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Abstract: This paper develops a general and complete solution for the undrained cylindrical
cavity expansion problem in non-associated Mohr-Coulomb soil under non-hydrostatic initial
stress field (i.e., arbitrary K, values of the earth pressure coefficient), by expanding a unique and
efficient graphical solution procedure recently proposed by Chen & Wang in 2022 for the special
in situ stress case with K, = 1. The new generalized, graph-based theoretical framework contains
two essential components: the geometrical analysis to track the stress path trajectory/evolution in
different sectors of the deviatoric plane; and a full Lagrangian formulation of both the constitutive
relationship and radial equilibrium equation to analytically determine the representative soil
particle responses at the cavity surface. It is interesting to find that the cavity expansion deviatoric
stress path is always composed of a series of piecewise straight lines, for all different case scenarios

of K, being involved. When the cavity is sufficiently expanded, the stress path will eventually end,

exclusively, in a major sextant with Lode angle 8 in between 5?” and HT” or on the specific line of

0= 11?”, depending merely on the relative magnitude of Poisson’s ratio and the friction angle. The

salient advantage/feature of the present general graphical approach lies in that it can deduce the
cavity expansion responses in full closed form, nevertheless being free of the limitation of the
intermediacy assumption for the vertical stress and of the difficulty existing in the traditional
zoning method that involves cumbersome, sequential determination of distinct Mohr-Coulomb
plastic regions. Some typical results for the desired cavity expansion curves and the limit cavity
pressure are presented, to investigate the impacts of soil plasticity parameters and the earth
pressure coefficient on the cavity responses. The analytical closed-form solutions developed herein
can be regarded as a definitive one for the undrained cavity expansion problem in classical Mohr-
Coulomb materials without the approximations and simplifications in previous solutions, and will

be of great value for the interpretation of pressuremeter tests in cohesive-frictional soils.
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Introduction

Cavity expansion in elastoplastic geomaterials is one of the few well-defined initial boundary
value problems involving nonlinearities that can be analytically solved in theoretical geomechanics
(Selvadurai, 2007), and is a subject particularly relevant to geotechnical engineering owing to its
common applications in the interpretation of pressuremeter/cone penetration test results (Yu,
2000). The pioneering work on this research topic is attributed to Gibson & Anderson (1961), who
had been the first to derive both undrained and drained analytical solutions for a cylindrical cavity
expanding in Mohr-Coulomb frictional soils, and to develop corresponding interpretation methods
for the back calculation of soil properties from pressuremeter testing. Since then, the literature
devoted to cavity expansion problems associated with different types of soil constitutive models,
incorporating a diversity of material properties which range from perfect or work hardening plastic
behavior to strain softening, is quite extensive. Restricting to the cohesive-frictional soils, the
following are the key contributions in the development of cavity expansion analytical solutions:
Ladanyi (1963); Vesic (1972); Prevost & Hoeg (1975); Hughes et al. (1977); Carter et al. (1986);
Yu & Houlsby (1991); Collins et al. (1992); Papanastasiou & Durban (1997); Mantaras & Schnaid
(2002); Yu & Carter (2002); Chen & Abousleiman (2018); and Carter & Yu (2022).

The above-mentioned cavity expansion analyses, based primarily on the Mohr-Coulomb
model, can be broadly classified into two categories in light of the analytical solution procedures
employed, i.e., the so-called similarity technique originally proposed by Hill (1950) [see Collins
etal. (1992); Yu & Carter (2002); Carter & Yu (2022)] and the alternative total strain method first
given by Chadwick (1959) [e.g., Yu & Houlsby (1991); Papanastasiou & Durban (1997); Chen &
Abousleiman (2018)]. The common drawback of these solutions, nevertheless, lies in that the

axial/vertical stress pertaining to the cylindrical case has been almost exclusively assumed to



remain intermediate during the entire cavity expansion process, which unfortunately does not hold
true in many instances (Florence & Schwer, 1978; Yu & Houlsby, 1991). The chief reason of
introducing such an assumption in the literature was to simply avoid the corner singularity of
Mohr-Coulomb type models so that closed form cavity expansion solutions can be made possible.
To overcome this long-standing issue, recently a brand new graphical theoretical framework has
been proposed by the authors (Chen & Abousleiman, 2022; Chen & Wang, 2022) based on a full
Lagrangian formulation, which is found to be particularly powerful and efficient for rigorously
solving the undrained cavity expansion problem involving the cornered Mohr-Coulomb model
(Chen & Wang, 2022). The distinctive feature of the novel graphical method proposed is that,
through unique and rigorous geometrical analysis, the stress path pertinent to the cavity expansion
problems becomes completely trackable. This thus allows for the accurate determination of the
flow rule/stiffness matrix, and eventually the development of a complete cavity expansion solution
in Mohr-Coulomb soil, with the removal of the strict yet undesired intermediacy assumption for
the vertical stress (Chen & Wang, 2022).

The graphical formulations in Chen & Wang (2022) are limited only to the relatively simple
case of isotropic in situ stress state with the earth pressure coefficient K, = 1, which cannot apply
to the general situation encountered in geotechnical practice where the out-of-plane (vertical) in
situ stress may differ from the in-plane (horizontal) one (Mair & Muir Wood, 1987; Chen &
Abousleiman, 2012). This paper therefore aims to generalize such a rigorous graphical approach
for Mohr-Coulomb cavity expansion to achieve a full coverage of the K, value. On account of the
undrained expansion conditions, it is interesting to note that the effective stress path followed by
a soil particle is always composed of a series of piecewise straight lines in the deviatoric stress

plane, regardless of K, greater or less than unity. This is indeed a favourable phenomenon as it



essentially renders possible the derivation of the cavity expansion responses in completely closed

form. For any arbitrary values of K, under consideration, the deviatoric stress paths tend to move
towards the major sextant of%" <f< 117" or the specific line of 6 = “T" (6 is the Lode angle)

during the continuous process of cavity expansion. And provided that the cavity is sufficiently
expanded, the stress path will eventually terminate within/on the very sextant/line, depending
again on the relative magnitude of Poisson’s ratio and the friction angle as analogous to the case
of K, = 1 (Chen & Wang, 2022). Some representative results are presented to investigate the
impacts of the soil friction angle as well as the earth pressure coefficient on the essential cavity
expansion curves and the limit cavity pressure. The analytical closed-form solutions developed in
this work can be regarded as a definitive one for the undrained cavity expansion problem in the
classical Mohr-Coulomb materials without the approximations and simplifications in previous
solutions, and will in particular valuable and beneficial in geotechnical practice pertaining to the

interpretation of pressuremeter tests in cohesive-frictional soils.

General graphical method development for cylindrical cavity expansion in Mohr-

Coulomb soil

The undrained expansion problem of a cylindrical cavity in non-associated Mohr-Coulomb
soil with dilation, under hydrostatic in-situ stress conditions, has recently been completely solved
through the proposition of a rigorous and novel graphical solution procedure (Chen & Wang, 2022).
To make the graphical theoretical framework more applicable in geotechnical practice where the
vertical in situ stress is usually different from the horizontal one, it is quite natural to consider

generalizing such a graph-based analytical method to cover any arbitrary values of the coefficient



of earth pressure at rest, K, (defined as the ratio between the horizontal and vertical in situ effective
stresses). This is exactly the objective of the present work.

The (infinitely long) cylindrical cavity expansion in elastoplastic soils is a well-defined one-
dimensional boundary value problem in theoretical geomechanics. The cavity has an initial radius
of a,, and is expanded in an infinite saturated soil mass subjected to in-situ horizontal stress o;,
and vertical stress o,,, and initial pore pressure u, respectively. Let a be the current radius of the
cavity that corresponds to an increased internal cavity pressure g,. The key task in the cavity
analysis is hence the determination of the cavity pressure-expansion curve between g, and a, and
of the ultimate cavity pressure o,, (When a approaches infinity).

As already mentioned in Chen & Abousleiman (2022) and Chen & Wang (2022), the
application of the graphical analysis approach for cavity expansion problem requires a full
Lagrangian formulation for both the constitutive relationship and radial equilibrium equation, and
needs to track the stress responses of a representative soil particle at the surface of the cavity only.
Following Chen & Wang (2022), let the current soil stress state be denoted by point X(s,., Sg, S,)
in the deviatoric, or m-plane, see Figs. 1-3 for different K, case scenarios. Here s,., sy, and s,
represent the radial, tangential, and vertical deviatoric stresses, respectively, and, with the measure

of the Lode angle 6 as indicated in these figures, can be expressed as follows (Chen &

Abousleiman, 2022)
s, =0, —p = %qsin(@ + 2?”) (1a)
Ssg=0g—p = gqsine (1b)
s, = 0= p' = gsin(6 — ) (1)

where oy, gy, and g, are, respectively, the effective principal stresses in the radial, tangential, and

vertical directions (compression positive); while p’ and q, the two stress invariants of mean
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effective stress and deviatoric stress, are defined as

! 1 1A ! !
P =1(0} +0h+ ) 2)

0= [ 1ot - o) + (o1 = )2 + (o — o)) ©)

In addition to the current stress point X, also specifically displayed in Figs. 1-3 are
X0 (570,500, 520)s Xep (Sr.eps So,eps Sz,ep)r AN Xy (Sry» Sgus Szu.), Which denote the projections on the
deviatoric plane of the initial stress state, elastic-plastic transition stress state, and ultimate stress
state, respectively. It is well known that the deviatoric stress path during the purely elastic
expansion phase, i.e., segment XoX¢, in the figures, must be a horizontal straight line (Chen &
Abousleiman, 2022; Chen & Wang, 2022). Depending on the location of the in situ stress state X,
(via K, obviously) relative to the two reference points R and S as shown in Figs. 1-3, the transition

stress point X, may fall on different segments of AB, VA, and BT that pertain to three plane faces

of the yield surface situated in sextants 37" <8< 11?" 7?” <g<E z

respectively. Note that R and S are such chosen that RA and SB parallel the x axis in the
deviatoric plane, while V and T are the major and minor vertice. Three distinct case scenarios
corresponding to Kory < Ko < Koy, Koy < Ko < Koery, and Koesy < Ko < Ko(r, therefore,
will be analyzed separately in the development of the generalized graphical solution procedure.
Here Koz, Ko(s), Koy, and Koy denote the K, values corresponding to the specific points R, S,

V,and T, which are given by

_1—(c/op)cos¢

KO(R) B 1+sing (43.)
__ 1+(c/op)cos¢

KO(S) B 1-sin¢ (4b)
__ 1-sing-2(c/op)cosp

KO(V) - 1+sin¢v (40)



1+sing+2(c/oy)cosd
1-sin¢g

Kory = (4d)

where c is the cohesion; ¢ is the soil frictional angle; and a,, = g,, — u, denotes the initial vertical
effective stress.
(A) CasE I: KO(R) <Kp< KO(S)

As can be clearly seen from the geometry of Fig. 1, in this first case the end point of the

11w

horizontal elastic stress path, X.,, resides on segment AB and thus in the sextant of 37” <0< -

ep:
where the effective radial, tangential, and vertical principal stresses satisfy o, > o, > g,. The

yield function F,.g and potential function P,4 pertaining to point X,,,, both only dependent of the

ep:
major stress o,. and minor stress gy, can be expressed as

! I
070y _ ortay

> — singp — ccos¢ (5)

Fro(0y,09) =

Prg(ay,09) = G;;—aé - a;%aésimp + const. (6)
where v is the soil dilation angle.

Apparently the above two equations defining the yield and potential surfaces are the same as
those involved in the specific case of K, = 1, which corresponds to hydrostatic in situ stress
conditions and has been thoroughly investigated in Chen & Wang (2022). Recall that in the
formulations of Chen & Wang (2022), the orientation of the plastic stress path in the deviatoric
plane (or equivalently, the effective stress increment ratio of Da;.: Dag: Do) is found to be only
controlled by the values of Poisson’s ratio v and fiction angle ¢ and to remain a simple straight
line, whenever the current stress point X in still located inside the sector of g, > g, > g,. Due to
the fact that the elastic-plastic transition stress point X, in the present case of Koy < Ko < Ko(s)
is already and always situated in this desired sector, it can be straightforwardly deduced that the

deviatoric stress path must possess the same straight line characteristics (within the sextant a,. >
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a, > dp) as with the K, = 1 case. The pertinent constitutive relationship, hence, can be obtained

following Egs. (5) and (6) as

Doy L by b1z bi3](Dey
Day =7 by1  byy  by3|{Deg (7)
Do, b3 b3y b33l\De,

where Day., Doy, Da, and De,., Deg, D¢, are the three effective stress and strain increments in r,
6, and z directions, respectively; 4 and b;; (i,j = 1, 2, 3) are all constants depending explicitly on
v, ¢, P, and shear modulus G, which have the same definitions as those in Chen & Wang (2022).

Now introduce the radial equilibrium equation in the form of Lagrangian description (Chen

& Abousleiman, 2013, 2022)

Dog 1-¢ ’ I
D¢ = 2iez\%a~ ) (8)

where g, and gy , denote the effective radial and tangential stresses at cavity wall, respectively;

a—ay

and ¢ is known as an auxiliary variable defined as ¢ = (Chen & Abousleiman, 2013, 2022).

a

It should be noted that Eq. (8), converted from the Eulerian-based equation via the pivotal auxiliary
variable &, is related to the stress state for a specific point at the cavity surface only.

Following a similar procedure used in Chen & Wang (2022), i.e., analytically solving a;., gy,
and g, from Eq. (7) for a representative soil particle at the cavity wall under undrained conditions
(D&, + Deg = De, = 0), and on substituting in Eqg. (8), one obtains the following closed-form
expressions for the radial effective stress o, cavity pressure g,, and the corresponding pore
pressure u,:

a

y _ b11—b12 ’
Ogq = Tln (aep> + Gr,ep (9)

Oq = fre (a) — fro (aep) + U;,ep + U (10)
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Ug = - aa frB (a) fre (aep) bll bz —=In ( ) + Uy (11)

Qep

with

o= o2 (2 (51) - I (] -3 (-2 1)

(b11—=b12—bz1+b33) .
A

;B=1-

where Li, represents the polylogarithm function of order 2; 4,4 =

Urep O'h C

ag - . . . . .
o = Orep — Ogeps Qep = ;" is the increased cavity radius at the transaction from elastic

to plastic straining; while o5, = g5, — u, denotes the initial horizontal effective stress, and oy,
and oy ., pertain to the effective radial and tangential stresses at the transition point X, which,
along with the third vertical stress component o, ., can be readily determined as

0r.ep = (1 +sin@)Kooy, + ccos @, 0g,, = (1 —sinp)K,0, —ccos¢p, 0, = 0y (13)

It is favorable to see that Egs. (9)-(12) are symbolically almost identical to those
corresponding to the case of K, = 1 (see Chen & Wang, 2022), which is expected and in turn
indicates that the graphical formulation/solution previously developed for the cavity expansion in
Mohr-Coulomb soil under isotropic in situ stress state is indeed equally applicable for the more
general values of K, ranging from Kz to Kq(sy. One therefore can further conceive that if the
condition of 2v > 1 — sin ¢ holds true, then the plastic stress path X, X will be strictly confined
within the major sextant of o, > g, > gy during the whole cavity expansion process, until the
ultimate state X, is arrived at (see the shaded area as illustrated in Fig. 1). Under such circumstance,
the limiting cavity pressure o, can be obtained from the above Eqg. (10) as

0, = lim g, = 29 Li,(B2) — 2In(1 — B2) + 0/, e + Ug (14)

The above description applies to the case of 2v > 1 — sin ¢ for the entire stress path from

point X,,, through X to the ultimate state X, and to the alternative case 2v < 1 — sin ¢ as well

ep
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(except for Eqg. (14)) as long as the stress state X is still located in the sextant a,. > g, > ;.

However, when 2v < 1 —sin¢, the stress path X.,X will be oriented in such a way that it
eventually hits the line 6 = MTR at a certain point X, and then stick to that line afterwards until

the ultimate point X, is reached, see the trajectory X, XX, X'X,, as shown in Fig. 1. The fact that
the segment X, X'X,, shall be in alignment with the projected s, axis can again be proved
following exactly the same graphical analysis provided in Chen & Wang (2022). And for this
corner loading condition with the current stress state X' lying on the common edge of the
previously defined yield/potential surfaces F,y/P,¢ and the following ones of E.,/PB., (in the
sextant a,. > gy > a,):

010z _ 01+0y

Fo(ot,07) = T5% — T2 sing — ccose (15)

o4—0y  O}+oh

P.,(o),0,) = —— — — - siny + const. (16)
the corresponding stress and pore pressure analysis/responses for a soil particle at the cavity wall

that were presented in Chen & Wang (2022) must also still be valid. Hence, one has similarly

Oy = 2(1:::”)71 In (aipr) + 0 pr (17)
0o = 9(a) — g(ap) + 0/ pr + Uy (18)
U, =0, — 0, =g(a) — g(apr) — Z(IZ:n)n In (aipr) + Upy (19)
oy = altl_r)glo O, = TZ_:lLiz (%) — Arglnzﬂln (1 — %i) + 0ppr + Upy (20)
with
o0 = 22t (£)in (5 1) - [ ()] - 210 ()
+3 [Arglanr + 50N (%) + c] In(1- Z—f) (1)



where m = sing; n = siny; 4, = zc(iw) [3—6v+(2v—1(m+n)+ @B+ 2v)mn]; Ry, =

A(O'é,e _01,9 )
ex { 14 ep
bz1—b32—b31+b3;

}; apr = gy Ry, represents the cavity radius corresponding to the intersection
stress point X,,.; while oy.,,,- and u,,, are the associated effective radial stress and pore pressure,
which can be readily determined through substitution of a,,. for a in Egs. (9) and (11), respectively.
(B) Case I1: Koy < Ko < Ko

For the case of Ky < Ko < Ko(ry, the initial stress state X, lies on the segment RV of the
triaxial compression line with 6 = 7?” refer to Fig. 2. The elastic-plastic transition point X, as a
result of the horizontal direction of the pure elastic stress path in the deviatoric plane, now shifts

upwards to the sextant 7?” <0< 37" characterized by o, > g, > agy. Accordingly, the two planar

Mohr-Coulomb yield and potential surfaces passing through X, are related only to the major

stress a, and minor stress a,, which are governed by

1 1yt
F,(0,,09) = 622—69 - %sind) — ccos¢ (22)

! !
07-0y _ 0zt0g

. Tsinzp + const. (23)

PZG (O-Z’l O-é) =
Combining the yield criterion (22) with the elastic cavity expansion solution (Yu, 2000; Chen
& Abousleiman, 2012), the effective stress components at point X, (on segment VA for the

present case) can be easily shown to be

, 1-sin¢, , 2ccos ¢ ’ 1-sin¢p , 2ccos ¢ ’ ,
Oy op = (2Ky — o, + o = gy, — =0, 24
r.ep (2K, 1+sin¢) Y " 14sing’ 0.ep ™ 1+sing Y  1+sing’ z.ep v ( )

Beyond point X, it is found that the plastic deviatoric stress path remains a straight line

within the sector of %” <6< 37” (see segment Xepf( in Fig. 2) and tends to approach the negative

sg axis with the Lode angle 8 = 37" The latter of the downward trend of the movement can be

13



straightforwardly illustrated in a graphical manner as follows. Note that for the undrained cavity
expansion problem, the deviator of incremental strain vector, De, is always directed in the
horizontal sense in the deviatoric strain plane (Chen & Abousleiman, 2022; Chen & Wang, 2022).
While De, on the other hand, can be decomposed into two components in the m-plane: the elastic
deviatoric component De® along the direction of incremental stress (i.e., De® || Xepf(), and the
plastic component DeP normal to the devitoric cross-section of the potential surface P,q (i.e., the
dashed line passing through X). Since De? is already pointing upward and to the right, from the
geometry of Fig. 2, it then becomes obvious that De® must orient in a direction below the

horizontal line to generate a resultant deviatoric strain increment De || Ox. This proves that Xep)'i
in parallel to De® has to move towards the line 8 = 37” with the continued expansion of the cavity.

To verify the straight line nature of the stress path segment Xepf( developed in the sextant
7?" <0< 3?” one may resort to the elastoplastic constitutive relationship for a representative stress

state X lying on this very sector. By making use of Egs. (22) and (23), this relationship can be

written as (Chen & Han, 1988; Yu, 1994)

Doy L bss b3y bs3i](De,
Doy =3 bas bz by1|{Dég (25)
Do, bz by; bi11\De,

where 4 and b;; have been defined previously.
With the aid of De,. = —Deg and De, = 0 for the undrained plane-strain expansion
conditions, Eq. (25) leads to the following effective stress increment ratio
Doy:Dag: Doy = (b3z — b3y): (baz — byp): (bys — byy)
=2[1—-2v+ (v +sin¢ + vsing¢) siny]

: (1 —sing)(2v + siny — 1): (1 + sing)(2v + sinyy — 1) (26)
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The above equation clearly indicates that the orientation of the effective stress increment
vector De’ = {Da;, Do}, Doy}" at point X is only dependent on the three constant parameters v,
¢, and y, but not on the current stress state of the soil itself. Therefore, the stress path in the sextant

7?”< 0 < 37” indeed turns out to be a straight line with the direction defined by Eq. (26).

Nevertheless, it should be noted that here the orientation of Da’ is also affected by the dilation
angle ¥ in addition to the Poisson’s ratio v and friction angle ¢; the latter are the two only

contributing soil parameters that controls the stress path when it is located in the major sextant

37" <0< MT" as described in the preceding subsection.

Now substituting the large strain increments definition of De,. = —Dggy = % (where Dr
denotes the infinitesimal change in the radial position) into Eq. (25), and replacing r by a followed
by integration to track the stress responses for a soil particle at the cavity wall, the three effective
stress components o, , 0 ,, and 0,4 in the radial, tangential, and vertical directions can be

analytically obtained as

1 _ bzz—b3; a ’

Ogq = Tlna + Orep (273.)
’ bz3—by; a ’

0p, =—>==In—+o0 27b
6,a A ep + 6,ep ( )
1+ _ biz—bip a /

Ora =~ In 2o + 0z.ep (27¢)

Here oy ¢p, 0g 0, and o, ., are already given in Eq. (24), which should not be confused with those
presented in Eq. (13) for the previous case of Ky < Ky < Ky(sy; and a.p,, the cavity radius
corresponding to the initial yielding, can still be found from the expression a,,, = %, but with the

involved ;. .,, again being calculated by means of Eq. (24).

15



Having known the effective stress components, the solution procedure for determining the
cavity pressure g, and the related pore pressure u, is completely analogous to the previous one
for Case I. The equilibrium condition of Eq. (8) remains unchanged, which, with the substitution

of Egs. (27a) and (27b), leads to

D — W{Azgln E (aio)] +c} (28)

(b33~ b32—b23+b22)
A

where A,9 =

The solution of the differential equation is

Oq = fz@ (a) - fz@ (aep) + G;,ep + U (29)

where

@ = ()10 (1) - ()] - 20t (2 + 222220101 2) o

Eq. (11) becomes

Ug = 0gq — fze (a) sz (aep) - b33 Paz ln( p) + Uy (31)

It is understood that the analytical solutions derived above, i.e., Egs. (27a)-(27c), and (29),

are valid for any stress point X positioned in the sextant 7?” <8< 37” before the attainment of the
intersection point X ¢ between the straight stress path XX, and the negative s axis (6 = 3?”).

After arriving at the common edge of 8 = 37” of the two adjacent yield surfaces F,4 and F,., the
stress path theoretically may further develop in three different ways. It can bounce back to the

7 3 . . 3 . .
upper sextant ?” < 6 <=, remain on the line § = ==, or move across into the major sextant of

Z<h< 11—” see the corresponding segments of X eX X eX and XX as shown in Fig. 2.

Following basically the same graphical analysis of the stress path as described in Chen & Wang

(2022) for the case of 2v < 1 — sing, however, one may easily deduce that the only possible stress

16



path beyond point X, must be the third one of X,¢X. This is because the first path of Xpei will
evidently contradict the downward movement requirement (towards the sq axis), as has already
been graphically interpreted above. While the second path Xpei along the negative sq4 axis will
result that the elastic strain increment De®, as well as the two components of the plastic strain
increment DeP pertaining to the potential functions P,g and P4, all orient in a direction above the
horizontal line, which therefore is in contradiction with the basic requirement of De || Ox for the
undrained cavity expansion deformation.

Once the stress state subsequently enters into the sector of%" <0< HT” in the deviatoric

plane, the vertical effective stress o, turns out to be the intermediate principal stress, i.e., g, >
a, > dp. In this situation the graphical analysis method described earlier for the stress path and
cavity responses for the first case of Koy < Ko < Ko(s) must be equally applicable, with the
difference that the initial conditions involved need to be associated with point X ¢ instead of X,

as in Case I. If 2v = 1 — sin ¢, the stress path XX will again remain strictly in the major sector
of%” <6< 11?” all the way down to the ultimate state X,,. The corresponding equations for g,

u,, and a,, are reduced to

Ogq = fr@ (a) — fr@ (ape) + U;,pe + Upg (32)
= = by1—b
ta = Fr0(@) = fro(ape) =252 () + g (33
T _Arg . B_2 _Agzlan9+C _B_2 ,
oy = altl_r)go 0q ==, Li; (Rf;e) —, —In (1 Rf;e) + 0 po T Upo (34)
with

fo@ = a2 =)= [ )N -1 ()
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ArgIn(B/Ryg)+AgzInRyg+C a?
+ T ( p )2 z p ln( __0)

(35)

a?

A (Ué,ep _O'TI‘,ep)
b12—b13—b3z+b33

where R, = exp{ }; ayg = Rpgae, represents the cavity radius corresponding to

the intersection point X,,; While o, ,, and u, denote the related effective radial stress and pore
pressure, which can be computed, respectively, from Egs. (27a) and (31) by replacing a with a,,.
In contrast, if the condition 2v < 1 — sin ¢ is satisfied, then the above equations (32) and (33)
will still be valid for the calculation of cavity responses, as long as o, < dy.,,r + Uy, (Or a < a,,)
where ay,., gy, and wu,,. denote the cavity radius and the corresponding cavity pressure and pore
pressure at the intersection point X, with the s, axis (see Fig. 2). Otherwise, the stress path shall
end up with lying on the projected s,. axis, following the line XXX, X'X,, as shown in the same

figure. The cavity expansion solution therefore will be an analogue to the expressions in Egs. (18)-

(21), which takes a slightly different form as follow:

=g(a) — g(apr) + 0-1{,pr + Upr (36)
~ ~ 2(14+m)
= g(a) — g(ayr) — A:" “In (am) + Uy, (37)
T _mn.. B2 ArgInRyr+AzgInRpp+C B2
oy = altl_r)glo g = - Lip (R§TR§g> - ——+—1In (1 m) + 0ppr Uy (38)

with

0@ = 22 (2) 10 (5~ 1)~ [ (2)] - 2 ()

ArgInRp,+AzgInRyg+(4mn/A)In[B/(RprRpg)]|+C a2
+ > In(1-— ;

(39)

A(9, 9= o)
bz1—bz2—b31+b3;

where R, = exp{ } with o 4 and oy 4 Obtained by putting a = a,g = Rpgaep

in Egs. (27b) and (27c¢); a, = Rpra,e represents the cavity radius pertaining to point X,,; while

pr

18



ay.pr and u,. denoting the related effective radial stress and pore pressure should be determined
from Eqgs. (32) and (33) with a set to be a,,..
(c) CAsE 11: Kos) < Ko < Koy

For this last category of K, values in between K sy and Kory, the in-situ stress state Xy has

moved downward to the portion ST of the triaxial extension line with 8 = %‘ As a consequence,

the corresponding elastic-plastic transition point Xy, as shown in Fig. 3, now falls on segment BT

ep»
of the deviatoric cross section of the yield surface E.,. It is therefore expected that the developed

stress path span two adjacent sextants of —% <f< gand 37” <f< HT” and will again either be

confined to the latter (major) sector with o, > a, > g, or end up with lying on the s, axis with
oy = 0, (depending on the relative magnitudes of v and ¢), see the respective stress paths
XoXepXXprXX, and XoXep XX, X'X,, presented in Fig. 3.

As similar with Case I1: Koy < Ko < Koy, the solution procedure will begin with analyzing
the elastoplastic cavity responses pertaining to the stress path segment Xep)v(xpr located in the
sector of —% <0< % For any stress point X falling within this sector, the constitutive relationship,

by means of Egs. (15) and (16), transforms into

Doy L byy  byz by (De,
Dog ==|bsy bsz bsy|{Deg (40)
Do, by1  baz byl \De,

where 4 and b;; are only dependent of v, ¢, 1, and G, already defined.
From Eq. (40), one obtains
Day:Dog: Doy = (byy — by3): (b3y — bss): (bp1 — by3)
= (1 + sing)(1 — 2v + siny):
2[(v —singp —vsing)siny — 1+ 2v]: (1 —sing)(1 — 2v + siny) (41)
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which again clearly demonstrates that the stress path developed in the sextant —% <f< g during

the early elastoplastic deformation phase of the cylindrical cavity expansion must be a straight line.

The equations analogous to Egs. (27a)-(27¢), obtained by integrating Eg. (40) with respect to

a, are

ol = %lnﬁ + Orep (42a)

Oga = %lné + 0g.ep (42b)

Ohq = 2200 ot Ty (42c)
where

Fen = g ¥ ¥ isng Ober = @Ko~ IR0 RS G =0y (43)

Note that for point X, the deviatoric plastic strain increment DeP is oriented downward and
to the right (see Fig. 3). It therefore can be readily proved graphically that the straight stress path
Xep)v(xpr must be in a direction above the horizontal line, i.e., inclined towards the s, axis, to
accommodate the horizontal resultant De under the undrained conditions. Furthermore, the

analytical solutions for the cavity pressure and pore pressure pertaining to this segment of stress

path may be found following the procedure previously outlined for point X in the sextant of 7?” <

0 < 37” giving
Oq = frz(a) - frz(aep) + U;,ep + Up (44)
— ro__ b11—b13 a
Ug = 0q — 0gq = f;‘z(a) - /‘;‘z (aep) - Tln (a) + U (45)
where

o0 = A fin ()& - 1) [ ()] -2 (] 225 1)



. (b11—b13—b31+b33)
with 4,, = 11 13A 31 33;

and a,,, has the same definition as before with the involved o,
nevertheless being determined from Eq. (43).

As g, increases further, the stress path beyond point X, will again be controlled by the
relative magnitudes of 2v and 1 — sin¢. If 2v > 1 — sing, the stress path tends to cross the s,
axis and then follows a typical straight line XXX, that will be fully contained in the major sextant

3 11 . .
of7" <6< T” The analogous set of solutions for the cavity pressure/pore pressure responses

can be obtained from the previous analysis by slightly changing the expressions in Egs. (32)-(35),

such that
Oq = fr@ (a) - fr@ (ape) + G;,pr + Upy (47)
~ PN b11—b
Ug = fr@ (a) - fr@ (apr) - 114 = In (fﬁ) + upr (48)
. Avg .. [ B? ArzInRy,+C B? '
o, = Oltl_l)’glo Og = TBLIZ (R—IZW) - +ln (1 - R_zzzr) + Orpr + Upr (49)
with

o = o ()1 (55 1) = [T 51 )

n Arg lnB/Rpr-Iz-Arzln Rpr+C In ( _ a_g)

(50)

a2

!
A(Ué,ep _Ue_ep)
b31—b3zz—bz1+b33

where @, = Ryag, and Ry, = exp{ }; while o7, and ,, at a = a, this time

should be calculated according to Egs. (44) and (45) above.

Similarly, if 2v < 1 — sing, the stress path (X, X'X,,) will continue staying along the s,. axis
after the intersection point X, has been reached. In this case it is conceivable that the cavity/pore
pressure-expansion responses be analogous to Egs. (36) and (39), and found to be

Oq = g(a) - g(apr) + O-rl',pr + Upr (51)
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= §(@) - §(apy) - L 1n (am) T, (52)

2 2
oy = lim g, = —— LIZ(B ) A0ty (1—a)+arpr+upr (53)

a—oo Rp,- 2

g(@) =2 ()in (5 1) (2] 10 ()

ArzInRp,+(4mn/A)In[B/Rpy|+C ( _a_g)
> In(1 =

+

(54)

Numerical results

In this section some sample results are presented for the cavity expansion curve and the limit
cavity pressure, to illustrate particularly how they are impacted by the key parameters of the soil
friction angle ¢ and earth pressure coefficient K,. Note that these curves are calculated from the
explicit expressions, Egs. (10), (14), (18), (20); Egs. (29), (32), (34), (36), (38); and Eqs. (44), (47),
(49), (51), (53) for the three cases of Kyz) < Ky < Ko(s), Koy < Ko < Kory, and Ky5) < Ko <

Ko(r), respectively. The (normalized) values of the Mohr-Coulomb parameters used in the analysis
are: shear modulus £ = 100; Poisson’s ratio v = 0.3; cohesion == 0.5; friction angle ¢p = 15°,

Oy Oy

30°, and 45°; dilation angle ¥ = 10°; and the initial pore pressure ? = 0.25. These parameters

v

together with the four reference K|, values of Ky, Ko(r), Ko(sy,» and Ko7y (related to Gi and ¢ via
4

Eqgs. (4a)-(4d)) are given in Table 1.

Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) show the normalized cylindrical cavity pressure-expansion curves (i.e., %
4

Versus ai) for the three different magnitudes of friction angle ¢p = 15°, 30°, and 45° considered,
0

with K, = 0.8 and 1.5, respectively. Note that according to Table 1, these two values of K, both
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fall into the first category of Koy < Ko < Koy(s). However, for ¢ = 30° and 45°, the two
corresponding curves pertain to the solution case of 2v > 1 — sin ¢ (note: the critical condition of
2v = 1 — sin ¢ for a constant value of v = 0.3 is fulfilled at ¢.,, = 23.58° < 30°) with the stress
path ending at point X,, in the sextant 37” <f< 11?”; while for ¢ = 15°, the cavity expansion curve
corresponds to the case of 2v < 1 — sin ¢p, accompanied by the occurrence of the intersection
point X, (as marked in the two figures) before the ultimate stress state X, located on the s, axis
is reached. From Fig. 4, it can be clearly seen that the friction angle has a significant effect on the
cavity responses; an increased value of ¢ results in stiffer cavity expansion curves and hence
higher limit cavity pressure o,,. Nevertheless, the calculated cavity expansion curve seems to have
been only slightly influenced by K, when it varies from 0.8 to 1.5.

Fig. 5 presents the corresponding results for a relatively small value of K, = 0.2 that belongs
to the second category of K,y < Ko < Ko(r) (see Table 1), again for all the three values of friction
angle involved. Remember that in this case scenario, the deviatoric stress path developed generally

. 7 3 3 117 . .
span two adjacent sextants of ?n <0< 7” and 7” <0< Tn in response to the continued

expansion of the cavity. Therefore, the intersection point X,¢ with the negative sy axis indeed

occurs for each of the ¢ values, as indicated in the individual curves of the figure. It is noted that

the friction angle however has a negligible influence on the calculated expansion radius % (where
0

apg denotes the cavity radius pertaining to the stress state X,g); the magnitudes of % are found
0

to be 1.00281, 1.00280, and 1.00272 corresponding to ¢p = 15°, 30°, and 45°. Also marked in

Fig. 5 is the expanded cavity radius % corresponding to the intersection stress point X, which,
0

pr

as expected, occurs only for the case of ¢ = 15° with the satisfaction of 2v < 1 — sin ¢.
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Fig. 6 further shows the calculated cavity expansion curves for the cases of K, = 3.3 (with
¢ = 15° and 30°) and of K, = 6 (with ¢ = 45°), to cover the last solution scenario of Ky <
Ky < Ko(ry for which the elastic-plastic transition point X, shifts downward to the segment BT.
The reason that two different values of K, have been involved in this figure, rather than a single
one as adopted in the previous two figures, is simply due to the fact that there exists no single value

of K, satisfying Kos) < Ko < Ko(r for all the ¢ cases considered, as is evident from Table 1.

Once again, Fig. 6 clearly demonstrates that the cavity pressure % increases profoundly with the

increasing friction angle ¢. A further comparison of the results presented in this figure with those

in Figs. 4 and 5 reveals that the calculated =% increases monotonously but moderately as K,

Oy

increases from 0.2 to 6. Also marked in Fig. 6 is the % value corresponding to the intersection
0

point X,,;., which always occurs for the present category of Kys) < Ko < Ko (1.

prs

Finally, the variations of the limit cavity pressure ag,, with the friction angle ¢ (ranging from
10° to 50°), for three different values of K, = 0.2, 0.8, and 1.5, are plotted in Fig. 7. It is evident
that the effect of the friction angle is significant; an increase in ¢ from 10° to 50° will increase the
ultimate cavity pressure o, by almost two times. In contrast, the earth pressure coefficient K|,
appears to have only a minor influence on the calculated o,,. Note that the solution procedure

essentially switches from the case of 2v < 1 — sin ¢ to the case of 2v > 1 — sin ¢ across the

critical value of ¢, = 23.58° when the equal sign of the above inequality is fulfilled.
Conclusions

The graphical solution procedure proposed by Chen & Wang (2022), intended to rigorously

solve the undrained cylindrical cavity expansion problem in non-associated Mohr-Coulomb soil
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with corner singularity, has been successfully extended in this paper to cover the general in situ
stress conditions with arbitrary values of the earth pressure coefficient K,,. The development of the
generalized solution involves three different categories of graphical formulation, depending on the
relative position of the in situ stress state (or K, value) with respect to two reference points along
the triaxial compression/extension lines in the deviatoric stress plane. Nevertheless, for each of the
three graphical analysis categories, the deviatoric stress path turns out to be always comprised of
a set of trackable, piecewise straight lines, as in the special hydrostatic in situ stress case with K, =
1. It is essentially such a desired feature of the stress path that makes possible the deduction of the
cavity expansion responses in completely closed form, yet being free of the limitation of the
intermediacy assumption for the vertical stress and of the mathematical difficulties involved in the
treatment of corner singularity pertaining to the Mohr-Coulomb yield/potential surfaces. The
removal of the former undesired assumption is of particular importance, since for soils with
considerably high or low values of K|, the vertical stress will remain the minor or major principal
stress, immediately upon the commencement of yielding in the cylindrical cavity expansion.

The orientation of the straight-lined effective stress path, when located in the major sextant
of %ﬂ <6< 11?” with g, > g, > dy, is found to be controlled merely by the two soil parameters
of fiction angle and Poisson’s ratio. It, however, depends on the third additional parameter of the

o . . . 7T 31 T T
dilation angle too if the stress path is situated in the sextants of - < 0 < 5 or——< 0 < p For
any arbitrary values of K, encountered, provided that the cavity is sufficiently expanded, the stress

11m

path will terminate exclusively either in the major sextant of 37" <0 <— (2v=1-sing)oron

the projected s, axis (2v < 1 — sin ¢p). Parametric analyses show that the cavity expansion curve
and the limit cavity pressure are significantly impacted by the soil friction angle, but only

moderately by the earth pressure coefficient. The closed-form, graphical analysis-based solution
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derived in the current work can be regarded as a definitive and complete one for the undrained
cavity expansion problem in the classical Mohr-Coulomb materials without the approximations
and simplifications in previous solutions. This will be particularly valuable and beneficial in
geotechnical practice as it pertains to the interpretations of pressuremeter tests in cohesive-

frictional soils.
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Limit cavity pressure in variation with friction angle for various K, values
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Table 1. K, values for reference points V, R, S,and T (c/o,, = 0.5)

¢ Kow) Koy Kos) Kor
15° —0.43 0.28 2.22 3.44
30° —0.43 0.28 3.15 5.31
45° —0.38 0.31 5.02 9.05
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during cavity expansion process with Kor) < Ko < Kq(s)
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Fig. 4. Cavity pressure-expansion curves for various friction angles under graphical solution
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category of KO(R) <Kp< Ko(s): (a) Ky = 0.8; (b) Ky =15
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Fig. 5. Cavity pressure-expansion curves for various friction angles under graphical solution
category of Koy < Ko < Kqgy, Ko =0.2
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Fig. 6. Cavity pressure-expansion curves for various friction angles under graphical solution
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36



50

—> 2v > 1-sin¢ 1.5

40 ///

g 2v =1-sin¢ /
¢,=2358° /

~. 30- ~

[eyie)

20 - 9/0V = 0.5‘, G/cv =100__ |

‘ v=0.3,y=10°
2v < 1-sing <—

10 T 1 1
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

¢ (%)
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