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Study on the solvability of solutions for double-degeneracy
problems by using the indirect BIEM/BEM
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In this study, the indirect boundary element method (BEM) of the single and double layers can be employed to solve the anti-plane shear problem including the crack or rigid-line inclusion. The exact solution and
numerical results for the unknown boundary density and displacement field has been solved. We discuss the solvability of solutions for four different problems by using the indirect BIEM, respectively. It is interesting

A b Stract to find that even the unknown boundary data does not agree with the analytical solution, the solution for the displacement field is still acceptable, for the single degeneracy of degenerate boundary (SDB) cases. The
reason is explained by applying the singular value decomposition (SVD) technique. In addition, we deal with the double-degeneracy problem by using the Fichera method. It is noteworthy that the Fichera method can
effectively solve the degenerate-scale problem.
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Results and discussions

Table 1 Solution of crack and rigid-line inclusion problems by using the single and double-layer approaches (analytical and numerical approaches). Table 2 Solvability of solutions for four anti-plane shear problems by using direct and indirect BIEMs.
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Table 6 Solution of double-degeneracy case (Fichera Formulation).
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The solvability of solutions for the anti-plane shear problem, including a crack or a rigid-line inclusion, was investigated by using the direct and indirect BIEM/BEMSs. The role of single-layer and double-layer approaches for
solving double-degenerate BVPs was thoroughly examined. A rigid-line inclusion under the anti-plane shear o =S can be solved by using the single-layer potential approach only, and a crack under the anti-plane shear o). =S can be solved
: by using the double-layer potential approach only. It is interesting to find that even though the influence matrix is rank-deficient due to the degenerate boundary, but we still can use only the single-layer or double-layer approach to solve the
C on Cl USIONS corresponding problem. Also, it is worth noting that even the unknown boundary data does not agree with the analytical solution, the solution of displacement field may still be obtained. We can explain it by using the SVD technique, the
spectrum of boundary density can be decomposed into two parts, one is symmetric part and the other is anti-symmetric part. And according to the singular value of the influence matrix, one of the parts with a corresponding zero singular
value will have no impact on the field solution. However, the problem of double degeneracy for symmetric cases cannot be solved by using the single-layer potential approach alone because of the degenerate scale. To overcome this problem,
the Fichera formulation can be employed. Finally, the numerical results were compared with the exact solution to see the validity of our approach.
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