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Fig. 2.3: Material Shakedown and Incremental Collapse (Ref. 24)
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Fig. 3.2: Flat Region on the Yield Surface (Ref. 55)
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Fig. 3.3: Stress Space (Ref. 55)
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Fig. 3.4: Segmental Loading Programme (Ref. 55)
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Fig. 4.1: The Linearized Yield Surface and

the Linear Stress Domain at a
Check Point 1
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Intermediate Mesh (42 elements) for the Thin Plate
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Shallow Stratum of Undrained Clay (Ref.

10)
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Fig. 5.10: Loading Programme for the footing Problem
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Fig. 5.11: Finite Element Mesh of 62 Elements for Footing Shakedown
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Fig. B.l : Linearized Tresca Yield Criterion

in Plane Stress (Ref.

44)
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