetic seismic data and
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Fig. 3.19 Geometry model of the orthorhombic medium (1801 m x 1801 m). The source is
located at the center of the model. The horizontal receiver array lies 5 m above the source. The
fractures are 150 m vertically and horizontally away from the source

wavefield are more complex than those of the single fracture model. And all
conclusions about the limited horizontally and vertically fractured media remain
valid for the amplitude level in this orthorhombic fractures model. The PS-wave
reflected from the horizontal fracture (PS,) and PP-wave generated from the ver-
tical fracture (PP,) dominate in the x-component. The z-component seismogram is
dominated by the PS-wave and PP-wave from the vertical fracture and horizontal
fracture (PS, and PPy), respectively. The waves are reflected or converted a second
time near the fracture intersection point, and these are annotated in the snapshots of
the x and z-components of the wavefield as PP,P,, PP,S,, PP P, and PP,S;. The
second reflected wave and the converted waves are PP,P, and PP,S,, and denote
that the PP wave is reflected from the horizontal fracture first and then is reflected
and converted to a P wave and S wave respectively at the vertical fracture again,
while the reflected and converted waves, PP P, and PP,S,, indicate that the PP
wave is reflected from the vertical fracture first and then is reflected and converted
to a P wave and S wave respectively by the vertical fracture a second time.
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Seismogram x-Reflection Seismogram z-Reflection
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Fig. 3.20 Seismograms of orthorhombic fractures. The top illustrates the seismograms for the
x and z components. The bottom shows the corresponding snapshots of the wavefield at ¢ = 0.3199
(s). The amplitude of the PS-wave from the horizontal fracture (PSy) and the PP-wave from the
vertical fracture (PPy) dominate in the x-component. The amplitude in the z-component
seismograms is dominated by the PS-wave and the PP-wave from the vertical fracture and
horizontal fracture (PS, and PPy), respectively. The waves are reflected or converted a second
time near the fracture intersection point and are denoted in the snapshots of the wavefield as,
PP,P,, PP.S,, PP, Py, and PP,S;

3.7 Conclusions

Forward modeling of the fracture provides a connection from the subsurface models
to the surface seismograms that is key to understanding geological body repre-
sentations including the fracture features in the seismic data.

In this chapter, the homogeneous formulation approach of finite-difference
modeling has been selected. The advantage of the homogeneous formulation
approach of FD modeling for the discontinuity medium is that the boundary con-
ditions can be implemented explicitly. This approach is suitable for modeling
fractured media, for which the discontinuous displacement nonwelded boundary
conditions need to be explicitly implemented.
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The concept of the fictitious grid point has been studied and it has been found
that it facilitates expressing the relationships between the stresses and displacements
at the two sides of the boundary. Additionally, the replacement of the real dis-
placement with the fictitious displacement in the wave equation of motion ade-
quately presents the wave propagation on the two sides of the fractured medium, so
that the waves are imprinted with the fracture properties in the seismogram data.

Theoretically, a finite-difference stencil has been discussed by considering the
different boundary conditions. It is based on using only one grid boundary of a FD
cell to satisfy the nonwelded boundary conditions, instead of all four boundaries
(Slawinski 1999) for model the fractures. As well, the fictitious displacement for-
mula that relates a finite-different stencil with welded and nonwelded boundary
conditions has been derived. Therefore, the finite-difference schemes for a hori-
zontally fractured medium, a vertically fractured medium and an orthogonally
fractured medium have been developed and presented. The new finite-difference
schemes treat the case of waves propagating in the fractured medium in which the
normal equation of wave motion governs the wave propagation in the host medium
and the nonwelded boundary conditions constrain the waves at the fracture
interface.

The new finite-difference schemes were implemented using MATLAB code to
generate the seismograms for the different fractured media. Firstly, the seismograms
indicate that the first arrivals for both the fracture and impedance contrast interfaces
are the same because they are not distorted by any reflection or transmission at all if
the medium properties are the same. Fractures are good reflectors because they
produce not only the transmitted PP and converted PS waves, but also reflected PP
and PS waves with x and z components in the seismograms from a uniform
homogenous isotropic medium without an impedance contrast. Conventionally,
there are no reflected waves in the uniform homogenous isotropic medium if there
is no fracture existing. Thus this phenomenon can be used to detect fractures in
uniform lithology zones in the reservoir such as fractures in shale or coalbed zones.
Secondly, the PP and PS amplitudes in the seismograms illustrate that the variation
of amplitudes follows the direction of the fractures. For a horizontally fractured
medium, the amplitude of the PP wave dominates in the z-component data, while
the PS amplitudes are stronger than the PP amplitude in the x-component data.
Oppositely, in the seismograms for the vertically fractured medium, the PP
amplitudes are stronger than the PS amplitudes in the x-component, while PS
amplitudes dominate in the z-component of the seismogram. Thus, the amplitudes
of PP and PS waves in the x and z components of the seismograms can be used to
detect the direction of the fracture. Thirdly, the reflection of the fracture has a phase
rotation with respect to the reflection from the impedance contrast interface. The
wavefront variation is angularly dependent so that the vertical wavefront is less
advanced than the horizontal wavefront in the horizontally fractured medium. This
means that the horizontal fractured medium displays VTI anisotropic properties. In
the vertically fractured medium, however, the vertical wavefront close to the
fracture plane is more advanced than the horizontal wavefront of the wave prop-
agation normal to the fracture plane. This is evidence that the vertically fractured
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medium is equivalent to the HTI anisotropy problem: the amplitude variation is
azimuth-dependent (AVAZ), i.e., different azimuths have different traveltimes
(because of the different velocities).

One may conclude that the fractures are detectable and visible because fractures
strongly influence the seismic wave propagation and raise issues of scattering and
induced anisotropy. The amplitudes of the multicomponent seismic data are evi-
dence that reveal the direction of the fracture. The seismic data of the fractured
medium presenting anisotropy show that analyzing the anisotropy of the seismic
data can provide a way to predict fractures.
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Chapter 4
Fractured Medium AVO Inversion

Abstract The synthetic seismograms for the fractures in Chap. 3 suggest that the
fractures are also reflection generators for reflecting waves propagating in the
media. Consequently, the recorded surface seismic data inevitably contain fracture
reflections when the acquisition reservoir contains fractures. In this chapter, we
derived new PP- and PS-wave reflection and transmission coefficient equations
based on the principle of nonwelded boundary conditions. The new AVO equations
for the horizontally fractured medium with impedance contrast are finally presented.
In the new AVO equations, the reflection coefficients are divided into a welded
contact part (a conventional impedance contrast part) and a nonwelded contact part
(the fracture part) which makes them flexible for truly inverting for the rock
properties of the fractured medium with impedance contrast.

Keywords Zoeppritz equation - Reflection/transmission coefficients
Approximate AVO inversion - Amplitudes - Seismic data processing
Horizontally fractured medium - Vertically fractured medium - Algorithm of the
AVO inversion

4.1 Approximations of the Zoeppritz Equations

The Zoeppritz equations (Zoeppritz 1919) describe the relation of the incident angle
of a plane P-wave, to the reflection and transmission coefficients of compressional
waves (P-waves) and shear waves (S-waves) at an interface in a perfectly welded
contact medium. The relation is the basis of the AVO and AVAZ (amplitude
variation with angle and azimuth) methods which assume that the amplitudes
contain impedance contrast information. The Zoeppritz equations have exact
solutions but they have quite a complex form (Aki and Richards 1980). With
assumptions of small fractional perturbations in elastic parameters (all of the
reflectivity <1 at zero-offset), i.e., low impedance contrast and perfectly welded
contact media, many people simplified the original Zoeppritz equations into linear
approximate AVO equations with different variables (Table 4.1). In 1980, Aki and
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Richards presented the AVO equations by providing the elastic reflectivities of the
P-velocity, S-velocity, and density. Shuey (1985) specified the AVO equation in
terms of zero-offset P-wave reflectivity and a gradient. Smith and Gidlow (1987)
rearranged the Aki and Richards’s equation and applied an empirical relationship
(Gardner et al. 1974) to the approximate AVO equations for P-wave and S-wave
velocity reflectivities. Fatti et al. (1994) gave the AVO equations for P-wave and
S-wave reflectivities. In 2002, Ruger used the approach of Shuey (1985) to unravel
an AVAZ equation that shows the reflection coefficients are directly affected by
both incident angles and azimuths. Downton et al. (2011) contributed to the AVAZ
equation relation to the fractured weakness parameters through using azimuthal
Fourier coefficients. Exact solutions (which are extremely complex) for the
reflection and transmission coefficients for nonwelded contact boundary conditions
have also been derived (Chaisri and Krebes 2000; Chaisri 2002).

4.2 Data Preconditioning for AVO/AVAZ Inversion

AVO inversion is intended to provide additional reservoir properties based on the
amplitude variation over a range of offsets from the surface seismic data. Therefore,
the seismic data must accurately preserve the true amplitudes in correspondence to
geological factors, rather than maintain signs of non-geological bodies and artifacts
from data acquisition.

4.2.1 Deconvolution

In seismology, a seismic data trace S(¢) is usually modeled to be the convolution of
a source wavelet W(¢) and an earth reflectivity function R(¢):

S(r) = W(t) * R(z). (4.1)

Seismologists are interested in the earth reflectivity R(¢) that represents rock
formations as geological reflectors. The well-known method of deconvolution
attempts to undo the convolution by applying an inverse filter f(¢) to remove the
effects of the source wavelet W(z) from the seismic data S(¢) in order to get back to
the true reflectivity series R(#) (Lines and Newrick 2004):

R(t) = f(t) + S(t). (4.2)

Ideally, deconvolution (Yilmaz 1991; Margrave 2006) should provide the per-
fect resolution: the reflectivity function should be a series of delta functions.
However, the performance of deconvolution often is imperfect because of the
impacts of noisy signals, the band-limited nature of the seismic data, and the lack of
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knowledge about the wavelet (Lines and Newrick 2004). Nevertheless, deconvo-
lution still compresses the seismic wavelet to achieve a flat, or white amplitude
spectrum that significantly improves the resolution of seismic data. Figure 4.1
shows a real seismic data stack section and its amplitude spectrum in a certain
window before and after deconvolution. The data belong to the Suping Peng
research group of the State Key Laboratory of the CUMTB (China University of
Mining and Technology, Beijing) and were processed by the Arcis Seismic
Solution company. There is no doubt that the amplitude spectrum (orange) of the
deconvolution data approaches a flat level, or the white color, meaning that the data
have been enhanced with content at higher and lower frequencies. Therefore, the
deconvolution is a vital step of data preconditioning.

4.2.2 Noise Attenuation

Seismic data are always contaminated by some noises that distort the true ampli-
tudes and affect the accuracy of the AVO/AVAZ inversion results. The noises can
be categorized into two types: coherent noises and random noises. The coherence
noises, such as the ground roll and the multiples, can be suppressed by a Radon
transform or an FK filter. For the random noises, they can be investigated in the
spatial and temporal directions, and uncorrelated noise from trace to trace. Thus, a
time-variant method and spatial prediction filtering such as FX deconvolution can
be used to attenuate most of the random noise. Of course, conventional CMP
stacking significantly reduces the uncorrelated random noises within the data.
Figure 4.2 shows the result of random noise attenuation on the same real seismic
data as shown in Fig. 4.1. Figure 4.2a, b shows before and after random noise

Fig. 4.1 Deconvolution stack. Real seismic data stack and amplitude spectrum analysis on a
certain window before (blue) and after (orange) deconvolution (Data owned by China University
of Mining and Technology, Beijing)
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Fig. 4.2 Random noise attenuation. a and b are before and after random noise attenuation stacks,
respectively. c is the difference between before and after noise attenuation (Data owned by China
University of Mining and Technology, Beijing)

attenuation, respectively. Figure 4.2c shows the difference between before and after
noise attenuation which shows no coherent reflections, which means that the ran-
dom noises are attenuated and signals are preserved.

Despite more and more noise attenuation technologies having been developed,
geophysicists still would like to see a lateral integration of existing technologies to
enhance the ratio of signal and noise (the S/N ratio). An amplitude-friendly filtering
technique, LIFT, which works for different types of noise attenuation, was pub-
lished by Choo and Sudhakar (2003). They take a new approach by adding back an
estimation of the signal lost during the modeling, rather than simply outputting the
signal model or the signal model with a percentage of the original data added back.
This approach is a practical and robust amplitude-preserving way to precondition
data for the AVO process (Choo et al. 2004).

4.2.3 5D Interpolation

The purpose of the seismic data preconditioning is to enhance the signal-to-noise
ratio by removing all sorts of noise. However, missing data at some offsets and
azimuths can create “acquisition footprints™ that are undesirable artifacts creating
amplitude variations within the seismic data. In other words, the missing data or
“acquisition footprints” almost always negatively impact AVO and AVAZ analy-
ses. A method of 5D Interpolation based on Fourier reconstruction addresses the
problems, in which interpolation is simultaneously performed in pre-stack data in
five dimensions to predict new sources and receivers at desired locations to com-
pensate for the missing data. The five dimensional Fourier spectra of the acquired
data along inline, crossline, offset, azimuth, and time (frequency) act as a constraint
on the nature of the missing traces. New interpolated traces have multidimensional
Fourier spectra that are consistent with the input data in all five dimensions.
Therefore, it can truly capture inline—crossline, offset and azimuth amplitude
variations. A QC (Quality Control) tool known as “5D Leakage” is used to assess
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Fig. 4.3 5D interpolation and QC. a is the data stack without the 5D interpolation. b is data stack
with the 5D interpolation in which the S/N ratio has been enhanced and the amplitude has been
truly kept. ¢ is an application of the QC tool of “SD Leakage” to inspect the 5D interpolation
efficiency (Data same as in Fig. 4.2)

the accuracy of the 5D Interpolation by making a comparison between data with
reconstructed geometry and true recorded data with the original geometry.
Figure 4.3 shows the stack sections before and after 5D interpolation and QC “5D
Leakage” (the data are the same as those shown in Fig. 4.2). Figure 4.3a shows the
stacked data without the 5D interpolation, while Fig. 4.3b illustrates the stacked
data with the 5D interpolation. Comparing Fig. 4.3a with Fig. 4.3b confirms that
the S/N ratio of the data has been enhanced and the image is reliable and has true
amplitudes. Figure 4.3c shows the QC of “5D Leakage” that verifies the 5D
interpolation efficiency.

4.2.4 PS-Data Layer Stripping

4.2.4.1 Converted PS-Wave

In seismic exploration, the incident P-wave not only generates up-going and
down-going PP-waves, but also it converts to an up-going PS reflection and
down-going PS transmission once the P-wave impinges upon any reflector (Stewart
et al. 2002, 2003). The PP and converted PS reflections would be fully present in
multi-component data on the surface that usually contain one vertical component
(PP-data) and two horizontal components (PS-data), i.e., they are 3C data.
Figure 4.4 illustrates the paths of PP- and PS-waves and the mapping of the
common middle point (CMP), the asymptotic conversion point (ACP), and the
common conversion point (CCP). Sorting a CCP gather in PS-data is more complex
than sorting a CMP gather in PP-data, because CCP traces also rely on the medium
properties, whereas CMP traces only depend on the source and receiver geometry.
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Fig. 4.4 Diagram for PP- and PS-wave paths and a mapping of the common middle point (CMP),
asymptotic convert point (ACP), and common convert point (CCP)

4.2.4.2 Shear Wave Splitting

Due to the fact that a shear wave is always polarized orthogonally to the direction of
wave propagation, a shear wave propagating in an azimuthally anisotropic medium
with a number of unique properties can have a profound effect on the wavefront in
terms of S-wave birefringence (Crampin 1985). Shear wave splitting techniques were
first used for fracture detection by Alford (1986). At the fracture interface, a converted
shear wave would split into a fast shear wave PS; that polarizes in and parallel to the
direction of maximum stress and a slow shear wave PS, thatis polarized in and parallel
to the direction of minimum stress (Fig. 4.5). One may call this system (defined by the
directions of maximum and minimum stress) the natural coordinate system. PS-wave
splitting analysis is associated with the direction of the existing fracture. The
split-converted shear waves PS; and PS, are orthogonally polarized with respect to
each other and both are perpendicular to the direction of propagation and have dif-
ferent speeds that cause a time shift (Fang and Brown 1996).

In practice, the direction of the fracture in the natural system has an angle of (¢,)
with respect to the radial component R, or an angle of (¢, + 90°) with respect to the
transverse component 7. R and T are rotated from the two horizontal components in
the acquisition system. The converted PS-wave that splits into a fast-wave PS; and
a slow-wave PS; in the natural system satisfies the following equation:

PS; = PS(¢) cos ¢, (4.3a)
PS; = PS(¢ — Ar) sin ¢,. (4.3b)

As trigonometry in Fig. 4.5



102 4 Fractured Medium AVO Inversion

Fig. 4.5 A schematic of T
PS-wave splitting. The
orientation of the fracture is
@, with respect to the radial
component R. T denotes the PS2
transverse component. The
split fast and slow PS-waves
are PS; and PS>,
respectively. The direction of : W
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where R = [C9S $o S Po } is a rotator for the coordinate system rotation. And
sing, cos Qg

R — { cos @y sin(po}
—sing, cosqg |
Conversely, the fast and slow PS-waves can be obtained from the radial and
transverse components by applying the rotator R if the fracture azimuth angle ¢, is
known:

PS;| |R| _|Rcosqy,— Tsing,
[PSZ] _R[T} - {Rsin(p0+Tcos<p0 ' (45)

4.2.4.3 Fracture Orientation

For PP-data, the orientation of existing fractures is often surmised from velocity
anisotropy (Marrett et al. 2007). For PS-data, the methods of using the limitation of
the amplitude value to determine the orientation of the fractures have been inves-
tigated (Garotta and Granger 1988; Bale et al. 2005). Given an arbitrary angle ¢
that is assumed to be the direction of the fracture with respect to the radial com-
ponent in the R—T processing system, then
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PSi(¢) = Rcos ¢ — T'sin ¢, (4.6a)
PS,(¢) = Rsin ¢ + T cos ¢. (4.6b)
Substituting Eq. (4.4b) into Egs. (4.6a) and (4.6b) the ratio of PS,(¢)/PS (o) is

PSy(¢) _ —PSi cos @y sin(py — @) + PS; sin ¢y cos(py — @)
PSi (o) PS; cos ¢ cos(py — @) + PS; sin @ sin(py — @)

4.7)

Substituting Eqgs. (4.3a) and (4.3b) into Eq. (4.7) and if ¢ = ¢, we have

PSy(py)  PS(t — At)sin @,

= . 4.8a
PS; () PS(t) cos ¢ (4.82)
Considering the energy of PS; and PS, only, then
PS; (¢ PS(r — At
PRa00)l P80 Dl ian o] = [t g, (4.8b)

PSi(po)l — [PS(7)]

this ¢, is the actual orientation of the fracture but it may be ambiguous with two
distinct values at around £90°. Usually, it is necessary to check the arrival time on
the reflections by applying the two angle values to confirm that the fast shear wave
has a smaller traveltime corresponding to the angle for the fracture direction.

4.2.4.4 Shear Wave Layer Stripping

If the time shift between fast and slow shear waves is big enough and not negligible,
then the recorded waves on the surface are complicated by the destructive and
constructive interference of fast and slow shear waves that degrade the quality of the
data and render the data uninterpretable. Alford (1986) discovered an interesting
operation, the layer stripping anisotropic correction, to overcome the problem by
removing the time shift from shear wave spitting at a current anisotropic interface
and the overburden anisotropic layers.

Figure 4.6 shows a schematic of a medium consisting of two subsurface layers.
The deeper layer (Layer 1) is the target layer and the shallow layer (Layer 2) is a
fractured layer (an azimuthally anisotropic layer). In Fig. 4.6, H| and H, represent
two horizontal component data acquired on the surface in the acquisition system.
PS| and PS; in layer 2 represent the fast and slow split waves from the converted
PS-wave in the natural coordinate system, in which PS; is polarized in and parallel
to the direction of the fracture (x;) and PS, is polarized in and parallel to the
direction perpendicular to the fracture (x,). PS; and PS; are polarized orthogonally
with respect to each other and propagate in the same direction with different speeds
causing a time delay in the PS-data. In Fig. 4.6, shear wave splitting can be
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Surface

Fig. 4.6 Sketch of the shear wave layer stripping. H; and H, represent the two horizontal
components of the converted data in the acquisition system. PS; and PS, at the anisotropic layer
(Layer 2) symbolize the split fast and slow waves from the converted PS-wave in the natural
system. The fast shear wave PS is polarized in and parallel to the direction of the fracture (x,) and
a slow shear wave PS, is polarized in and parallel to the perpendicular direction of the fracture
(x2). PSy and PS, are orthogonally polarized respect to each other and propagate in the same
direction with different speeds causing a time delay that appears in the PS-data

regarded as a forward process from layer 1 to the surface, while an inverse process
is layer stripping from the surface to the target layer (layer 1).

In order to correctly image and interpret the target layer, the most important steps
are as follows:

e Rotate the acquisition data in the acquisition system (H,—H,) into radial-
transverse (R-T) data in the processing system.

e Rotate the radial-transverse (R—T) components of the pre-stack data into the
(PS;—PS;) components of the natural (fracture) system (x;—x,) by applying
Alford’s rotation angle ¢, in Eqs. (4.8a) and (4.8b).

e Determine a time lag for cross-correlation of the stacked traces of PS; and PS,
in the analysis window.

e Apply the time shift to the pre-stack data to align all PS; traces to PS;.

e Rotate the aligned PS; and PS, data back to the (R-T) components (normally
named as (R' — T) in the processing system.
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Fig. 4.7 Stack of shear wave layer stripping processing. The left slice is the radial component data
stack without the layer stripping. The right slice is for the radial prime component data stack with
the layer stripping. The layer stripping cascades two times at a shallow and deeper window. It is
convincing that the layer stripping processing removed the time lag to enhance the S/N ratio and
pronounce the reflection events

To significantly improve the reservoir image, these steps can be repeated layer
by layer (for fractured anisotropic layers) with different analysis windows
(Fig. 4.7). The explanation for this is that the different anisotropic (fractured) layers
cause the time lag recorded in different time windows of the data. Meanwhile, an
analysis of the amplitude and traveltime differences between the fast and slow
converted shear waves may provide additional information to map subsequent
fracture distributions in the reservoir. Figure 4.7 exhibits a result of the layer
stripping that cascades two times of the layer stripping at shallow and deep win-
dows. The left slice indicates the radial component data stacked without the layer
stripping. The right slice is for the radial prime component data stacked with the
layer stripping. It is convincing that the layer stripping processing removed the time
lag to enhance the S/N ratio and improve the data quality of the R’ component data.

4.3 AVO Equations for Fractured Media

When seismic waves propagate in the subsurface and encounter a fractured med-
ium, the energy of the incident wave can be partially reflected and recorded on the
surface seismic data (even if there is no impedance contrast around the fracture) that
combine the response of the fracture and the host media (Chap. 3). In Chap. 3,
the synthetic seismograms provide evidence that the fracture is a reflection
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generator and strongly affects the amplitudes of seismic traces, the traveltimes, and
the % ratio, and therefore the conventional AVO equations for inversion of the rock
properties of the host media from seismic amplitudes will be inaccurate if the
reservoir under investigation is fractured since the amplitudes inevitably are con-
taminated by fracture reflections. However, this issue is not recognized in the
conventional AVO method.

AVO equations for a fractured medium should take the fracture issue into
account and avoid its influences when the equations are used to invert for the elastic
reflectivity of the host media from the input data that contain reflections from the
fractured media.

4.3.1 Exact Reflectivity Equations for Horizontally
Fractured Media

An incident P-wave (P)), reflected P-wave (P P}), transmitted P-wave (P} P}), and
converted S-waves (P‘IS’l and P‘lS‘z), as well as the incidence angle (6;), trans-
mission angle (6,), converted reflection angle (1J;), converted transmission angle
(1), and a horizontal viscous fracture interface in the vertical x—z domain, are
shown in Fig. 4.8. The black single arrows point in the directions of the wave

a, By py
;B2 P2 :

Fig. 4.8 Schematic of reflected and transmitted rays for an incident P-wave incident upon a
fracture interface. The incident P-wave (P)), reflected P-wave (P} P}), transmitted P-wave (P} P}),
and converted S-waves (P|S] and P}S}), as well as incident angles (0;) transmission angle (65),
converted reflection angle (), and transmission angle (¢3,), are shown in the x—z domain. The
single black arrows point in the direction of the wave propagation. The double gray arrows
indicate the direction of the polarization of the waves
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propagation. The gray double arrows indicate the directions of the polarizations of
the waves. The rock properties of the upper and lower isotropic media are P-wave
velocity (x12), S-wave velocity (B ,), and density (p, ;). The normal compliance
(Sn) and tangential compliance (St) of fracture and specific viscosity parameter (v,)
are shown in Fig. 4.8, too.

We use a harmonic incident plane P-wave, which can be expressed as P} =
Aelx=1)q (Krebes 20006, course notes), where A is the amplitude and is assumed to
be unity, s - x = sx+ s,y + 5.2, where s represents the slowness of the harmonic
plane wave in the travel direction, and d stands for the wave polarization and its
eigenvector component are ly,, mg,, lg,, and my,, respectively, where n = 1,2
indicates the upper and lower medium (Ruger 2002). For a given frequency w, the
relationship between the PP-waves (PP, P|Py), the PS-waves (P\S), P\S}), the
angles (02, V1), and the fracture parameters St and Sy at the horizontal viscous
(vy) interface satisfies the linear slip nonwelded contact boundary conditions (2.42)
as (Appendix C)

lp1 sin 0, —lgiotP —mycost;  lgponP — ljl?fusfoT (xx), cos O
my; cos 0y | me1cos 0, —lg1 1P mg; cos 0 — inN(yY)zaz
(xx), cos 6, (xx), cos 6, (rr), By (xx), cos 0,
() ion —(w)en (k) cos )y
myy cos ¥y — lj;j;SVTST (rr),B, | [P\ P]
—lpBoP + iwSn(kk), cos 9y | | PiS)
(rr), PiPy |’
—(kk), cos ¥, PyS,
(4.9)
where i = v —1,
lon = 1 +fcos? 0,(5+2(¢ — 5) sin® 0,,), (4.10a)
mg, = 1 — fsin® 0,(5 +2(e — ) sin 0,), (4.10b)
Lyn = 1 +f cos® 9,(6 +2(e — 8) sin® 9,), (4.10c)
Mgy = 1 — fsin> 0,(5 +2(e — J) sin’ ¥,,), (4.10d)

(xx)n = (l()n +m()n>p,1ﬁ,21P7 (4106)
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(rr),y = pulon = (Lgn + mon) B2 P?), (4.10f)
) = [ (lon — mon) s P* + (mow — 10a283P%)], (4.10g)
(kk)n = pnp((zﬁi - ai)mﬂn + ailﬂn); (410h)

where f = ﬁ, n = 1,2. Equation (4.9) expresses reflection and transmission

coefficients from the horizontally viscous fractured medium that formed a horizontal
viscous fracture embedding in the anisotropic host medium. The formed medium is
equivalent to TI medium that induced by the fracture and the host medium.

4.3.2 Approximate AVO Equations for Horizontally
Fractured Media

The matrix on the left side of Eq. (4.9) is for the incident wave, and the matrix on
the right is for the scattered wave and the reflection and transmission coefficients.
Rewrite Eq. (4.9) as

M[P\P, P\S, P\Py P\Sy|"=N. (4.11a)
According to Cramer’s rule,

T det(Mk)
~ det(M)”’

[P\P, P\S, P\P, P\S)] (4.11b)

where M is the matrix M and the k-th column of M has been replaced by the vector
N. k =1 corresponds to the first reflection/transmission coefficient, etc. Thus

Niy mp my3 myy

det Not mp mpz mog
N3i mzp mas mag
P\P, = R,(0) _ detlMy) L Nag_map iz maa)) gy 1y
det(M) myp miy m3 My
det mpy My Mp3 M4
m3; M3y M3z Mg

M4y M4y M43 My |
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myy Nip mz my

det | ™21 Ny my3 moy
m3; N3 m33 m3
N det(M) my1 Ny myz My
P\S, = R,(0) = - [ . (4.12b)
det(M) my My M3 Mg
ddet | [ M2t ma2 mas o
m3| M3y M3z M3
M4 M4y M43 Mg |

Equations (4.12a) and (4.12b) are equations for the PP- and PS-wave reflection
coefficients, respectively. It is straight forward to solve the linear algebraic
Eq. (4.12a) with assumptions of the polarization vector d = 1. Then the exact
PP-wave reflectivity from the fractured VTI media can be formulated as
(Appendix C)

Ry (0) = Ry(0) + Ruon_w(0), (4.13)
where
Ruon_w(0) = (&)Rﬁm (0 + (ioSN)RY,,(0). (4.13a)
1 —iowv,St - —

The PP reflection coefficient in Eq. (4.13) contains two items. The reflection
coefficient R, is caused by velocity or density contrasts in the host media that
satisfy the assumption of perfectly welded contact. The reflection coefficient Ry _w
results from the fracture: the displacement discontinuity across the fracture gener-
ates the reflections. In Eq. (4.13a), the upper subscripts 7" and N indicate that the
reflection coefficient is associated with the fracture tangential and normal compli-
ance parameters St and Sy. For the conventional reflection coefficient Ry, it is
assumed that all incidence and transmission angles are real and less than 90°, and it
is the same approximation as given by Aki and Richards’s AVO equation in
Table 4.1:

Ru(0) ~ ~— —452'29 +31—4EZ'29 (4.14a)
W NZCOSZOr“ . sin” Orgp 3 . sin Tp. 14a

For the fracture part Ry, w, it can be simplified into tangential and normal
components with the same approximations that were used for Ry. So we have
(Appendix C)
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1 1
Ry, (0) ~ 2= 1Pq,P* + (ﬁP2 — —pPsectsec 92) Ty
N p qp 4

1 (4.14b)
+ 2ﬁP2rﬂ + (ﬁP2 - Zpﬁ sec 19) o,
qp ap
1 2
RN, (0) ~ ~ 5 posec ) - Epr ( 2%( 1+ sm02)P2)
1 P (4.14c)

<4u2 1 P2> p+ (2/1”—;132) ry

where r,, rg, and rg are compressional wave velocity, shear wave velocity, and
density reflectivity, respectively; P is the ray parameter; and

Ao AP Ap
=— =0 =— 4.15
Fy o 5 r/j ﬂ s rp P , ( a)
cos 0 +
Gy, = 12 g =34 A — g, (4.15b)
®x1,2 2
cos Y 2 qp +qp
4, = —  4p= %7 Aqp = qp — qp (4.15¢)
Bia
= pp*. (4.154d)

Rl ,(0)and RY =~ (6) have the same style as Ry, in terms r,, R,, and r,. Thus

non__w non_w

Eq. (4.13) can be rewritten as (Appendix C)

i(A)ST T
R,(0) =~ Ryw(0) + —————
P( ) ( )+ 1— iCUVXST non__w

(0) + leNR 0)

non W(

oSt T . N
~————T (0 SN (0
1 — iwv,St (0) +ieoSN"(0)

+ (A(@) P,

T . N
A0+ i05AY0) ) (4.16)
i(UST T . N
inT T . N
’ (cw) T T oy Cr () TiOSNG, (9)>r”‘
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This is the new approximate AVO equation for the fractured medium with
impedance contrast that divides the reflection coefficients into fracture reflection
coefficients for the fracture and impedance contrast reflection coefficients for the
host media. In other words, the all rock properties of the fractured medium with
impedance contrast can be correctly inverted from the input data to delineate the
reservoir characterizations. The host medium properties have a correct prediction
because of the new AVO equation considered the input of seismic data possibly a
combination of the reflection from the fracture issue. In Eq. (4.16)

T(0) = Zluzanz, NYN(0) = %poc sec 0 — 2—'uP2, (4.17a)
14 qx
A(0) = 1 AT(0) = Ly lpB sec ¥ sec 0
2cos?0’ qp 4 ’
AN(0) = —(,f%u + sin 0?)P?), (4.17b)

2
B(0) = _4<§) sin®0,  BY(0) =25P2 BY(0) =42 LP, (417¢)
o qp p

1 2 1
c(0) = 5 (1 - 4<§> sin® 0), CZ(Q) = qﬁﬁpz - ZPB sec,

N A 2498 2
Cp (0) =2u ;P . (4.17d)

Figure 4.9 shows a comparison between the PP-wave exact solution and
approximate solution of the reflection coefficients for the fractured medium with
impedance contrast. The black line represents the exact solution from Eq. (4.9) as
vy, =0° and d =1, while the red line is for the approximate solution from
Eq. (4.16). The model parameters are the same as those in Fig. 4.9. This shows that
the solution of the new approximate AVO Eq. (4.16) for fractured media closely
matches the exact solution (Eq. 4.16) for incidence angles less than about 40°.

Let r, = rg = r, = 0 in Eq. (4.16). Then

- ia)ST T . N
R,(0) ~ (71 — ivaSTT (0) + icoS\N (0)). (4.18)

Equation (4.18) clearly shows that the fracture parameters can be predicted from
seismic data when the fractures are embedded in a uniform medium without
impedance contrast. This can be used as an approach to verify the well-known
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Fig. 4.9 PP reflection coefficients. The black curve is the exact solution for the fracture interface.
The red curve is the approximation solution for the fracture interface. This illustrates that the
approximate solution for the fracture interface is accurate in the conventional incidence angle range

parameters from the initial model. In particular, this equation provides a way to
invert the rock fracture parameters, rather than a lithology variation from the
seismic data to infer the reservoir characterization.

Let St = Sx = O for Eq. (4.16). Then

R, (0) = A(0)r, + B(0)rg + C(0)r,. (4.19)

Equation (4.19) states that the new AVO equation can be transformed into the
conventional AVO equation to estimate the rock elastic reflectivity caused only by
an impedance contrast without any fracture in the media.

4.4 AVO Inversion Algorithm for the Fractured Medium

Obtaining the geologic factors corresponding to the velocity reflectivity and density
reflectivity is the ultimate objective of the AVO method. Equation (4.16) can be
written in matrix format as
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| lw(l iwvy St TT(01)+SNNN(9 ))

iw(l iwvySt TT(QZ) + SNNN(62))

iw(l oy T (O .1)+SNN " (On- 1))

R ——
AT(01) +SnAY (01) )
AT

02) + SNAy(Qz))

(01) + lw(l —iwv, ST

(02) +lw(l —iwv, St

A(O1) + zw(ﬁAT(em_l) + SNAN (0, — 1))

AO) +ioo( =355 AT(0,) + S5A3(0,))

1—icwon St o

B(Ql) + iw(l —iwv, ST BT(el) +SNB[; (61)) (420>

B(02) + i (ufTsT 5(02) + SNBI/;I(HZ))

B(0n1—1)+iw(1 ZvaTBT(Qm 1) + SnBJ (O 1))

B(0,) + ico( B(6,) +SNB§(9m))

1— zwv ST

c(01)+iw(_§TSTc (01) +SxCN (01))

C(02) + oo (=55 CH(0) + SKCY(03) )

Ty
. rg |,
. T rp
(em,1)+m(l Sl (em D)+ SNCN (0, 1))
C(@m) + iw(l iov, St CT(Q”’) +SNCII;I(9’"))

where m is the number of the offsets in a CDP gather. In Eq. (4.20), the matrix
format declares that the new approximate AVO equation is applied to all the offsets
of the CDP gather simultaneously. Rewrite Eq. (4.20) as a generalized linear
inversion (GLI) problem, i.e.,

Gx =d, (4.21)

where G is a linear operator depending on the geometry. x is the column vector for
the unknown elastic reflectivity parameters r,, rg, and r,. d is the column vector for
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the recorded seismic data. The least squares method is employed to solve the GLI
Eq. (4.21). One obtains

x=[G"G+11"'G"4, (4.21a)

the addition of a matrix 4/ tends to stabilize the calculation of [GTG]_l (Lines and
Treitel 1984). Equation (4.21a) can be used to solve all eight unknown elastic
parameters for the fractured media.

4.5 Numerical Applications

4.5.1 Initial Model

A MATLAB code is implemented to do the numerical inversion and the results are
based on the new AVO equations. The numerical model consists of the homoge-
neous isotropic host media with parameters of P-wave velocity
o(12) = 2850,2800 m/s; shear wave velocity ﬂ“‘z) = 1650, 1600 m/s; density

p =2.35g/em’; and a horizontal fracture with parameters of St = 0.127 x
107¥ m/Pa and Sy = 0.269 x 10~ m/Pa (Fig. 4.10). This model focuses on

« 2500m [

Vp1, Va1, p1

SESH 1400m

N PP e P eV W U e VeV U PV O e ]
1100m
Fracture
Vp2, Vs2, p2
Model

Fig. 4.10 AVO inversion model of the horizontally fractured media. A horizontal interface is
embedded in homogeneous isotropic host media whose parameters are «(; ) = 2800,2850 m/s;

B2 = 1600, 1650 m/s; the density is p = 2.35 g/em®; and the fracture parameters are Sy =
0.127 x 1078 m/Pa and Sy = 0.269 x 10~ m/Pa
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VTI-fractured medium with impedance contrast: a horizontal fracture embedded
into the homogeneous host medium with impedance contrast. The input data AVO
inversion for this fractured VTI medium have been synthetically generated by the
forward modeling of the fracture described in Chap. 3.

4.5.2 Data Preconditioning

Deconvolution processing (using CREWES software) is applied to the input seis-
mic data for AVO to remove the wavelet factors and flatten the amplitude spectrum.
So the deconvolved input seismic data would have a uniform amplitude spectrum
and higher resolution to more delicately represent the reflectivity of the fractured
media. Figure 4.11 shows CDP gathers (with NMO applied) sorted from the shots
with and without deconvolution (Fig. 4.11a, b) and their corresponding amplitude
spectra (Fig. 4.11c¢). In Fig. 4.11c, the black curve represents the spectrum of the

A cdp NMO gather of fracture interface A cdp NMO gather of fractured media
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Fraquency (HE)

Fig. 4.11 Muted NMO gathers with (b) and without (a) deconvolution and their corresponding
amplitude spectrum analyses for (a) and (b). In ¢, the black curve presents the data spectrum before
deconvolution, and the red curve displays the data spectrum after deconvolution
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data before deconvolution, and the red curve displays the spectrum of the data after
deconvolution. On the other hand, the input data do not need noise attenuation and
the 5D interpolation processes that are conducted in the processing flow for real
seismic data.

4.5.3 Preparation of Input Data

As we discussed in Chap. 2, a fractured medium is a linear summation of a fracture
and a host medium. Numerically, a similar relation applies to the amplitude of a CDP
gather: Amplitude of the fractured medium with impedance contrast =~ Amplitude of
the fracture with medium 1 + Amplitude of the host medium with impedance con-
trast. This relationship is well numerically proved as shown in Fig. 4.12 which
illustrates the reflection individually reflected from the fractured medium with
impedance contrast (black), the fracture with uniform host medium 1 (red), and the
host medium with impedance contrast (blue). The green line is a summation of the
reflection of the fracture with uniform host medium 1 and the reflection of the host

10" A CDP(NMO) Amplitudes from Different Interfaces
5 o = 2
— Amplitude of fractured medium with impedance contrast
(—— Amplitude of impedance contrast
—— Amplitude of fracture with uniform medium 1
45 -_\— Amglitude of fracture uniform medium1 + amplitude of contrast
e — _.
4t T 4
35¢ 1
w
@
3
£ 3
g
2571 1
2 - -
15+ R 1
1 1 | | | 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

Incidence angle (degree)

Fig. 4.12 CDP (with NMO applied) gathers reflectivity from different reflectors. The black line is
the reflectivity curve for the fractured media with impedance contrast. The red reflectivity curve is
reflected from a fracture. The blue reflectivity curve is generated from the homogeneous isotropic
host media. The green line is made from the red line plus the blue line
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medium with impedance contrast. It is not hard to observe that the summed reflection
(green) approximately equals to the reflection of the fracture medium with impedance
contrast (red + blue = green = black). It means that reflections of the pre-stack data
from the fractured medium with impedance contrast can be divided into the reflection
of the fracture and reflection of the host medium.

At this numerical application, the synthetic seismogram (shot records) is to be
input seismic data.

Therefore, in order to truthfully invert the elastic reflectivity for the host med-
ium, as a numerical study, the reflections caused by a fracture should be simulated
by modeling a fracture embedding in the isotropic medium and then subtracted it
from the input seismic data. For real data, the fracture parameters St and Sy are
calculated from Thomson’s anisotropic parameters using Eq. (3.39), while
Thomson’s anisotropic parameters can be evaluated from pre-stack seismic data
because the fracture-induced anisotropy creates the fast and slow velocities leading
to an uneven gather after NMO. Subsequently, the fracture reflection coefficients
can be separated and inverted by Eq. (4.16) from the input seismic data.

Also, the parameters of the tangential and normal compliances of the fracture
(ST, Sn) can be predicted from seismic data by applying Eq. (4.18) if the host
medium is a uniform isotropic medium.

4.5.4 Results Analysis

Figure 4.13 presents the AVO inversion results for the velocity reflectivity of the
P- and S-wave for the host medium of the fractured medium with impedance
contrast by applying the new approximate AVO Eq. (4.20) and implementing the
GLI algorithm (Sect. 4.4). Furthermore, the input seismic data for AVO already

New Method: Vp Reflectivity x10” New Method: Vs Reflectivity x10”
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Fig. 4.13 Velocity reflectivity inversion. Velocity reflectivities of P- and S-waves of the host
media are inverted from the fractured media seismic data by using the new AVO equations
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have the fracture effects subtracted. At the time 0.1656 (s) in Fig. 4.13, the inverted
interface correctly represents the interface of the host medium. Figure 4.14 shows
the AVO inversion results for the velocity reflectivity of the P- and S-wave for the
host medium of the fractured medium with impedance contrast too, but the results
are obtained from the conventional AVO equations that do not consider fractures as
reflectors. The conventional AVO equations invert the total reflectivity of the
fractured medium with impedance contrast which is to be regarded as the velocity
reflectivity for the host medium. With the same color bar, comparison of the two
inversion results shown in Figs. 4.13 and 4.14 indicates that two AVO methods
obtained different inverted velocity reflectivities for the same fractured medium
with impedance contrast. Theoretically, the new approximate AVO equations in
Fig. 4.13 provide more accurate inversion results than the conventional approxi-
mate AVO equations. Figure 4.15 shows the difference of the AVO results for the
two methods. We can see that difference for the S-wave reflectivity is greater than
the difference for the P-wave reflectivity. This observation agrees with the dis-
cussion in Chap. 3 that the S-wave is more sensitive to the fracture than the P-wave.

Figure 4.16 shows the AVO inversion results for the tangential and normal
compliances of the fracture parameters from the fractured medium seismic data by
applying the simplified new AVO Eq. (4.18). The input seismic data are generated
only from the fracture reflector, and thus the host medium is a uniform homoge-
neous isotropic medium without impedance contrast. In other words, it is impos-
sible to invert these fracture parameters by applying the conventional AVO
equations because the conventional AVO equations are estimations for the reflec-
tivity of the elastic properties.

4
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Fig. 4.14 Velocity reflectivity inversion. Velocity reflectivities of the host media are inverted
from the fractured media seismic data using the conventional AVO equations
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Fig. 4.15 Difference between P- and S-wave reflectivity inverted from new and conventional
AVO equations
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Fig. 4.16 Fracture parameters inversion. The tangential (leff) and normal (right) compliances of
the fracture parameters are inverted from the fractured seismic data by applying the simplified new
AVO Egq. (4.18)

4.6 Conclusions

The equations of Zoeppritz (1919) describe the relationships between the incidence
angles and the reflection and transmissions coefficients of PP- and PS-waves which
is the basis of many approximate AVO inversion equations. In exploration, the
AVO inversion method is widely used to estimate rock elastic reflectivity (P-waves,
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S-waves, and density reflectivity) and then to infer more parameters that describe
the reservoir characteristics.

To obtain reliable AVO results, the input seismic data should preserve true
amplitudes because the rock property inversions rely on the amplitude variations.
Thus data preconditioning is performed on the input seismic data to enhance res-
olution by doing deconvolution, to improve the S/N ratio through noise attenuation,
to remove artificial “footprints” by applying the 5D interpolation technique, and to
obtain better images of the PS-data through layer stripping processing as well. Data
preconditioning is commonly performed for real seismic data to remove
non-geological body effects from the data.

The conventional AVO equations are based on the assumption that the welded
contact boundary conditions cause an inversion error in the case of fractured
medium with impedance contrast. It is imperative that a method not only works for
data from media with welded boundary conditions but is also adaptable to data from
media with nonwelded boundary conditions. The equations expressing the rela-
tionships between the incidence angle of a plane wave and the reflection and
transmission coefficients for the PP- and PS-waves have been derived. These
equations are based on nonwelded boundary conditions. They have a pattern similar
to that of the original Zoeppritz equations, but they take the fracture to be non-
welded contact interface. Also, these equations reduce to the original Zoeppritz
equations for the welded media assumption, and also to equations only for
reflection and transmission coefficients of the fracture in a uniform medium with the
nonwelded contact assumption, as well as the equations reflection and transmission
coefficients of the fractured medium with impedance contrast in the nonwelded
media assumption. Thus the new equations can be adapted to describe subsurface
geological bodies with two boundaries, as discussed above.

As we know, a fractured medium equals a fracture plus a host medium.
Numerically, the reflection of fractured medium with impedance contrast approxi-
mately equals the reflection of the fracture plus the reflection of the host medium
with impedance contrast. This has been numerically verified and shown in
Fig. 4.12. Therefore, the reflection of the fracture can be separated and estimated
from seismic data. Furthermore, subtracting the reflection of the fracture from the
reflection of the fractured medium with impedance contrast gives the reflection of
the host medium alone for correctly inverting for the rock properties of the host
medium. New AVO equations have been developed for which the welded part
works for the reflection from impedance contrast interfaces and the nonwelded part
addresses the reflection from the fractures. The new AVO equations can reduce to
other equations for simpler cases with certain assumptions. For example, the new
AVO equations reduce to the conventional AVO equations when fracture param-
eters vanish, i.e., St =0, Sx =0, or to a fracture AVO equation when elastic
reflectivity of the host medium is zero (r, = rg = r, = 0). Thus, an appropriate
inversion of the elastic reflectivities of the host medium for the fractured medium
with impedance contrast case should employ the new AVO equations because they
provide a way to separate the fracture effects from the seismic data. In other words,
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the input data for inversion should not be contaminated by the fracture reflection
when we attempt to invert for the elastic properties of the host medium. Similarly,
the parameters of the tangential and normal compliances of the fracture can be
determined from seismic data for a fractured medium by the fracture AVO
Eq. (4.18).

Synthetic data for the fractured medium with impedance contrast have been used
to invert for the rock properties of the host medium by applying both the new and
conventional AVO equations respectively. The results show that the inversion
results of the new AVO equations are theoretically and numerically more accurate
than the results obtained from the conventional AVO equations (Figs. 4.13 and
4.14). The differences between the inversion results for these two AVO methods
have been calculated and are shown in Fig. 4.15. In addition, the differences
between the inversion results as shown in Fig. 4.15 indicate that the shear wave is
more sensitive to the fracture than the P-wave. This observation agrees with the
analysis of the seismograms in the forward modeling of Chap. 3. Therefore, one
may conclude that the new AVO equations should be used to estimate the rock
properties of the host medium in the fractured medium with impedance contrast
case, so that we can correctly delineate a reservoir with fractures.
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Chapter 5
Conclusions and Future Work

Abstract This book is to develop a methodology for enhancing fracture detection
and correctly delineating reservoirs with fractures. From the rock mechanics to
seismic forward modeling then backward AVO inversion, the book deeply explores
the mechanical formation of fractures and fractured media, and presents an
enhanced fracture detection technique that uses a new finite-difference scheme to
accurately model fractures and analyze the fracture response in seismic traveltime
and amplitude, and then develops a method for accurate reservoir delineation by
deriving new AVO fracture equations to correctly estimate the properties of the
fractured medium, the host medium and fractured medium with impedance contrast.

Keywords Stress—strain tensors - Rock deformation - Stiffness compliances -
Fracture formation - Fracture parameters - Backus average theory - Linear slip
theory - Schoenberg—muir theory - Boundary conditions - Finite-difference
(FD) modeling - Reflection/transmission coefficients - Inversion - Algorithm of the
AVO inversion

5.1 Summary

In this book, we designed a methodology for the enhancement of fracture detection
and correct delineation of a reservoir with fractures. The book mainly includes
exploring fracture formation for understanding some key concepts related to the
fractures, seismic forward modeling of a fracture for analyzing fracture responses in
seismic data to enhance fracture detection, and the inversion of data for estimating
all rock properties in order to correctly delineate a reservoir with fractures.
Through studying the key concepts of the related fracture formation, a fractured
medium should undergo three deformation stages: elastic, ductile, and fracture.
A fracture in the medium indicates that the rock strain exceeds the threshold when
the rocks are continuously subjected to stress. In geoscience, a geological fracture
relates to in situ stress and the fracture orientation is parallel to the direction of
maximum compressive stress (Anderson 1951). Thus, most fractures in the
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reservoir are vertical or nearly vertical because the maximum compressive stress is
a compression from the overburden deposits in the subsurface. Geological fractures
are usually described by parameters of fracture length, width, density, opening, and
orientation, while the fracture orientation is a more important parameter than the
fracture opening because the seismic wavelength is greater than the fracture dis-
placement (opening). Hence, seismic fracture modeling allows us to ignore the
fracture shape and microstructure and uses a linear slip interface Schoenberg (1980)
to simulate the fracture.

Seismic data with wider coverage and deeper penetration demonstrate a big
potential for fracture detection, even though petrophysical well logs are regarded as
the most reliable and are usually used to calibrate the seismic data, but the well logs
are too sparse for fracture information. Therefore, in order to improve fracture
detection and correctly delineate reservoirs with fractures, seismic fracture mod-
eling and correct inversion of the properties of the fractured medium are addressed
in this book.

The linear slip fracture model Schoenberg (1980) is based on the effective theory
that mainly averages the multiple thin layers directly to make up the composite
medium. Once the impedance contrast of a thin layer in the composite medium is
much smaller than its host medium and its thickness is much smaller than a
wavelength, this thin layer can be equivalent to a linear slip interface. Therefore,
following the Schoenberg and Muir calculus (1989), a horizontally fractured
medium is composed of a horizontal fracture embedded in an isotropic host med-
ium, a vertically fractured medium is formed by a vertical fracture embedded in an
isotropic host medium, and an orthogonally fractured medium is assembled from a
horizontal fracture and a HTI host medium, or a vertical fracture and a VTI host
medium, or two orthorhombic fractures embedded in an anisotropic host medium.
The fact is that each composed fractured medium has five independent stiffnesses
which indicate that the composed fractured medium possesses the medium prop-
erties of a transversely isotropic medium with a symmetric axis (TI). The boundary
conditions constrain all waves at the boundary. For a fracture, they satisfy the
nonwelded-contact boundary conditions in which the dynamic stresses of waves are
continuous across the boundary, but the kinematic displacements are discontinuous
across the boundary. This is different from welded-contact boundary conditions in
which both stresses and displacements are continuous across the boundary.

Seismic forward modeling is a key connection between the model and the
seismic response, and it can predict results, which enhance interpretation and
inversion. It is clear that the homogenous finite-difference formulations of the
elastic wave equation (Korn and Stockl 1982; Slawinski 1999; Slawinski and
Krebes 2002a, b) are sufficient for fracture seismic modeling because the boundary
conditions can be imposed explicitly in this approach. We used the homogenous
formulation approach by using additional fictitious nodes to derive new FD
schemes for various fractured media, such as horizontally fractured medium, ver-
tically fractured medium, and orthogonally fractured medium. In the FD grid for the
new scheme, only one grid boundary in a cell is equivalent to a fracture interface
that satisfies the nonwelded-contact boundary conditions, and the other three grid
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boundaries satisfy the welded-contact boundary conditions, whereas Slawinski and
Krebes (2002a, b) allowed all four grid boundaries to be in nonwelded contact, for
simplicity of coding and for flexibility in modeling. The new finite-difference
scheme states that the normal equation of wave motion governs the wave propa-
gation in the host medium, and that the nonwelded boundary conditions constrain
the waves at the fracture interface when the waves propagate in the fractured
medium.

The new finite-difference scheme was used with a Ricker wavelet source to
generate the synthetic seismograms for the different fractured medium by imple-
menting a MATLAB script. The seismograms indicate that the fractures are
detectable and visible because the fractures strongly affect the seismic wave
propagation as they give rise to reflections, even the medium does not have
impedance contrasts. Also, analysis of the PP and PS amplitudes in the seismo-
grams can identify the direction of the fractures: the seismograms of the horizon-
tally fractured medium show that PP-wave amplitudes dominate in the z-component
data, while PS-wave amplitudes are stronger than PP-wave amplitudes in the
x-component of the seismograms. Conversely, in a seismogram for the vertically
fractured medium, PP-wave amplitudes are stronger than PS-wave amplitudes in
the x-component, while PS-wave amplitudes dominate in the z-component of the
seismogram. Thus, the amplitudes of PP- and PS-waves in the x- and z-components
of the seismograms can be used to detect the direction of the fracture. In addition,
the seismograms illustrate that the fractures induce anisotropy. For example, in the
horizontally fractured medium (VTI), the traveltime of a wave propagating parallel
to the horizontal fracture is shorter than the traveltime of a wave propagating
normally to it. In the vertical fractured medium, the wave propagation in the near
fracture plane has a shorter traveltime than the wave propagation in the plane
normal to the fracture plane. In other words, the vertically fractured medium
demonstrates the following feature of HTT anisotropy: the medium properties vary
with azimuth (AVAZ), i.e., the wave propagating in a different plane with a dif-
ferent azimuth has a different traveltime (velocity). Therefore, seismic modeling of
fractures and analysis of the fracture response in the seismic signatures can high-
light the existing fractures and enhance fracture detection.

Using any available results to infer the lithology and fluid properties in the
reservoir is the ultimate goal for oil and gas exploration (Lines and Newrick 2004).
AVO (amplitude variation with offset) inversion attempts to use the amplitudes of
the available surface seismic data to estimate the reflectivity of the density, P-wave
velocity and S-wave velocity of the earth model. Since the 1960s, geophysicists
have discovered that gas deposits are related to amplitude anomalies on stacked
sections, known as “bright spots”, and many geoscientists have been aware that
surface-recorded seismic amplitudes can be related to rock properties by approxi-
mations to the solutions to the Zoeppritz equations (1919). However, those AVO
equations are completely based on an assumption of a perfectly welded-contact
medium regardless of whether or not fractures exist in the medium.
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AVO inversion is based on the amplitude variation over a range of the offsets
from the surface seismic data. Therefore, the seismic data must accurately preserve
the true amplitudes corresponding to true geological factors, rather than contain
useless signs of non-geological bodies and artifacts from acquisition. Thus we
conducted some preconditioning processing, such as deconvolution, noise attenu-
ation, 5D interpolation, and shear-wave layer stripping and showed their effects in
real seismic data.

New reflection and transmission equations with parameters of tangential and
normal fracture compliances (St and Sy) and viscosity parameter (v,) are presented
based on nonwelded-contact boundary conditions. We numerically computed and
presented a graphic which convincingly showed that the reflection from a fractured
medium with impedance contrast can be approximately decomposed into a
fracture-caused reflection and a reflection caused by the host medium, and vice
versa. The equations have a pattern similar to that of the original Zoeppritz equa-
tions, but they take the fracture factor into account. The equations reduce to the
original Zoeppritz equations with the assumption of welded contact, i.e., when the
tangential and normal compliance vanish, and they reduce to the fractured AVO
equations when the medium has no impedance contrast. Thus, the new equations
can describe subsurface geological bodies with both welded and nonwelded-contact
boundary conditions.

We derived some new approximate AVO equations for inversion of the hori-
zontally fractured medium. The new AVO equations consist of the reflection
coefficients of the welded-contact part caused by an impedance contrast at the
interface and the reflection coefficients of the nonwelded-contact part caused by the
fracture. Thus, an accurate inversion of the elastic reflectivities of the host medium
of the fractured medium with impedance contrast should apply the new AVO
equations because they provide a way to separate the fracture effects from the
seismic data. In other words, the input data for AVO inversion should avoid con-
tamination of the fracture reflection when we attempt to invert for the elastic
properties of the host medium. Also, the fracture properties of the fractured medium
for which the fracture is embedded in a uniform isotropic host medium can be
estimated by using the new AVO inversion equations, whereas with conventional
AVO inversion it is hard to achieve this because the conventional AVO inversion is
used to invert the medium reflectivity with the assumption of a welded-contact
medium. Therefore, the new AVO inversion equations can be used to invert for the
properties of either a welded-contact or nonwelded-contact medium, and especially
for media related to fractures.

Finally, we have shown the results of inversion for the properties of the host
medium for the fractured medium with impedance contrast by applying the new
AVO equations, and have also displayed the incorrect inversion results by using the
conventional AVO equations to invert the properties of the host medium. Similarly,
we illustrated an incorrect result for the fracture properties by applying the con-
ventional AVO equations, because the conventional AVO equations only have the
reflectivity corresponding to the host medium, and neglect the fracture effect. Also,
we demonstrated the fracture properties that are estimated from the reduced form of
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the new AVO equations. Therefore, applying the correct AVO inversion equations
allows one to estimate all rock properties and one is able to delineate the reservoir
truthfully.

5.2 Future Work

Throughout this book, it was assumed that the fractures are unfilled. However, the
infilled material strongly affects the boundary conditions and the fracture response
in the seismic data. In future, we will focus on the research of the field cases where
the fluids and some of highly viscous hydrocarbons (e.g., bitumen) are in the infill
fractures.

Uncertainty is ubiquitous in reservoir characterization, therefore, we will con-
sider an uncertain analysis with a different fracture structure to model and study
their response in the seismic data.

The numerical forward modeling and inversion have been presented in this
book. We will study the different models, e.g., an isotopic medium over the sets of
the vertical fracture, and apply real seismic data to analyze the fracture represen-
tations, and invert all of the rock properties related to the fractured medium by using
the new AVO equations.

5.3 Conclusions

In this book, a methodology for understanding the fracture mechanism, enhancing
the fracture detection and for correctly delineating the reservoirs with the fractures
has been developed. It can assist reservoir and mining engineers and geoscientists
to optimize hydrocarbon reservoir, well drilling performance, and safety mining.
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Appendix A
Moduli Calculation for Fractured Media

A.1 Schoenberg and Muir (1989) Calculus Theory

The matrix for the rock physical parameters (the stiffness matrix) can be divided
into four sub-matrices, and the relationship between stress and strain for the
equivalent layered (from to bottom) medium is

MBS a

where a1, oN, ér , and gy are defined in Eqgs. (2.22) and (2.23) in Chap. 2, and

or = [(Crr) — (CinCRACrr) Jer + (CnCRY ) on, (A-22)

an = —(CRyCnr)er + (CRy)oNs (A.2b)

Cn = <C§§,>71, (A.2c)

Crn = (CNCRk) O, (A.2d)

Crr = (Crr) — C(rNCRACnr) + (CnCr) Can{ Gt ) (A.2e)

The bracket (-) meansa thickness-weighted average. oy, ér are layering inde-
pendent. The elements of the stiffness can be mapped into an Abelian group G with
5 elements that includes two scalars and three 3 x 3 matrices.

G=1[g(l), &(2), &B3), g@4), &®)]" (A3)

Each element of the group relates to the physical parameters as
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H H g(1)

0 le 8(2)
O | — HC\N =180) ], (A4)
CiN HCNCyy g(4)
Crr H[CTT — CTNC"E"[l CNT} g(5)

H is total thickness of the medium. p is average density of the medium. Equation
(A.4) can be used for the Abelian group of the host medium.

H gn(1)
Hp gn(2)

HCRW, = | gu(3) |- (A.5a)
HCNCy gn(4)
H|Crr — CrnCrf Cnr) gu(5)

The host medium is fractured, the physical parameters of the deformed fracture
interface are mapped approximately as

0 gr(1)
0 gr(2)
HOn ' | = | g(3) |, (A.5b)
0 gr(4)
0 gr(5)

Equation (A.5b) shows that all elements of the fracture interface vanish except
for gr(3) which is known as the fracture compliance matrix (Eq. 2.23). The Abelian
group of a fractured medium is equivalent to the Abelian group of the host medium
plus that of the fracture.

g(1) gu(1) gr(1) gu(1)
8(2) gH(2> gf(2) gH(Z)
g(3) | = |eu(3) | + | &B) | = | eu(3) +&O3) | (A.6)
g(4) gn(4) gr(4) gn(4)
8(5) gu(5) gr(5) gn(5)

One may invert the calculated elements of the group in Eq. (A.6) to obtain the
rock physical parameters, as follows:

g(1) Hy
g(2)/8(1) p
g(1)g(3)") — | ow | (A7)
g§4)g()3)1 Crn

[(5)+8(@)2(3) @] /e1) | | Cm
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A.2 Moduli Calculation of the Horizontally Fractured

Medium

The horizontally fractured medium consists of a horizontal fracture interface and an
isotropic homogeneous host medium. The stiffness of the isotropic homogeneous

host medium can be specified as

Cug Com O A+2u A 0
Crrn=|Cun Con 0 | = Ao A+2u O, (A.8a)
0 0  Cesn 0 0 u
Csp O 0 A+2u 0 0
CNN_H = 0 C44H 0 = 0 u 0 s (Agb)
0 0 C55H 0 O )2
Csn 0 0 00
Conw=|Csy 0 O =4 00 (A.8c)
0 0 0 0 0 O
The elements of the group for the fractured medium are
o TSN 0 0
g3)=H 0 o St 0 , (A.9a)
1
0 0 Cssn +51
S 0
Cs3n
gd)=H|Su o 0], (A.9Db)
Ci3n
0 o0
2
Cig — % Cion — CISHSS;)Z}H 0
— 2
8(5) =H C21H o Clé‘b3f:;3H C22H _ g::z 0 (A90>
Ceon

Thus the sub-matrices of the stiffness for the horizontally fractured medium can

be composed as follows:

Cay
1+ SnCazn

0
0

Can_vtt =

Caapy
14 StCasn

0
0

Cssy
1+ S1Cssy

, (A.10a)
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Cisn
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0 00
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Thus, the physical parameters of a horizontally fractured medium are
/s Sn2 Sn22 A ]
(2+2u) - TTSN G20 4= T80 720 T+ Sx(1+21) 0 0 0
Sn/? SnA? )
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0 0 0 e 000
0 0 0 s 0
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(A.11)

A.3 Moduli Calculation of the Vertically Fractured
Medium

A rotation of 90° with respect to the y-axis can transform a VTI medium into a HTI
medium by applying the orthogonal transformation matrix

cos0 0O sin0
0 1 0 . (A.12)

—sinf 0 cos6

The corresponding Bond transformation matrix is

cos20 0 sin’0 0 sin 20 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
o sinf0 0 cos?0 0 —sin20 0
M= 0 0 0 cos 0 0 —sin0 (A-13)
—1sin20 0 4sin20 0 cos 26 0
0 0 0 0 0 cos 0

For an HTI medium with a rotated symmetry axis (Winterstein 1990),
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Curi =M - Cyri - M". (A.14)

The HTI stiffness can be obtained from the stiffness of a VII medium with a
symmetric rotationally invariant system. The five independent parameters of VTI
media are rotated as

[Cy 8% CleTI & 3vmt 0 0 0 7
C12VTI C Ivm C13VTI 0 0 0
C13VT[ C13VT[ C33VT1 0 0 0
0 0 0 Cssyny 0 0
0 0 0 0 Cssyn 0
) 0 0 0 0 Co6yp;
(A.IS)
[Cs_vit Ciz_vrt Ciz_vm 0 0 0 7
Cis_vrt Cii_vm Ci_vm 0 0 0
. Cis_vrt Cio_vm Cu_vm 0 0 0
0 0 0 Ceym O 0
0 0 0 0 Css_vi 0
L 0 0 0 0 0 Css_vi
Thus the four sub-matrices of the rotated stiffness should be
Cis_vrt Ciz_vm 0
Crr_am = | Cis_vrt  Cii_vm 0 , (A.16a)
0 0 Css_vI
Cii_vm 0 0
CnN_HTI = 0 CesvTI 0 , (A.16b)
0 0 Cssvr
Ci v 0 O
CTN_HTI = C12_VTI 0 0]. (A16C)
0 0 0

Applying the Schoenberg and Muir (1989) calculation, the stiffness of the ver-
tically fractured medium is
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A+2u A A

1+ Sn(A+2p) 1+ Sn(A+2p) 1+ Sn(A+2p) 0 0 0
) ; Sn2? Sni?

1+S_\1(/L/1+2u) (/L+2#) - 1+SNT?»+2u) A= 1+SNI\(I/{:+211) 0 0 0
) S ) Sni?

Cur = 1+S_\;(A/”.+2u) A= 1+SN.\([/{:+ 2u) (/L + 2#) - 1+SNI\(I;L+2;¢) 0 0 0
0 0 0 K0 0
0 0 0 4. 0
0 0 00
(A.17)

A.4 Moduli Calculation of the Orthogonally Fractured
Medium

An orthorhombic medium has been considered as a realistic model and it mainly
affects the permeability of the reservoir characterizations in geoscience. This
medium is assumed to be a combination of the VTI medium and the HTT medium
(Carcione 2012).

Take Eqs. (A.8a—-A.8c) and (A.17) to implement the Schoenberg and Muir
(1989) calculation:

Cy_vni+Cu_vn 0 0
Css_vriCri_vmt
_ Css_ vt + Cos__vT1
g(3) - H/2 0 Css_vriCe6__vm 0 ’ (Alga)
2
0 0 Css_vmi
Cu_vnCi_vn+GCs_vnCis_vn 0 0
C33_vniCri_vm
g(4) = H/2 Cu_vnCi_vn+Csi_vnCr_vn 0 ol (Algb)
Css_vriCu_vn
0 0
g(5)=H/2, (A.18¢)
i C2. 2, Ci_vniCl 35 vnCi C
Cri_vri+Cs3_vrr — CumC \(I'::rcznim(h H Cia_vmi+Ci3_vm — RIECH ‘(;"':\(T:ai\(,;[ i _vn 0
Cii vy + Cis_vnCss_ynCra_VTI Cii i€y + Css_ynC2
Cia_vni+Cis_yn — —=+ '*‘JZ:\',:Z{,:,,""C‘ 20y _yq — =g Bt vn é‘:l?,:l‘”‘_ﬁ.“(”*m 0
Css_vn+Ces_vn
0 0 Co vnCaa o
(A.18d)

Invert the orthorhombic group elements in Eq. (A.18a—A.18d) into the physical
parameters by applying Eq. (A.7)
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Cii_vn+Cs_vm Cio_vn+Ci_vm 0
2 2 5
| Co_vn+Ci_vn _ (Cro_vn—Ci3_vm)
Crr_orTH = 2 Cri_vm 2(Cri_vm+C33_vm) 0 ’
C55 v + Cﬁe VTI
0 0 Css vn+Ce_vu
(A.19a)
C C C13IXTI C 00
_ 1_vnCis_vn+Cr_vnCss_vn
CTN—ORTH - Ci_vn+Ci_vm 0 0 ) (A 19b)
0 0
2C3_vriCu_vn
Cs3_vn+Cu_vn 0 0
CNNAORTH — 0 2Css__vriCes__vT1 0 , (A 1 80)
Css_ymi + Ceo_v
0 0 Css_vm
Then the stiffness of the orthogonally fracture media are
[Cii_vr+Cs_vn Cio_vn+Ci3_vm C
- 2 - 2 13_VTI
Cio_vn+Cis_vm C _ <CIZ_VTI_C13_VTI)2 Cu_vnCi_vn+Cin_vnCi_vn
2 11_VTI 2(Ci1 +C33) Cii_vn+Ci_vm
C Cii_vrCis_vri+Cra_vriCs_ v 2C3_vniCu_vm
CorTH = 13_VTI Ci_vn+Ci_vm Css_vni+Cri_vm
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0 ]
0 0 0
0 0 0
2Css_vri(Cii_vni—Ci2_vti) 0 0 )
2Css__vr1+Cri_vn—Cra_vm
0 Css_vmi 0
1
0 0 1 (2Css_vrr +Cii_vr)
(A.20)

where C66 = %(C]l — C12)-



Appendix B
Numerical Operators

B.1 Average Operator

Define an operator A at point x as follows (see Fig. B.1)

Af(x):%[f(x—kg) +f(x—g)} (B.1)

A is called the average operator.

B.2 Difference Operator

The finite difference operators can be defined in terms of forward, central, and
backward operators, and their consecutive expressions in the first order are

off  _fleth) —fx)
- (x+%)_ - , (B.2a)
of| _fx+h/2) —f(x—h/2)
o~ i ’ (B.2b)
o _f)—flx=h)
o (x_%)_ - , (B.2c)

Note that Eq. (B.2a—B.2c¢) has different center points, i.e., x + %h, x, and x — %h
Consider a second-order derivative with the center point at x. We have

Pf]  Lf(x+h/2) —2f(x—h/2)  flx+h) —2f(x)+f(x— h)

2 = = B.3)
2 2 ) (
ox?|, h h
Equation (B.3) is the second-order finite-difference operator.
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| l I I I .
ey /

X-2h X-h X X+h X+2h

Fig. B.1 Delineation steps for numerical operator

B.3 Accuracy of Operator

In an application of the finite-difference method to the PDE wave equation in
seismology one needs to be aware of the accuracy and numerical stability issues to
avoid numerical grid dispersion and oscillation problems. The numerical grid dis-
persion is caused by truncation of higher order terms in Taylor series expansion. So
the PDE solution is inaccurate for the derivative, which leads propagation velocities
of seismic waves to be frequency dependent.

Expanding a function f in a Taylor series, one obtains f(x+ k) as

B of n (0*f w (Of
f(x+h) f(X)+hax+E<@>x+§<%>x+.ﬂ' (B.4a)
The forward difference operator is
f+h) —fx) _of +
’ = o, +err ", (B.4b)
h (O*f n (0
== — == )| = . .
Y <6x> . * 3! <8x3> ‘X o) (B.4c)

Expanding a function f in a Taylor series, one obtains f(x — &) as

N (_2;?)2 (%> ‘f (—3/;)3 (%) ‘f ... (B.5a)

The backward difference operator is

of
Ox

flx—=h) =f(x)+(=h)

X

) ~fx—h) _of

; o +err (B.5b)

X

=G Gl S )

We can obtain f(x + h) — f(x — h) by subtracting Eq. (B.4a) from Eq. (B.5a) as

+ - = 0(h). (B.5¢)

X
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L Of| B (O
f(x+h)—f(x—h)—2hax+2§(%>‘x+---. (B.6)

Hence, the central difference operator to the first order derivative is

fe+h) —fx—h) _Of

7 = aererr, (B.7a)
_ n? (0°f N 2
eﬁ_§<ﬁ> L+ e O(R). (B.7b)
We can obtain f(x+ &) +f(x — h) by summing Egs. (C.4a) and (C.5)
h2 aZf
f(x+h)+f(x—h):2f(x)+2§(@)‘x+---. (B.8a)

So the central difference operator for the second derivative is

Flx+h) — 2}21(;) +fx—h) _ g_ijz‘ e, (B.8b)

X

n? (o
err = <8xj40> ‘x+ o O(h?). (B.8c¢)

err, err™ and err~ are the so-called truncation errors. The lowest power of 4 in
the truncation error is the order of accuracy of the finite-difference approximation.
Thus, in the first order derivative, the forward and backward difference formulas
had an error of the first order O(h), while the central difference formula yields an
error of the second-order O(h?).



Appendix C
PP Reflection Coefficients
for the Fractured Medium

C.1 Waves at a Nonwelded Contact Fracture Interface

Consider fractured media in which the incident P-wave, and reflected PP- and PS-
waves are in the upper medium, and the transmission waves PP and PS are in the
lower medium. The fractured medium is composed of a fracture and an anisotropic
host medium. The displacement u# and the stresses 6 of a wave are

u = Ae " l=s¥)g, (C.1)
Ou, 0O ;
Te T H ( auz * a_o = iwAe ) fs.d, + 5.d), (C2)
(‘3ux 8142 . —iow(t—s-x) )
Oy = ),E +(A+2u) 5 ) = iwAe [Asxdy + (A4 2p)s.d;], (C.3)

where the amplitude A, slowness s, and polarization vector d are different for each
wave. The sign of the polarization vector d follows the conventional notation that
the component in the x-axis is positive d, > 0.

Table C.1 trigonometrically provides that the plane wave of amplitude, slow-
ness, and polarization expressions in x, z-component should be obtained.

The boundary conditions of viscous fracture interface are that o(xz) and o(zz)
are continuous across the interface, while u(x), u(z) are discontinuous across the
interface. The displacement difference are linearly proportional to the stresses.
Thus, the displacements u of all plane wave are constrained by the nonwelded
boundary conditions as
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Table C.1 Amplitude, slowness, and polarization for plane wave at the VTI interface

Waves Amplitude Sy Sz dy d,
P P} “2701 50;701 lp; sin 0, mg; cos 0,
| 1
PP P} Si‘;igl _ 005701 Iy sin 0, —mg; cos 0y
Ll 1
P's S) “'[;_191 _ w;_ﬂl My cos Yy Ly sin ¥,
1 1
PP P, _Sizz“z _COMSZ”Z lgy sin 0, ma cos 0
'S’ : sindy cosdy My, cos ¥V —l g sin?
PS S, 5 7 92 2 92 2
P\l sin 0; = —P'lp; sin 0; — Symy; cos ¥,
. l(UST
+P)( lgysin 0y — ————— (xx),cos 0,
2 1 — iowvySt (e (C.4a)
iCOST
+ S| mgp cos ¥y — ————— By (1
2 1 — l(l)VXST 2( )2 )

Pymy; cos 0 = Pymg; cos 0, — S}ly; sin?;
+ P} (mgp cos 0, — ioSnoa(yy),) (C.4b)
+ Sy (=l sin ¥, + iwS (kk), cos ),

The stresses a of the nonwelded boundary condition are
P} (xx), cos 0 = P} (xx), cos 0 + S| (rr), B + P5(xx), cos 02 + S5(rr),f,, (C.4c)
P (yy)yon = =Py (yy) 01 + S} (kk), cos )y + Py (yy),%2 — S5 (kk), cos s, (C.4d)
where (xx)y. (77)y, (W)n. and (kk)y are defined in Eq. (4.10e-h). n =1,2.

Equations (C.4a—C.4d) express the relationships between all waves for the fractured
medium that is composed of a fracture and an anisotropic host medium.

C.2 Exact Solution of PP Reflection Coefficients
Jor Fractured Medium

If we let ly, = my, = ly, = my, = 1, then the anisotropic host mediumchanges to
an isotropic medium. Equations (C.4a—C.4d) can be rearranged into Eq. (4.9).
According to Cramer’s rule,
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det(M,;,)

PP, =R(0
) = det(M)
_ (bga1 — cq:)F — (a+dgu1qp)HP* + (pagsali — P14 K2) T8 + (prqpLs + p1gp Ko )ioS + LKoo (=2 Sy
(EF+GHP?) — (020:0K1 + p14:1K2) 25 — (paqpaLis + p1gp Ka) ioSx — KiKroo? =2 Sx
_N_ No+MNon_w _ Nu+Njon w1 ’:,J;Y‘TsT + Non_w i8N +Nyoy @ 1= ;f,T\ SN
D Dy+Daon_w Dy+Dl, il + DN, JjoSy+DIN_ 0?2 Sy
Ny DY, Rw+NE S DY Ry +NN DIN R, +NX S
— Ny Dron_w non_w ll.d T non_w hOn_W ;S omOn non_w > T o,
D, D 1 —iwv, St D D 1 —iwv,St

(C.5)

where a, b, ¢, d, qun, qpn, E, F, G, H, L and K have definitions similar to those
given by Aki and Richards (1980), or Chaisri and Krebes (2000).

a=x—x, b=r+xP, c=r+xP,

1 (C.6a)
d=2(p,5— piB}) = ;(xz —Xx1),
cos Oy cos N
o — T n — 5 C.6b
q o~ qp 5 (C.6b)
E = (bgy +cqn), F=(bgp+cqp), G=(a—dgaqp), (C72)
H= (a - d%ZCIﬁl)a '
Ky = (rﬁ,—kxlz\,)qmqﬁn, Ly = ( 2 XZ)Qanqﬁn (C.7b)

C.3 Approximate PP AVO Equation for Fractured
Medium

Note that the exact solution for the PP reflection coefficients in Eq. (C.5) includes a
perfect welded contact part and imperfectly welded contact part. For the imperfectly
welded contact part > < 1, and if we only take the first order in the tangential

term St, and the normal term Sy, Eq. (C.5) is approximated as (Chaisri 2002)

Ny, 1 ioSt )
R(()) ~ D—z + D_ (ﬂz%chl - Plfthz) 71 iov.St + (pzq/;le +qux1K2)l(USN
NW N}]‘on W inT N};’O“ W inT
i~ = iwSN = R - R SuRY
Dy + Dy 1 —iovSt Dy 1SN wt 1 —iowv, St non— W +ioSn non_w"*

(C.8)

Extend and rearrange the terms of Ny, D, in the orders of the ray parameter P,
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Ny = (p2dx1 = P1:2) (P2ap1 + P1dp2)
+ [—4(Aﬂ) (P2amap + p1angp) — Ap* + 4(AM)2qa1qazqmq&} p?
+ {4(Au)2(%1qm - LI%2LI/1’2)}P4 — 4(Ap)*P°
= Ey + FyP? + G, P* — H, P,
(C.9a)
Dy, = (P21 + P19:2) (qu/il +P1¢Iﬁ2)
+ [—4(AH) (P2g=1ap — P1aeap) +Ap* + 4(AM)261«16]«2Q/316M2} P’
+ 480 (gaan + qaap) | P+ 4(A0° P
= Ay + ByP* + C P!+ I,P°.
(C.9b)

So, the reflection coefficients of the perfectly welded part in Eq. (C.8) can be
approximated to second order in P as

N, Fy ByE
—Wm—w—i—(—w— > W)PQ. (C.10)

Apply the same approximation as Aki and Richards (1980) in which are
A0 =0, — 0, =tan 022 AY =, — 0, :tanﬁ%. =20 Ao=o —ay. f=

M, AB =B, — Py. p =252 Ap = p, — p;. to Eq. (C.10). Then

Ev _ (P29 = P192) _
Ay (Pz%l + plqaZ)

(C.11a)
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F BwE 1
-~ [4(Aﬂ) (Pz%ﬂ/}l + Pl%zqﬂz)

—4(AW)R; (p2g:19p1 — P192qp2) — 4(Au)2qalqazq131qg2} (C.11b)

~ —Z(ATM +(1—Ry) ((ATM)> 424,

in which, (Ap) = p,5 — piBi, @ =592, gy =712 Ag, = Gpp — qurs

Agp = qp — qp1- Then,

Ry ~ Ry — (Z(A:) — (1 —Ry) ((A:))zqa%> P

Ap )\ sin? 0
~ Ry — 2<2ﬁAﬁ+ 7 > % (C.12)
1 . 1 .
ety it 4 <§) sin Orp + 3 (1 -4 <§) sin’ 9) p
Similarly, the tangential term St of the imperfectly welded part is
NEon W Ezon w onn w B EEon _w P2 C 13
DwiAerAwiAz (C.13a)
where
Epon, P20 — PLP3Gn
Ay (P20 +Pl%z)(P2Qm +P1Qﬁ2)
~ —R p1P2B1 B,
R =Ry - ;
P28, cosji + py By cos ja
~ —Ry Pb

' [(1 + 2” + Aﬁ) (1 + lA/}tanzj)]) + (1 —g—g— %) <1 —%Tﬁ anzj)]>](cowcosA’)

1 Ap 1 A
~ —Eprﬁsecﬂz —Zpﬁsecﬁjp—zpﬁsecﬂsec(#%,

(C.13b)
Faon, _ (4p102(1201 — 1102)  4P19192 (15952 + 153ap1)
Ay Ay Ay
Au  Ag, 1 1/Ap\* 1/A A
)l () )] e
dg 9x p 4\ u 2\ gp u
AR Ap A 1
Nﬂ<2—ﬁ+—p+ o‘>P2+2 12q,P,
g\ B p o«



146 Appendix C: PP Reflection Coefficients for the Fractured Medium

Derivation of Eq. (C.13a, C.13b) used the following approximations:

2
cos% ~1,(cosd) =1-— % <§> sin 0%, (C.14a)
1 2
(cos¥) =1—= (ﬁ> sin 07, (C.14b)
2\«
A A A A Aoa A
Agp A _ABg g pr Adx Az Ax o op (C.14c)
ap BB 9 o

Thus, the tangential term St in the nonwelded part is finally approximated as

N, 1 1 A
% ~2—ulq, P+ <ﬁP2 - Zpﬂ sec 19) 2P
w p qap p A (C 15)
—|—<'uP2——pﬁsecﬂsecﬂz> +2— Kp2l b
qr ap B
Similarly, the normal term in the nonwelded part can be rearranged as
NnNonw (EnNon +FnNon P 2)
D, D
" y " . (C.16a)
s Enon _w + Fnon —W B Enon— P2
Ay Ay A2 ’
EN 2 2 1
non_w plPZQﬁ2+plp2qﬁl ~ - pasec 0, (C16b)
Aw  (pagu +p1922) (p2ap +prdp) 2

Fon, po _ 401038500 P* (1 = Brapp) — 4pipafiapP (1 — Bigap)

P2
Aw (P29a1 + P1902) (0291 + quB2)
-2 A A A
~ —'uPz +2u2%P2—p — ,uzﬁ (1 + sin 02)P2—a +4,u2@P2—ﬁ‘
4 PP p o p B
(C.16¢)
Thus,
NN 1 2 A
o pocsecﬁf—'uPer <2,u2qﬂP2>p

- (M@u + sin 92)P2) Ax <4u2@P2> AB
P o p B
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Therefore, the approximate PP reflection coefficient for the fractured medium
finally is given by

inT

R(0) ~ Ry + T iovse RY,. +ioSKRY,
1 i 1 2
= (27u2q1P2> ﬂ + (—pcx sec O — —HP2> ioSn
o 1 — iwv,St 2 qy

1 B ? 2 uop 1 ioSt 248 2\ - Ap
+e=(1—-4(=) sin"0 |+ |—P ——pfsect) | ———— + | 20" =P |ioSy p —
2 o qp 4 1 —iowv,St p p

1 1 TONY Ao
+ {— + (ﬁP2 —Zpﬁsecﬁsec 02> o (uz%(l + sin 02)P2)i(uSN} 70

2cos? 0 qp [ —iov, Sy

2 .
s A
+{-4 (/_;) sin® 0+ <2ﬁP2> T <4u2ﬂP2> sy VAP
o qp 1 — iowv, St o p

(C.18)
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