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slab fragments. Schmandt and Humphreys (2011)! propose a
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Dynamics of Subduction Interaction with Stalled Slab
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We use 2D numerical models to explore: effects of slab and (ridge

mantle rheology, buoyancy, and geometries on the dynamics of abandonment
subducting and dangling slabs. 430 km

outboard)

~
»
T #* No Subduction (strong shear zone)
(

19

11. Model Setup

We use the 3D numerical finite element code CitcomS* which
solves the standard equations for incompressible viscous flow

Effects of Adding Slab Chemical Buoyancy to Thermal (Negative) Buoyancy
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o o Negative slab thermal buoyancy leads to 30 kg/m3 of chemical buoyancy slows sinking and delays >90 kg/m3 of chemical buoyancy is necessary to overcome
Temperature Initial Condition detachment (within ~15 My) and uplift detachment ~10 My, although thermal buoyancy 'wins' thermal negative buoyancy and lead to a stagnant slab

Surface plates: generated according to half-space cooling model
Initial subducted slab: short prescribed intial profile based on
trench age (200 km deep to start dynamic subduction)
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