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Figure A. 1.1 - Effect of Poisson's Ratio on the Principal Stress
Difference and Excess Pore Pressure vs. Axial
Strain



Principal Stress Ratio vs. Axial Strain
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Figure A. 1.2 - Effect of Poisson's Ratio on the Principal Stress
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Figure A. 3.1 - Effect of the Recompression Index on the Principal
Stress Difference and Excess Pore Pressure vs.
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Stress Ratio vs. Axial Strain



10

30

25

20

1/2
^2 15

(psi)

10

1/2
Jg vs. Ii

C^ = 066

20 40 60 80
II (psi)

100 120 140

40

35

30

25

q 20

(psi)
15

10

5

q vs. p

10 15 20 25

P' (psi)

30 35 40

Figure A. 3. 3 - Effect of the RecoiKjression Index on location of
the Cap in the J2"^^ "Ii Space and on the q-p'
Diagram



A. 4 - Case 4



11

Principal Stress Difference vs. Axial Strain

15 20 25
Axial Strain (%)

30 35 40

Excess Pore Pressure vs. Axial Strain

10 15 20 25
Axial Strain (%)
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Principal Stress Ratio vs. Axial Strain
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Figure A. 4. 3 - Effect of the Pore Pressure Response Factor on
location of the Cap in the J2^'' ^^1 Space and on
the q-p' Diagram



A. 5 - Case 5



14

Principal Stress Difference vs. Axial Strain

15 20 25
Axial Strain (%)

35 40

40

35

Excess Pore Pressure vs. Axial Strain

Observed Response

15 20 25
Axial Strain (%)

30 35 40
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