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Abstract. Fault slip estimation from crustal deformation is essential
for understanding earthquake mechanisms, and three-dimensional sub-
surface models have become incorporated in the estimation to account
for the geometric and material heterogeneity in the crust. In the esti-
mation process, a precomputed Green ' s function library (GFL), which
represents the displacement field due to unit point loads at each receiver
on ground surface, can be employed for computing arbitrary source re-
sponses through convolution of the source terms and the GFL. However,
challenges remain in generating meshes adapted to the singularity of the
point loads and in assessing the accuracy of the GFL. We developed a
GFL computation method, Adaptive Finite Element Method for Green’s
Function Library (AFEM-GFL). By combining initial meshes with good
element quality and a mesh refinement algorithm that is resistant to ele-
ment quality degradation, our method can generate meshes well adapted
to computing GFLs. The accuracy of the results is assessed through
convergence of the solution and comparisons between the convergent so-
lutions from different initial meshes. In numerical experiments on a two-
layered half-space and a realistic crustal structure of Japan, accurate and
convergent GFLs were obtained with moderate amount of computational
resources in the settings where it was difficult to achieve with uniform
meshes even using a massively parallel supercomputer. These quality
GFLs will serve as a robust foundation for reliable fault slip estimation.

Keywords: Green’s function library - Adaptive finite element method
- Crustal structure

1 Introduction
Estimation of coseismic fault slip based on crustal deformation is crucial for
deepening our understanding of earthquake mechanisms and assessing disaster
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risks. In the estimation, it is common to model the crust as a flat and homo-
geneous semi-infinite elastic medium [12] and estimate parameters of the fault
model that can reproduce the observed crustal deformation. On the other hand,
geometric and material heterogeneity in the crust should be considered in cases
where the subsurface structure is complex. Attempts have been made to con-
struct a three-dimensional subsurface structure model that can properly repre-
sent these features and employ numerical crustal deformation simulations by the
finite element method or the spectral element method as the forward analysis
in the estimation process[6]. When there is a nonlinear relationship between the
fault model parameters and crustal deformation, the computational cost for the
estimation can be huge performing costly numerical simulations every time the
parameters are updated in the optimization process. In such cases, methods that
reduce the computational costs utilizing the reciprocity theorem [5] are effective.
According to the reciprocity theorem, the displacement observed at a receiver
point on the ground surface due to a load applied at a subsurface source point
is equal to the displacement observed at the source point due to a load applied
at the receiver point. A fault slip can be approximated as a set of forces at
several points in numerical simulations. If we precompute a set of the subsur-
face displacement field due to unit point loads applied at each receiver point on
the ground surface, which we call a Green’s Function Library (GFL), the dis-
placement on the ground surface due to arbitrary fault slips can be obtained by
convolution of the source terms and the GFL without performing simulations.

Challenges in constructing GFL for 3D subsurface structures include the
quantitative evaluation of the accuracy of the GFL and the generation of high-
quality meshes. In finite element analysis of crustal deformation due to fault
slips, it is known that the size of the elements near the fault affects the accu-
racy of the solution [9]. Similarly, the accuracy of the GFL is expected to be
affected by the elements near the loading points on the surface. Therefore, it is
desirable to generate GFL using methods that allow verification of sufficiency
of the mesh resolution based on the quantitative evaluation. Moreover, realistic
crustal structures often have thin layers with complex geometry near the ground
surface. When controlling the mesh size to refine the elements around the load-
ing points, it is challenging to generate meshes that accurately represent the
geometry while maintaining good element quality (i.e., avoiding elements with
high aspect ratio) when using general-purpose mesh generators.

To address the aforementioned challenges, we developed a method to gener-
ate GFL, which we call Adaptive Finite Element Method for Green’s Function
Library (AFEM-GFL). Adaptive finite element method (AFEM) is a technique
that iteratively conducts finite element analysis, estimates the error, and refines
the mesh based on the error to accurately compute fields with significant varia-
tions [1]. In AFEM-GFL, algorithms that can protect the layers geometry and
are resistant to element quality degradation are employed for initial mesh gener-
ation and mesh refinement. This allows for the generation of high-quality meshes
well adapted for the computation of GFLs. Regarding the accuracy evaluation
for the GFLs, the convergence of the solution can be assessed from the difference
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of the solutions between subsequent iterations. Furthermore, inadequate mesh
quality could lead to convergent but inaccurate solutions. By comparing solu-
tions obtained from runs with different initial meshes, it is possible to detect if
any significant issues that affect the accuracy of the GFLs arise during the mesh
refinement. The GFL, whose quality is assured from these evaluations, can be a
robust foundation for the reliable fault slip estimation.

This paper describes the details of the AFEM-GFL method in Section 2 and
demonstrates its effectiveness through numerical experiments computing GFL
for a simple two-layered half-space and a realistic crustal structure of Japan in
Section 3. A summary of this study is provided in Section 4.

2 Method: AFEM-GFL

This section describes the details of the developed GFL computation method,
AFEM-GFL. As shown in Algorithm 1, AFEM-GFL generates n different initial
meshes, and GFLs are obtained by adaptive mesh refinement starting from each
of them, then accuracy of them is evaluated. In this study, we assume n = 2
for the number of initial meshes, but it can be increased to three or more to
ensure robustness. Within this framework, by employing initial meshes with fine
resolution and good element quality, along with a mesh refinement strategy that
is resistant to element quality degradation, high-quality adaptive meshes can be
generated even for crustal structures with complex geometries. The degrees of
freedom tend to be large from the early stages in this approach, and that large
cost is handled by parallelizing the computation by MPI. Below, we explain the
details of each step in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 AFEM-GFL

1: Generate n initial meshes (2.1).

2: for mesh in (meshl, mesh2, ---, mesh n) do *

3 for it =1, ,imax do

4: Compute GFL by finite element method (2.2).

b: Estimate posterior error for each element (2.3).

6 Refine mesh as indicated by error estimator (2.4).
7 end for

8: end for

9: Evaluate accuracy of GFLs (2.5).

10: if the accuracy is not sufficient then

11: Improve initial mesh quality and go to *
12: end if

2.1 Generation of initial meshes

When targeting models with complex layer structures, generating the initial
meshes is not straightforward. In this study, we utilize the mesh generation algo-
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rithm by Ichimura et al. (2009) [7], which can produce meshes that can properly
represent complex layer structures with good element quality. This algorithm
covers the entire domain with cubic background cells, and approximate the ge-
ometry of the layers for each cell to avoid generating elements with high aspect
ratios, then decompose the domain into tetrahedral elements. Furthermore, this
approach can form an octree structure of background cells, allowing it to hier-
archically merge cells, thus reducing the number of elements in regions distant
from the layer boundaries.

This method takes two parameters: ds, which is the side length of the back-
ground cells, and nk, which controls the largest merged cell size, ds x 22k—1, If
ds is too large, the approximation of the geometry of the layers may become too
coarse. In AFEM-GFL, whether ds is sufficiently small that this approximation
does not significantly affect the GFLs can be checked based on the accuracy
evaluation described in Section 2.5. Also, excessive merging of cells may result
in leaving inadequately refined regions in the mesh. nk is set to one or two in
this study.

2.2 Computation of GFL

To calculate the displacement, fields by loading in z,y, and z directions at each
loading point on the top surface of the model, the following governing equation is
discretized and solved by the finite element method in the semi-infinite domain:

V-o+f.=0. (1)
Here, o is the stress tensor, and f is the body force equivalent to a point load:
fc = 86(:875)3 (2)

where s is the load vector and £ is the loading point. Each component of stress
tensor can be expressed in terms of the displacement as

- 87.Lk 8ul an
7ij = Adij oxy, tha <8xj + axi) (3)

where A and p are Lamé parameters, and d;; is the Kronecker delta. Discretizing
the equation using a set of basis functions, solving Eq. (1) reduces to solving the
following linear equation:

Ku=f. (4)

Here, K is the stiffness matrix, and w and f are nodal displacement and force
vectors, respectively. Specifically, f has non-zero values only for components cor-
responding to nodes in elements that contain €. To better represent the infinite
conditions with a smaller computational domain, infinite elements are imple-
mented on the sides and bottom of the model [8]. The adaptive conjugate gra-
dient method [3] is used to solve Eq. (4). When there are M loading patterns,
we obtain the GFL {u; | 1 <i < M} by solving Eq. (4) for each corresponding
nodal forces f; (i=1,---, M).
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2.3 Posterior error estimation

Based on the results of finite element analysis, posterior error estimation is per-
formed for each element, and those predicted to have large errors are targeted
for refinement. In this study, we employ the posterior error estimator for elas-
ticity problems proposed by Vefiirth (1999) [14]. Once the displacement field uj,
is determined, the posterior error estimator 1 for element K is given by:

1

e = {hK |RacCun)llic + S S ||RE<uh>||z} . 5)

FEefk

Here, hx and hg are the diameters of element K and face E, respectively, and
Ex is the set of faces comprising K. Rk (up) and Rg(up) denote the residuals
at K and F, respectively. These residuals are defined as:

Rictw) = [ V- ofuws) + £.JPV ©)
gl e(nE - o(up))|?dS i E € &g
Re(un) = {OE otherwise ’ (7)

where Jg and ng are the jump operator and normal vector on E, respectively.
En is the set of faces which are not on the boundary of the model. However, for
elements containing the loading points, the singularity of f. makes it difficult
to compute Rk (up). In such cases, nx is not computed, and those elements
are always selected for refinement. In the computation of GFL, M posterior
error estimators n% (i = 1,--- , M) are obtained corresponding to the M loading
patterns. From these, we define the following metric: x5 = max; n% /u%.. Here,
u’ is the average displacement norm for loading pattern i at nodes in the element
K. Normalizing the error estimator by the displacement aims to mitigate locally
large errors near the loading points. The elements satisfying g > 07pax are
selected for refinement, where 7,25 is the maximum value of 77k among elements
not containing the loading points, and 6 is a threshold value set to 0.01 in this
study.

2.4 Mesh refinement

In mesh refinement, the selected elements are subdivided into smaller elements.
In refining the unstructured meshes for complex geometries, a highly robust
algorithm must be used, capable of preserving the representation of the layer
structures while maintaining good element quality. In this study, we refine the
mesh by tetrahedral bisection. Tetrahedral bisection involves adding a new node
at the midpoint of an edge of the target tetrahedron to divide it into two tetrahe-
dra, and dividing tetrahedra containing hanging nodes into multiple tetrahedra.
By choosing bisecting edges according to the algorithm proposed by Arnold &
Mukherjee (1999) [2], it is analytically guaranteed that this process yields a con-
forming mesh when repeated a finite number of times, providing high robustness
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for the complex geometries. Furthermore, it is ensured that the shapes of the
generated tetrahedra are closed to a finite set of shape patterns determined by
the original tetrahedron, supporting that this method is resistant to element
quality degradation. Protection of the layer structures is achieved by inheriting
the properties of each original tetrahedron to the ones generated by bisection.

Additionally, smoothing of the mesh is performed to locally improve the
quality of the elements generated by bisection. The nodes of the newly generated
elements and their neighbors are moved according to

P =P o S (P ) ®
tjen;

until the maximum aspect ratio of those elements stops decreasing. In Eq. (8),
P and P denote the positions of node i before and after the move, re-
spectively, while P; ; is the position of node j which is adjacent to node 7. IV;
represents the set of nodes adjacent to node ¢, and A is a small constant. The
nodes are moved in the direction of the average position of their neighbors to
mitigate the degradation of element quality by bisection. To prevent destruction
of the layer structures, the smoothing is performed only for nodes not on the
layer boundaries.

2.5 Accuracy evaluation of GFLs

Although the accuracy of the solutions can be predicted by the error estimator
Nk, it cannot be calculated for elements containing the loading points. Conse-
quently, mesh refinement does not necessarily lead to a reduction in ng for all
the elements. For a more direct accuracy evaluation, displacements are sampled
at several points in the model, and used to calculate accuracy metrics.

As an indicator of convergence of the GFL, the following d;- is defined:

2
3 3 j—
A \/Zk—l (“ml _“3‘,151)

2
=1 3 i—1
\/ D k=1 (“j,k,z)

Here, u; k1 18 the k-th component of the displacement at the sampling point j for
loading pattern [ obtained on the mesh after i-th refinement. The convergence of
d; for all 7 as 7 increases indicates that the sampled displacements are converging.
d; can be calculated for each of GFL obtained on meshl and mesh2.

In cases where inadequately refined regions remain in the mesh, extremely
poor quality elements are generated, or the approximation of the layer structures
is too coarse, d; approaching zeros might indicate convergence of the GFL to
incorrect solutions. To detect such situations, the following e§ is defined:

3 i1 2 )
7 oy
2= (“j,k,l “m)

R \/
%= 3 2 — (10)
=1 D k=1 (U;kz)
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Here, “;11” and U;ka are the displacements sampled from GFLs on meshl and
mesh2; respectively. The convergence of ej- for all j as ¢ increases indicates that
the convergent GFLs are consistent between meshl and mesh2. In such a situa-
tion, it is evaluated that no issues that distort the sampled displacements have
occurred during the mesh refinement process, and high-accuracy GFLs have been
obtained. If e?- remains large and does not decrease in the iterative mesh refine-

ment process, it is necessary to improve the quality of the initial meshes and
rerun AFEM-GFL.

3 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we describe the numerical experiments targeting a two-layered
half-space and a realistic crustal structure in Japan. Section 3.1 discusses a nu-
merical experiment where the response due to point loads at a single point on the
top surface of the two-layered half-space is computed by AFEM-GFL. Through
this experiment, we demonstrate AFEM-GFL’s capability to compute displace-
ments in high accuracy in terms of the metrics d and ¢}, and examine how the
mesh refinement progresses and how the response converges. Section 3.2 discusses
a numerical experiment for a realistic crustal structure in Japan, where GFL is
obtained by computing responses due to loads at multiple points and crustal de-
formation at the loading points is computed using the obtained GFL. Through
this experiment, we demonstrate that AFEM-GFL is also effective for analy-
sis targeting models with complex geometries and that high-accuracy crustal
deformation can be computed from the obtained GFL.

3.1 Two-layered half-space

For a model consisting of two horizontal layers with different material properties,
we computed the response due to loads at a single point on the top surface of the
model. The layer structure and point load settings are shown in Table 1, with an
overview of the model shown in Fig. 1. We denote the settings where the initial
mesh was generated with (ds,nk) = (1.4km, 2) and (2.8km, 1) as AFEM-GFL1
and AFEM-GFL2, respectively. This numerical experiment involved 15 iterations
of mesh refinement for both AFEM-GFL1 and AFEM-GFL2. For calculating the
metrics d; and eé, displacements were sampled at 1575 points within the range
22.4km < z,y < 380.8km, 179.2km < z < 254.8 km.

Table 1. Settings for the two-layered half-space model

Domain size 0km < z,y <403.2km

Layer 1 (E,v) = (2.89 GPa, 0.44), 250.176 km < z < 260.176 km
Layer 2 (E,v) =(23.6 GPa,0.26), 0km < z < 250.176 km
Loading Point (203.338 km, 203.448 km, 260.176 km)

Loads (IN,0N,0N),(ON,1N,0N), (0ON,0N,1N)
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10km

Loading point (201.6km, 201.6km,260.176km)

E
=
©
~
—
=}
n
~

403.2km
403.2km

Fig. 1. Overview of the two-layered half-space model and the loading point.

Fig. 2 shows the mesh refinement process. Fig. 2(a) displays only the elements
subjected to tetrahedral bisection, illustrating that refinement initially occurred
around the loading point and spread over the domain after the mesh around
the loading point was refined. Fig. 2(b) shows the mesh after 15 iterations of
refinement.

Fig. 2. (a) Elements subjected to refinement during the 3rd and 8th iterations. (b)
Mesh after 15 refinements for AFEM-GFL2 model, cut at *+ = 201.6 km, showing the
side containing x = 0km. The left panel shows the overview and the right panel shows
a close-up view around the loading point.

d; was computed from the sampled displacements and its distribution is pre-
sented in Fig. 3(a). The maximum value of d! at i = 15 is 0.014% and 0.028%
for AFEM-GFL1 and AFEM-GFL2, respectively, indicating that displacements
were converged through mesh refinement. Similarly, e;'- was computed and its dis-

tribution is shown in Fig. 3(b). At i = 15, the value of €} is confined to 0.050%.
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It implies that convergent displacements for AFEM-GFL1,2 are consistent, sug-
gesting that high accuracy of the solutions obtained by AFEM-GFL.

(@) AFEM-GFL1 AFEM-GFL2
101 4
1072 4
B 104 1072 4
10—6 4 105 4
1357 91113 1357 91113
(b) iteration iteration

1072

1074

T T T T T T T T
7 8 9 101112 13 14 15
iteration

P
[,
o -

LI —
1 2 3

Fig. 3. (a) Distribution of dj for AFEM-GFL1 and AFEM-GFL2. (b) Distribution of
€;. In both figures, the value of each metric at each sample point is shown as a dot, with
square and triangle markers representing maximum and minimum values, respectively.

Mainly two patterns for convergence of the displacements were observed. Fig.
4 presents examples of each pattern, compared with displacements computed
using three meshes with uniform element sizes of 2.8 km, 1.4 km, and 0.7km. At
sample points far from the loading point, as shown in Fig. 4(a), the AFEM-
GFL1 and AFEM-GFL2 results converged to the same value and the size of the
element containing the loading point has a dominant effect on the convergence.
For sample points near the loading point, as shown in Fig. 4(b), the two solutions
converged to slightly different values. However, as indicated by the metric eé,
these differences are small.

We compare the computational cost of analysis using the uniform mesh
0.7km and AFEM-GFL1 in Table 2. The degrees of freedom for the AFEM-
GFL1’s final mesh is no more than 1/100 of that for the uniform mesh 0.7 km.
Further significant refinement would be required to achieve convergence with uni-
form meshes and such analysis would necessitate even larger computational re-
sources, while high-accuracy convergent solutions were achieved with moderate-
scale computer cluster (320 CPU cores) by AFEM-GFL. This result highlights
the attractiveness of the method in terms of capability computing, although the
total elapsed time for it was large due to the repetitive finite element analyses
and the mesh refinement process.
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Fig.4. y components of the displacement due to a load in z direction at sample
points are shown. (a) Displacement at (89.6 km, 89.6 km, 201.6 km). (b) Displacement
at (201.6 km, 201.6 km, 254.8 km).

Table 2. Comparison of the uniform mesh 0.7km and AFEM-GFL1. Supercomputer
Fugaku[13] and a Xeon Gold 6230-based CPU cluster were used for uniform 0.7 km and
AFEM-GFL1, respectively. The elapsed time for the uniform mesh includes the time
for mesh generation, partitioning, and finite element analysis. One for AFEM-GFL1
includes, in addition to the above, the time for error estimation and mesh refinement.

Processor # of CPU cores Elapsed time(hour) DoF
Uniform 0.7km A64FX 38400 2.6 9.9 x 108
AFEM-GFL1 Xeon Gold 6230 320 22.3 7.3 x 108

3.2 Crustal structure in Japan

Numerical experiments were conducted for a model of the crustal structure in
the Tohoku region of Japan. The Japan Integrated Velocity Structure Model
(JIVSM) [10], a unified underground structure model of the Japanese islands,
provides a Digital Elevation Model (DEM) representing the layer structure in
the form of (latitude, longitude, elevation) and material properties of each layer.
We utilized these data to generate the crustal structure model. DEM data for
the longitude range 139.7°E ~ 142.7°E and latitude range 37.4°N ~ 39.4°N
were extracted from the JIVSM, and too thin layers near the ground surface was
deleted [11], then converted to a Cartesian coordinate system [6] to obtain a DEM
in the range of 0 < z < 240km, 0 <y < 200km, 0 < z < 206 km. Using this data,
meshes generated with the settings (ds, nk) = (0.625 km, 2) and (1.25km, 1) were
used as initial meshes for AFEM-GFL1 and AFEM-GFL2 settings, respectively,
and 15 iterations of mesh refinement were performed for both settings. Three
loading patterns of (1N,0N,0N),(O0N,1N,0N), (ON,0N,1N) were applied to
each of the 16 points evenly distributed on the surface within the range 93 km <
x < 172km, 78km < y < 144km. Displacements sampled at 350 points within
the range of 60km < z < 180km,60km < y < 140km,40km < z < 195km
were used to evaluate d; and e;. Fig. 5 presents an overview of the model and
loading points.
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p surface

Fig. 5. Overview of the crustal structure model and the loading points.

Fig. 6 shows the mesh refinement process. In Fig. 6(a), only the elements
subjected to tetrahedral bisection are displayed, showing a similar trend to the
setting in Section 3.1 where refinement initially focuses on the loading points
and then spreads over the domain. Fig. 6(b) shows the final mesh for AFEM-
GFL2. The maximum aspect ratios in the final meshes for AFEM-GFL1 and
AFEM-GFL2 are 36.6 and 36.2, respectively, while those in the initial meshes
are 8.85 and 8.64. Although the maximum aspect ratio increased around 4 times
during mesh refinement, no degenerate elements (e.g., aspect ratio greater than
1000) were generated even for the crustal structure model.

(a)

(b)

Fig. 6. (a) Elements subjected to refinement during the 3rd and 8th iterations. (b)
Mesh after 15 refinements for AFEM-GFL2 model, cut at y = 120km, showing the
side containing y = 0 km. The left panel shows the overview and the right panel shows
a close-up view around the loading point at x = 93.4km, y = 100.0 km.
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Regarding the accuracy of the computed GFLs, Figs. 7(a) and (b) show the
distribution of d% and e, respectively. For d’, the maximum values at i = 15 are
0.02% and 0.04% for AFEM-GFL1 and AFEM-GFL2, respectively. As for eé, the
maximum value was 0.60% at ¢ = 15. This confirms that even when targeting
complex structure models, accurate GFL can be computed by AFEM-GFL from
the perspective of d; and eg. However, compared to the setting in Section 3.1,
the reduction of e§- stopped earlier, and the residual of eé- after 15 iterations was
larger. One reason might be that while the geometry of the layer structure was
accurately represented by the mesh in the two-layered half-space model, it was
approximated when generating the initial mesh for the crustal structure model.
Although the algorithm used in this study cannot improve geometry represen-
tation through mesh refinement, using such methods that correct geometries
referring the original DEM when adding nodes during tetrahedral bisection may
potentially reduce ¢} further.

(a) AFEM-GFL1 AFEM-GFL2
10° 10°
__ 1072 1 1072 4
5
1074 10-4
1 357 91113 1357 91113
iteration iteration
(b)
10-1 4
<
10—2 _

T T T T T T T T T
12 3 45 6 7 8 9101112131415
iteration

Fig. 7. (a) Distribution of dj for AFEM-GFL1 and AFEM-GFL2. (b) Distribution of
€;. In both figures, the value of each metric at each sample point is shown as a dot, with
square and triangle markers representing maximum and minimum values, respectively.

Furthermore, the accuracy of crustal deformation computed from the ob-
tained GFLs was also evaluated. Here, we calculated the displacements at the
16 loading points due to a point source at position (62 km, 102km, 162 km) with a
moment tensor of My, = Myy = M., = Mgy = My, = 0,Mm,; = 1.0 X 101N - m.
The point source was approximated as a set of forces acting on vertices of a cube
with a side length of 5km [4], and displacement was obtained by calculating the
convolution with the GFLs. Similar to the metrics in equations (9) and (10), the
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accuracy of point source response was evaluated using metrics defined as follows:

3 ; i—1) 2
(3 1—
- D k=1 (uj,k Uk )
3 i-1)?
k=1 \ Yk
2

2
> (i
k=1 \ %k

Here, in Eq. (11), u;k represents the k-component of the point source re-
sponse at the loading point j obtained using the GFL after i-th refinement.
In Eq. (12), v}, and u/? represent the responses obtained using the GFL in

AFEM-GFL1 and AFEM-GFL2 settings, respectively. The distribution of J;
and ¢’ are shown in Figs. 8(a) and (b), respectively. The maximum values of d’
at ¢ = 15 is 0.0008% for AFEM-GFL1 and 0.001% for AFEM-GFL2, confirm-
ing that the point source response was converged as well as the GFL. As for
é;», the maximum value is 0.79% at ¢ = 15, confirming that the two responses
from AFEM-GFL1 and AFEM-GFL2 are aligned. Evaluating the accuracy of
the GFLs at the source point, the maximum value of e}* is 0.2%. The order of
magnitude of the maximum value of 6}5 and 6;5 is consistent, suggesting that
the point source responses were computed with a similar level of accuracy as the
GFLs. In this study, the accuracy of the source response is evaluated with the
source representation fixed, but future works should consider the impact of the
source representation (e.g., the size of the cube for the point source).

4 Conclusion

In this study, we presented a method called AFEM-GFL for calculating GFLs
using adaptive mesh refinement with the quantitative accuracy evaluation of so-
lutions. This method generates adaptive meshes suitable for GFL calculations
even for models with complex layer structures and allows the quantitative evalu-
ation of accuracy from the perspectives of solution convergence and consistency
of solutions obtained from different initial meshes.

Numerical experiments on a two-layered half-space confirmed that high-
accuracy convergent solutions can be obtained using this method, as both metrics
d; and 63- became small. While a convergent solution could not be obtained even
with 9.9 x 10® degrees of freedom using a uniform mesh, the degrees of free-
dom in the final mesh of AFEM-GFL were 7.3 x 10°, enabling execution on a
moderate scale computer cluster. This feature shows the superiority of the pro-
posed method over analysis using uniform meshes, although the elapsed time for
AFEM-GFL was longer than analysis using uniform meshes. In numerical ex-
periments targeting the realistic crustal structure model, it was confirmed that
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Fig. 8. (a) Distribution of J} for AFEM-GFL1 and AFEM-GFL2. (b) Distribution of
€;. In both figures, the value of each metric at each sample point is shown as a dot, with
square and triangle markers representing maximum and minimum values, respectively.

this method is robust, assuring a certain level of accuracy even for models with
the complex geometry. It was also verified that point source responses can be
calculated with similar accuracy to that of the obtained GFLs.

We can obtain quality GFLs using the proposed method. Those will be uti-
lized for reliable source estimation and enhancing our understanding of earth-
quakes.
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