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ABSTRACT

Based on the frictional state concept, the natural state parameter for sands is defined as an extension of the state parameter
defined by Been and Jefferies. The proposed definition of the natural state parameter is the sum of the distance between
the normalised difference of the current stress ratio and the critical frictional stress ratio and the difference between the
current and critical frictional state void ratio for the same mean principal stress. Therefore, it combines the difference
between the current and critical frictional state in the ¢ — p"and e — p' planes and can be treated as an extension of Been
and Jefferies' definition of the state parameter in the e — p’ plane. The results of drained triaxial compression tests for
Toyoura sand and Dog’s Bay sand, presented in the literature, are analysed. The values of the natural state parameter at
failure for these sands are equal to zero. Therefore, the critical state in the ¢ — p' and e — p’ planes can be determined by
analysing the conditions at failure. At failure, the deformations of the samples are almost homogeneous, and the stresses
and deformations (void ratios) can be correctly determined. Additionally, the critical frictional state and critical state are
very similar for these sands. The relationship between the dilatancy and the state parameter at failure, similar to that given
by Been and Jefferies, was obtained directly by using the frictional state concept and the proposed definition of the natural
state parameter. The natural state parameter, like the state parameter, can be used for modelling of sands in the future.

Keywords: state parameter, natural state parameter, sands.

1. Introduction

Been and Jefferies (1985) introduced the state
parameter for sands as the difference between the current
and the corresponding critical void ratios for the same
mean normal stress (i = e — e.). The state parameter
combines the effect of the density and stress level on the
sand's behaviour. Contractive behaviour for positive
values (1 > 0) and dilative behaviour for negative values
(¥ < 0) are observed during shear. The dilatancy at
failure and the shear strength of the sands can be simply
expressed with the state parameter (Jefferies and Been
2019, Jefferies 2021). Experimental data have
demonstrated that strong relationships also exist between
the state parameter and the potential instability (Liu and
Huang 2015) and shear wave velocity in sands (Guo and
Yang 2017). The state parameter is a more meaningful
parameter to represent the in-situ state of sandy soil than
the relative density (Robertson 2010). Many soil models
have been developed using the state parameter (e.g.
Jefferies 1993, Taiebat and Dafalias 2008). Some
modifications of the state parameter have been proposed
to better describe the relationship between the modified
state parameter and the dilatancy and shear strength of
sands (Gutierrez 2007, Porcino et al. 2020).

The state parameter proposed by Been and Jefferies
(1985) represents the “distance” from the current and
critical state in the e —p’ plane without taking into
account the “distance” in the ¢ — p’ plane. The Frictional
State Concept (FSC) proposed by Szypcio (2016, 2023)
makes it possible to define a state parameter called the
natural state parameter (P°), which combines the

distances from the current and critical frictional state in
the ¢ —p' and e —p’ planes. It is assumed that for
dilatant failure states ¥° = 0. This condition defines the
critical frictional state in the e —p’ plane. For the
analysed drained triaxial tests of Toyoura and Dog’s Bay
sands the critical frictional states and critical states are
very close to each other.

2. Natural state parameter

The proposed natural state parameter is the sum of
two components:

Ve =g+ (1
where

Yy = —M°)/M° (2)
Y =e—el (3

The 1y and ¢ represent the “distance” from the
current and the corresponding critical frictional states
(CFES) for the same Lode angles 8 = 6° in the ¢ — p’ and
e — p’ planes, respectively (Fig. 1).

Points P represent the current state, and points C
represent the corresponding CFS. The corresponding
mean normal stress of the CFS is a function of the current
stress state and the stress path (Fig. 1).

The 1y and ¢ are named the stress ratio and void
ratio parts of the natural state parameter, respectively.
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where n = q/p’ is the current stress ratio, and M° =
q°/p° is the slope of the critical frictional state line
(CFSL) in the g — p’ plane (Szypcio 2023).

In geotechnical laboratories, conventional drained
triaxial compression tests under constant confining
pressure (o, = g3 = const., §q/8p’ = 3) and constant
mean normal stress (p’ = const., §q/8p’ = o0, p° =p')
are most often performed. It is assumed that for dilatant
failure states (Szypcio 2023) the natural state parameter
equals zero.

All values in the dilatant failure states (DFS) are
marked with the subscript F. Therefore,

Vi = Ypr + Y =0 )
where

Yor = (Np —M°)/M° (6)
Yor = ep — el (7)

g = Qr — Ap D}:) )

and
Qr = M° — ap A° ©)
Ap = Br A° (10)

In the FSC it is assumed that for sand ay = 0. For drained
triaxial compression,

M° = M? = 6sin¢?/(3 — sin ¢?) (1)
A°=Ag=1—§Mg (12)
and

¢° =sin"*(BM2/(6 + M2)) (13)

The M° (¢°) is determined by the intersection of the
dilatant failure state line (DFSL) with the vertical axis in
the n — DP plane (Szypcio 2023). The critical frictional
state void ratio is calculated by using Eq. (5):

e =ep+ 1/%717 (14)

The corresponding mean normal stress in the CFS is
calculated by Eq. (4). Therefore, the critical frictional
state can be fully determined by the dilatant failure states
and the natural state parameter in these states.
Homogeneous deformations of sheared samples are
usually observed in dilative failure states, so the stresses
and strains in these states can be determined more
accurately than in the ultimate (critical) states. This is the
main advantage of introducing the FSC and natural state
parameter.

3. Critical frictional state of Toyoura and
Dog’s Bay sands

In this paper, the drained triaxial compression test of
Toyoura sand conducted by Sun et al. (2007) and Miura
and Yamanouchi (1975), and Dog’s Bay sand conducted
by Coop (1990) were analysed. The experimental stress—
axial strain and volumetric strain—axial strain
relationships presented by Sun et al. (2007) for Toyoura
sand and Coop (1990) for Dog’s Bay sand were
segmentally approximated with high-degree
polynomials. The dilatant failure states, marked with
points F in Figs. 2 and 3, were identified using the
definition given by Szypcio (2023). Dilatant failure states
are equivalent to failure states for Toyoura sand (Fig. 2).
For Dog’s Bay sand, the dilatant failure states and failure
states are different (Fig. 3).

For the drained triaxial compression tests analysed
above, M2 = 1.331 (¢° = 33.0°), A2 = 0.556, Br =
1.0 and M2 = 1.748 (¢° = 42.6°), A% = 0.417, Br =
2.36 respectively for Toyoura and Dog’s Bay sands
(Figs. 2 and 3). The initial states void ratios (e;), void
ratios after consolidation (ey), void ratios at DFS (eg), the
parameters of stress—dilatancy relationships for DFS (pg,
Nr> Brs Yyr), and the parameters of the CFS (M¢, ¢°, e,

v2, p°) are presented in Table 1.
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Figure 2. The relations for drained triaxial compression of
Toyoura sand: (a) (g{/03) — ag4; (b) &, — &4; (c) n — DP
(experimental data from Sun et al. 2007).
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Figure 3. The relations for drained triaxial compression of
Dog’s Bay sand: (a) (01/03) — ag; (b) &, — &g; (¢)n — DP
(experimental data from Coop 1990).
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Figure 4. Experimental curves (o] — 03) — & and &, — &, for
drained triaxial compression of Toyoura sand under high
pressure: (a) g3 = 15~50 MPa; (b) 03 = 2.5~10 MPa

(adapted from Miura and Yamanouchi 1975).

As shown above, the DFS and failure states are
equivalent for Toyoura sand. Therefore, for this sand, a
simpler procedure for determining the CFS parameters
can be used. This procedure was used to analyse the
results of the drained triaxial compression of saturated
Toyoura sand presented by Miura and Yamanouchi
(1975). The initial void ratio of all tested samples was
e; = 0.61. Post-consolidation void ratios (e;) were

obtained using isotropic compression curves for Toyoura
sand presented by Pestana et al. (2002). The DFS (failure
state) values qp, volumetric strains &,, and ratios of the
increments of volumetric and axial strain &¢,/d¢, were
read directly from the presented q — ¢, and ¢, — &,
curves (Fig. 4). The other values for DFS are:

er = ey — &r(1+ep) (15)
Pr =0:+qr/3 (16)
Nr = 3qr/(qr + 30¢) (17)
Dy = 3(6e,/8€a)r/ (3 — (8&y/6€a)F) (18)

where o, is a constant confining pressure. The values of
2 =1.353 (¢p° = 33.5%), A2 =0.549 and Br = 1.0
were obtained from Fig. 5.
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Figure 5. The stress ratio—dilatancy relationships at failure for
drained triaxial compression of Toyoura sand under high
pressure.
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The values py, Ypr, and el of the CFS were
calculated from Eq. (4), (6), and (14). All the
characteristic values for Toyoura sand triaxially
compressed by Miura and Yamanouchi (1975) are also
presented in Table 1.

The critical frictional state and critical states in the
e — p’ plane for Toyoura and Dog’s Bay sands are shown
in Figs. 6 and 7, respectively.

The e? and e, values are very close to each other. The
critical state angle of Toyoura sand tested by Sun et al.
(2007) ¢p.s = 33.4° (Yao et al. 2008), tested by Miura
and Yamanouchi (1975) ¢.; = 33.0° (Pestana et al.
2002) and Dog’s Bay sand ¢.; = 40.3° (Coop 1993).
Thus the CFS values of the analysed sands are very close
to the critical states.

4. Dilatancy at dilatant failure state

Assuming that DP = D for the dilatant failure state,
Eq. (5) after some algebra can be written as

D = x.er (19)
where
Xe = M2/ (BrA?) (20)

for drained triaxial compression. For Toyoura sand tested
by Sun et al. (2007) y. = 2.394 and tested by Miura and
Yamanouchi (1975) y. = 2.464 (Fig. 8). These values
are similar to those proposed for sands by Jefferies and
Been (2019). For Dog’s Bay sand tested by Coop (1993)
Xc = 1.776 (Fig. 8).
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Figure 8. D — Y 2r relationships for Toyoura and Dog’s Bay
sand.

For calcareous sand tested by Giretti et al. (2018) of
M2 =M° =1.65 (¢°=¢/s =40.3°), A2 =0.45,
Br = 2.0 the value y, = 1.883 was obtained from Eq.
(5) and y, = 1.8 from the experiment (Fig. 9).
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by Giretti et al. 2018: (a) ng — Dg; (b) Dr — Y25 (adapted
from Giretti et al. 2018).

The ratios of the volumetric and axial strain increments
at failure as a function of ¥2r = 1 calculated using the
CFS concept and experimental relationships collected by
Jefferies and Been (2019) are shown in Fig. 10.
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Theoretical relationship (19) describes the experimental
relationships for sands well.

5. Conclusions

The proposed natural state parameter can be treated
as an extension of the state parameter defined by Been
and Jefferies. It combines the distance from the current
and critical frictional states in the ¢ —p’ and e — p'
planes.

The dilatant failure states and assumed zero values of
the natural state parameter in these states fully define the
critical frictional state.

For the analysed drained triaxial compression of
Toyoura and Dog’s Bay sands, the critical frictional
states and critical states are very close to each other.

Assuming that for sands Yoy =1, the relation
between the dilatancy in dilatant failure states and the
state parameter is directly determined by the natural state
parameter.

The correctness of the proposed critical frictional
state and the natural state parameter for other soils must
be confirmed in the future by experimental and
theoretical research.
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