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Development of a rotational hardening hyperelasto-plasticity model

considering thermodynamics restrictions for soils
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TARISTTEEEE M, R, #E0 %k, Bk SRk A RREER FEoMETH B
23, ZOHTHIBHFERGEIZ, BT FJMZEFITERICLDWICHET 2720,
BRHANC & D 202 E 2 BRI T 2 13 BRI XREMHFETH 5, KifLTld, 2D
(1) LoIIFFEEEG A, (2) BIIENICESED S 200, 3) ARETHGRICHES
ICHRERATRED> D 3 RUCHE A &2 T, MBI OREEELZ A %, BERNICIE, T RITOER
T = U NATE B ER D & & R L . AIRZTEHER ICE S ICHRR AR S UNETEE 7
VOB AZRERES 5, Rz, BIIAGIR S %2 B8 L 7ol ErE € 7 vz & 1k
L. B Lo ER G2 B L 9 2H 28 <, D Eo@EREFkIcilD |
AR T DX ) Bk L > Tw 5,

1 ETIE, INFE TOLOIRIFHERTED R TFIEDLER O BUL T HE OFEIR %
WEEE LR WiFER A EZE L ) 2HBEAEH, 722 UEE L /NI
DVTIERS & &b, RFFADHINTD 3 BI1AIRISEE %2 Z R L 72 1o [RlsaE
PR 7L O BRI A I D W TE KR T 5,

B2 FECIE ., ARWFZETHIV 2 RS R BE Do 2 R GREBREESEERR) 12w OB
N3, HAEMICIZ, (1) Helmholtz A i1 = %)L ¥ — (Helmholtz free energy) DE#EDS .
ClausiusDuhem DA% o 7R 0 B K, (2) B AHIFISEAETH %
B RGO IEAMEE ZIE L BT TV 0T EEZIR DK . /. KR
PEBGR D JFEE 2 o 72 B 22 S F 2 E BRI e 3 2 B Ll (associative
plastic flow rule) DEHIEICOWTHERT 5, HEBEERKRA 2 58 &5 2 KE 1k
Fikid, BWSIESETHL Y ¥ —v <2y EV Y (return mapping) % ZhHHICF]H
TELRPARELTETONS, 22T, B2EMIETHL 70— X P RA v Mk
(closest point method) DER(TFiLEE Z DI FNEREZIBRR S, HRERLEL LICR
JENRET 7 T ALz 58, R0 IERIE T U B > T Newton-Raphson
BARD 2 ZINH Z G2 72012, 2EOHIME bV 7 2 I3BEEERREE R REET 2
N 5, BEAERREOE T (1) TSR R S Z E S Fik & (2) BEm
ISR % 52 Fiko 2 EICOWTERT 5,
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3T, LOBPERKANIC OV TENS, I E TRAINEBE T VICE W TACH
VST X 2 EERERAE . (1) BEATEORRC T 2L ¥ — OBOEIEL 5 2 L. (2) 4
HOTAHEZHO TV OEREBIITEHTELR VI &, (3) M LB T A%
—DNIGBIRTIE R\ 72 ® . Return mapping 7 & DRERIG IR %2 IR N#ET © &
Bwix EFORMBERDS 57-0, BETIE N6 OREZ R L 9 2 BRI 2 v 7
EAEDEFR L B D ODH B, 2 2 TINo OHBIERMEUI ORI DO W T EEE S
ELEHIT, 2o DORERZENE L 9 2 8RR OGEIC W TiER 2, BEFO
SRR AN (1) BPET > Y VSAE L 75 %, (2) HPERTE O A DO FER DA T 5 |
B) MEL TR WIRFISHIMPERET 2 4 EOMERLH . oG FHER %25
B 5% EQFMABEEET 2 X ) 2EMEAREICIENZEH LV, 22T s DfE
w2 iR U 7o 72 2 R B 2 4R 2R T 5, $RR T 2 i s o B = 2oL ¥ — B
Bud, BEEO MR OB R AMRR S 15 7210 T <L BHE O BB R T I3
5 DHWEETH - 7 Ml = 2L ¥ —BI% (complementary energy function) %5 (2
52 2 TE 5, AR O Z B IERGEEIC DWW TiE, RIS X > TR o L ik
RO T A, & X PR O 3 A OSERR & DEMER 42 I X > TiT 9,

% 4 FCld, Armstrong-Frederick DBEIE{LAIZ 251 L 7 s LAL@EME A €
TNERET 5, O Armstrong-Frederick OBEf{LH] % 5 & L T Helmholtz
H %L ¥ —B% (Helmholtz free energy function) % &% L, MIEHRO AN (B4
JIEERTIRISRAE) 2 3 2T CRERBI%L (yield function) & X ORI (plastic
flow rule) 2VERMLI NS, LDIEHFHELSTMEDFBI X RIEEEAL A 2 H v CTREREE
Bz F R DR T 2 FERINETICH L CHBoNTE L, L L, [BHESHII MR
TECTH B0, ZNEAFICHL TBRLEOTAEZBET 2 2 LHTET., Armstrong-
Frederick OB ERILHIZ @M § 2 2 & 38 L v, 2 2 oAREAL TR, BEIE{Lcis
Moz HIG7) (back stress) 2 v TRERE(LH,  [RIFRAEAL A o> g 2 [A] I 12 55 B
TEFEZRELMVE I ETIn2wlT 2, AT, ZORBAENLH BN
X —BBERET 2, RET 2 HHT 2L -z e, FHELICoWT
I3 Cam-clay € 7V TH & 1 3 [EERARIGT) & BIEARREO$ R DBIR & AEDRIRAD
&5 i, [MEEE IOV TiE Armstrong—Frederick OB AT & FFRDOMEE S 5 1
%, £, MEETNDV Y —v ey By 7HEOENMLzE T2 L L bic, AROs 7TV
3 LG L R BESERRBOE RO W T H BN S, RET TV OMEETIE, %
TIFERERRNT. O Al & OCIEHHIEIC X 288 0K U B AWifighT 2 5206 L. 5717
HeERMUL 7 Y=y BV PHEDNR T =2 VY ADWTHEEZTT) L &b,
BHERMREOBEMIC XD . 2EDIERIZ TR B V> T Newton-Raphson AR D 2 X
PORPG 615 2 L 2R T 5,
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o
p (=tra/3)
s(=0-pl)
-5
ql= 5318
I3
ey (= tre)

1
e(=e-eg)
5
&s|=4f5e:e

2 B ONFMES T 2~ )L (second-order symmetric identity ten-

sor)

4 BEDONTRESE T >~V )L (fourth-order symmetric identity ten-

sor)

72847 >~ v )L (Deviatoric projection tensor)
a — 3 —IJi3/ (Cauchy tensor)

FHIIR ) (mean stress)

w7217 >~ V)L (deviatoric stress tensor)
{7205 /1 (deviatoric stress)

MNOT AT >V )L (deviatoric strain tensor)
A O3 A (volumetric strain)

720§ AT » V)V (deviatoric strain tensor)
{22 V9" & (deviatoric strain)

Helmbholtz H H = %)L ¥ — (Helmholtz free energy)



fBoX 7 2HM T %)L ¥ —, fii & Helmholtz H = %)L ¥ —

(negative Gibbs free energy, complementary Helmholtz free

energy)

TPEFERL (plastic multiplier)
REfRBI%L (vield function)

R L (void ratio)

A% (specific volume)

EHE - TRHEXF. &5

e

Pi
vol(xi]-)
dev(xij)

VF(x)

V2F(x)

WPk (elastic)

Mk (plastic)

BVERR T D 9 b DOBEMELIZBE 3 2 o
WP D 9 B D T3V X —HOREB T
Xkk0ij/3

xl-]- - vol(xij)

JF

ox

d%F
dxox
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AFRCIRHEE 70 77 03— FOREFZBNT L, 22Tk, Z2hoo7vs
FJha—FTHvIHa—FicowTikiRs, Hwsd a7 7 vy 7558 Julia
(https://julialang.org) & L., N—=Y a YIZLATO@ED TH 5,

julia> versioninfo()
Julia Version 0.6.1
Commit 0d7248e (2017-10-24 22:15 UTC)
Platform Info:
0S: mac0S (x86 64-apple-darwinl4.5.0)
CPU: Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-6567U CPU @ 3.30GHz
WORD SIZE: 64
BLAS: libopenblas (USE64BITINT DYNAMIC ARCH NO AFFINITY Haswell)
LAPACK: 1libopenblas64
LIBM: libopenlibm
LLVM: 1ibLLVM-3.9.1 (ORCJIT, skylake)

7. BHEHBE ORI DDLU T Dy r =2 2T 3 (K 3y r =D iGico
WX URL &),

¢ ForwardDiff.jl: https://github.com/JuliaDiff/ForwardDiff.jI
¢ PyPlot.jl: https://github.com/JuliaPy/PyPlot.jl
e Tensors.jl: https://github.com/KristofferC/Tensors.j|

OB 5 —ONN—=2 a3 VIZDITOME) Th 5,

julia> Pkg.status()
3 required packages:

- ForwardDiff 0.6.0

- PyPlot 2.3.2

- Tensors 0.7.3
20 additional packages:

- BinDeps 0.7.0

- ColorTypes 0.6.6

- Colors 0.8.2


https://julialang.org
https://github.com/JuliaDiff/ForwardDiff.jl
https://github.com/JuliaPy/PyPlot.jl
https://github.com/KristofferC/Tensors.jl
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using ForwardDiff
using Tensors

# First-order derivatives of "f(x::Real)::Real’
V(f, x::Real) = ForwardDiff.derivative(f, x)

# Second-order derivatives of “f(x::Real)::Real’
V2 (f, x::Real) = V(x -> V(f, x), X)

# Gradients of “f(x::SymmetricTensor{2})::Real’ and
# Jacobians of " f(x::SymmetricTensor{2})::SymmetricTensor{2}"
V(f, x::SymmetricTensor{2}) = gradient(f, x)

# Hessians of ~f(x::SymmetricTensor{2})::Real’
Vz2(f, x::SymmetricTensor{2}) = hessian(f, x)

Y —Za—F 0.1: automatic_differentiation_functions.jl

- CommonSubexpressions 0.0.1
- Compat 0.34.0
- Conda 0.7.0
- DiffResults 0.0.1
- DiffRules 0.0.1
- FixedPointNumbers 0.4.3
- JSON 0.15.2
- LaTeXStrings 0.3.0
- MacroTools 0.4.0
- NaNMath 0.2.6
- PyCall 1.15.0
- Reexport 0.0.3
- SHA 0.5.2
- SIMD 0.2.0
- SpecialFunctions 0.3.4
- StaticArrays 0.6.4
- URIParser 0.2.0

ForwardDiff.jl 1% HE)f# 4> (automatic differentiation) %179 7DDy r =L Tdh
%, BHEMOTIEBMEEEIC B W URERESDMEZ KD 5 FiED—D>TH O . BEm1D %
WEHERTRD 2 2 L3 TE L L0 6, B (Symbolic differentiation) > %(fE
%4> (Numerical differentiation) & bR THIERICIRN L TFETH S,

AECIEZOHEMDEZ LD BERICHWS ZERTEL L), 2—F01IKRIN?
£ BB EEERT 5, Sz, FIZIEA S 7 2RI 2 BB DM IEUT
DX IEIRTE %,
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julia> include("automatic differentiation functions.jl")
V2 (generic function with 2 methods)

julia> f(x) = 3x™2 + 2x + 3
f (generic function with 1 method)

julia> V(f, 3) # f/(x) = 6x +2
20

julia> V2(f, 3) # f"(x)=6
6

F7e. 2BEDOXTRT v VIV T 2 BTIZBL T DO & 9 ICHEHITTE 5,

julia> include("automatic differentiation functions.jl")
V2?2 (generic function with 2 methods)

julia> o = rand(SymmetricTensor{2,3})

3x3 Tensors.SymmetricTensor{2,3,Float64,6}:
0.625164 0.283068 0.86113

0.283068 0.831067 0.825232

0.86113 0.825232 0.0308983

julia> mean stress(c) = trace(o) / 3
mean_stress (generic function with 1 method)

julia> V(mean stress, o) # §§::1/3
3x3 Tensors.SymmetricTensor{2,3,Float64,6}:

0.333333 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.333333 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.333333

Jacobian (XA T DEIH CHERTE 5,

julia> include("automatic differentiation functions.jl")
V2 (generic function with 2 methods)

julia> o = rand(SymmetricTensor{2,3})

3x3 Tensors.SymmetricTensor{2,3,Float64,6}:
0.662861 0.184788 0.897239

0.184788 0.602744 0.797117

0.897239 0.797117 0.225647

julia> I symm o =0 # [:0=0
true
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220 Lij = 5(8ikj1 + 611djk) 13 4 BEONFRES T > )L (fourth-order symmetric
identity tensor) TH %, mt%!Z Hessian I2 2V Tld, XDGHHECHERTE 5,

julia> include("automatic differentiation functions.jl")
V2?2 (generic function with 2 methods)

julia> o = rand(SymmetricTensor{2,3})

3x3 Tensors.SymmetricTensor{2,3,Float64,6}:
0.741512 0.357842 0.947159

0.357842 0.607877 0.780085

0.947159 0.780085 0.759744

julia> g(x) = x @ X # ¢(o)=0:0

g (generic function with 1 method)
: : 2 ~ 9?g(0) _
julia> V?(g, o) = 2Isym # — 5~ =2I
true
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T DIEH-0F AR %2 B T 2 #EE N, Cam-clay € 7V (Schofield and Wroth,
1968). &Ik Cam-clay € 7V (Burland, 1965; Roscoe and Burland, 1968) 7 £ fR#E X
NpkIHc, FHUEZREL 2T VAEBELTCHEBLCEL, LorL, LiZBEDR
NBREDWEZ B Z T 2MEICH 2720, ML LI X 280K L %22\ 2o
2N - W E) 2 FER C PIT 51213, IBHFEE R (stress-induced anisotropy)
ZEYNEBE L 2 Uuda 5% w, K11 13, Zergoun and Vaid (1994) 12 & 2 FEHEAK#:
DR U] 2 Z ) 7oK o) 1 g & -0 ABRTH 203, TR RE L 7R
HI (] 2 1XEIE Cam-clay € 7V) TS »ICRBH R ISR EZ R L T 5, F
IZ, BEDIBLEABNICE 29 A4 270y 7EEY T 4 ZHEIC X 2 Hull O IR{L 25 E) % SFf
T2 L OREITREHEHELEH THL L E RS,

SOAMERE NI B U 2 FE RGO RBICIZ, @B TILEE ., Prager (1955).
Prager (1956). Ziegler (1959). Armstrong and Frederick (1966) 7 £ D€ 7 V12 &
% k92, B (back stress) % v TR OB E) % 5lid 3 2 BEE{LA] (kinematic

0.4 T P T T 0.4 R . .

- : P monotonic) | t /Su =075
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1.1: JEPEARHE D IR Ui 2 32 1 7R 1 oSG R &G /-0 ABIfR (Zergoun and
Vaid, 1994)
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1.2: BMEHT B 1T 2 BB EIRE(LHI O A A B

hardening) SHv60%, —75, BELAIO LD 2% 2 2 & Lo - &3
HUEREO T AN TH 5 720, BRI —EFE 2 50405 LIS ZFERICEZ 9
&L 7BR B (plastic flow rule) & O BERIENIZHEN S 2 (M 1.2), MOEESM:
o005 k91T, FLWIKIL (BRIIOMiDN) 2 E 7 Loz Itk d 2 L
k7 7z BEIREAIO LADBEHIZEY]Ch v I E3bhr s, Zok) ZRERZ
i3 2 Fik L L <, #l 213 Bounding surface € 7V (Dafalias, 1986b) % f\> % /5%
3% %, Rouainia and Muir Wood (2000). Gajo and Muir Wood (2001) (&, ¥5HE 7
WY LB LAl Z HwT, Lo ERAEEZRILL Cw b, hoFiEE L
TEL FefRiE 2 I AU D IS [BlHE S & 5 [RlEEEELH (rotational hardening law) % v 5
FEDBDH 5, AFHEIZ, KRE 5T TEIE Cam-clay €7 VD X 9 RiGHE O RERBI%E %
v 2 % @ (Hashiguchi, 1979; Dafalias, 1986a; Hashiguchi and Chen, 1998; Dafalias
etal., 2006) & . X DI DN S WERREIEZ FH v % b @ (Manzari and Dafalias, 1997;
Gajo and Wood, 1999; Gajo and Muir Wood, 1999; Pestana and Whittle, 1999; Taiebat
and Dafalias, 2008; Wang et al., 2014) 3% b, #& 13—V D 2EHE) 2 KB 2 BRiC
£ { v 541, Bounding surface € 7 /L (Dafalias, 1986b) £ it I 412 Z &%\,
1% EOIEGRINETE, TR B BMWETBEL 2RTIE, BRI B W TR
O T HDOBERIRZFART 200 —RINTH 2, 207D, LOGEDHIERERA, 6
LRI 1 3 W CHEER TE A L 2 dEAY: (hypoelasto-plasticity) € 7 /Va3A <
oo T&E %k, Lo L, PR A2 H v 28BN H 208 (1) S &0 3 A
B DRI 7 & 7oL (2) FEEEDIEHH A4 2 LIS E VLTI 3L ¥ — SRR S
Ny, TRV —DOREFLIIBRPEL 2L EDREZHT LI EPASNTED,
BPEETIZ AW 2 A TH 5 £ WIREICFIET 5, h & kO T A —%—0 %t
JIGRER TR WD, VI —roy By 70k ) BN IS EOEM R E 725,
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—J7. NS DORMERZREL 9 2 ERMEFE L U RS 2 & & L 72 MR
(hyperelasto-plasticity) 3% %, AEXLTETIE, BHZ 2L XF —BEBDERD S H
MAEXZWE T2 T 252 FHREVBLRINDE I LS, 2D K ) REIFN
HHIZEE2 BB T 2 2 L30T LHRE TR WA, EXMLoBO—> Dt L&D,
Too BIIARNCABEA SRR 28 5 C L3 TE B,

T, AR TR O K2 2 S22 BT D 72012, AIRZEFEHRICH -
7-WH9E S 72 ST % (Borja and Tamagnini, 1998; Meschke and Liu, 1999; Yamakawa
et al., 2010; Nakamura and Kikumoto, 2016) , # D7, FERAIOMNEMR» 5 H
Fﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘%’\@%ﬁﬁ%*ﬁ%?ﬂ ¥, BB U 7 iy l@%ﬁﬁ AT U < IR I I D
7B AT, BUNETEMHGR 2T Tk CARAEERICE W Th —H L TRl Alae 4 &
AMETFIEVLEE L v, GIRE ﬁ/fi MDA AII KR E 20 T (1) BIEEE OISy iR % K
E L 7o iR AN D W@k & (2) BIBAEL T v Y VDGR Z2 RGE L 72t
PERERR AN FeD W2 B U3 H 223, (1) TIHEIRT 2 FBUL JIHIEIC X > TFH S 2012
Bl %288 % 77§ (Nagtegaal and De Jong, 1982) 7% EDRER S 5 2 L2 6, %l
JGFTEE DB 2 LEE L L 2) I W@ B IR O AN E o TW» 5,

D& ) REBULTIHEEEDFEGUAE ) MEIZ, MBORGEZER T 2B EEL
%o ( %, WUNETZHEEmIC B W, BEIRE TS U < (X REREEY A 2 5@ 3 % BRI B

HL - NERZE S (BB L TIZEIC ST, REREE LTI IRBIE D [nlfisi) DI %2 5 2
5@#ﬁ&#m%$t;7-&%&@%%#\_MQ@%%w%ﬁEQ%@%mﬁﬁﬁ%
BRICIZ, WICHBUCTEEDOBENDPER I 1, M 2 FBUCTTEEIC X > TEAGHE L%
2R 7% EOREDFERICA U % (Haupt and Tsakmakis, 1986; de Souza Neto et al.,
2011).

PLED X 9 B BUGTHERE ORI, WIS I Bz Fa R 2 A CHRERTRR L 7-
BRICIZEE T &g, REMR I I E BRI & FERIC R 7 > > v VBIEZ T N
G AR R RELT 2 2 LB EWZ S, Lion (2000) 12 & D IRE S - A REHEGIC
oL B o R AERICHI> 72 bDTH D MW AEL T >~ Y V% (1) BB
LICBI3 28857 & (2) WTERGRICBI T 2 47 WWIEESRL, Q) il 2 ERT
2EMMED I NG, O, WInHIFEHEIC BQL"C BT AHRERT VY v LEEE
MT—x—TRfRI1F % 2 & T, HIBHORBUCTEEDIEIRZ2HE L L g, U
TEH R OPH A TR UL, IO 9 A2 BERi I BI§ 2800 & MPEHoRIcBId %
WoicmE s 2 2 & LAZETH D, EHALIZH W TIZ Armstrong—Frederick D% H)
LRI (Armstrong and Frederick, 1966) Z &I TE 2 2 L6, AT RBHETH
DIEFFEH I TS, AENMEFEDBEHEIZ D W T, Dettmer and Reese (2004),
Vladimirov et al. (2008). Henann and Anand (2009) 2%#&im L T\ %

DLEED, 1o ERGEZER T 2BOERTEE LCTd, EHERSRH] 2 ik &
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L 7z Pl 4 T, Armstrong—Frederick DB EIE(LAI (Armstrong and Frederick, 1966)
ZHOCTRGEZEZRT 2 Filin, BREVHGNOIRRZ #EATHiRd AN FET
BBH. 20D L S AMRNERE L 2BIETH S (2013) IC X 3 EFLOHATH S, £
THS (2013) I & 2 € TV TEESAHRIEEIC OV TIEBEI N TR, 22T
AWEgECld, Bl Stk 2 /e L. Armstrong—Frederick D SEIfifl I 2 KA &
L 7 Lo i L BB B € 7L OS2 HIN E T 5,



Fo=

2B

AR, RS 2 B & L A 2 L X — BB D EED S HORA S A 2L § 5 TF
ChE I % 13 2 AR R 13, R 2 MR 2 el & L TR RIF AR S LT
%, APEHAIE, (1) BIEINCEGTED & 2RISR TE 2 2 L (2) BIBARLT v
Y IVO RS R EAE L 7oA RZ TG (Simo, 1998; Simo and Hughes, 2006) (< & B
A LICECcE 52 2 L, Q) IBHEHHEDOBICV Y —rv ey BV I EHWE 2 LT
FREORZ BRI oD LD SUNETROHAIC B TS R ERMETFET
b5,

Z 2 TARETIE, EMEEN O A ] o 7o PR O B AL T2 IR B &
EHIC YV E—r=y BTN X LDERTES Z OHFANE S BOERMR RO L
HEIZDWTHY 9, %%, Houlsby (1981). Collins and Muhunthan (2003). Houlsby
and Puzrin (2007) % £z & O & O FEIC B FAE AL 2 7 9 W%t (Hyperplasticity)
LA INTWEH, KRS < £ ol ks (Hyperelasto-plasticity) OFEf AT
ERXLZ1T9

B EOTARIE, EIEOBEME L TEMiZzIEE LT3,

21 [GHEVTAHADER

HH LT 20k GlEE) ORMEREZ 8 c Ram 2 F2 (1 < ngim < 3 13220 0%K
TLERT), MEDER%Z 98 L EHRTHUL, HHEE B I T k) ickIns,

B=8BUJIB (2.1)
Kic, BRI [0, T) c Ry 2 &L, B0 u B FO k) BE5HRET 2,

u:Bx[0,T] — R (2.2)

15
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D, x € B2t e0,T] Db ET, Zfi% u(x, t) £, i u ZAVIUIHNO
TAHTVY NV e FUTD L) IcEINS,

1
e=-V¥y = -3 (Vu 4+ uV) (2.3)

2BEDORFET VY LR S = RMHD/2 L3 E MUNO TR e € S BRI L T A
whchsra—> =TV oelioeS THs,
BUNEEERICB W T, I o 0T A e 3, 26 DR L RAKD IZBLT
DX ITMESEARETH 5,

o =vol(o) +dev(o) =pl+s (2.4)

1
e =vol(g) +dev(e) = vy +e (2.5)

2T, LIF2HOEEZE T Y ILTH D, vol & dev IZPLTD L) ITERI NS,

mMﬂ:UM% 2.6)
dev(o) = 0 —vol(o) (2.7)

Ere. WAIGH g EREDT R e IMTD X ) ITERI NS,
gq=4/zS:s (2.8)

Es=[ze:e (2.9)

B ERERITEEWICER T 51 720, Il & OTHRBETH 2 L aE T b
BN DRVASIN

0 : & =vol(o) : vol(g) + dev(o) : dev(e) = pey + gés (2.10)
BUNEEGERD b & RO A e IZFPER T & BRI BT O X ) ITE R sE T

b5 ERET S,
e=¢"4¢€P (2.11)

1 HVONEIRYr LS,
vol(o) : dev(o) =0, vol(e) : dev(e) =0

2 N EOFTHBMTH S (s/lIsl|=e/llel) EMREL. n=s/|s| (|n]|=1) BT,

_JE _JE
s = 3qn, e = 2851’1

%fgf%o
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2.2 BB OEE
221 BHIX/ILF—EHK

B O A TIX, BIEIRERZ R TEO—> & LT, Helmholtz A
I %)L ¥ — (Helmholtz free energy)= & { w61z, i, WEPATICL DT
FINF—=UDHIb, fEFICEML I Z2Z2ALXF 2L, DTO L) ICERI NS4,

Y =U-s6 (2.12)

ZIT, siETviruE—, 0 FMaEEEZRT,
WO T A e € S LYWL - AL Z R T 2 O T ANBEBBHEOR Y + v
& e R"™ ZH\WwT, Helmholtz HHZ VX —ZDTD X HICEET 5,

P = W(e) + H(&) (2.13)

A (2.13) ¢Tl&, fHEO OB &L - LITERIZ RV D E LT3,

2.2.2 HBURAFER

X (2.13) TEBLLHHI ALY — ¢ &, WEONTIHEINTHE I 2L —T
HH70, ZOEE Y IZIBE DRI HER (0: ) ERAD & 5 RBRDIKTL L %
FuEie 5 v, _

P <o:é (2.14)

R (214) 1. DS O AL E— R I A, v, O AR
BAEATH D, Clausius-Duhem DAERX L BIFIEN S, SHBDOMEFHEK 6. ¢ 2T
FENEIC L ¥ — & L TE SN GE., T4b 55D o563 HE Ik
DEELTED., FE5PHRD L 0EaE, MEERICE 2 23V X —DHRE L 7
bDEEZDLIENTE S,

B3 D T3V F—BIE L TiE, Gibbs HH I 4L ¥ — (Gibbs free energy) b & < fiv» 555, Gibbs
HE T %)L ¥—i&, Helmholtz HZ AL X =% LY v v FALBL CEHOEZDBDTH L0
Helmholtz HHIZ AV ¥ —LIFENE 2 L b H 5,

4 (A7) Gibbs HHZ V¥ — ¢ IV v v FUVEHZHWTUTO X ) ICERI NS,

¢p=0:e-17
=0:e—-U+s06
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A (2.13) 23K (2.14) ITRAT 2 EHOEBE D D BMAERU T D L) IR 6Nn 5,

D=0c:é-1
_ .'_a[“.'e_(;”,'
=0:¢& 856'8 9
dW oW IH .
B g b 270
_(0 aee).£+a£e.£ 9 & (2.15)

YA DAL « AT IC X > TEL 2 LIRE TR, FBEISHTEEE %2 3 285413
DUND3HR D 3720,

& =0 (2.16)

£=0 (2.17)

COLE, D=0MMEINLTuIzo kv, A (2.15) DF 1 H X Hh XA 5
nas,
oW
de®
X (2.18) IFEBPERER A & WX, 6 o EEO T A e LA THIGD T 51
%, EEPERERAN (1) BEETBOBRIC 2V X — OHORAE U R 2 EDMRIES L5 2
&, (2) & ¥ % Return mapping D & 9 Z RIS E 2 PRVICEH TS5 2 &
B3, HEBPERERRCH & HE L 2B D E AN TH B,
PR DREAL - TALZ R 2 O ANERE R & & ALFICB L TR I I N A $ 2
g e R" LiE#gdiud, KX (215) L h Aoz,
_ IH
LTS
£ (2.18), (2.19) Z 2 (2.15) ILfRATIUZ, BHEINC AT O & 5 A BORMEA A1 S,

o (2.18)

(2.19)

D=0:"4q4-£2>0 (2.20)

3 (2.20) IFEMEAFER L FFETH O, BIATIRSEA 2 E R L 72 2 5T 2 BRI
X, MO TAOFBHBARZMET 2 k) IcG2on B TER o R WI E2RLT
w5, Thbt, e & & DFREAZE
&’ =ym,(0,q) (2.21)
&=ymy(0,q) (2.22)
DEHICEHLE LS, UTFMEINATIUER S w0,
D=vy(c:my(0,9)+q -muy(c,q)) >0 (2.23)

K<z, L2 BHBIWICH7 L 9 2 BEfia il (associative flow rule) ICDW TR 5,
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2.3 IBMBLERERKDERE (Principle of maximum dissipation)

MPERGRR KDL, MO T AROFREA, T 74b 6 MR 2 ) ) B B
RS E LT, L o E T LIcB L THL ST WS, RS EMERGRER K O JFBE
IR TEWT 5 &) B Al gert ik, X (220) XL wW&EETh b, (1) B
W], (2)Kuhn-Tucker 5 (Ui - B StE), (3) SiM oMM D 3 M3 HEIYICE
s, TITiE, X (220) ZHFEAE L, HHEHGREKDEBZEMN 2 2 &£ T LD
R B A B U, Kuhn-Tucker §c0F0 2 fi2dErn 3 2 L %2R,

DI, BRI DRORD X ) KL 2HN3,

£=(0,9) (2.24)
E = (&,0) (2.25)
EP = (&, &) (2.26)

L G2 5N MO T AL &P L EL - BRIL A RO T 2 O T AN RO BT &
IR LTy BERGE 27 L D 2 RIS NI E e znEnt L p L L. T = (1,p)
LEFETIUE. R (2.20) X D XAIESN D,

D(TEP)=1:é°+p- & =T -EP (2.27)

22T, WMEECRR KD JFEBICHE 2 1E, FEEEOIGHWNEZE L 13 EXOBORE% D % &
RIZT 2, RIZ, TIZES>TELRDITSNLLUTD L) WM E 2IRET %,

E={T e SxR" | f(T) <0} (2.28)

22T f RRERBIETH B, AR L 2 & 9 I, FEEDIRIWNELE L 135 (2.27) 2%
RIZT 25/ £ = argmaxyeg D(T; EP) TH 3025,

D(L; EP) = max D(T; EP) (2.29)
TeE
L5,
2 (2.29) 3, FHELEM: F(T) <0 Db & T, D(T;EP) iRl & % 250 £ 2R 3
@It S\, 22T, 777 v a DREFLEZ VT
L(T,7) =T E° - 7f(T) (2.30)

ZERT UL, O ANELEB DR

IL(E,7y)

T = EP —yVf(E)=0 (2.31)
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2.1: RS D JE ]

¢ . Kuhn-Tucker &4
y>0, f(E)<0, 7f(E)=0 (2.32)

DEDNDL, TIT, p I IFBEEREE (plastic multiplier) & WX, M EX D, B0
H P LT HRNEEL E DFEAL, T bbb T X ) ickans,

af (o,
&P =ymy(o,q) =7y fg; 9) (2.33)
) df (o,
E=ymy(o,q) = y% (2.34)

A (233). (2.34) kO, OFANEBELDEE EP D J5 HIHRERBEIEL f(E) 1oxt LT
Th b TRHEENH] (associative flow rule); &MEEN S (X2.1), ABERAHNIEDIT
DEIT—MLL THELZIEDTES,

EP = ym (2.35)
ZZT, UTZEHWwTWS,

m =m(E) = (ms(L), my(X)) (2.36)

2.4 SHIEME{RE (Elasto-plastic tangent modulus)
ERZ AU, WEIGHER L OMIERM T O X 5 IcRSh 5,

L=G-(E-EP)
G- (E-ym) (2.37)
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ZIT UMW Tw»3,
G = [WOW VQOW] (2.38)
ALy F(E) =0 ZHOAUSRA 2135,
f=Vf-L
=Vf-G-(E-ym)=0 (2.39)
WA, BTy BT k) Icksns,
;= % . (2.40)
LoT, XAD &) L REER S NS,
ofo- S o

25 & —>~vEYY (Return-mapping)

BB 75 £ OIETLHINZTY % Glik 4 2 M, IR 6 & 09 2T ¢ 2B
T FalTERMLI NG, D K ) LRz BHERETICET T 2B 1%, BNES A F —
i (Fafiid) 2 o GRERO £ £ RIS % SN2 FiEBH 203, TOFIET
I ATy T RE IS LBERD) OIS 256030 5, £, I AT v 7DH
DI —REDP R, EORERT v 72l THIER WA EOGRIEL 570,
fEHED & 2 BUERIE 217 9 IIXBEEIC X 2 0 IS F L,

Simo and Taylor (1986) 13, 52 637z 0§ RIEITITH LT, — BRI EER 4 U
5L L TRDIGIIREEZBEE L, 20 o MWEEE 24 U I I 2 R - % TS
)Y =2y UV PEERE L, KPR, SU 0T A0 6 BE 2D % E
T 20D 5720, HHNZRESMTFETH 2 HEMEEMEGRIIE L T 53,
MW TERME I N2 DBEHNTH %,

Z 2 TIE. Return-mapping (i CHRICERTH 57 1 —E A b KA >~ bk (closest
point method) Z#f/7 %,

2.5.1 Elastic predictor

BB L7ZX91c, V¥ —v=w Y ETiiEZ o N0 3RS Ae 120 L TEER
BVEIICAE L 5 & LT, BUYTIRIREE o, g™ 2BIT 2, MUEAELEL LuGa, il
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FTOTANHEEIIDL TDO L HIicEkRI NS,
Pt = gb (2.42)
g =&, (2.43)
22T, MEE n BREIR 7y 7209, EXZHONUE, ee=¢e—¢€P LD,

etr __ Jtr
= &n41 — P

= En41— &) (2.44)

&

L5060, BTSN oL g BMTO L) IckIn s,
q

o = VW (&) (2.45)
q" = -V>H(E™) (2.46)

2.5.2 Loading condition

AT - BAENE I X BB 2 2 23, B2 B A DT trial elastic state TR
HLZzbD2Mwes, Tabb, BREED f(0,q) DB TERINEA, RTRRE
Bz

= f(e", q") (2.47)

DEHIFESN D, FUTRERBEIEDS 7 < 0 OGS, FZHUS trial elastic state 1281} 5
iz b > THFIN5,

IF f** <0, THEN(-)y41=(-)" (2.48)
—Ji. >0 OHRARBEEPEL T kd, REIRT X I ISB 2B T
BRI FICH R DH 5,
2.5.3 Plastic corrector

OFTHRNEER 0. 510 E DRIEMICEEA 4 5 — 2 MM TIUERR 512,

E, . —Ei=E_ —E"" =Aym (2.49)
WMERNAIDERAE R I T Xy IicEI N3,
Rn—|—1 = R(£n+1/ AV) = ES—H - Eﬁ’tr - Aymn—l—l (2.50)
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R =0 2 7zoic EXZHIALT 2 L XX 2155,

aR (k)
(k+1) _ p) . &1
R R + or

_r®) _ ([GW] Ty AVVm(k)) L dZ® — m®Baay®

=R® —[GW] Taz® — Ay ® = g

(2.51)

CIZT, MEn+1 3fERID-OELTnws, /2, FEATRUTZERZELHWT

W3,
G=(G'+AyVm)™?

(k)
FOEHD Z p0 g_£ aE®

— f(k) + Vf(k) dx®) —
235056, dAy & dE IZOWTHRITIERA 21 5,

FO Ly L GH ;. RK)
VR GE : m®
dZ® = G : (R® — m®qAy®)

dAy(k) =

EXZHGUE, LT X ) IS DIRLEITREZEHRTE 2,

rktl) — yp) 4 gy

D EDFFE X, RIEXRZIEREHEROMEICRE I L5,
L Tl T REHBRREL 2 Z N TN T DO XY ICERT 5,

r(x) = {R(f('EA)V)} , x={L,Ay)

%%,
ar(xk)

Lox =0
o ox

Tyl = r(xk) +

Ox 12 OWTIRITIE

(2.52)

(2.53)

(2.54)

(2.55)

(2.56)
(2.57)

(2.58)

RIFIE IR r = 0 2B HNICAE C 72 01 Newton-Raphson % i# ] 3 1R X %

(2.59)

(2.60)
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#f3%, Z 2, Jacobian 17741 | D BAAIZLL T D X HlcmI s,
-Gt -m
]:I-Vf 0] (2.61)

WZIZ, XAD L) 7% ox DEMAIL 2155,

Vfiz(f;:m
f+Vf:G:R
Vf:(_;:m

(2.62)

Eaig, X (254), (255) & BT 5 EMERTED, KB, I TRUTORGAE
JALTw2,

P& Bl‘l_[Af1+frﬂBa)—cyrﬂBy4CAfl -AT'B(D-CA'B)| )

C D —~(D-CA™'B)lcA™! (D - CA™'B)™!

254 UH—ITXvEYITDODAHENER

Helmholtz H i = %)V ¥ — DM = %)L ¥ — (complementary energy) ¢ % /L2 ¥
Y ENVEHZERCTUTO L) ICERT %,

A

¢(0,9)=0:8(0)—q-&(q) - Y(&(0), &(q)) (2.64)

ZC. £k EirzhnEnk (2.18) & (2.19) DWEIETH B, K (2.64) k. DT
EaE e 5,

-

—

e_ 99
9P

Armero and Pérez-Foguet (2002) ZZ# | L TEI%

@(L;Eny1, EP™) = ¢(E) = L+ (Ensy1 — EPY) (2.67)
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ZERTIE, MR L7227 v —¥ R bR A v bk (closest point method) (ZBI% ¢ % %
INTS BN L %2R 2255 MEICE S b,

Z,41 = argmin @(X) (2.68)
ZeE

FERIC, WIS f=0Db & T 77 vy a REFREEZEH UL,
L(E,7)=¢(L)=L-(Exy1 —EP) +7f(E) (2.69)

L0 BRI 2 H v 72856 D RER TSI (2.49)

i1, A
l(;—;y) = —EP + EPY 4 AyVF(Z,11) =0 (2.70)
¢ Kuhn-Tucker &4
Ay 20, f(En41) <0, Ayf(Ent1)=0 (2.71)

2135,
PL bRk 2 (i H e MR AN L 2 oEIZ O W T#E 2 %5, Helmholtz H = %)L
¥—y LZDMRIFNF— ¢ BENZTNLTDL ) ITEKIND LT 5,

Y(ef, &) =W(e)+H(E) = %se :C: se+%§:D: b3 (2.72)
o(0,q) =W(o)+H(q) = %a C o+ %q :Dl:gq (2.73)

22T, C. DBMEERTAEONTHT Y Y LTHY. W, HIZZNFNW. H Ol
RIFNVFXF—Ths, K (238) ITRT LI ICBUTFHHD LD,

V2W(e®) =C, V?*H(E) =D (2.74)

V2W(o)=C"', V?H(q)=D"! (2.75)
2

T A I 076

X (2.72) 23 (2.67) (C#EH T LZ, closest point projection 13 BA T D & 9 A2 53
IRE SN D,
(On+1, Gn+1)
: 1 r - r 1 r - r r r
— argmin | Lo~ 0™) : C7 ¢ (0 - 0") + Lg -~ 4%) D7 (g - 4) ~ 6(0", 47
(0,9)€E
2.77)
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Ztr

—/

JE

22: 7u—¥ X F KA v bk (closest point method) DRE&IX

INEHRIGELE f=0Db L 7770 2 REFRBILETRITIZ

d
-1 . _ tr _J —
C:(op41—0")+ Ay 3 0 (2.78)
-1 tr J
D™ (qui1—q") +Ay 5| =0 (2.79)
q
#4206, LTk ic—ahn s,
G (Zpt1 = L")+ AyVf(Zuy1) = 0 (2.80)

B & D closest point projection DEMARVRE E LT, 8 K1 = (0n41, gnt1) 13
AUTE 7 = (0", g™) 225 BefRif 0E I SN TH 523, ZOBEG ZEtRE LT
B b i (closest point) 125 (projection) S5 (¥ 2.2),

2.6 ELERBIRE (Consistent tangent modulus)

HIEi CliR72 ) & —v =y B k2 v 23568, BERMRBOR A ICIERNE & 7%
%, i 2.4 TRRNTEERMREUL, IETEE & O T ABLICB T 288 UR U TH D, V¥ —
YRy EVITDX ) BENIEIEMEICES L ERRETII 20,

P23, AIRESHEDZ e ToliifE - EAUEREZ 58 BRI, BERVEZ1G5 720!
Newton-Raphson 7512 & % ViR LEHHR 217 ) 5&1I2 oW T#H X %, Newton-Raphson
T 2.3 :/?Tot") i, 5271?“%1?”“ antLezst Aul) = ul) | —u, a3
S (N %O)ﬁﬂAu | PORDIOT R As | ZRWT, %ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%{ﬁﬁﬁ‘é‘%i’) Y|

R A t B OB TR S A £, 2 D

n+1
aé| iF, JEJTEIE & O RIS B S MRS (2.41) LI fRICRAR D, 207D
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F
3

Fn+1
(k)
Fn+1

Fn

(k)
Aun-‘,—l
k “u

2.3: Newton-Raphson

A (241) 22t~ F Y 7 ZICH w7286, Newton—Raphson AR D 2 KINK % 15
% Z LD Z Vv, Newton—Raphson 0D 2 ZINH 213512 1%, DIBECTHR2 ) & —>
vy BV TN RLIEA L I BEAERRE (Consistent tangent modulus) % >
TR S R\,

BOBRREE RO 21213, KE LT Q) BITIICEAERIREZE FiEE (2)
FAEIN AR 215 2 Tk 2 1 S 5, (1) I3HEECHI DS HE 72 BRI 13 e 72 U A 23
SR I N2 DEE B EAERRRBDIR O NS, —T7. (2) 13 (1) ICHARTHIENA S IS8 E
MR 2132 C ENRETH 203, FHEEECHEOBAD S (1) IK45 258085 5,

2.6.1 MTHNELE

£ 9. BAESREE BITIICE ] § % Tk (Hughes and Pister, 1978; Simo and
Ortiz, 1985; Simo, 1998; Simo and Hughes, 2006) |2 2> TR 5%,
FEPEREECH (2.18) 2y T U RA %215 5,

do = V2W : de®
= V2W : (de — deP) (2.81)

—H. X219 2o TUL g IOV TIEHUTO L) IcRIN 2,
dg = -V*H - d& (2.82)
WA, EZ2foTE LD,

dL = G - (dE — dEP) (2.83)
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2145, VY — vy v 2T, IO TR EP ORIEANIER (249) EESNL D5,
INEMESTIUIRRE S,

dEP? = AyVm -dX + dAym (2.84)

X (2.84) & 2.83) ILRATHUE, V¥ —v ey By 2EICIEE LB RS R
nz,

dL = (G™' + AyVm)™! - (dE — dAym)
= G- (dE - dAym) (2.85)

X (2.85) Z T, MASLME df (L) 2% 20U

df =Vf-dE
=Vf-G-(dE-dAym) =0 (2.86)

dAy BUTO kI e SN,
G-d
dAy_nii—r—— (2.87)
Vf-G-

LoT, EXZX (2.85) ITfRATIUR, BAEMBRBEUTO L) IckI N5,

G. .G
dr = (G—— _ -dE (2.88)

BOPRMREL (2.88) DRELE LT, Ay =00 G =G L& 205, BABERBRBUIH
MRS (2.41) I— T %, Tabb, K23 I2BIT B t, 1TV THHFIZEFEL VW,

BAEMBRBIIM LD X ) 2 Fhi & 217 213, BB ETH 08, VI —v
< v B 7 %479 KD Newton-Raphson IETH w2 v a7 A58 J 2Hws &, X
DREHICKR® 5 2 £ TE % Ortiz and Martin (1989); Borja et al. (2003) ,

VY ==y BV 7NaY AL L) Erin A %Z Newton-Raphson 7512 &
O BRIZ, Hi2.5.3 Tild7o k9o, RAE x Lilizc §RELHBA r OMH 2 HRET 2
BERH D, ZITEIBIL, VY —rvy EV7OBICHEES 288 % z £ LTUT

DEIITEERT 5,
r E
x:{Ay}’ z:{o} (2.89)
EXZAGIUL, T REFERX r I T L) BIEATEL LB TE S,

r(x,z) = {1;} = {Ep B E’El; B Aym} (2.90)
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RIZ, r DWW EZEZNEIRAE2BHON 5,
ar or

dz  dz|,
or
82

ZITC, JIRIVY—roy BV TOBOY a7 AT E—ET 5, 51T,

ax
dz

Lo
8x

]az (2.91)

JR
SE O
0 O

ﬁ
Jz|,

ZHAvUE, K (Q291) & D EASBERBEEDL T X IcRIND,
Iz _ (o
JE  \dz),
o Or
(] 9z|,) |,
JR

:_(]_1)11.8_15

(2.92)

G:m ®_Vf : G (2.93)
Vf:G:m

zoT, B ST yyrchsl e zfilvk, BEXD), Vy—rey By s 2l

ARSI T BB KRR x, BEER z, e T NEHEA r(x, z) 2 BB L 7B T

Mwdud, BEERREUIY 2 €7 55101751 J-1 o115 (1,1) 210 3§ 7210

TROWI LS, BB, x,z,r(x,z) 2 L L 72 THWZR S TH | FAROFHi &

Z2ITZIE, B ICHAGERREIE SN,

— G-

2.6.2 HEFEICKZETEE
HIfT TR X7z & 912, BEERRECE BHTIICE R CIR BRI D 2 RiEM D %= &
B, RER DS EME 7 5 G (2 JEME 7 BB Bk X3, %2 2T Miehe (1996) 1, By
IR R BE T 5 PR IRE L 72,
Ny —roy EYZICE D, OF RS Ae IS8 LTIEN 0,41(A) 23S 17§
2, 205652, BEIOT A
€ =ce;®ej(e <|Agl) (2.94)

EMATZOTHEES Ae +e€ #2572 C, HORVY—r=y B2 D HilRIbH
Gn+1(A£ —I—G) (295)
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g

Ho \ numeric
Ont1(En + Ae +¢€) . (52)
Ont1(en + Ag)
On
0 67, """ S

2.4 BEFHRIC X 2 BAERRE O FEE Ik

ZEtHET % (M 24), iUtk BEERREIRIIATEZ 615,

(ao)numeric B o—n+1,i]~(£n +Ae+€) - On—l—l,ij(fn + Ag)
de B

ijkl dekl

2.7 HHETILADEFREHS

271 707 L3—R

(2.96)

KEICIIEH 70 77 b a— FOREF 2T 225, ZrURCIST#RERZ 1T 5

7eoDY —Aa—F21z2zHw5s,

272 —RITHTEBEHETIL
BB RICE DWW ERL

25D %) BT T V2 E R, UTO X ) REREBz €& %,

f(o) =lol -0y

22T, oy BEFERIENTH B,

HHZ ALV X —BIEZUTDOL ) ITERT 5,

1
Y= 9(e%) = SE(e)
Z I, E3N2DY v 7#E (Young's modulus) 27§, BIEHGEN D 13
D=0é—1

Ay, oy,
_(o_8€e)€+8€e€

(2.97)

(2.98)

(2.99)
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using PyPlot

simulate stress path(f::Function, Ae::Real, vars::Real...; steps::Int = 100)

* “f': Function to update variables “vars® of a constitutive model
* "Ae’: Increment of strain in a simulation
* “vars': Variables in the order of stress "o, strain e  and others.
* “steps’: The number of steps for the simulation.
function simulate stress path(
f::Function,
Ae: :Real,
vars: :Real...;
steps::Int = 100
)
6, € = vars
6 _vec = Float64[o]
€ vec = Float64[e]
de = Ae / steps
for 1 in 1l:steps
vars = f(de, vars...)
6, € = vars
push! (oc_vec, o)
push! (e vec, €)
end
plot(e_vec, o _vec)
xlabel(L"strain $\varepsilon$")
ylabel(L"stress $\sigma$")
return vars
end

Y —A a—F 2.1: simulate_stress_path.jl

L5, RN
_ 9y
T dee

LD REIICERAERII T X ) icflons,

o = Ee¢° (2.100)
D=0géP>0 (2.101)

4. BRI 2 6OE UL O T B P DFERANE

d
eP = y% = y sign(o) (2.102)

ELTEL N, BURAERICRAT 2 2 LT BRAEADIEAME ML SN S 2 50
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2.5 BEEAMMIAD L A 1Y —E 7L

5%,

D =oé&P

2f(0)
do

= oy sign(o)

=7ylo| 20

I, sign lZUTD X ICERINLBETH 5,

) +1 ifo>0
sign(0) = -1 ifo<0

EERERL
WM f=0X0
. 9f .
f=550
= sign(o) V2 (e®) é°
= sign(o) E(é — €P)
= sign(o) E(é — y sign(o)) =0

b6, MEREE y M To L) ickINns,
y = € sign(o)
(sign(0))? =1ThH % Z LITHE TR,
6 =E(é —éP) = Eé  —(sign(0))?Eé =0

~—— ~— —
elastic predictor plastic corrector

D, ERMEOEEFNPRIINTVLE I LX3bh %,

(2.103)

(2.104)

(2.105)

(2.106)

(2.107)
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OE

b g IS
En n n+1 g

== : Explicit method

—0oy == : Return mapping

2.6: BV ¥ — =y BV ICET 3 Plastic corrector D&\ GERTANE:E )L

HEA A 7 — il E DBz v 235613 EX 200§ AR50 6 5y %2 K
O, BRELALEULGHE VT HRDOERFZTHIS, LeLido, K26 105005 &
DT, O BT DRE CIENHIEED S ERIL 2 R E SR 2 &) 2hh, FL vl
AL 5,

Y-V
SATHMEIRBEIC BT AL BOEIZU T Xy IcE En s,

Pt = b (2.108)
o' = V(o) = V(e — eP™) = V(e — €}) (2.109)

S OATEE b & ACEATRRBES R B L.
Fr = f(o'™) (2.110)

FUr <0 OWFIE, BFEE 20 F FHHAIC, 7 > 0 ORHEBIEIORT X 5 105 %28
IS, BefRT it 2 5] 2 5T,
Wit TN EHRAZUTO L ICRET 3.

R=¢,,, — &, — Ay sign(o) (2.111)
f=flons1) (2.112)

SOSNMGrERD B E LTE, G250 03 AR LSy 2559 2854, X (2.107)
£ b, —J¥ elastic predictor 12 & DIENZFE L, BREINICH > 725513 2 D % % 2 DI 2 S5
ELTHW, BRI B - 78545 1% plastic predictor 2179 &\ 9 FIEZEEO LR,
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B RAE o, Ay IS L TRIBDOTBRATH 2006, BIZLLIT O X 5 ICHIBEICRK £
5, $abb,

Ryy1 =R —E'Ag — Ay sign(c®™) = 0 (2.113)
fus1 = f +sign(c™) Ac =0 (2.114)

L L7 BT, RY =0, Ao = opyq — 0 BT, Ay BMTO L3 16N 2,

ftr
Ay = 3

(2.115)
X T, On+1 ¢

Ons1 = 0" — AyE sign(c™)
— O_tr _ ftr Sign(Gtr)
N——" —_

elastic predictor plastic corrector

= sign(a"") oy (2.116)
L5,
7075 A0—RADEE

a— F 22 ISR DI 2739, a—F 2.1 Zflviud, LU X 9 IE ke
ZEtHE T2 2 EDHRETH B,

julia> include("simulate stress path.jl")
simulate stress path

julia> include("perfect plasticity 1d.jl")
return_mapping (generic function with 1 method)

julia> 0 = 0.0; € = 0.0; Ae = 0.4;
julia> simulate stress path(explicit method, Ae, o, €);
julia> simulate stress path(return mapping, A€, o, €);

julia> savefig("perfect plasticity 1d.pdf")

KR 2T > RO ER R 2K 2.7 1R, KUTE T 2 MG HE, AL v ofdty
F—rvev Btk 7uy FC, a—F21IHBEHICATy 7HIZ100 £ LT
Wb, Ko b5 k) Ic, BRETIRBUEGIRICERAENECTED, V¥ —rvev
VI TIIBERER L LD 5, BRETIEA Ty 7BZ2/INS T2 L X hilE
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const E = 100
const o .y = 10

f(o) = abs(o) - oy # Yield function

function explicit method(de, o, €)
do = E * de # elastic predictor
6 tr = 0 + do
if f(o tr) >0
do = do - (sign(oc))”2 * E * de # plastic corrector
end
return o + do, € + de
end

function return_mapping(Ae, o, €)
o tr = 0 + E * Ae # elastic predictor
if f(o tr) >0

6 = sign(o_tr) * oy # plastic corrector
else

o =o0_tr
end
return o, € + Ae

end

Y —Z a— F 2.2: perfect_plasticity_1d.jl

DRELBD, ATy TR RESTIUIV Y —= v EV TIC K B, T b bEERIC
i<,

273 —RITEFECEHBEETIL
B 2 I LRIHIATEE 7L & LTI T D & ) 2B RBIS 2 €L T 5,
f(o) =lo| - (oy —h) (2.117)

22T, h BISHDRIGZ R > 7 M{LAERBTH %, Kic, HHIZ L ¥ —13, #EHSs W
ERALA Y H ISR TE 2 LT, UTDOX ) ITERT %,

(e, &) = W(e®) +H(E) (2.118)

TIT. LIS R DT RNBERTH B, W(e®) & H(E) DEEHIEN T
LI ICERT 2,

W (e®) = =E(&°)? (2.119)

H(E) = —HE? (2.120)
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10 A

stress o

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
strain €

0.35

0.40

2.7 —Rouise 2Bk TV ORES (F - Bk, ALy iy s—rvey vy )

2T, HiZMERI X =5 TH 5, WMIEHRNX D &

D=cé-y
(g WY W IH
B S R AT
LERIND1 S, B
a—aW—Eee
- dee
& h & & DR
po 9H
T

ZHviuE, REIICHBORAERIZLI T O & 9 1IErNn s,

D = géP + hé

(2.121)

(2.122)

(2.123)

(2.124)
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EXOBOEALFEA 2L T 2 NI Ao FsEAI & L TBMRNAZ LT D X 9 ITER
¥2,

eP = y§—£ =y sign(o) (2.125)
. df .
E=y=r=7 (2.126)
FRRITHER T 5 &
D = 0éP + hé
=y(lol + h)
=y(f+0y)20 (2.127)

ED.yf>0TH% I EREETULIEEROIEEMIRIE S H TV 2 L ibh D,

HEERER
WG f=0X%0
. df . df.
f = %U + 8_hh
= sign(o)E(é — y sign(o)) —Hy =0 (2.128)

RN 6, MIEREE y BT X)) IckIN 2,

. sign(o) E |
= E1H € (2.129)
W2, BRI D K H ickEIn s,
. : E? . EH .
0= Eé - E—f—Hg _E+H€ (2.130)
elastic predictor —
plastic corrector
Yy—vIvEVY
AATHEEIREBIC B 1T 2 REBOMEITLL T D k) IcBEHI N 5,
ePtr = b (2.131)
& =&, (2.132)
o' = V(™) = V(e — eP™) = V(e — €}) (2.133)
W = —VH(EY™) = —=VH (&) (2.134)

IS DFITIEE b EICEATRREES 2 EH L,
ftr — f(Utr, htr) (2-135)
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B2 E AR
O
o o_tr
Tt _—T-n
Oy 1
i R!
OE " v
1 P En En+1 £
2V
EH 1 Le, Ty ——> : Explicit method
E+H L ==> : Return mapping

2.8: k&) ¥ — v <y ¥ 7128 T % Plastic corrector DE > (Z 5L HEvAEM:
ETI)

f <0 Dkpd, BATHZ Z2 D F FHEFMHEIC, [ > 0 DRFEDRRICORT X ) 1B 2 5%
M, BRI 25l SR,
iR RESREAZ AT DL ) ICHET 5,

R=¢p, , — e, — Ay sign(o) (2.136)
S=&m1—En— Ay (2.137)
f=fons1, hni1) (2.138)

ERiE, REE o, h, Ay I L TRIEO RN TH 2006 RIZDIT D X 95 ICHIBEEITK
¥%, bbb,

Ryy1 =R™ —E'Ac - Ay sign(o) =0 (2.139)
Sui1=S"-H''Ah-Ay =0 (2.140)
fus1 = f* +sign(c) Ao+ Ah =0 (2.141)

EL7LET, R =0, S =0, Ao = 0pp1 — 0" ICHEETIUE, Ay, ops1s By 3%
nENP Tk icBEsNn3,

ftr
Ay = = (2.142)
Ons1 = 0" — AyE sign(o) (2.143)

i1 =hy — AyH (2.144)
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007 Lh0—RKRADEE
a— F 23 ICARRHIO IS ZRd, a—F 21 ZH0uE, BUTFD X 5 IR
ZEHETEZ EDABETH B,

julia> include("simulate stress path.jl")
simulate stress path

julia> include("hardening plasticity 1d.jl")
return_mapping (generic function with 1 method)

julia> 0 = 0.0; € = 0.0; h =0.0; Ae = 0.4;
julia> simulate stress path(explicit method, Ae, o, €, h);
julia> simulate stress path(return mapping, A€, o, €, h);

julia> savefig("hardening plasticity 1d.pdf")

KREHE 2T BB/ REZK 29 1ICRT, BB, a—F21EH3 LI AT Y 7H
13100 £ LT\ %,
2.7.4 —RIEENE{LELEIBMETTIL

Z 2T BEELE 7V & LT Armstrong—Frederick DBl € 7L (Armstrong
and Frederick, 1966) # i\ %, ZOETLDOLARY —ET)LIE, X210 2R,
& b, Armstrong—Frederick DBERILE 7L TIE, WEOTH P 2 3 51T, MR
ePe L IEMIPETR Sy Pt ICMB ARSI NS,

eP = gPe 4 P (2.145)

210 D ePi I 75 801E. Yy a Ry FTH bﬂlﬁ%*ﬁy (SHE > THELUY 2kt
j%@JJ’E/TL BERELAS 0 CRUM S % 268 2 LB AR IC
12, BERBAEE L TRAZTEET 5,

f(o)=lo—x|-oy (2.146)

T IT. x 1FHIST) (back stress) TH 5, HHZ RV XF—2LU TN D K 5 iP5 & Al
R LA I R 5

(8, ePe) = W(e®) + K (eP) (2.147)
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const E = 100
const H = 25
const oy = 10

f(o, h) = abs(o) - (o.y - h) # Yield function

function explicit _method(de, o, €, h)
# elastic predictor

do = E * de
dh = 0.0
o tr = 0 + do
h tr = h + dh

if f(o_tr, h_ tr) >0

# plastic
do = do -
dh = dh -

end
return o + do,
end

corrector
E~2 / (E + H) * de
H*E/ (E+ H) * sign(c) * de

€ + de, h + dh

function return_mapping(Ae, o, €, h)
# elastic predictor
o tr =0 + E * Ae

h tr)

corrector

/ (E + H)

Ay * E * sign(o)
Ay * H

Ae, h

h tr = h
f tr = f(o_tr,
if f tr >0
# plastic
Ay = f tr
o =o0_tr -
h=htr -
else
6 =0 tr
h =h tr
end
return o, € +
end
ZZT,

Y —A a—F 2.3: hardening_plasticity_1d.jl

(2.148)

(2.149)
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16 A

14 A

12 A

10 A

stress o
(o¢]
1

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
strain €

030 0.35 0.40

2.9: —XouEMLRMIBIEE TV ORES (F - BRE Arvy iy s—vey e

V)

Th b, BUHGRN D I3

D=gé—1

( QW). (07W (97().
=|o- £+ EP +

dee dee  Jebe

ERIND S, AR

oW .
o= Jec Ee
& x & ePe DEYR
_ 87( _Cgpe
A= Jeve

2RO, REMICEORAERIIL T L HIcRkIns,

D=(c—-x)éP+ xeP >0

(2.150)
;g(pe £Pi (2.151)
(2.152)
(2.153)
(2.154)
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o/Gb) ¢ —0

2.10: Armstrong—Frederick %8k A0y —€ 7L

EAXDOHEEAE A2 LT 2 WA DFIEAI & LT T 27E%T 5.

of
Py
€ V55 (2.155)
Pt = ))?)( (2.156)
FERIC 25 DI 2 BoRAF AR UL,
D=y ((0 — x) sign(o — x) + %)(2) >0 (2.157)
L0 MEBCRDIFAERME I NS 2 E¥bD 5,
A (2.153) & O HIE Doy 2 MU
X = céPe
= (&P — &P1)
L (C .
=7b (Es1gn(o -X) - )() (2.158)

ERDLP6 x =c/b Lo RICHEINT x OBEIHENT 2 Z L23b )%, Armstrong—
Frederick B EfLANIC & 1) 2 MO A0 BIRZ X 2.11 128 F,

HERERL
@ﬂﬂ%ﬁ:f BN
. df . df .
f= %G + %
=sign(o - x) (6 - X)
— sign(o — x) (E(é — é°) — c(éP — &™)
=sign (6 — x) E€ = y(E+c —sign(oc — x) bx) =0 (2.159)

BEONLH S, WMIERENy BUTOX ) IcESh s,

) sign(c — x) E
y =

~ E+c—sign(o—x) bx (2.160)
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2.11: Armstrong-Frederick DR EIRELHNIC 1) 2 G /-0 ¢ HEI6R & HIE -8 O
W ZAS, HEMEREIIRAD X ) IckIn s,
6 = E(¢ = jsign(o - 1)

E? .
N (E " E+c—sign(o— x) b)() € (2.161)

Ny —IvEVY
ATHMERBIC BT A REBOEIZUL T Xy IcE &SN 3,

ePtr = b (2.162)
ePitt — b (2.163)
o' = VW (&™) = VIW(e — eP*") = VIW (e — b)) (2.164)
X' = VK (ePetT) = VK (P — PV = VK (el — b) (2.165)

Io OFUTIEZ b & ICEYTRREIZ 2 I L .
ftr — f(Gtr, Xtr) (2.166)

fr <0 DlpE, BUTEZ Z D FHEFEIC, [ > 0 DIRFIRBBEICR T X 9 ITIB 2 %
M, BRE LG 25 ERT,
RABE L OWRTRELHEAZUTO L) ITRET %,

o eP — &b — Aysign(o - x)
X=X {, r= ePi— el — Ayly (2.167)

Ay fla,x)
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RIS r = 0 ZHMEMIC R 7212, Newton-Raphson %% #H 3 1UE R A %
&2,

rut1 = r(xk) + Bra(;ck) -0x=0 (2.168)
Ox IZDWTREITIE
d
ox = — ra(;ck) cr(xg) = =T r(xg) (2.169)

Zf45, ZI°C, Jacobian 174l J DEMAFIILAT D k) IckKI N 5,

-E! 0 —sign(o — x)
J= —E-1 —c 1= A)/% —%X (2.170)
sign(oc — x) —sign(o — x) 0

ox 1x x(+D) = x(®) 4 5x® I Xk D EFrE N, ||r]| < TOL 237z SN & FRMSET &
%%,

7002 L50—RKRADOEE
a—F 24, 25 ICARBAIOFES Z2Rd, a—F 2.1 2H0iud, STo L) IZEH
B AZEHET 22 EDARETH B,

julia> include("automatic differentiation functions.jl")
V2 (generic function with 2 methods)

julia> include("simulate stress path.jl")
simulate stress path

julia> include("kinematic hardening plasticity 1d.jl")
return_mapping (generic function with 1 method)

julia> 0 = 0.0; € = 0.0; ¥ = 0.0; Ae = 0.4;
julia> simulate stress path(explicit method, Ae, o, €, X);
julia> simulate stress path(return _mapping, A€, o, €, X);

julia> savefig("kinematic hardening plasticity 1d.pdf")

AFHRZ T BEORIHER IR Z M 212 108, B, a—F21ICH5K)ICAT v 7THK
13100 £ LT3,
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const TOL = le-12
const E = 100
const ¢ = 25
const b = 10
const oy =5

f(o, x) = abs(o - x) - oy # Yield function

W(ee) = 1/2 * E * €¢"2 # Free energy for hyperelastic model

W (o) = 1/2 * inv(E) * 0”2 # Complementary energy for hyperelastic model
K(ere) = 1/2 * ¢ * €re”2 # Free energy for kinematic hardening law

K (x) = 1/2 * inv(c) * X2 # Complementary energy for kinematic hardening law

function explicit method(de, o, €, X)
# elastic predictor
do = E * de
dy = 0.0
o6 tr =0 + do
x_tr = x + dy
if f(o_tr, x tr) >0
# plastic corrector
dy = sign(oc - x) * E / (E + c - sign(c - x) * b * x) * de

do = do - E * sign(o - x) * dy
dx = dy + (c * sign(oc - x) - b * x) * dy
end
return o + do, € + de, Y + dx
end

Y — A a—F 2.4: kinematic_hardening_plasticity_1d.jl (partl)
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function return_mapping(Ae, o, €, X)
# elastic predictor
e n=c¢€¢-V9YW, o)
e’ n=¢€rn - VK, Y
€ += le
o =V(W, € - € n)
X = V(K, eP . n - eri n)
if f(o, x) > 0
# plastic corrector
Ay = 0.0
while true
er =€ - V(W, o)
eri = er - V(K, X)
r=[er - € n - Ay * sign(oc - x)
€ert - €Pi n - Ay * b/c * ¥

f(o, x)]
norm(r) < TOL && break
J=1[-1/E 0 -sign(o - x)
-1/E -1/c-Ay*b/c  -b/c*y
sign(c - x) -sign(c - x) 0]
6x = -inv(J) * r
o += 0x[1]
X += 6x[2]
Ay += 6x[3]
end
end
return o, €, X

end

Y —Z a—F 2.5: kinematic_hardening_plasticity_1d.jl (part2)
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stress o

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35
strain €

4 2.12: —XOuE B LAATEE 7L OFHES (5« @k, AL vy

vy )

0.40

V==



FE3E

+ D

L4

Ak A

T OBPERERANE LCEHELS s Hv e N TELE TV, EERMCIEI-03 A%
R S L HHFHIERE R CH 2, RO MHBRIERERR NG, &5 a2 E) (BAMER) %2 Bk
e EMHREDNEFR In(p) ZHVTEEL, Z1UEET 2B TEAMLE NS D3}
HTH 3, 2D T HOEREMMERE K IR L THRERGFEEL, 7Y v H—ED b
&7y 7 OFEAIZEMN T 5 2 LTt AWRE 2 E 2 XL (Simpson, 1973) 13, fiif#
SORDPSIESHENTET,

L L3, (1) MR CRD & 41 2 Mt ERE R Al TR ZIE ORI 2 L ¥ — D
B 22, Q) MO TAZHNTL L O FREBICITEHTE RV L, (3)
J& 1 EHIPEO T A% THIR L %\ 72 | Return mapping % & D RIGEsrE%2
SIRINE TE R \nis EORMEN DD 3720, BHETIZ I OREZ R L 9 2ilE
MR Z W7 ERER TR E R D OO H %, AREiCIE, HRHPERERR A ORE S % T
BT 2L L bIc, B Bums il 2 RET %,

3.1 T MERERA] (Hypoelastic model)

Z 2 Ti3, Cam-clay BID € 7L TIA < W 5 40TV 2 3y AR o AR M (R 2
Kobe, F7VvH—EL L TEAMBMERE u 281§ 2 kR AT (Simpson,
1973) IZ oW TN %, F oK TIZ, ~BRICAHOTABIHVENE -0, H
09 e EXT 2201551k e 203,

3.1.1 (FEHMEREE B ARTEMERK

T OEBEHER K & AW u &, #RE p IKKF T2 2 PR TwS, C
TR EY. AEEMER K 2 LSS EERE (e-Inp BIR) ITiE> TR 2.

48
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e

€0 —

Normal consolidation line

o
|
/

Swelling line

Po p Pco Pec  Inp

3.1: LT IEERHE (e-1np)

LOELEEREZK 3.1 IR Y, K& D, HERBEOFARBUTOL ) Icksns,

(3.1)

(3.2)

e__e—é
ev_ 1+€0
BE., ZITEp=po. e=e TeE =0, LT3, K3.1IZET2ZHE (Swelling
line) &,
e—é:—Klnﬂ
Po

txRsnszhrro, A B1). 32) &b,
e K P

= In —
v 1+eg Po

2135, X (3.3) Dy zlEUE, MERABUTO L) IR 5,

€

e K P
Vo l4egp
Lo T, FEHMERK 3
K—ﬁ 1+eg
-

(3.3)

(3.4)

(3.5)

7%, Simpson (1973) iZ, A7V v Z2—E L LT7 v 7 DEHIZ @5 2 & T,

HOE AR 0D A T AR p %00 72,

(3.6)
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3.1.2 HMHEFERIRE (elastic tangent modulus)

2T, AETTE O AR GR R K (3.5) & AWTIERRE u (3.6) Z T, 7 v
7 D S HEBRR RS D° 2 HINT 5. WEOT AT VKIS € RO LIS
AT (volumetric component) & fi72i ) (deviatoric component) IZ73#d %,

¢ = (irfe3) + (¢ - mlev)) = ot 4 & (37)

volumetric deviatoric

7 v 7 OFEHITIE, I HIFOTHROEERT ERERTD - RiEGTEIND ELT

w3,
6 = Ké1 + 2u6° (3.8)

p=Ké, §=2ué°, = ,/gs' L § = Buee (3.9)

DIE D LD, HIPEEERRE D 1350 (3.8) KDL T LX) IcKIN 5,

A (3.8) £ D,

. . 1
6 =D°: ¢, De:K1®1+2yQ—§1®1) (3.10)

220 Liji = 5(8ik6j1 + 611djk) 13 4 BEONFRES T > ¥ )L (fourth-order symmetric
identity tensor) TH %,

3.1.3 R4

BRI D Y HARIRR LR T 14
IRTEPELREL K O EF (3.5) 2266 72 X 91, MELREL (3.10) X HIHIRBRLE eg 12
T 5, Zhid, KB32WIRTEXHIICHUISTRE (O Ich->Td, LOMIMVHEET
AR (A, B) ICk > TR 2 2 E2EKRL TR Y, wIAEBR I X 9 1 b 3RE
TEHZ 06— MEE KL,

JERFME
R PR R S A7 MRS N — RV IS = 2 L X — D HORDI A U 503, Zytynski
etal. (1978) HIBR T % K 512 Bib U 7= dERER AT & 2 OIS Tld e v, RREHIELR
K & AWREELRE p (ZIHITHIRIE p KT 2 2 &6, IBARNICBA T D & 9 1o
2 EBTES,
&v=Kpp, & =pp)g (3.11)
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B3 oMk

e

€0(A) é -
-s___
€0(B) B\ _
T
- _ \W A\
Normal consolidation line
e C Swelling line
~< =
Do p DPc Inp

3.2: HERERERH (Simpson, 1973) D #IHAMIB MR AA

ZZT Kt aENENK L p i 2B TH B, S, MB3ITRT LI pg
Vo TGRS ABC & CDA 2% 4, 2N FNTFDO L) ICEET 3,

q = fasc(p), 9= fcpa(p) (3.12)

ZOLE, fR ABC T ZMHEARTO TR €8 Lk ABTOT 2 e B ZNZHLT
DEkHicEING,

E\e/(ABC):/éssz(p) dp (3.13)

(e = [ é5= [ A0 faactp) dp 614
[FkkIC LT, &g CDA 1%

gxe/(CDA):/éssz(p) dp (3.15)

g:(CDA)Z/éSZ/ﬁ(P)féDA(P) dp (3.16)

Eb, LEXD B A 7V ABCDA 25 27 L &, BEOT A 2 122V TIFHS
T

Ael =

v = ei(ABC) + €$(CDA) =0 (3.17)

VBERX D, =T WAVDT A e ITOWTIE, B fape & fepa ITHRAEL TV % 7 OIREF

E 7R TR
Ag = eg(ABC) + EE(CDA) #0 (3.18)

PLE& b, REMEE T LTI A 7 VIS ko THERZ O TAIEUHRITTL X
VL VIS ERERRIR E e B, ZhUEL B o EIEO TR e 3 —THIR L T
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q

fABC(p)

fepa(p)

Inv
A
Vo o —
Normal consolidation line
v T T i | Swelling line
Po p Deo De Inp

3.4: L OFEGIEERE (Inv-Inp)

Wi LSRR 5, Zytynski etal. (1978) biliRTw 2 X )1, LD H 3 k€
F, ThbbiltEe L 2ERMLT 51213, X7V VHBSETIRARLELT S X9
ZREEHNC T 2 08035 5 (fifi 3.2 SR),

3.2 B MR A (Hyperelastic model)

Cam-clay 8D € 7L TH 5 012 BHPEREHNE, Inv-Inp BIfR (Hashiguchi, 1977;
Butterfield, 1979; Hashiguchi, 1995) (2 &} 2 BB O ZEE AT 5 K I I B R
LD MR R 2l 7cE XLk S s (K34 2), £/, S AR E
VT, R 2 T 2 2 L BHEEHIRZ L D RBUC KB TH 2 2 Lo
T3, 22T, BAFOBBIERMBI 2N LIERZZ T2 &L bz, 2zl
T e B ERE R 2 fE 5 T %
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3.2.1 BEFEOBHEM*EEA

Houlsby (1985) (&, T D & 9 & O MR AR A2 18 L 72l Bk AE R 2 5 52
L7,
W(eS, ) = Kprerexp Q + g u(ed)? (3.19)

(
(y
o)

0= EK—V U = aprerexp ) (3.20)

ThH2, £ 1F Inov-lnp BEIRICE T 2 ERICEE L7287 X =2 T, a 138 AWHMERE
DHPREMKAFICBI T 285 X — 8 TdH %, Borja et al. (1997) 13 2 DE T LICH A Wik
FREBUCBE T 2 B prer ZHT7IBEAL, N (320) I2EBT 2 p 2T X I ITBIEL 7,

U = Uref + QPref €XP Q (3.21)

X (B21) &0, CABBRIERE u 13, EEOH ptrer 87 XA —F a 2fE) BRBUHZ & AT
Wb, a =070 prer > 0 DB, FRTEARA O RBIIELRE & B D8 AW LREL
DRI E 720 L a > 05D pper = 0 DEAIE. Houlsby (1985) D% L 72 € 7L (3.20)
AT %,

X (3.19) Z Hlvud, VFEIEH p ERAIE q WO L) IckSh s,

oW 3a
P= g = Pret €xp § [1 + %(55)2] (3.22)
oW
g =5 = 3pes (3.23)
Fre, AERp, g B 2HEERREHUTO L ) 1cRI NS,
{P } = Dy, {S-Z (3.24)
q €s
p 3aeg ‘e
Sacs * P {82} (3.25)
p SprefeXpQ 3u €q

lret = 0 D & ¥, EROBHFH DS, DfFFIR% & U2,

det(Dyg) =

3a(pro exp 0)? (1 _ 304(55)2) (3.26)

K 2K

LB, e = \2R/3a O, BUEBEIRE DS, B RE L5 2,
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— RO HZEBICHTBDERIER
X (3.19) % M7 O F BZeH e TEET 2 LT L 0RI N5,

W(€°) = KprerexpQ + ue® : e®
WZIZ, B o 1
o= VW (e)
= Pretexp §) [1 + %ee : ee] 1+ 2ue®
S EERR GRS D &
D = VW (&)

p 2aprerexp 2

:El®1—l— (e°®1+1®e°) +2uD

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

LERINE, TIT, D IF Deviatoric projection tensor T D X J ICEFRI N 5,

1
D=I--1®1
3

HEAEO T A BEREV T ADFER

(3.30)

RIT, YRR O T A e, WUERA O T A 8 OFEMRZ U, B oM ERE
DHEIZODWTEHT S, £, Ut > 022 a=0DEHICOVTERS, X (3.22).
(3.23) & b, WHEAREO T A 8, MIERAZAO T A e DFEBIIUL T DO X ) ICEHICES

ns,
P = Pref €xp (2
q = 3prefég
—73\ yref = 0 i))/) a > 0 O)j:?%ﬁ%\
3a
= Pre Q[l — (&g 2]
P =PrerexpQ |1+ o=(e5)

g = 3a&gPref €xp 2

ThHDD6, WERAEDT A 8 OFMERIL,

(]
Jaeg

q P

1386

(3.31)
(3.32)

(3.33)
(3.34)

(3.35)

DEY)I/OoND, —, HMERADT AR 2 =0 DGE. TALLHIEREOTH & D

SERLE p W E D RIZ
Pi = Prefexp )

(3.36)
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3.5: BEfEE 7L (Borja et al., 1997) IZ 817 2 BHPEARTE O A& (SE41) & WilER 20 T A4
(WE) DR, (@) @ = 0, vt = 6000 kPa; (b) @ = 160, irer = 0 kPa

LEETUL, R (333), (3.34) k0. WHEKRIOT A £ OEEHAUT O X 51035

ns,
q = N6axpi(p - pi)

PLEDOEEMEZX 35 ICF LD 5,

K (3.25) THBNFe & 9 Io, AHBIERERINIZ trer = 0 220 /2R /32 D & S BPEZTT
BOBAEE RS, T, K35 ICRT X ) ITHMEEREOT A & OFERDORRKDOMEE
(9/P)max = \f3a%/2 £ L THN % (Houlsby, 1985; Borja et al., 1997),

(3.37)

INTAX—=%5 o DEE
=0, TRbLIBNB p il LICH 2EAICOVTHER D, ther=0DEE, K (3.25)

EORTY UHIE
3-2u/K  3-2ax

= = : 3.38
VT 612u/K 6+ 2ak (3:38)

%, EREXD NI RX=F aDfHIC X > TRATY Vv PAICERSZZEBHD, 2
TUIIRINCA G TH 2 - OEBPBETH S, Thbb, N7 X—F a OfEIZIT D
HipH 2 e L 72 53R,

(3.39)
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Fle, NIA=F a ZEDBEED DD E LT, v & & D% M 72 KADMER] T
b5, 5 6
—ov

Ty (340)

7075 A0—RKADEE

FERERERH (3.27) 70 77 b a— FADFEEEHFZ2a—F 31187, a—F3.11
AT XY, B o, HEERRE D 2 k02700 W OEEEZEREEC ZLLE
K2H, a—1F 0.1 L 7HEMS (automatic differentiation) % U, L b ff
Hizzno 28T 52 LB TE S,

julia> include("automatic differentiation functions.jl")
V2 (generic function with 2 methods)

julia> include("hyperelastic old.jl")
V2W (generic function with 1 method)

julia> €¢ = rand(SymmetricTensor{2,3}) * 0.1
3x3 Tensors.SymmetricTensor{2,3,Float64,6}:
0.0363189 0.026131 0.0247503

0.026131 0.051279 0.0736129

0.0247503 0.0736129 0.0860343

julia> VW(ee) = V(W, €¢) # 0 =V
true

julia> V2W(ee) = V2(W, €c) # De = V2W
true

3.2.2 L W iBHE R A

2 2T, HIET Tl 7R ERE R O IR B ANE & 72 % M 2 R L 78T 7 7
MR 2 JR R T 2, EMER 7 v v VBIBUILL T D X ) ICER I LS,

_ 3.
W(Esl Ese) = KprefeXpQ + §[Jref(€s)2 (341)
Z 2T, .
€ 3a
Q==+ 5=(e5)” 42

ThH Do pref 13 €2 =0 LR ZBHRIENTH 2, WM ABIRS ZEEHY tret £/87
A—=8 a ITHAFT BRI EDFIEINL, a =002 e >0DEE, TTNVIE
PR AR O BRI R BB & O E DR AMIIERE E 2D a > 022D lper =0 D
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using Tensors

const & = one(SymmetricTensor{2,3})
const Isym = one(SymmetricTensor{4,3})
const D = Isym - 1/3 * 6 ® &

const Kk = 0.01

const a = 40.0

const p_ref = 98.0
const p_ref = 6000.0

function W(ee::SymmetricTensor{2,3})
€ev = trace(ee)
e¢ = dev(ee)
expQ = exp(eev / K)
M=o * p ref * expQ
return k*p_ref*expQ + p*(e¢ @ ee)
end

function VW(ee::SymmetricTensor{2,3})

€cv = trace(ee)

e = dev(ee)

expQ = exp(eev / K)

M=o * p ref * expQ

return p_ref*expQ*(1l + a/k*(e¢ @ e¢)) * & + 2u * ee
end

function V2W(ee::SymmetricTensor{2,3})
€cv = trace(ee)
e = dev(ee)
expQ = exp(eev / K)
M=o * p_ref * expQ
p=p.ref *expQ * (1 + a/k*(e¢ @ ee))
return p/k * 6 ® & +
2a*p_ref*expQ/k*(ec ® & + & ® ec) +
2u * D
end

Y —Z a—F 3.1: hyperelastic_old.jl

£ E. HEBEER T 2 v LB%UE Houlsby et al. (2005) 12 X DRI Nz E T VICIE
ER:R
G p EAREIGT) g 13, BT e VBB EZNE N 8 L & T T B LIS
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KOLTDL I IcRSN S,

P = Pretexp 2 (3.43)
g = 3(apres€xp Q + Urer) € = 3(ap + Urer) €5 = SUES (3.44)

ZZ7T.
H=ap+ ref (3.45)

LBV, . LR p. g 10B Y 3 HIEERERIENTO L ) It RSN,

q &S
_1
G

3aped £S
Bapeg 3 (Ku+ 304217(65)2)] {é} (3.46)
ERE D SHESIRE (e = 0) 2EZIUD, EAMWBIERSIE 1 = ap + et D & 9
ICHIR A2 R I ap & BB prer TRLAI NS (a =0D & EIFHAWITH LT
BRI YE)
EROBERMRI D, DA% £

3
det(DS,) = % (3.47)

LD FEIRT) p RIED & RS b Y 7 2ADMBIBUIE ICHAET %,
—ROI AZERICE T BRIR
X (341). (3.42) 22— VT H%EM e TRBIT S EMUTD L) IEI NS,

W(€®) = Kprerexp Q + Urere® : €° (3.48)

(y
(y
A

86
Q=" Zec. e (3.49)
K K
THB, WA, 5N 01X

o=VW(e°)
= (prefexp Q)1 + 2ue® (3.50)

4 1 (3.43). (3.44) ZHVIUX, HEAREOTA & BLXOHMEREOTA & 201 o KT OB%E L
TUTDEIICERT LB TES,
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SRR GRS De 13

D® = VZW(&°)

p 2ap
§1®1+J?—@e®1+1®ee+mwe®éﬁ+2MD (3.51)

DEHYITERINS,

HEATEO T A HIERED T HDEER
EIHMEARE O T A & OEERZ RO 5, FEf e p il & DRHZ p; L THUL
K (343) & b,

v
K

P = Pref €Xp (Se) exp (2_2(52)2)
= presp (52(e0)?) (3.52)

2135706, 3 (3.44) ZHCIUIEHO T A ¢ OFEMIA T DL ) IS N5,

6
g = (ap + pirer)y [ —In (3.53)

RO A e OFMERIZ, K (3.44) L VEZITKE D, p—q FHICE VT, HE 3ael.
YR Burerel DIEFEE D, 7. q=0DEE p = —lpet/ax LB EDPS, & O
ICE BT FITH (p,q) = (—lret/a,0) Zi 2, DLEXD | HEEEOTA & 8L OH
AOT A e OEMEBEZKRT 2 LK 3.6 DEH kS, Kar sy —Xik, Houlsby et al.
(2005) THHLD E1F 5 41T % Shaw and Brown (1988) M SElafsdt (X 3.7) & Xk { —3
T 5,

INTA—5 o DB
€8 =0, ThHDLLIEAD p W EIZH 2BEAITOVTER, et & TIUE, R (3.46) &
DART7Y Vv IZMTO Xk HIckRI NS,

b 3-2u/K  3-2ax
C 6+2u/K 6+ 2ax

(3.54)

EoT. KETNITEIFS/837 A —% a ld Borja etal. (1997) 12 & % €7 )L & [AZFOMEE
#6725 GELCI3Hi3.2.1 2H),



§3E oM

Deviatoric stress q [kPa]
Deviatoric stress g [kPa]

0 200 400 600 800
Mean stress p [kPa]

Deviatoric stress ¢ [kPa]
N
(=]
(=]

[
I
I
I
|
I
|
I
|
I
|
I
|
|
|
I
|
|

0 200 400 600 800
Mean stress p [kPa]

3.6: FREETIV (3.41) 1B BHMEFREO T4 (FH) L HERAZO T A () 0%
fléift. (a) @ = 40, prer = 6000 kPa; (b) a = 40, pirer = 0 kPa; (¢) @ = 0, tref = 6000 kPa

8 T ®JLF—E8%L (Complementary energy function)
X (3.48) Z V¥ v v FIVEHT UL, LT D L) ik x V¥ —BEBBR o5,

W(o)=0:e-W

~ p S:s

—#p 1 —1] 4+ 2= 3.55
¥ ( " pret ) 4p (3:59)
~ p q°

—&p 1 —1]+ = 3.56
P ( npref ) 6u (8.56)
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Shear strain
(Micro-strain)
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3.7: Shaw and Brown (1988) DB IC &k % (a) W22 09 & & (b) (AT O 3 A DR,

EXE D HEOT A e 13

£ =VW(o)
- 14 s:s)\1 S
=%l a2 2
Gcnpmf a4H2)3_%2H
2
A L N
Pref 6H2 3 2[,[
2T, BERREO T A e 13
e =xIn P —ocu
Vo Pref 4[J2
2
—fln 2 2T
Pref 6H2
BEPERR A2 0 F 2 e 13
e_ 1
Eg = 30

(3.57)

(3.58)

(3.59)

(3.60)

(3.61)

DEICRINDE, i, AV T IA TV ABERMRECC I T D k) ickIn s,

C® = V2W(o)
2S:S

9\p 2u3

1(x o D

(3.62)
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7072 LA0—RANDEEK

FEFERERCH (3.48) & Z DR T RN X — (356) D707 T La— FADFEEHZ a—
3.2, 3.31TmT, fili3.2.1 LFHMkIC, W, G OEBEAHKZEEZEC 2L Ik, a—
F 0.1 TR L7-HEM (automatic differentiation) % fHwiud, X hffHIczns %
HHT5ZE08TE S,

julia> include("automatic differentiation functions.jl")
V2 (generic function with 2 methods)

julia> include("hyperelastic new.jl")
V2W (generic function with 1 method)

julia> €¢ = rand(SymmetricTensor{2,3}) * 0.1
3x3 Tensors.SymmetricTensor{2,3,Float64,6}:
0.0516464 0.0583319 0.000709337
0.0583319 0.0776222 0.0058846
0.000709337 0.0058846 0.0767304

I

julia> VW(ee)
true

V(W, €¢) # ¢ =VIV

julia> V2W(ee) = V2(W, €°) # D°=V>W
true

julia> o = V(W, €°¢)
3x3 Tensors.SymmetricTensor{2,3,Float64,6}:
-5380.7 67505.3 820.889
67505.3 24680.0 6810.02
820.889 6810.02 23648.0

julia> WW (6) = V(W, o) # ¢ =VW
true

julia> V2W (o) = V2(W, o) # C°=V2W
true

julia> o @ e€¢ = W(ee) + W (o)
true
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using Tensors

const &

const
const

const
const
const
const

K
a
p ref = 98.0
M

= one(SymmetricTensor{2,3})

0.01
40.0

6000

ref

Isym = one(SymmetricTensor{4,3})
D=1Isym - 1/3 * 6 ® b

.0

function W(ee::SymmetricTensor{2,3})

end

€EcvV

= trace(ee

e¢ = dev(ee)
Q = €eev/K + a/K*(ee @ e®)
return k*p_ref*exp(Q) + p ref*(ec m eec)

)

function VW(e€e::SymmetricTensor{2,3})
€ev = trace(ee)
ec = dev(ee)
€°V/K + a/K*(ec @ e®)
p_ref * exp(Q)

a*p + u ref

return p*d + 2u*ee

end

Q:
p:
u:

function V2W(ee::SymmetricTensor{2,3})
€ev = trace(ee)
ec = dev(ee)
€eV/K + a/K*(ee @ ee)

p_ref * exp(Q)

a*p + p_ref

return p/k * &6 ® & +

2afp/k*(ec ® &6 + & ® e + 20 * ec ® e°) +

end

Q

p
u:

2u * D

Y — A a—F 3.2: hyperelastic_new.jl (part 1)
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function W(o::SymmetricTensor{2,3})

end

p:
S =
u:

mean (o)
dev (o)

a*p + p_ref
return k*p*(log(p/p _ref) - 1) + s @ s / 4u

function VW(o::SymmetricTensor{2,3})

end

p
s

u:

mean (o)
dev (o)

a*p + p_ref
return (k*log(p/p_ref) - a/4u™2 * s @ms) * &6/3 +s / 2u

function V2W (o::SymmetricTensor{2,3})

end

p
S

u:

mean (o)
dev (o)

a*p + p_ref
return 1/9 * (k/p + a”2/2u"3 * s@s) * 6 ® & -
o/6u™2 * (s ® & + 6 ®s) +

D/ 2p

Y — A a—F 3.3: hyperelastic_new.jl (part 2)



F4=

T D FEHER 4

1

Rk Al

+E2ETFIMET B LR EBELLEEGD 7 7 7 ¥ — ZMFUIRE (critical state) & &
2%, RFREBIZ LI X >TRE D, Fid 2 BNHEOBEICEDL ST, Lo
AWTERG % 32 T BRI IRAEINISE T 2 RECH 2, IRFUREEILEY T oLl 7%
L ARZO T RDOABDHET L 2RE) LERTE S0, LIFBEEO T AR TH
270, AZETIE TEERBEOTAOEED R (6) =0) Th 2IRME, ZRFURE
EHET 5,

RE TR O LE TV, FERGEEZZEE LT VERN TS L biC, @
SR ICHE D W R T VR RET 5,

41 BEFOFEAELETIL

FTOEFEFTLE L TRDIALHV SN T 3 1HLE F)LIZ, Schofield and Wroth
(1968) 12 k& > THE S 7z Cam-clay €7V

_ 9 P
flo,pc) = 3 TP o (4.1)

Z{EIE L 7f& 1 Cam-clay (Modified Cam-clay) € 7 /L (Burland, 1965; Roscoe and
Burland, 1968) TRRBIZBUIIA T D L 9 IckI N 5,

2

flo,pe) = % +p(p —pc) (4.2)

22T, MISBRIREBIC BT 201, pe BEERRIG ST (preconsolidation pressure)
TH %, BERBEEZ p—q FHICE O THRT % LM 41 DX ) Ick s, HERRIED p.
FEFESTRME 2 R AT T 2 0N TH O R K DB S N 5 L oF G EE R IC D
&, MEEEO T A ) LBRMT oS,

65
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q

p
4.1: fE1E Cam-clay D REfRiHTH

Ev

0 Normal consolidation line
e 1

s 5
\\Ef,) 1 il/\ Swelling line
- \KLH
&y — />
Dref p Pc Inp

B 4.2: FOFSEERE (ey-Inp)

E42®i5&842hq%}Mp¥EK£mf\i@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%ihﬁ\i®
FERRERIGT] pe IZHBEEREO T A ) ZHOTUTO LIRSS,
p

&
c = Pref€ — 4.3
Pec = Pret XP(A ~) (4.3)

X (4.3) Z L OEHR{LAITH D | BIE Cam-clay € 7V Tl Ll - #1138 M: AR
O ey KKMEINZ, ZDOIZ 6, BRI EDIGIA p—g “FHICE W THRERER
FIET B & BRBIBOIEKR - MiNANIEE D IS IAEE THERZEO T A £ DR
DIEMLHENT 5,

RKIT, ey-Inp FHICE T B RFIURIERICOWTEET 5, REUREICE RIS
g/ =M E% %, HIEETLE LCHEBEE TV 3.41) ZH WU, pes=0 & L7z E
EWEAREO TR ¢ BT X I IcRI N2,

p _M
Pret  6a

A7, ERRERIES po (SRERIEIEL (42) X D BFURIES 1T pe = 2p D X I IcE &N 2

¢ =7ln (4.4)

e
\4
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Ev
A

Inp
% 4.3: ey-Inp BRI 5519 2 BSURIER (CSL) ofifE

D26, MEEHRREOT A ) IR 43) KO To k) ickRINns,

~ 2
b =(A-%)In P
Pref

T~ P
=(A-x)1
( K) " Pret

LoT, XAD &) BRFIREBIZE T 2B T A ¢, 2135,

+(A=®)In2 (4.5)

ey = &5+ ey
2

P M
md+«A ®)n2 - (4.6)

CHERRTIUSRAS Ok 1ok B, Rk D, WHEREREIE A 7 8o g, TR
R T 3 B30 . IRFURAER S M2/(6a2) 4172\ BB T 2,

—Aln

4.2 [OERIE{LZERIRL S SREKER

TRIEHFERGUEZES BT I2METHY ., ZOREBIMEL 25w, Lo
HBRGW2EZRT 2 FERCO0H 505, IRl (rotational hardening) 12X D3
W2 GBI HWe N TE R, 22Tk, MEE 2 RET2BIC K CEHINS
Sekiguchi and Ohta (1977) & Dafalias (1986a) DE T DOW TIN5, Z2E, HOKE
REFEIZ D W T DFE %L Taiebat and Dafalias (2010) 2355 L W,
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q

4.4: Sekiguchi and Ohta (1977) 1 & 2 F&REI%

4.2.1 Sekiguchi and Ohta (1977) €7 /L

REER T 2 JF 5 D Claliis S & 72 B RBIBUZ . Sekiguchi and Ohta (1977) 23] & THe%E
L7, )
ln —7ll Pe
= L 41 47
R 1 ; (4.7)

flo,pe, 1) =

::@\n=¢w®ﬂ%7n:J%MT%%Oﬁ@ﬂé4ﬁﬁ?i5ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@@%%
H B,
%ﬁ%ﬁmn;otqg):o%%H@ﬁﬁﬁ@iﬁﬁpq%@mgwamﬁw%ﬁ

7 M4412BTS . iEEREN
3 _ 3_ _
n= 5'1111, n= 511:11
ThH 5,

S R 4.7) D p Enick sz EznlTo L) IckINns,

of _pe df _2(n-1)
dp  p?2’ Idp  m2
W Z 1
o (9 195 Y1 1o
do \dp pon '3 poan
_1(Pc 211:(11—17))1 12(n-1)
=—|l=-—— __|__—2
p\p m 3 p m

5, X @47) L0, EHERES pe X

lin - all?
Pc :p( m2

y
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4.5: Sekiguchi and Ohta (1977) € 7 VI & F % BRAURIER (p—g VA1)

T]CSL ;E%a:%o
nesL = VM2 + 72 (4.8)
3 (4.8) 13, BRELREEM D S, 7 & IR L —ETIE R W I E2RLTw5 (X4.5),
RIZ, ey-Inp FHICE T B RFRERICOWTEET 2, X (47) k0. [EERRIGH
pe &

=12
pczp(lln 1l +1) 19)

m2

LRENDDS, GHELH (A.3) ITRAL, BFRREIC BV T & 13IETH 3 &K
EF UL, WERR O T L BT O 5 1cR S N3 9,

e’ =(A-%)In P +(;\—ﬁ)ln2—(;\—ﬁ)lnw
Pref 1CcsL
:(i—k)lnp’” +(A-®)m2-(A-7)WD (4.10)
ref

DEINIHKINDED S, RSN HERBEBDIEIIC L 28T U T O LS Itk s,

of 1 1_||n||2—||ﬁ||2 1+l2(n—ﬁ)
do p m2 370 m2

S ok AEEITH S L E, WIEERO TR £ BUTO L) IcREND,

- 5 Pe
P_(A-%)1
I3 ( ©) nPref
N = . | (st - 0)?
= (=R o=+ (1= ) T—i—l}

EXo% 2 Hiz oW,

(nesL — )2
M2

2fcsn(Nesn — 1)
M2

(A-7%)In +1]:(?\—;€)1n
M2

- ;\_~1 2_ j’_"l - -
(A=®)n2-(1-%) nTICSL(TICSL—n)
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RGN

_ Nest +17
1csL

_ VM (4.11)
M2 1 2 '
LRV, BEA (44) ZHeuL, BREREBICET 28809 ¢, BUTD X I Ic#k
INs,

D(7)

ey = €2+ &Y
~ ~ 2 ~
Am(G-ome-L o A-HmD 4.12)
Pref O

N—oootd2LDM)—-2X%52L26, X@12) ITBWTIE

(4.13)

_ 2
Jim ey = Al - M
n—00 Pref 6

L%, SO EDs, bl DMLY 2120, BRARER L IESTE SRR IR 4
IEDE, BHERKA DT A =8 a & uer (X (3.41) M) ICk-oTIE, —&bH L
CIFEAICEFTBHHLTLE) ZOEENIHETH 2, D EORRIREROFERE L0
7bD%K 46 1ICRT, BB, RTEEHOLS, W@HEMERI (3.41) DT X =8 %
a =0, prer >0 ERAEL TV 5,

4.2.2 Dafalias (1986a) T/l

fiiik L 72 Sekiguchi and Ohta (1977) € 7L Cld, BRBIBD [EERICHE | p—g I
BT 2 RFURAERDYE) < &\ ) R N 235 - 72, Dafalias (1986a) 13 Z D[ M % g L
AT D &) R RBIS 2 R4 L 72,

A2
_ Aln =1l Pe (4.14)

o, C/i_ — +1__
Jlopert) =5 e 1

L5006, SoICH 2 HIOEH L TAER Y 2 e X235,

M?2 B M? nest + 1
flcsu(ffcst — 1) flesu(fest — 1) nes + 1
_ nosL +1

ICcsL
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7,

Ev

Swelling line

4.6: Sekiguchi and Ohta (1977) € TV IC BT 2 RFUREERR (o = 0. prer > 0)

X (414) kD, tr (g_{,) =0 2T nes, =M £ D, K47 DX 9T p—g Pl
BOTHRARERS —ETH 5 2 LR TE %, [l 7 1%
17l <m (orn < M) (4.15)

10 RERBIB (4.14) D p & KX ZMPBERZTRYTOL S cFEIND,
af pe  If  2(n-1)

dp  p2 In m2 |2

af _(3F 105 V119
do  \dp p&n'n 3 poy
:1(&_211:('1—1‘1))1 1 2(m-1)
p\p m2-|ql2 ) 3  pm?>—|7l?
5, R (@14) kb EHERRIES p 1
lin -7l )
e=pl-5—ts+1
b dwwmz
DEHCEKINZD S, RAEERBBDIGIZ L 2T IEUTO X ) IckSn s,
8_f:1( ~ |In||2—||ﬁ||2)1 1 2(n-1)
do p m2—|ql* ) 3 = pm2—|[7l?
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q

4.7: Dafalias (1986a) € 7 /VIC &1 2 REUREERR (p—g i)

MR LU R ST, K47 6005 k)12, i RFIREER T < I2 D gk
NS A - R AR

RIT, ey-Inp FHICH T 2 RIVRERICOWTEZ T 2, X (4.14) kb, EHERERIE
1 pe 1F

Il — 71l )
¢ = 11 416
pe=p (m2 e (416)

ERIND Do, FHELAN(4.3) ITRAL, RFUREBICEWT n & 3G TH 2 LR
ET UL, MRV T A ) WM T L) IckINn s,

s P = = o, M4
el =(A-x)1 +(A-%)In2-(A-x)1
(=R (A 2= (=R

ERERX (44) 2, REREBIZE T 2885054 e BHUTO XY IcRIN 5,

(4.17)

ey = €S+ ¥

=P < M? - _ . M+
=1 — ) In2-——-(A-%)1 4.1
Aln Drot +(A=%)In o (A =%)In i (4.18)
PToMoes U L openz s kg, R (418) X Y RR%EH 2,
~ 2
lim ey = Ao - (4.19)
n—M Pref 6«

DT EHS, WS 7 O M IED < coh, RFUREER G IEREZRICR % 128
D, EHPERRH DT X =% a & s (N (B41) ZH) Ick>TE, —FEb LR L
TICETBEHLTLE ) ZOERBLETH 2, D EORFREROFERZ E LOLD
248 17, B, KTEEHRO O, BEHEPERERI (3.41) D87 X =% % a =0,
Uret > 0 EFREL TV 25,
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q

Ev

Swelling line

3

¥ 4.8: Dafalias (1986a) € 7 /W H 1T Z RAIREER (0 = 0. piyer > 0)

4.3 BHEMEMRICED W cOEREL BB ERTET )L

AKETINTIE, Hi2.7.4 THY > 72 Armstrong and Frederick (1966) D&% 8gi{l.H
% 2B 1M < H o 2 s LR AT 7L 2w LT 5,

431 BILHDER

HRA L 72 & 92, Lo HFEER AL ERT 51203, BRI 2 A g 39 2%
FEBLCHVENLD, ZORREOFLEEEIGT x LEZRL., Z ORI % #HY)
BT UE, FAL - BRI L OMHF 2 TS x CRETLZENTES (X49),
49 TR T I ICHIN x @R L 5E. SIS 200285 pe. [AISREL
BT 2% 3EIR x ZHOTZNENLTO L) IcRKI NG,

pe=2p =2tr(x)/3, n=dev(x)/p (4.20)
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q

X 4.9: REETNICET 2EIGN x DERE

A S1% vl Sekiguchi and Ohta (1977) 12 & 2 BEEREI% (4.7) 3L T X 9 1
EHEHET LV TE S,

— 7|2 5
ﬂaxﬁJm nH+1_%1 (4.21)

% 7z, [kRIC LT Dafalias (1986a) 12 & % FfREI%L (4.14) IZDL T D Xk 5 lckIn 3,

=711 2p

)= s 1=
Mo 0= e 715
REICIEALT 2 BRI 0 > 72 7L Ut KfRBIS (421, (4.22) Difi% % i

W3 ZENTEBD, AifFSETlE Dafalias (1986a) I2 X % €TV (4.22) #FH T %,

(4.22)

432 BEMEBMERICEDVWEERL

RIT, Hi 2.7.4 THY > 7= Armstrong and Frederick (1966) D% B i 2 2512
LIT @ X 9 7% Helmholtz HHZ V¥ — 2 E#£KT 5,
Y(e®, ePe) = W(e®) + H(ePe) (4.23)

220, WiEsEE, H 3% - Mg kicBIT 2 HH I 2 ¥ —Ch %, X (4.23) X
D ECRBEIIML T kS IckI N3,

D=0c:e-Y
_G:£_8W o OH gbe
dee dEPe
:(G_HW) i W IH
dee | dee depe

( &W) D€+ Al 87—{) D EP 4+ oH €V (4.24)

dec  Qepe J€Pe
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B4R L OWIHERE
ERXE D, XAD &9 AR E N 5,
o = VW (&) (4.25)

F 7o, ePe EARTRICB L THBRISNERE LTEIENT x ZTD X ) ITEEKT 5,
(4.26)

X = VH (™)
I T D X9 IcRE N3,
(4.27)

D=(0-x): &+ x:&™

HORAEA D > 0 2t § 2 WEEB DRI L L TU T 2E&RT 5,

AT, BORBIEU AL

of 21| _ -
=755/ 25 = VN (4.28)
i — 1 N
EPt = ym =7yN (4.29)
B9 % X 9 ICFEIRBIB D nl il o FRALH 2 7 2

2T, mBIEDOMEBIN T A =5 T,
95,
X (428). (4.29) BEBICHEEFSR D > 0 2WILT 2 0HAT 5. BRI f O

ok afoE f BT

f = f
(a_f_za_f. EREL
dp pdn )3 pan

(a£ ﬁmv-n)l—%ﬁmv

(4.30)

L%, ZIT, o5
1
ev — (431)
Jaer =5 on
(fdev) :OT\%%O @26:-\ ngO'Ci
af
__fdev57] p‘l‘fdev:S

af

ELTED, tr

f:o=
(4.32)

ERING, —H, 8af:Xl’
fix=
= l fdev3

(;f—ﬁmwn)p+ﬁmvw
4 (4.33)
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L7, WEREIEL (4.21). (4.22) 2

d
f= gfdev c(n-1n)+1- p% (4.34)

DEICERIND L L I f =2p/p? TH B I LEHAVIUL,

Pe o P PO

[ J
_gfdev t(n-n)+1- g%]

filo-x)=

‘s|-§‘u|~gﬁ‘w|-§

f+E (4.35)
p
2135, &> T. Kuhn-Tucker &ff yf =0 2w, EXX D2 ELNS,
L) = (o)
(6—x): % =(0—-x): y”f” >0 (4.36)

—J7. x: €PH B L T,

T x=—:520 (4.37)

S|
§||:‘a|

k0. BByl x %85, DEX D, NEEROKEN (4.28), (4.29) &, WTEEGE
X (4.27) DIEMEE LT 5,

4.3.3 %77 - [OEREE{LAl

22T, R (423) 1ICB B H(ePe) DEMKIBE T L, % - LA 2 E AT 5,
¥ 2.5 2 BE 2T UL, H(ePe) 1t W(e®) ED-BEIBTH 2 2 ENEE L, 22
T, KBTS - BRI E LT H OEGEEL T O kS IcEHT 2,

A== gPe 3pm
_ rexpQP, QP — ~

g PrefeP A-% 20-7)
22T, BIFMREROBEEICEE T 2 MR T X — 8 138N 2 RIS o PR %2 TR 6
HMBEINTG A= TH 5, X (4.38) L0, HICHDO VLT p ERAIGT § 13LTFD X
IcRIN G,

H ey, &) (e8°)? (4.38)

ﬁ:p;%mﬂw (4.39)
q= gﬁmpref exp OPele = 3pmpel” (4.40)
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Flo. ALERp. g ITHED CERBREBU T X ) IckIn 5,

ST
T A-gla 3pm((A-R)p+gel)] el
__r |t U £be
CA-% lﬁ 35m(?\—1z)+172l '{gge} (4.41)

— RO T HZEBICH T EIRE
3 (4.38) % 7 OF BZE] ePe CEBIT 2 LU TFO LS IcESh D,

A= ebe B

H (ePe) = ref€xp OP, QP = — + = ePe : gPe 4.42
() = Ty prerex 1-% A-% (#42
W22, B x 1
x = VH(e™)
= P;ef exp QP (1 + 2BmePe)
= p(1 + 2BmeP*) (4.43)
EARGREL DP 13
DP = VZH (&)
_ 8D
= (~ P ~) 191+ ﬁm{? (eP*®1+ 1®ePe +2pmeP ® eP*) + 2mpD
Aﬁ— K A—=xK
:ipN(l®1+ﬁ®1+1®ﬁ+ﬁ®ﬁ)+25ﬁ1p‘@ (4.44)
- K

LRIN5,

#WEIX/LF¥— (Complementary energy)
X (442) 2Ly v v FAVEHTUE, DT &) i = 2L ¥ - fHons,

Hx)=x:¢e>-H

P —1) AL (4.45)
ERED, OF A ePe 1
P = VH(x)

I S PR . B | R
= [()\ K)lnpref 4ﬁml1+25m (4.46)
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AV T IA T v AERMRE CP 1%

CP = V*H (x)
N PR | B D
_gﬁ(A Kyr%mll®1 a;—% ®1+1®n%%%mﬁ (4.47)
ITRING,
FEAMELA

X (4.28) £ . BUEARBEO T ROIMIL Y e FHICE R TH 256, WHAEEOT
HRIRXATLHZ6N 5,
eh =+ el =ele (4.48)
2, MR A A2 B 2 UL (ef° = 0). FEEBRRIET pe 1ZLAIT D X 5 1ML
BOTA e TthEZ6NS,

- K

P
Pc = 2P = Pref €Xp (i = ~) (4.49)

ZHUE 4.10 ISR T K ) ICHTIR L 72 B 1E Cam-clay € 7 VIZ B 1T 2 7L HTIC—3
T %,

EERES
A (443) X 0. S 7 120G A ePe ZHICTUTD LI ICEZ 605,

dev(x)
p
IRFLRAE (¢2 =0) Tid, RN (421) £713 (422) kb, éP BUTDX ) IcEKIN 3,

7= — 2BiieP (4.50)

- (4.51)
lln —7ll
ZA2, RO M 17 13X TEZ 615,
1 =2pm(e’ —e)
) n—-1 _
=9 4.52
ﬁy( =l ") (452

W Z 12, [Alsi 17 (411 ISR T & 9 IS L, 23 TR %, 2 O IF Hashiguchi
and Chen (1998) I & D $#2 K S 7[RRI LH] & FEkTH %,
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Ev
0
Normal consolidation line

£y

|

.\ Swelling line !

1 1 p

Pref D Pec = 2[3

X 4.10: 2 LT FNICET 2 LA

Yield surface

\ , 7/ \_Rotational limit surface

X 4.11: $2RE T NICE T 2 [AlEEEE L]

7045 A0—RADEE

BEALA (4.42) & Z DRI Z RNV X — (4.45) D70 75 L a— FADFEEH|Z a— 4.1,
421289, £/, a—F 0.1 Tn LA (automatic differentiation) % 41
. LT Xtk hffiicznse 28552 L TES,

julia> include("automatic differentiation functions.jl")
V2 (generic function with 2 methods)
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julia> include("hardening.jl")
V2H (generic function with 1 method)

julia> €Pe = rand(SymmetricTensor{2,3}) * 0.1
3x3 Tensors.SymmetricTensor{2,3,Float64,6}:
0.0393974 0.0966253 0.0785266

0.0966253 0.00408036 0.0622029

0.0785266 0.0622029 0.0834627

julia> VH(ere) = V(H, €rPe) # x=VH
true

jU-l.ia> V2H(ePe) = V2(H, ere) # DP = V2H
true

julia> x = V(H, €re)

3x3 Tensors.SymmetricTensor{2,3,Float64,6}:
4.83335e8 3.67476e9 2.98645e9
3.67476e9 -8.59812e8 2.36564e9
2.98645e9 2.36564e9 2.15918e9

julia> VA (x) = V(A , x) # e =VH
true

julia> V2A (x) = V2(A, x) # CP = V2H
true

julia> x @ ePe = H(ePe) + A (x)
true

4.3.4 FHIBERE

HEPERE RN B & V5T - MEREE LA X D (B o, TIBT) x DEEIRZNZENLIT D
BN 33 (-8

o =V2W: ¢

= V2W : (¢ - €P)

= V2W : (¢ - yN) (4.53)
x=V2H : &P

= V2H : (&P — &P)

= V?H : (N - N) (4.54)
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using Tensors

const & = one(SymmetricTensor{2,3})
const Isym = one(SymmetricTensor{4,3})
const D = Isym - 1/3 * 6 ® &

const K = 0.01
const A = 0.1
const B = 40.0
const m = 0. 8
const p_ref = 98.0

function H(ere::SymmetricTensor{2,3})
€rev = trace(ere)
ere = dev(ere)
Q = €erev/(A-K) + B*m/(A-K) * (ePe @ ePe)
return (A-k)/2 * p_ref * exp(Q)
end

function VH(ere::SymmetricTensor{2,3})
€Pev = trace(ere)
ere = dev(ere)
Q erev/(A-K) + B*m/(A-K) * (erPe @ ePe)
p=p_ref/ 2* exp(Q)
return p * (6 + 2B*m *ere)
end

function V2H(ere::SymmetricTensor{2,3})

X = VH(ere)

p = mean(x)

n =dev(x) / p

return p/(A-kK)*(6 ® 8 + n® &8 + 5 ®en +n ®n) + 2B*m *p*D
end

Y —Aa—F 4.1: hardeningjl (part 1)

=f:V2W:(é=yN)+f:V*H:y(N-N)=0 (4.55)
ZIT. Oyf =fEBVE, WRIC, MHERE Yy BMTO L) ickI 03,

= [ VW & 456
r= F:V2ZW:N-f:V2H:(N-N) y (2.56)
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function H (x::SymmetricTensor{2,3})

p = mean(y)
s = dev(Y)
return (A-k)*p*(log(2p/p ref) - 1) + s @ s / (4B*m *p)

end

function VH (x::SymmetricTensor{2,3})

p = mean(x)

n=dev(y) / p

return ((A-k)*log(2p/p ref) - nmn / (4B*m)) * 6/3 + n / (2B*m)
end

function V2H (y::SymmetricTensor{2,3})
p = mean(x)
n =dev(x) / p
return 1/9p * ((A-K) + n@n/ (2B*m)) * 6 & -
1/(6B*m*p) * (ne® 6 + 6 & ) +
D / (2B*m *p)
end

Y — A a—F 4.2: hardeningjl (part 2)

Lo T, KAD &) AN 2155,

. 9 V2W:N®f:V2W )
o= |V°W- — — | : € (4.57)
f:V2ZW:N-f:V2H :(N-N)

435 UH—IIvEVY

ZITIE RETTNVICET VY —v ey ey keEAMiT s, VS —vev Y
JiE, 7a—¥RFRA ¥ ME (closest point method) %5,

Elastic predictor
26N 7209 AT Ae 1ITx L THMRTBDADEL % (freezing plastic flow) &
RETIUIAT 215 %,

Pt — P (4.58)
ePitt — ghi (4.59)
ZDEE, oW IFMTDXHIcERINS,

O_tr — VW(Ee’tr)
= VW (g1 — P')
= VW(ent1 — &) (4.60)
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47::]‘\ th‘ Ci;ﬁ'_\'ﬁ k 73: Z)O

Xtr — VW(Epe’tr)
= VIV (&Pt — gPirth)
=VW(e), — €)}) (4.61)

INSFATIEN o', x™ v, FUTRRBEBD U T O LI Iciohn s,
= f(a", x™) (4.62)
fr <0 OBIE, FATHIERBICE T 2 8LBOMEBZ D £ FHEFEL & 5,
(Jngr=()" (4.63)
—H. fU>00L FE, WHEEIEL T, #%ilkd % Plastic corrector 12 & D

B2 R S, BRI BICE SRS BED D 5,

Plastic corrector
7a—¥RbKRA Y ME (closest point method) Tidk, WD A eP DFIEAI (4.28)
EEO T HROIEMMTR 7 Pt DFEEA (4.29) ICBIBA A 7 — kA I NS,

&, — €& =AyN (4.64)
e — & =AyN (4.65)

WRIZ, NV —r=y BV 7B 2 ARMB x Ll _REHEA r ZUT D X9 ITERE
N5,

o & 1~ & —AyN
x=1x ¢, rix)=q&.,—& —AyN (4.66)

Ay flo,x)
ARIEFRELSTE r = 0 ZBUEAIIZAE C 72912 Newton-Raphson %2 3# M § 5,
ar(xx)

ter1 = r(xg) + el ox =0 (4.67)
Ox IZOWTETIE
or(x
— [ N ) = 17 ) (@.68)
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2155, Xk+1 13 X1 = Xk + O0xp I K ODHEFIN, r < TOL 23R TIULRMBTET & %

%, Jacobian 14l ] D BRI T D L ) IS N5,

VQW + Ay (;N Ayg—l)\(] N
J=- V2W V2H + Ay 3N N (4.69)
of of
do ox

4.3.6 BHEERRFRHK
Z2TIE, HIiTERL LY ¥ — vy B PHICEA L AR R RTINS

ﬁidjba_ Z) o
ERBRIERE R (4.25) 20 THUIRAE 2.
do = V?W : de®
= V2W : (de — deP) (4.70)

—Ji. ST - MEREEEHT (4.26) 2T THUXEICH x IZOW I T D X ) IckInd,

dx = V2H : dePe
= V2H : (deP — deP) (4.71)
X (4.64), (4.65) 2O THIEZNZNUTFTD LI IcEEN B,
ON ON
P — I N
deP = Ay I do + Ay ox dx +dAyN (4.72)
dePt = Ayg—z)\(’ :dx +dAyN (4.73)
K (4.72) 3 (4.70) ILRATIURRA %55,
Z 1. do+ Ay(z—N dx = de - dAyYN (4.74)
T, »
g = lVQW + Ay aaN l (4.75)
L, —h, R @472). X 4.73) 2R @.71) ifRAT UL
(4.76)

EPT i dy - AygN do = dAy(N - N)
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LB, R (4.76) % RERT S

IN ZaN.—vp.aN. - a_N.:'p
ya cdx — Ay ox = .aa.da—dAyAya D5

2125006, X (4.74)
DLHIEIND,

WARATIUE, VF—r =y EV I

ZIT, UTFZEHWTWS

_ ON ON |

i E_l 27 . Ep —

= [ A o
oN -

_ ZV . =p _
N=N+AyG & (N-N)
X (4.79) 2 (4.76) IRATHUIRA 2R 5,
= IN = g
dy = EP: [Ay% Z:(de-dAyN)+dAy(N N)l

R (4.79). (4.82) ZRELHME Af = 0 ITfRAT U,
9f of
df &0 cdo + a : dx
_9f .

" Jdo

d _
f:E Ayaaz(\::E:(de—dAyN)—i—dAy(N N)| =0

:(N-=N)

(4.77)

(4.78)

& L7 s U T

(4.79)

(4.80)

(4.81)

(4.82)

(4.83)

(4.84)

T ox
LB, BT dAY BUTFO X I £ S N5,
d _ 0 _
—f:E—l—Ay—f:Ep:a—N:E
dAy = % 2 90 : de
y_a_f.:'.N+A a_f.a_N.E'.N_a_f.:'p.(N_N)'
3¢ 2 an.ao_._. pralol
EoT, EX%2A 4.79) IcfRAT UL, HBAENITAT D & ) REAEERURBE S5,
g—f:.é'—f— g—f:Ep 88N E
= = o X o
do=|E-E:
o N®&_f.EN+A of oON E.N_9_f_:p (N -N)
oo = Vox ae TN Tox T
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FEROBEERFBDP X, Ay 500 LE E-5 VW, BP 5 V2H, N > N TH
5 2 EICERT UL,

0
V2W:N®a—f:V2W
D — V2 — o (4.86)
a—f'VQW'N—a—f'VQW'(N—N)
9 - : 8)(' :

7 R O IR PEEERAREL (4.57) I2—3T B,

b U 7 b B S B AR B 2 3 Ui IR, M R ER S 4, S 5 ITRERA
DM e > BRI E A X DN E 25, 5T, fi2.61 TlRLY Y-y BV
JOBEDY a7 AT | 2T 2 FiE2 HOUIE R ICEC T EDBHRETSH %,

V== EVIDORBRICRABE LR Pl xld, BA6N70TH el T
BHIN2ZBITH L7720, LTDXH)ICESHET I LR TE S,

x =x(¢€) (4.87)
T NE SR, TROLERAXT FLr ik
r(x(e),e) =0 (4.88)

EHCIENTEL D, 202 HCIUIRAPRT SN,

o _or L or| o
de  Jde|, x|, Je
or ox
= = o -0 (4.89)
DT, EATO VTR IS
da
qe A1+ A2
(O;_x:< 3_?‘ :_A.? — Ay + Aoy (4.90)
¢ aAsy Elx A3z + Asz
de

2185, 22T A= EBwk, £l E K0 TEM TRV,

|x

or

I
Z| =31
de

= (4.91)
* o

koT, ED1ES 2 KD 2 XSEABMMRETH D BB L 72 FIEIC HAIEF 1%

FIHBENTES,
do

3 = —(A11 +Aq2) (4.92)
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KB, YACT U J 1) 5 —v =y By 2Ic B 2 HEEATE T L0 b o % i
W37, [T ORERRREI NS,
437 TAEEETILOERE

T 2 ClE, RE T 7V T AT (Hashiguchi and Ueno, 1977) O#E& 2@ $ % /51
IZDWTHR S, FERBI%L (4.22) I T EfH 28 H 3 UXDL T D X 9 R REI% 215 5,

I = ll? 2Rp
o,x, Rl =——"—"-—-+1-— 4.93
Z T, 1/R IBHEHLZ TR,
R OFBEINZHAMC YT O k5 ek En 3,
R =U(R)[|e|| = U(R)y (4.94)

220, BBU(R) 13 RICBIL THIISHA T 2 BBCUL T 2§ 2 035035 5,
U()=oc, U(R)>0for0<R<1, U(1)=0 (4.95)
i b HifliZe U(R) DERIE L L TRADE ST % (Hashiguchi, 1989),
U(R) = —ulnR (4.96)

Lo L., EXzZHgE, X (4.94) 3BHTIcin 2179 2B TE RV, 22T, K
W7 <% Hashiguchi (2009) 12 & > TIRE I N T O ZE W 3

U(R) = ucot (%) (4.97)
B, K 4.94) 0B LT D & ) ICHENTINICESTTRETH 5,
Tt
R = 3 cos” lCOS ( ) exp (—7A)/ l (4.98)
iR,
cos | —
)
cos | —
2
FEPTHYIC R FTRE 22 & & C, BEMT OLEEDE T TR, V¥ —v 2y EVTD

BRiciz, A2 22 £ <, TAMMAZEHL TWL WS & FREDOEZR T Plastic
corrector YFELTH[RE L 72 5,

&P = gb + — In (4.99)
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5y —v=y Y 7 OTIHIEIREICE 1T 5 RIZBIT &4 5,
R =R, (4.100)
Z DR O CRRETRER B ST 5,
f* = fla™, x", R™) (4.101)

' <0 DA R DA OEEE, RITHSZ O FHFMEE 25, —7. R IZFEREIE
F(0, 0, R) = 0 BSMIET 3 & 512 R 2B0HT 3, —F7. f >0 OBz, @HOY ¥ —>
< v E ¥ 7 LFARRIC Plastic corrector ZFEfE L., #DIRLFHEICEBITE2EAT v 7O R
2oV TE, BB L 72 X 5 ol Es o Ay*HD ko pegsic REHD 23k % 5,

4.3.8 FESTEH

 2CIE, A £ TISBA 7z R RN 7L D BfEEH R 2 R T,

EHEERENT

G E T 27\ i 4.3.3 TR L GELRIZNIEL KR o N2 iR T 5., T
Tl WIHRRE%R 011 = 092 = 033 = 98kPa & L T, FHMICHAM LA O 3 A5
Aey =0.05 252 %, A7 X=513RK4TITRT, X412 ICFEERITICE T
LHEEOT A eI Inp B2 R T, K& D, fi433 Tid~7 & )i Cam-clay
E 7 )L (Schofield and Wroth, 1968). & L < IZf& 1k Cam-clay € 7 )V (Burland, 1965;
Roscoe and Burland, 1968) -Cid#E H > 6 41 2 BALHI (4.3) & FERD EHTESE (Normal
consolidation line) 245645 2 L3b 15,

09 HHIEHR DR U Bl A RTRET

ZZTIR, 0T AR X 2DIR L HEME AR S 2L —a vz, wiRE
% 011 = 099 = 033 = 350kPa & LT, O T AMI e10 = £0.008 ZH AT v 74120
1200 Db EHEFEICEZD BV A7), BT THWARI X =213E 41128V T
u=096 LT3, K413 2, @\EEL OCR %2 OCR = 1,2,5 & L ZBEDIG 1k
ERAEIGT) g RAZDT A e BIRZR T, LD BEFHIVNZ WIRHIREZ)IET) g 233
PO L, WIPEME L 2 D DIkt L, SBEZE IR E IR MRS g Bd £ DIRT
T, MR AEE 2R T, $RK413 KD, VI —vey EVTDOBEO AT v 78 % 30
ELZBED, 300 AT v TGO WEERMPBE SN TV S,
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Parameter and symbol Value
Reference mean stress p;cf 98.0 kPa
Elastic shear modulus piyer 6000.0 kPa
Elastic volumetric—deviatoric coupling parameter « 40.0
Elastic compressibility index « 0.01
Elastoplastic compressibility index A 0.11
Critical state stress ratio M 1.1
Stress ratio of rotational limit surface M 1.0
Evolution parameter of subloading surface u 600.0
Parameter of anisotropy f 18.0

0.00 - ~_
\\4/0
gy

(50.02* \0(\),28
= O
'S ~ gy,
5 ~,
o 0.04 =€
b SN
Q
=
2 L
(o) L
S 0.06

0.08 -

P T SIS N R SO SR H BN R R P ST NN R SR

L P B R SRS BN MR
4.6 4.7 4.8 4.9 5.0 5.1 5.2 5.3
Mean stress In(p) [kPa]

4.12: FHHEERITICE T % ey-Inp BIGR

IS AR DR U Bl A WTERAT
Z ZCl3, Borjaetal. (2001) £ L <, JEAHHHEIC X 280K U Hflie AW S 2
L—v avafid. tr(e) =00b b, MFIRT &5 200 € — e(c) 52 5.

R=0"-0, o0=o(e)+Ctr(e)l (4.102)

2T 0> 03BN NI XA—=%, 6" BEZBIENTH D, T XA=5F (&, &
tr(o) = 0 ZWE T2 X9 A+ RELRMTH ZLEH D | AEHT Tk (= 108kPa %
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=2, 200 2, 200
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Mean stress p [kPal Deviatoric logarithmic strain &g
5l [ (a): OCR = 2 5l
=2, 200 2, 200
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& 8
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) j¥)
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Mean stress p [kPal Deviatoric logarithmic strain e
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w0 n
& 8
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S S
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4.13: OCR =1,2,5 DEED O §' AHIHIC L 28 DK L HFlE Al 2L —2avD
(a) JE/I#EHE & (b) RARIEN q-RAZ DT & es BIfR (74 > 11200 steps. 7’1 v F 1120
steps)

v %, JERIEIE R = 0 1%, Newton—Raphson % H W CEAENIC #2135 2 L 23
k%,

IR (e 17!
de® = — l%l -R® (4.103)
== (k) (k)
IR P
() _ _20E7) g1 (4.104)

de e
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THY., eld e* ) = ¢® 4 de® iz ko THHTIE NS, 92 13, Newton-Raphson kA
Ko 2 KUK 2135 121, BAEMRE (81 4.3.6 ) 2208 03H%, 0T H e
I2 |R|| < TOL 252 SN2 $CHHENS, Ak, ABFETIE TOL = 107° 2 Hw 2,

WIIREEZ 011 = 092 = 033 = 350kPa & L T, IE/IHI) 07, = +40kPa 2R T v
78360 &£ 3600 Db EIFFEICEZ D OV A TV, BHTTHGI T X—813F 411
BTu=09 &L T3, K414, BEHHKOCR 2 OCR =1,2,5 & LZED)E
TIERE E AT g RZED T A e BIFRZ RS, RDIENFERK LD, OCR=1D & &,
WSS p 13AE D IR LT ISR AR A IR L, RIS A 7 ) v 78 Y T4 DAL
TWw3, F, WEEN g-REVTH e BIfRICEVTIE, 9427V v 7EEY T 1 DI
Azt RERFAVOTAVPEL TV D, s OZFENE, BER OCR OB
WIRAZ B TE RS ZD, OCR=5DLEEF, Y427V 7Y TABELT,
ZOTHDEO/NS v, K414 LD, VI —v 2y VY TDEDORT v 78 % 90 &
L72BXb. 900 A7 v 78 LBt RGN Tw 5,

¥ 4.15 12, 90, 450, 900 A7 v 7T D ERALEMT T DR D IRK L ZHHE O INHTREE 2 737,
M&bD, Vy—rv=y By 7icB T 2R ZRED R UGHE & 20 R LR O I
1> T Newton-Raphson 5D 2 XINHZ T 5 2 L ¥b1 5,
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4.14: OCR =1,2,5 DEEDIGHHIENIC X 25 DK L Hifig AW 2L —2 3D (a)
JENHERE & (b) ARG g2 0§ A e BIFR (74 > 1900 steps. 7@ » b 190 steps)
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—O— 90 steps
—&— 450 steps

—O— 90 steps
—2&— 450 steps 0

i [ —— 900 steps E : —+— 900 steps
— L = _9
g -5 S
g [
S 10+ = i
5| 5 O
g - Convergence criterion & i
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 5 [
) H w0 —O[ L.
S 15} g Convergence criterion A
—-10 | a
—920 L ! ! ! | —19 L ! ! ! |
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
Local iteration number Global iteration number

4.15: 90, 450, 900 A7 v Z)JGEAHIHNC X 28 0K L e AW S 2L —> 3 vD
IASHA T DR D IR U EHE DR EE
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ARETid, SR & DR IR U232 1) - ik o %8 2 R T 2B EE 2 R o
FHEETTE2ZRIT 272010, BAENTIRISAE 206 U 7ot i e < o < Al
FRRE AL LEIENE £ TV 2 R R L 7, AEALTIZ, Armstrong-Frederick DEEIRE{LHI
(Armstrong and Frederick, 1966) ZZ#12 L T, BEAEO T4 P 2 3 512, HiPEES
g7 ePe L IERRVESR Iy ePt ICINB TR L 7o, BIERR Y ePe 133 S ITHINT x BRI &
., ZOVIRTT p FEAECAL, IS g PR L2 SRS 5, 2k D, RE
T TIVIEEIAINEIRISE (CREBoRDIER) 2R T s e b I N,

iz 2 EHPEREE & LT, Houlsby et al. (2005) 12 & D 24 X a7t MRS % (&
ELZETVEZREL I, BENITIE, & ABHPEREBIS U THSRERAA 21Tk <,
TEREIT prer DERT 2 2 T, & L OBIMEZEH) 2 ZIKICEKBLIT 2 2 E3HREIC A >
Too AEBUEREANZ, (1) 2 TE L AV 65N T & 7RSI Borja et al. (1997)
DIER TH o 7o IR EDIAE & &2 2 HEIEE I NS, (2) e T =L ¥ —B%
(complementary energy function) Z&<{ Z &3 TE, Helmholtz HH I # L ¥ —IC &
2 I O3 ABAR O WBIR e¢(0) MFoN 22 EDRREET 5,

LA E X MR 2 FR 2 WIS x &L BIEO T ADYERST ePe DR %
Armstrong-Frederick D% @f#{l. 1] (Armstrong and Frederick, 1966) (C#43 % -1
TERM L7z, ZHUT KD REL %S - MR VAN, IANE R TH 57210 T
7K, AR ON R 2 Z0 F FRZIFMGTW 2, $25 L %77 - MIREE( LRI O R
& LT FEAELANC DWW TIRAEKRD 5 )5 Hlv 5410 Tw 5 Cam-clay € 7V (Schofield
and Wroth, 1968) ® &1 Cam-clay € 7 )L (Burland, 1965; Roscoe and Burland, 1968)
DEEJFHALA] (4.3) L AEFDOEATH S N, MHEEA RN O WX, Z DEE 5 A3

Al y—gPe BRASHBHIERERAL, T4 b5 o—e® BIREFAFEOIE 25>, Z1d, Armstrong-Frederick
OBEELHOL Fuy—EF L (K2.10) XHHSLTH S,
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Hashiguchi and Chen (1998) (2 & > THER X 117 [MERRELH] & 3L 7,

REEFLOIGHESEL LT, V¥ —rvey ErPIC kMBS EZEREL
Teo Fhy BRMUL IV Y —v ey EV VTRICEAT 2 MRS (EEERIRED % MhT
PHCEH L 72, BT, V¥ —vey BV ZDBRICHVEY a7 V75 | 2w,
L0 R HRICEAERRE 2152 FIEICOWLT ORI L 7,

RETTNVE T (1) FHEEB. (2) O3 Al X 280K L Bl A WifET,
(3) IS & 2 0 IR L Bl AW 217> 72, (1) TIE, 1RSI nT
\»% Cam-clay € 7 ) (Schofield and Wroth, 1968) &1 Cam-clay € 7 /L (Burland,
1965; Roscoe and Burland, 1968) TH\» 5 11T\ 2 5 (LA (4.3) & R DFER MG 5
N5 EZMERL, 2) Tld, MEFEHPE B3I ONLOMIERKREL LD, #D
B L AWIRDIRAIGT g DIRT NS %250 8O Lo MBI 2R 2 iR E T3
EMEIC X KA Z EDbpote, £l VI—r=y BV TOMBOMREEE LT, A
TV TR TINTZIT Y, ATy 782 M LTH ATy 7HB3H 0w b o Ltk
WIS S N5 2 & 2R L 72, (3) TIE. #DIE LI X DIRZ ISR p DMK
TL, PR THA TV 7EEY T 4L, REODTAPKE S HKLET IRFELREE
TOWRETETH S Z E2MER L7z, £/, BERELKZ RS LAEBEIYA 7Yy 7€
EVTABFRELRVE W) LMW RHAbHEETE L, VI — vy BV T DR
BRETIX. A7y 78% S LCHERBETHIB oD 2 &, BAERMREBZEM V2 2
T, O D IR LEHEIZ B\ T Newton—Raphson 4K D 2 KINHE 65415 Z &
DHERTE 72,

ARG CIREE L MRt LA o i€ 711k, Lion (2000) (2 & 2 ¥ AE T
YYINE I SICRASRT 2 HREEG ICEA L cERM I Tws k), A
FRATZELG R N DIRE DRI I B BUC TR E OFIRZ MBI E L v EWIHFIREET 5,
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