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Fig. 3. The geometry and finite element mesh for hydraulic fracture problem
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Table 3. The relative deviation of the crack length and crack

mouth opening (CMOD) for &=6x10° m*(MPa.s) from

benchmark model expressed as a percentage
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Table 2. The relative difference between numerical and

analytical solutions
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Fig. 4. The variations with time of the crack length and crack mouth opening (CMOD) at various time steps

compared to the analytical solution
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coefficients
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Table 4. The relative deviation the crack length and

crack mouth opening (CMOD) for different inflow
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