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AN ANISOTROPIC HARDENING MODEL FOR CYCLIC PLASTICITY OF SAND

I 5h &
By Hiroyoshi HIRAI

A model introduced in the present paper is capable of describing cyclic behaviour of
sand reasonably well, The salient feature of the proposed model is that a non-
associative relationship between stress and strain is used with the anisotropic hardening
which undergoes a combination of isotropic and kinematic hardening. Generalized forms
of Cambridge models are provided to represent yield function and plastic potential of
sand. Translation rule of yield surface is specified by modifying Ziegler’s kinematic
hardening. The constitutive model is capable of accounting for expansion of yield sur-
face with simultaneous translation. Several undrained cyclic tests for normally consoli-
dated and over-consolidated sands are simulated by taking into account the membrane
penetration. The effect of over-consolidation ratio on liquefaction is predicted and good
comparison with experimental results is reported for the effective stress path and the

stress-strain relationship.

Keywords . constitutive relation, anisotropic hardening, sand, liquefaction

1. L&

BELBREZIBHONEBZHOERLITBNTIE
MR ORI ORBIZHEY, LUBEORVERT
FTUNERINTETCNS. BEHFEZT 5B L
T, FHBCRICES < HBERRN M OB
EELIROIERPOLLHAVLNTE., LLA
HHBEUEEO S & TREAEILEER T HKEE I
BOTHLNBEHEOTHOEEREANO T & DIER
EREHFEEZERUEBZV. 20, BRUEHICS
J BB A A ANTBLE TV ASRS b TE T
Vo,

MRUEBHEZEDTEFNVRIEIIL 2 20ELHICES
WTHRAEN TV S, 1 D3R RHE (Bounding surface)
ZEALERTHY, CHIERRORREZ BRECE
Mz, ZORFICBNTHBUHOFTLOREETD S
FRALTH S, ZHIZET B HDELTid Mroz et al. V9,
Dafalias et al.® % Zienkiewicz et al.”, Pastor et
al.?, BLUOFHNC L0055, 2EBRIEHE
L& BB, & 2 28 &W{t (Combined hardening)
KESLSHOTHY, —RWICIEFFLICET 2 L%

*ExB I REERKEEM TRt AIxR
(T860 AEARTRE 2-39-1)

AZohsd. ChixERmoBE S AZ2REBICEDY
Z & H3 T &, Ghaboussi et al. ', Poorooshasb et al, 1V
B EROFEHDB L LAPFRFET ON S,

INOTERDHATISIICEET 2R UEBIOD L < OFF
BELRTHENTESH, BRihE - BHERT
Vv VOFARS BV EBEEELANI L T IdRET T N &
KRBV, FLEREERZRRE ULERLIEEZL &
HNhBH, BEEDEZESDIHEELUER 22T 50
RETFTNVZDEVONBRKREE b S, X 51k Gha
boussi et al. WsEER L TV A IEHEABRE I RIFT T L
BEE A (Membrane Penetration) O #E % ErE L 12 1&
HEMBEEL LTS,

KPR SEHELR & BERELR» 5585 RAELA
EEUIBEERBANCE SV OWEY € 7 218%
THLDTHD. FHBLAIREERE S ¢ AMERIC
B5 3 2 BELSEL, 53R Hh, BEIELAlZ Ziegler'®
OBRBAUEZBELLZHOEAV TV, FBERIMED
BB EBRIREINIBRAICL> TEBICERT S
ZENTES. ELHKEREES L CBESEDOBRIL
FEBOYIaL—¥a VETV, EREREHBHE L,
BRINIBRETVOFRAE2ERTA L 2HNE
LTWa,



218

2. WEREH

TEME OB EHREORIZ OV T IERD HBEL D
BEFSZXINTHY, DOoWERIREFE ETEH»
nAREb -2 E—N - 7 -0 VEONAHITGENERE
BLTWAIEFMONTVAS., KRXTHVSNAE
HERAME Willam - Warnke|Z k> TIREZ ML D2
Huwa. Fig. 1 O OFNZEMICE DT 2 OBERES
RENTHY, WROEIBEARAR KH-TEDLT I ENTE
5.

F=1/.7;+wR(0)I‘=O .................................. ( 1 )
W o BWHMHER, LE LEEAERET 0, D1
", REIES S, D2RFERBTHY, RDOLIITHY

) LR LR R T PP PP L RT P PREPEPPEPRPPEP PP ( 2 )
Jzzsij S”/z ............................................. ( 3 )
Sii=05—L/3 85 rrreereereerrerraeieees (4)

F (1) OFOEH 6 Fig.1 LRI NBRELAEL
IBWTHEAE KIEh230THY, KAROLHITE
FxNTWNDED,

cos (3 9)=_3¢§J3/(2 J3/Y) (5)
ZIIIT0=0=x/3, S IREHD IKRAERETHV,
WD EHITET 5.

Ji=S, Six Ski/3 ........................................ ( 6 )
R (1) OB RO) RZEFE LB 5 BERK
OWAEZRETHHDTHY, ROEHIZET 5.

R(A)Y=U(B)/ V(@) -vrrververemeenemmennieianiiaenen. (7)
iz
U(6)=2(1—R* cos §+(2R—1){4(1—R* cos?d
F5 RI—4 RV 2o (8)
V(0)=4(1_§2) cos’d+(1—2 E)z .................. (9)

I REMNERTH S, R (1) OBIBEEKIIE
g B (19) OWUARTF Y Y vy VERUSIEL, 4,
RO ZBLTHY, BRAICHAIANS Z EVHREL
-

3. RBREBEBHEFRT> v

IEHZERICB VTR OBRRBEEAS ED LS 2 EEZE L
TWVWBEOLEZERBICHENSIENETIBRELZINSE. £
1ZEEMER T v Y v WIRRRREBEHE RS 5 2 EPBIIOL
TWEPELPIZEINTETVWEDT, ZNQ2BERT
Yy VORI UTHRET S I LT 5.

R - AEY Do ANBREICN T 5B KmEIE—K
NS IS ASENT 5 IC oM TRESH AT 5

L nEEETLEERLUL. —F, GE - MEDE
BER S M2 O BRENVE S ES oA hic Bl

Uil izn a5 ML 1. &k, Pastoretal.®

S

Fig.1 Failure surface in the principal stress space.
WD D REARTE 1M 28 B I AR TE U 72 72 FITSE O BRER T 1<
Ko TEDLEINBZLETLTNS, RVEK->TH
- GRYOERT -5 2@ 5 L, WORBRKMTII,
0 RFs AR RS B2 RREENSRIB A h 3.

—RICHASHEOME TH > T HLBEERICHE N
BRITESFKEL L 5. FERFHEBBFELEzERD
FTT VYN, (Fig.28R) Itk-> TR E D LR
EThE, BRBEK S ERO LI ITET 5.

F(Gigy @agy B)=0 soeveremeceeioniiiniiiiii. (10)
Ik BEABELSTA-Y-THB. K (10) O
BEMNeEE LT, EENEBRICEVCHNE TS 58
IF Cam-clay EF NV ERANWSE L iIZThiE, KDL
BRERBEORNERET 5 LNTE S,

flzjz/ T(§)2+m7f+kjl=0 ........................ (11)
ZIZ m IMBER, kL BEABELTA-I—TH
0, REBT, J, JsRRO KD KEHSNS.

[ 7 R PP PP PP (12)
To=84; 81/ 2w wvverereniominiine i (13)
T3=80; Syn Sia/3rrerveveereesrsrnmnnnunuinicininininn (14)
COoS(B30)=—343 J3/(QTV2)-rrreremiimmminiinnn (15)
ZZiZ
G a5 Ggg— Qggswmeterereesreners sttt (16)
S =Sy e e (17)
Aoy =iy QS 3 Gy worereerermerrvsersesrennseiaie (18)

® (11) oFficREhd r@ER (7) »5 (9) i
BWCTR, §, REZhFh r, 8, TICBs#@z5
LizkotEabNE. K (11) OBREKICHE N T,
EHFELEBHELL SRS BHFBELESAVSATH
5. Fig.2ioRans koI, & (11) 3BERmE» B
BELIC k> TR HERORERB L, FHEICL-
TR BT RTTARLES.

WIZ, BYERT VY2 MIZOWTELZTHS, BED
FTHBYT VY NVDOERICBI A FAMEERET S LD
PEURT Yy VOREITHD. L OEBRBRICK
BEBUERT VY VIIBRERE 3RS 2BREEL



R LB 2 2T 5008 - RAB{LE L

TWBIEBHLPIZINTHEY, FhO 2 IEREKE)
RIDOBASBEE 85, K ik Cam-clay £F 019
Z—RILU RO EERRT Y Yy VELTAVWS
ol i B

1=y L /(ROL)~nIn (L/h)=0--rceeeereeennes (19)
I RMBERTH, h IBBICEERTLISLED
BV T A -8 —CH5B. Fig.31238 (19) ARX
hATVs, & (11) &K (19) 2AV CIEESERSHRIIC
&B120BRAVBEOIND. BTk~ k> ICEQHRE
EOBMILBBERT VY ¥ VOTEDEBNAEZEBT S
fzeh, & (19) OBERTF v Vv g, L IROFEORE
HRTF Y v Vg BRELTHL.

Ga= L Ra==Q crecrrereseerrorieniiiiiiii (20)
S A BBIZEBRT ABBEIRZ VBT A — 5 —
THD. K (20) TBOTRBEEBOTLOA %L
B2BURT Y Y Y LEROLTVS.

IhETITKRS SN BEEIC >N T, Fig. 41213 F
BREELH p CWEISH ¢ OFEA K B 5 HERE
¥, R (1), BB, R (11) BLUEBKERT > ¥+
W, X (19) WREhTWVA.

REREIEIZ DWW T I E £ OE o Rl < i Bk
PRESNTVS, ULhL, BDIKBET 52 < DERER
ITE->T, BREOARRICBW T LBV TADORET
I EDEHBINTWVS, Mroz et al, V-4 & Dafalias
et al. -9 3R FE (Bounding Surface) i &k 3 ERA(L
AREL, RREORATIRBRES BT L2 &I
Lo THHUOTHEPELCBHETNERLIL. $5b5
XROBRRmZBRAECB S, BEEORANIZH -
WEBRREARG EEZ NS, RRUTBOTIZERK
RINTZEHER (11) B12OBRBEEEZ LI EHT
%, RFE DA T Roscoe:Burland® |2 k - T
SINTVLLRERRTEBLTH 5ROEDOEREERES
5.

f3=73—‘k3=0 ........................................... (21)
Ik REFBLNTA I —THB. DL,
WEERT Y Yy VIERRZIRET 5.

Ga=h A Ra==0 crevereeeereccinniniiiiniiii, (22)
I h BRBICERT HBBO L NEE/I5 X -5 —
THbB.

BAORHRBIIHT 2AHEBAORERICEL T,
HOon B REBFBREPMEBMEART > v LOFEIZOV
TEAD. ETHFWERIINL TRBERER £ 2HV
TERANETERT 5.

afl/aa”(',”>0 .......................................... (23)
2T, BRBEIK A LHASGDOETEBRRNEZ Rk 51
WHOANAREEHRT VY v v gid, Bl g, O
R 09:/00:,; EIENES 0, ODBBIRIZE > TEHRD EH 12

219

Fig.2 Yield surface in the Fig.3 Plastic potential in the

principal stress space. principal stress space.

9 Faiture Line F=0
Phase Transformation
Line

Yield
Surface
$,=0
P
Plastic
Potential
94=0
P.T.L.
F.L.

Fig.4 Failure, yield and plastic potential surfaces in the plane
of effective mean principal stress and stress difference,

Fig.5 Loading criterion and stress increment, '

RES NS,
8G1/ 301 05, >0 TEHUE g gy reeeeeeeeeeeeneeens (24)
891/ 801, 65,0 IEHIE g gy eeeemeeereeeeieens (25)

Fig.5 IR SN BN o)l & dF1FENFhX (24)
& (25) KHIBELIZBEREDLTV S,

IR RIS L TR A EHTS.

aﬂ/aa” c‘,”<0 .......................................... (26)
ZORBIZBVTIE, B A BBRGELTEZELSN
THY, BRARSCOBHEIRELZED T LORITRY
Bz, BREAKS LBHEERT VY Vg EULTRET
5.



220

S =Say G=gareereerrrmemrernrininn (27)
ik g ENEFNRK (21) & (22) ITREMNT
AV

4. WL R =

—RICHR O BEEE S E L L EEE(L» 5B
BABCAICESOHTEATOWILEEALNS., 21
%, A2 OBILAIC>WTEN 5 ORBRERE LT
nliz sz,

9, EHEEMNC O VTIHBEAEIIE SO TEY
Nk EFERAT 5.

ii?1=¢(0u B3+ NSy @F)-eererrrnnraereninannaiiiin (28)

ii:g=¢le'”0“_” ou eg;)/3 ................................. (29)
T2, kit ki k& R DHESERL S, 1, ¢, a
WHEREHZEDL, OCRIZBEEHTHY, ef i
BHOTHES TV THS. K (28) OGEAE 1A
LE2HIZAFNEBEL L CARERICES L 128
HHFICERL VS, R (29) BEES o
BlE52—¥—2KRbDLTWAE., MREK ¢ iZDOW
T, BEREAE S ICBaT 2 A - REEEICESNWT
WOEH 2% LB ERET 5.

3fi/ 90, 0,>0 5 HIE =

3fs/ 80, 0,0 EHIE g=—¢

—7, BRI DV T Ziegler T & » TIRE
ENBFERE, ROLHIZBELLEZHVS.

5= C L +/T/(@R(OVL) Sy v ETp Ty ++vveeveees (31)
I, CIRMBEHRTHS.

5. WBHEBMVTADRR

BT AESERICESOWIERLEEZELS 120,
FTWHO T HEST v VY VOEEAS N OFEE —3
THEFETH. < DEBFERRIC & > T—RIGICHE
ahaw,

é‘,‘})=/\ DG/ Dyyevrerrrrrers e (32)
ST, AN BRICIST), OFHIERELILZD T —
BEEThHY, g dBERT Iy VTHSB.

Prager®® iz & » TREX hz8&5%4K1%, R (10)
RSN B5180% & 2BREBIC SV TRD &5 IZEY
5.

of /90y 61+ S /Oy iyt Of / Ok =0+ (33)

A (31) &KX (32) &K (33) KRAUL, AAH T -8
ARDVWTRLS XA %8BS,

A=—§%jm/ku+wmhﬂm“§%§”

99 29 ,of @k 99 1. .
D0,0 Dove | Ok ae%,amm] (34)

H (34) 2R (32) KRATAIEITE-T, BV

FH:

KIS EIEHOBERERES NI &R S,

W I B B -0 3 HBEFBRERRICE - T
BExoh5.

1 0.435C; p
2 up 3(1+e) p
T, W EMHER, e AL, C. MR
i TH 0, p=L/3TH5.

6. ZEIFHEAKBELEBNO I -3

YIalb—YavBRIZBOWTHWLNEREPDODOH
Bt & MR ER DS Table 1 IKRE TV 5. BEREIRUIC
SENEMEEH m, T ZXIER - BEBREICBT S
FEHEK = EhIERE - (RS = AV T IR dhim =
Witk THEINSE, THBEXRT Y Yy MIZ
SENBRER 7, RETA VA5 vy —BESEL
THREBEIT SO ETHBOEE L KD EENTE
B, IHIELST A =5 —IZEThHAMBER n, ¢,
C, ¢ SEMRER - ELSHKZEO>NBIEN-0F
HEBICESVTRES A, —F, MHEEHR o 1LBE
BRBIC B T 2 =8 - ERBELOROOSNE. E
BERELTE, AK€l - XA L0AEFE - M
H7O#HEEH NS, ZEBHABRCBNTRERHEAE L
THIE of LRIE ot=0: 2E 25D, AHFEELH D
=(01+203)/3 LEEILT) ¢=0oi— o KIEHREZRD
ThoicfEbhs, OFTAHBELTR, BUTH e &
BIOSTH e,=es WRETHIEWK KD, KBV A
V=e,+2e, CEIEVDTH y=e—e, BHWOLHN S,

£ O = EhIEEEAGERR U BB IXIRIL R 7 v > v U
AR B DIZITbATNS. ZOBRE, —RiCIW
DEBOTAHAIETHEEVIRENBEV OB, B
B A (Membrane penetration) DEE IR I N TN 5.
Ghaboussi + Momen | ZIEEAIC L S5EBO T 405, IE

5(€) —
ey=

(1.711_'1'7511)"‘

Table1 Material parameters used for sand tests,
Void ratio ey = 0.75
Elastic parameter C_ = 0.014

s

u- = 135
Yield function m = 0.00926

r = 0.9
Plastic potential n = -0.289

R = 0.6
Hardening parameter n = 0.0614

¢ = -10.0

a = 3.0

bg = 700.0

c” = 300.0
Failure parameter w = ~-0.308
Diameter of sample D = 5.0 cm
Normalized membrane
penetration volume S = 0.0040
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Fig. 14 Simulation of cyclic undrained tests of over-consolidated sands.
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