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Heterogeneous fractures

Fracture surface topography Micrographs of the fracture surfice of IM1-24 graphite
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Heterogeneous fractures

Fracture propagation mechanisms Proppant injection process
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Experimental study of the
forward scattering problem
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SLDV measurements
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SLDV measurements
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Geometric reconstruction
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Signal prOceSSing displacement
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Interfacial Stiffness mixed-mode
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Interfacial Stiffness mixed-mode
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Analytical developments
toward a robust 3D imaging platform
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1D Backwards heat equation
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Numerical results
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Characterization of the fracture
heterogeneous interface
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