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A CONSIDERATION ON THE STRESS-STRAIN RELATION OF
A SAND UNDER HIGH PRESSURES
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Table 1 Soil constants of the Toyoura sand compared

with those of others®

Constants %}i}:n 'gf;ﬁ" %i):}t’ion g:;ld ’sl;x:!séoura
2 0.356 0.122 0.161 0.093 0.162
I3 0.184 0.026 0.062 0.035 0.018
A& 1.93 4.69 2.60 2.66 9.00
M 0.845 1.01 0.888 0.95 1.30
Gs 2.77 2.76 2.75 2.75 2.65
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