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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. 1.3 - Effect of Poisson's Ratio on the location of the
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Figure A. 3.1 - Effect of the Recompression Index on the Principal
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Figure A. 3. 2 - Effect of the Recompression Index on the Principal
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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
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