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Generalization of elasto-plastic model with two yield surfaces
based on SMP criterion
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Fig. 2 Shapes of SMP criterion in T or T plane
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based on SMP criterion
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Fig. 4 Yield loci of Modified Canr clay model based

on SMP criterion under triaxial stress condition
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Fig.5 Yield loci of Modified Canr clay model based on SMP

criterion under triaxial stress condition
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Fig. 6 Yield loci of original model and revised model by SMP
criterion under triaxial stress condition
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Fig. 7 Comparison of measured and predicted results
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