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Abstract: A comprehensive experimental database containing results of a series of dry vacuum-
consolidated triaxial compression tests was populated. The tests were performed on sand specimens
and conducted under similar experimental conditions, in which specimens’ boundary deformation
was captured using a three-dimensional digital image correlation analysis (3D-DIC). The use of
a standard triaxial device along with the 3D-DIC technology allowed the specimens’ global and
local boundary displacement fields to be computed from start to end of the compression phase.
By repeating each test under the same experimental conditions and building the specimens using
the same type of sand, the boundary deformation patterns could be identified, and the statistics
associated with both global and local displacement fields could be assessed. Making this experimental
database available to others should serve to calibrate as well as develop new forward models to
account for effects associated with the specimens’ local displacements and material heterogeneity
and include statistics to represent a specimen’s random response. Moreover, this work will serve as
a basis for the statistical characterization of spatio-temporal boundary localization effects used to
develop stochastic models and machine-learning models, and simulate virtual triaxial tests.

Keywords: experimental database; sand triaxial compression tests; 3D-DIC; localization effects;
forward models; numerical models; specimen heterogeneity

1. Introduction

An experimental database was populated from a series of dry vacuum-consolidated
triaxial compression tests performed on sand specimens tested under similar experimental
conditions; boundary deformation was captured by the use of a three-dimensional digital
image correlation analysis (3D-DIC). Capturing high-resolution displacement fields on a
sample’s boundary makes possible identification and characterization of local deformation
effects, such as strain localization, which we hypothesize controls the failure mechanisms
of geotechnical structures across multiple scales, from microcracking of material to struc-
tural failures of foundations, dams, excavations, and anchoring systems. This study of
localization effects in sands under laboratory-controlled conditions thus provides signifi-
cant evidence of specimens’ multiscale behavior, which plays a key role in explaining the
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evolution of micro- to macro-deformation patterns under different loading and boundary
conditions, and for a given set of material physical properties, such as particle size, particle
angularity, density, stiffness, and strength [1,2].

The mechanical response of granular materials, including the effect of material density
and granular packing within a specimen, can be investigated using gamma rays [3,4], X-ray
computed tomography [5,6], and micro-focused X-ray systems [7–9]. Advances in the use
of these full-body scanning techniques have allowed the morphology of each particle to be
characterized by a particle’s trajectory under laboratory compression conditions. From a
micro-scale standpoint, these techniques have allowed granular properties of the material
to be characterized and the development of the material failure mechanisms to be accurately
captured.

Digital image correlation has emerged as an optical non-intrusive experimental tech-
nique to carry out full-field deformation measurements by capturing high-resolution
displacement fields over the boundary of a specimen during the loading phase. This
methodology requires a computational algorithm to assimilate consecutive digital images
used to estimate the corresponding displacement fields [10]. DIC has been used in geoengi-
neering as an analysis tool with some application in the analysis of arching phenomena in
soil [11] and the load distribution in foundation beds [12]. When applied to sand specimens
under plane strain conditions, DIC defined 2-D kinematic behavior in terms of shear and
compression bands, characterized by thickness and inclination [13,14]. DIC also identified
the evolution of “force chains” and “vortex-type” structures through the course of the
specimen’s deformation [15,16]. The same methodology but in 3-D was applied by Rechen-
macher and Medina-Cetina [17,18] to a limited set of dry vacuum-consolidated specimens;
at the time, Rechenmacher and Medina-Cetina [17,18] focused on the influence of bound-
ary conditions and specimen heterogeneity in the definition of only elastic constitutive
parameters by the solution of the inverse problem.

Most previous DIC studies performed to characterize geomaterials focused on kine-
matic effects associated with various experimental conditions [19–22], including grain mor-
phology, stiffness, strength, sample preparation, and effect of boundary conditions [18,23].
The combined effects of these control parameters led to varying experimental responses
even under the same experimental conditions, which motivated populating a comprehen-
sive database that would explore the combined impact of all aforementioned properties,
making available both global and local deformation effects, as well as its uncertainty.
The experimental database introduced in this paper challenges traditional calibration of
forward models that make use of only global triaxial measurements provided by the
standard triaxial device, in which the specimen is assumed to be homogeneous, to have
perfect cylindrical geometry, and that all boundary effects acting on the sample are already
accounted for.

Control variables included in the experimental design of this database are sample den-
sity, confining pressure, sample preparation method, initial geometry, and repeatability and
reproducibility. Repeatability was a unique consideration to allow for the identification and
characterization of global and local deformation patterns, and to assess the corresponding
uncertainty of both global and local effects while conducting the same experiment under
the same experimental conditions (i.e., same operator, same equipment, same material,
same testing procedures). Capturing both global and local deformation effects also allowed
for accounting for multiscale effects associated with micro- and meso-scale behavior, which
can be used when developing a multiscale forward model [19–21].

All data used in this paper, including readings from the triaxial device (global re-
sponse) and boundary displacement fields (local response) as captured by the 3D-DIC, are
available at Supplementary Material.

2. Soil Experiments

The testing technique used to develop the database is similar to that used in conven-
tional triaxial compression tests, except the triaxial plexiglass cell was removed to avoid
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light reflection and refraction, which would likely cause distortion during the capture of
stereo-digital images. For this reason, specimens were vacuum-consolidated instead of by
a fluid-induced consolidation. An automated triaxial device was used for the compression
tests and to measure the global stress-strain axial response. The triaxial frame and triaxial
3-D imaging systems setup are presented in Figure 1. The 3-D imaging system used to
capture the boundary displacement fields consists of two digital cameras positioned 25 cm
from each other and 50 cm away from the sample. The digital cameras, Q-IMAGING
PMI-4201 (Correlated Solutions: Irmo, SC, USA), were equipped with experimental-grade,
charge-coupled device sensors that were calibrated through analyzing synchronous images
of a standard grid oriented at different angles, as shown in Figure 2. Before each specimen
was loaded, the camera was calibrated to define the 3-D spatial framework and the required
parameters to compute the displacement fields during the specimen’s compression [24].
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The material selected for testing was a dry sand, classified as SP with Cu = 2.34 and
Cc = 1.11, which provided a distinct grain-color spectrum suitable for pattern recognition
during imaging analysis (as seen behind the sample’s latex membrane). The sand specimen
was constructed using a standard cylindrical mold following two preparation methods:
vibratory compaction and dry pluviation. The experimental design produced a series of
heterogeneous specimens (compacted layers through vibratory compaction) and a series of
homogeneous specimens (one single layer through dry pluviation). Each specimen setup
was made on the triaxial frame, the mold was then removed, and an isotropic vacuum
pressure was applied to the base of the specimen to maintain its effective stress integrity, by
the use of a vacuum pump at a prescribed pressure. The specimen then was loaded from
the bottom at a controlled deformation rate of 0.2% of axial strain/min, and stereo-digital
images were taken at every 0.05% of axial strain.



Materials 2022, 15, 1528 4 of 23

All tests’ coding and measures of the physical characteristics defining the control vari-
ables included in the database are presented in Tables 1 and 2, corresponding to specimens
prepared following vibratory compaction (multiple-layered heterogeneous specimens) and
dry pluviation methods (single-layer homogeneous specimens), respectively. A total of
27 specimens were tested, comprising 25 specimens of nominally similar density (heteroge-
neous and homogeneous combined), one two-layer half-loose and half-dense specimen,
and one loose sand specimen. Most specimens were consolidated at 40 kPa of vacuum
pressure, but one specimen was consolidated at a confining pressure of 20 kPa and two
were consolidated at 60 kPa. The average diameter of all specimens is 71.15 mm, with a
standard deviation of 0.27 mm; the average height is 158.31 mm, with a standard deviation
of 1.62 mm. The dense specimens’ average initial density is 1712.89 kg/m3, with a standard
deviation of 10.10 kg/m3; the average relative density is 91.72%, with a standard deviation
of 3.43%. Eighteen samples were prepared in three layers by the vibratory compaction
method (heterogeneous) and eight samples were prepared by the dry pluviation method
(homogeneous). One specimen was built in two compacting layers; the lower layer was
dense, with a relative density of 98.87%, and the upper layer was loose, with a relative
density of 30.54%.

Table 1. Experimental characteristics of multiple-layered sand specimens prepared by vibratory
compaction (heterogeneous specimens).

Test No. Test Name Height (mm) Diameter
(mm)

Initial Density
(kg/m3)

Relative
Density (%)

Confinement
(kPa) Notes

1 092903b 155.50 71.33 1710.95 91.09 40 -
2 093003b 156.67 71.41 1696.00 85.96 40 -
3 100103a 157.67 71.29 1702.22 88.10 40 -
4 100103b 155.83 71.24 1717.13 93.18 40 -
5 100103c 157.67 71.54 1703.87 88.67 60 -
6 100103d 154.33 70.86 1702.41 88.17 40 -
7 100203a 157.50 71.45 1715.32 92.57 40 -
8 100203b 155.00 71.48 1711.91 91.41 40 -
9 100303b 158.17 71.29 1718.70 93.71 40 -
14 120604c 158.83 70.72 1717.48 93.30 40 Light reflection
15 120604d 158.83 70.84 1716.99 93.13 40 Light reflection
16 120704a 158.83 71.37 1708.07 90.11 40 Light reflection
17 120704b 159.00 71.30 1686.96 82.82 40 Light reflection

18 120704c
157.67 Average:

70.88
Average:
1648.06

Average:
68.90 40 Layered specimen

79.50 71.27 1734.17 98.87 40 Lower: dense sand
78.17 70.68 1549.61 30.54 40 Upper: loose sand

19 120904a 158.67 71.15 1707.72 89.99 40 Light reflection
20 120904b 160.00 70.98 1720.40 94.28 40 -
21 120904c 159.67 71.11 1713.13 91.83 40 -
22 120904d 159.00 71.13 1707.89 90.04 40 -
23 120904e 160.00 70.99 1718.70 93.71 40 -

Global stress-strain curves for all tests are presented in Figure 3 (vibratory compaction)
and Figure 4 (dry pluviation). Both figures show that for dense sand specimens with a
confining pressure of 40 kPa, the maximum deviatoric stress oscillated between 220 and
255 kPa and the deviatoric stress at the critical state ranged between 140 and 160 kPa. For
the two tests with a confining pressure of 60 kPa, the deviatoric stresses were 306 and
345 kPa at peak and 231 and 225 kPa at critical state. We hypothesize that deviations in
deviatoric stress with the same confinement condition were caused by the variation of
relative density within the specimen as a result of the sample preparation methods. The
loose specimen test had no peak stress and yields at 142 kPa and 3.2% of axial strain and
reached critical state at about 148 kPa. The two-layered specimen test did not have a
behavior typical of a dense sand specimen, but instead had a response similar to that of a
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loose sand specimen, yielding at 162 kPa at 4.0% of axial strain and reaching critical state at
about 168 kPa.

Table 2. Experimental characteristics of single-layer sand specimens prepared by dry pluviation
(homogeneous specimens).

Test No. Test Name Height (mm) Diameter
(mm)

Initial Density
(kg/m3)

Relative
Density (%)

Confinement
(kPa) Notes

10 101104a 159.33 70.87 1724.89 95.79 40 Light reflection
11 101204a 160.00 71.46 1708.03 90.09 40 -
12 120604a 159.33 71.31 1721.06 94.50 40 Light reflection
13 120604b 159.33 70.94 1715.13 92.50 40 Light reflection
24 121304a 160.00 71.30 1721.73 94.73 40 -
25 121304b 158.17 70.86 1588.84 46.39 40 Loose specimen
26 121304c 160.00 70.48 1718.72 93.72 60 -
27 121304d 159.50 71.38 1736.71 99.71 20 -
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Mohr’s circles for experiments on all sand specimens are presented in Figures 5 and 6.
Failure envelopes and friction angles at the peak strength for dense sand specimens are
also shown. A summary of the point of estimates of friction angles versus confining stress
for all dense specimens regardless of sample preparation is presented in Figure 7, where
the mean and standard deviation of the friction angle for all dense specimens confined at
40 kPa are 47.86 and 1.81, respectively.
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Figure 6. Mohr’s circles of sand specimens prepared by the dry pluviation method.
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Figure 7. Effective friction angles at failure for dense specimens.

3. 3-D Digital Image Correlation Analysis (3D-DIC)

Digital image correlation is a non-destructive optical approach that permits the estima-
tion of high-resolution (micro) displacement fields over the surface of a specimen during
loading and consequently capturing local deformations effects, such as shear and compres-
sion bands. Three-dimensional digital image correlation, or 3D-DIC, was developed based
on principles analogous to the human eye’s depth perception: stereo-digital images are
taken during loading at a constant frequency in order to reconstruct the displacement field
over a segment of the surface of the cylindrical specimen by tracing pixel patterns along
sequences of images. During the course of shearing, two 14-bit Q-IMAGING PMI-4201
(Correlated Solutions: Irmo, SC, USA), digital cameras with 4.2 megapixels of resolution
(2024 × 2024 pixels) took simultaneous images every 15 s, corresponding to 0.05% of axial
strain during the triaxial compression test. Figure 8 illustrates one sequence of deforma-
tion; images that are taken by one digital camera capture the state of the specimen at the
deformation stages of 0.2%, 3.6%, 7%, and 12% of axial strain, presenting the state of the
sample at the elastic zone, peak stress, softening zone, and critical state, respectively.
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Figure 8. Photographic images of test 120904c at 0.2% of axial strain (a), 3.6% of axial strain (b), 7% of
axial strain (c), and 12% of axial strain (d).

VIC-3D software was used to digitize the photo images and assimilate the images into
3-D full-field displacements [25]. The first step is to select an area of interest on an image of
reference and define a seed window at the first set of images (undeformed configuration).
An area of interest is defined for which the displacements will be computed, and a seed
window is set at the common pixels that are clearly identified in both left and right images,
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as shown in Figure 9. A subset of 45 pixels and a step size of 3 pixels were selected to
achieve as close to grain-scale resolution in the displacement measurement as possible.
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Once the 3-D imaging system is calibrated and the reference image is prepared for
analysis, VIC-3D can perform the 3-D surface reconstruction. The common section captured
by two cameras is where the displacement fields are analyzed, which accounts for up to
one-fourth of the circumference of the specimen (Figure 10a). VIC-3D generates 2-D and
3-D contour plots of the displacement fields available in the common section, where the
displacement fields are computed. Some limitations on the use of this technology include
cases when it is not possible to follow pixels from one set of stereo-images to the next, which
may happen due to light reflection, or at late stages of deformation where anomalies form
on the fully sheared surface of the specimen, limiting the view from either of the cameras.
For instance, Figure 10b shows a 2-D and 3-D horizontal displacement field reconstruction
at 12% of axial strain for test 120904c, where some segments of data are lost, indicating that
the use of the data will be limited.

Figure 11 illustrates a state of deformation showing displacement fields at 3.0% of
axial strain when the reference image is the image at 2.8% of axial strain. The orientation of
the system setup is described in a global Cartesian system, and u, v, and w are displacement
components corresponding to the x, y, and z directions, respectively.

As reported in Alshibli et al. [5] and Desrues and Viggiani [26], strain localization in
sand can be manifested in a wide range of phenomena, from an undeformed configuration
to a deformed configuration, in which compression, expansion, and rotation over the
sample specimen can be observed, as was identified in the present study. Figure 12 presents
four distinct failure modes as noted in tests 120704a, 100103c, 120704c, and 121304b at
12% of axial strain. The deformation patterns show a variety of boundary phenomena,
from V-shaped shear-band formations to bulging in different places. Figures 10–12, are
screen captures that allow to see both the specimen and the displacement field components
overlaying it, illustrating the extent of the digital image analysis, the different deformation
patterns, and the challenge of data curation for some of them because of lighting reflec-
tion. Notice that some of the associated colorbars showing the order of magnitude of the
displacement field components may not be fully readable since these figures were screen
captures. However, reproducible data corresponding to all tests presented in this paper
are publicly available and accessible at https://dataverse.tdl.org/dataverse/SGL-MDPI-
Topic-StochasticGeomechancis-ForwardModeling (last accessed on 1 December 2021).

https://dataverse.tdl.org/dataverse/SGL-MDPI-Topic-StochasticGeomechancis-ForwardModeling
https://dataverse.tdl.org/dataverse/SGL-MDPI-Topic-StochasticGeomechancis-ForwardModeling
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Figure 12. Different localization effects at failure. Digital images and corresponding displacement fields
(u, v, and w) at 12% of axial strain from tests 120704a (a), 100103c (b), 120704c (c), and 121304b (d).

The accuracy of displacement measurements produced by DIC was validated by
comparing vertical displacements between DIC and LVDT observations at the loading
frame, as shown in Figure 13a, corresponding to the elastic deformation range. The absolute
difference between the triaxial device’s and DIC’s measurements in the vertical direction
had a mean absolute error of 0.00 mm and a standard deviation of 0.02 mm (metric of
accuracy), which is consistent with the order of magnitude observed in biaxial tests using
only one camera for both vertical and horizontal displacements [27]. Previous research [28]
suggests that the accuracy of the horizontal and out-of-plane displacements should be of
the same order as that of vertical displacements.
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4. Post-Processing of Image Data
4.1. Piece-Wise Integration of Cumulative Displacement Fields

In 3D-DIC, displacement fields are computed by assessing the image differences of
consecutive images. The strategy set to secure the computation of each displacement field
obtained from VIC-3D is to conduct incremental displacement field analyes every fourth set
of images (i.e., every 0.2% of axial strain). Therefore, the “memory” of the spatial framework
is lost after every fourth image. This frequency was set to retrieve the most information
from the sequence of images (the farther the image analyzed, the less correlation is found
with respect to the reference image). To elicit cumulative displacement fields with respect
to the first reference image (i.e., undeformed state at zero strain), consecutive displacement
fields had to be integrated.

Figure 14 illustrates the integration flow-chart analysis as applied from image no. 000
to image no. 008, which corresponds to 0.4% of axial strain (i.e., two sequences of analysis).
The reference image for no. 000–004 is image no. 000, and for the no. 004–008 is image
no. 004. To accumulate displacements from image no. 000 to no. 008, the reference
points of displacements between image no. 004 to no.008 were first interpolated on the
last step’s spatial coordinates (image no. 004). After the interpolation, the sum of the
current displacement (image no. 004 to 008) and the previous step’s displacements (image
no. 000 to 004) becomes the cumulative displacement from image no. 000 to no. 008.
This integration method was iteratively applied to all deformation sequences (sets of four
images) from the undeformed stage to the last image set of all the compression tests.

4.2. Geometrical Transformation

Sutton et al. [28] and Lava et al. [29] reported that 3D-DIC system experiments had
errors traced to sources, such as cross-camera matching, camera calibration, multiple
correlation runs, and triangulation when integrating segments of the displacement fields.
In this study, the images obtained from VIC-3D have already been corrected for data
alignment as part of the calibration procedure. From the calibration images, various system
parameters, including camera-based parameters, such as focal length, image center, lens
distortion, and the relative orientation of the two cameras in space are computed. The
resulting plotted shape of the 3-D image data on the Cartesian coordinate system was
still not fully aligned with the orthogonal axes (x, y, and z), however. To correct this
problem, a 3-D geometric rotation and translation were conducted, aimed at finding the
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best starting material coordinates for each test. The transformation procedure consisted of:
(1) computing the coefficients of a best-fit plane by regression of all data points, (2) rotating
the initial data points with the angles calculated from the relationship between a normal
vector of a best-fit plane and the y- and z-axes (Figure 15a), (3) after rotations, translating
the data points along y- and z-directions in order to align the data points consistent with the
orthogonal coordinate system located at the center and base of the specimen (Figure 15b).
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5. Results: Displacement Fields
5.1. 3-D Displacement Field under Cartesian and Cylindrical Coordinates

Figures 16 and 17 are introduced to illustrate typical displacement fields under Carte-
sian and cylindrical coordinates. These were captured at 0.2% (elastic zone), 3.6% (peak
stress), 7% (softening zone), and 12% (critical state) of axial strain, respectively. A graphical
explanation of how the cylindrical displacements are computed can be found in [30].
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Figure 16. Cumulative displacement fields of test 120904c using Cartesian coordinates at 0.2%, 3.6%,
7%, and 12% of axial strain: horizontal displacement field u (a), vertical displacement field v (b), and
out-of-plane displacement field w (c).



Materials 2022, 15, 1528 14 of 23Materials 2022, 15, x FOR PEER REVIEW  15  of  24 
 

 

 

Figure 17. Cumulative displacement  fields of  test 120904c using cylindrical coordinates at 0.2%, 

3.6%, 7%, and 12% of axial strain: radial displacement field (a), tangential displacement field (b), 

and axial displacement field (c). 

A simplified representation of the displacement fields generated by 3D‐DIC for the 

same  test presented above  is shown  in Figure 18, which will be used  to present a  first 

description of the boundary data. This simple representation is suitable for the calibration 

of orthotropic numerical models, which is hypothesized to be the least computationally 

expensive approach to start exploring calibrations of forward models for sands. The pro‐

posed approach presents two vertical profiles of the averaged radial (a) and vertical (b) 

Figure 17. Cumulative displacement fields of test 120904c using cylindrical coordinates at 0.2%, 3.6%,
7%, and 12% of axial strain: radial displacement field (a), tangential displacement field (b), and axial
displacement field (c).

Under Cartesian coordinates (Figure 16), horizontal displacement fields show a devel-
oping persistent shear band clearly starting from 3.6% of axial strain. Vertical displacement
fields at the bottom of the specimen correspond to global displacement (e.g., compression
loading is induced from the bottom of the specimen), which follows the displacement
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loading rate with 0.2% of axial strain/min. The out-of-plane displacement fields show a
bulging zone that becomes evident after 3.6% of axial strain.

Figure 17 presents the same information as in Figure 16, but in cylindrical coordi-
nates, where radial displacement fields better represent the bulging effect of the specimen.
Figure 16c shows that after peak stress (3.6% of axial strain), there is a clear pattern of
displacement fields between the bottom segment and the rest of the specimen, with a rigid
block type of movement at the bottom, which can be associated with higher local density
and the effect of the boundary conditions.

A simplified representation of the displacement fields generated by 3D-DIC for the
same test presented above is shown in Figure 18, which will be used to present a first
description of the boundary data. This simple representation is suitable for the calibration
of orthotropic numerical models, which is hypothesized to be the least computationally
expensive approach to start exploring calibrations of forward models for sands. The
proposed approach presents two vertical profiles of the averaged radial (a) and vertical
(b) displacements computed across the same height of the sample’s surface (Figure 18).
Both vertical profiles show displacements that correspond to homogeneous deformations
between 0.2% and 3.6% of axial strain, but not after 7% of axial strain. As the shearing
progresses, a nonsymmetric response is expected after the peak stress, which can be
observed in both the radial and vertical displacement fields. For this particular test, both
vertical profiles show that the bottom segment of the specimen follows a distinct pattern in
which it is separated from the bulging surface of the specimen by shearing, causing it to
move vertically as a single rigid block.
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5.2. 1-D Radial and Vertical Displacement Fields (Vertical Profiles)

The same process as the one described in the previous section is performed for radial
and vertical displacements for all tests included in the experimental database, considering
four axial strain levels of 0.2, 3.6, 7.0, and 10.0%, which correspond to the elastic range,
peak stress, softening zone, and critical state, respectively. Figures 19–26 group the results
according to the two different sample preparation methods considered for the development
of the experimental design (vibratory compaction and dry pluviation), showing the effect
of material heterogeneity, as observed thanks to the use of 3D-DIC.
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Figure 19. Vertical profiles of averaged displacements at 0.2% of the axial strain of sand specimens
prepared by the vibratory compaction method: radial displacements (a) and vertical displacements (b).
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Figure 20. Vertical profiles of averaged displacements at 0.2% of the axial strain of sand specimens
prepared by the dry pluviation method: radial displacements field (a) and vertical displacements
field (b).

In the elastic range, defined by deformation levels ranging between zero and 0.2% of
axial strain as depicted in Figures 19 and 20, there is no indication yet of any localization
effects, in either the radial or the vertical displacement profiles. Notice that a preceding set
of papers by Medina-Cetina and Rechenmacher focused on the elastic response, including
digital image analysis, 2-D and 3-D finite element modeling, and the optimization and
probabilistic calibration of these models respectively [17,18,24], thought to serve as a
reference to detect at early deformation stages patterns of the most likely local failure
mechanisms, now observed at advanced stages of deformation, as discussed below and in
the follow-up papers.
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When tests progress to the peak deviatoric stress, however, for specimens prepared by
the vibratory compaction method, which by design produces heterogeneous specimens
(Figure 21), bulging starts to appear around the middle sample height for most specimens,
except for the layered specimen (test 120704c), which only expands radially in its loose
segment (upper part). This effect is also observed on this test’s vertical displacement
profile, where the lower half of the layered specimen behaves like a rigid block compared
to the upper segment, suggesting that the overall strength of the specimen depends on the
weaker part of its structure. In the other set of specimens prepared by the dry pluviation
method, which by design produces homogeneous specimens, both the radial and vertical
displacements are almost uniform across all tests (Figure 22), except for the loose specimen
(test 121304b), which shows its maximum bulging point shifted to its lower part rather than
the middle part of the specimen.
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prepared by the dry pluviation method: radial displacements (a) and vertical displacements (b).

Figures 23 and 24 present the radial and vertical displacement fields when tests
progressed into the softening range, where shear bands were developed for most of the
specimens. The complexity and variability of the material response become evident at this
stage of deformation. Figure 23, for instance, shows the two-layered specimen with a clear
and unique radial expansion mode that indicates deformation mainly on its loose upper
part, whereas the lower part shows less displacement compared with other specimens.
The corresponding vertical profile of the vertical displacements is presented in Figure 23b,
which shows a more random behavior due to the specimen heterogeneity. Specimens
prepared by the dry pluviation method show a more homogeneous pattern in both radial
and vertical profiles (Figure 24). Based on this set of results, we can determine that the dry
pluviation method constitutes a specimen with a relatively uniform density distribution
compared to a specimen constituted by the vibratory compaction method, where specimens
are compacted into three layers, inducing material heterogeneity. This interpretation can
also account for the material responses presented in Figure 24b, in which no rigid moving
block is seen around the bottom of the specimen because local stiffness is relatively uniform
along the height of the specimen.
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Figures 25 and 26 show the vertical profiles of the averaged radial and vertical dis-
placement fields at 10.0% of axial strain, which corresponds to the range of critical state. A
similar deformation pattern is seen between softening and critical states for all displace-
ment fields; however, variability is higher compared to previous deformation stages. There
is no significant change in any of the deformation patterns when comparing tests subjected
to different confinement stress, which is consistent with a test dependent on displacement
rate and the range of confinement pressures utilized.

5.3. Volumetric Strain

Because the plexiglass was removed to enable images to be taken during the com-
pression test, the triaxial tubing line used to measure volumetric strain was used to apply
the vacuum pressure. Therefore, there is no direct measure of volumetric change. Since
boundary measurements were taken during the compression test, however, such measure-
ments can be used to compute the volumetric strain. A method was devised to compute the
volumetric strain by considering each specimen’s volume as a sum of a series of “stacked
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disks.” The height of each disk was determined as a uniform value of 1 mm, and the
diameter of each disk was derived from the specimen’s 3-D profile, assumed to be the
average radius measured on the area of interest for each “layer,” as shown in Figure 27.
This approach has been previously used with a circular disk model to estimate the volume
from a digitized image [31]. Results from this technique showed good agreement with
conventional volumetric strain measurements obtained in wet conditions.
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To compute the volumetric strain of a specimen, a trapezoidal integration function
(Equation (1)) was used to estimate the specimen volume at each shearing stage. As stated
above, the height of each disk is 1 mm, and the radius of each layer is estimated through
the averaged radius captured by 3D-DIC at the corresponding height of the specimen
(Figure 27a). Once the volume of each disk is calculated, the ensemble of all volumetric
disks represents the bulk volume of the specimen at the current experimental stage.
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Figure 28 presents the axial strain versus volumetric strain computed using the disks’
profile as derived from 3D-DIC analysis. This figure shows an overall trend of the first
compression and then dilation occurring for most specimens with relatively high density.
The maximum compression of data ensemble occurred around 1.0% of axial strain, and
most tests reach the critical state close to 9.0% of axial shearing. The two-layered and
the loose specimens showed less dilation compared to dense specimens because of their
loose composition. The volumetric behavior of layered and loose specimens exhibited high
similarity prior to 5.0% of axial strain, implying that the volumetric strain is most important
for the specimen’s loose part, as previously noted.
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6. Conclusions

This paper introduces a comprehensive experimental database, including results of
3-D Digital Image Correlation analyses (3D-DIC) of triaxial compression tests, performed
on dry vacuum-consolidated sand specimens. The use of 3D-DIC technology allowed to
compute the specimen’s global and local boundary displacement fields, from start to end
of the compression phase, in a segment of the specimen’s surface. In addition, standard
force-displacement readings were collected from the triaxial standard device. To fully
extract the 3-D displacement fields, post-processing analysis consisting of geometric trans-
formation and the integration of sequences of data was performed to use the undeformed
configuration at zero axial strain as the reference coordinate system and to accumulate
displacements from the step-wise analyses to populate the full displacement field. Results
showed different patterns of local deformations, including effects that could be identified
visually as bulging and shearing. The displacements’ fields confirmed that sand speci-
mens prepared by the vibratory compaction method had more variability because of their
three-layer heterogeneous composition, which can be associated with variations in rela-
tive density within the specimen; in contrast, sand specimens prepared by dry pluviation
have a more homogeneous structure, which presented much less displacement variability.
The two-layer specimen (lower dense, upper loose) also showed localization effects in its
upper segment, which is consistent with reduced strength or being the weaker part of the
specimen.

Repeatability of a number of tests sheared under the same experimental conditions
allowed to identify the effect of heterogeneity on the randomness of the specimen displace-
ment response, which is expected to have an influence on the specimen’s estimation of its
mechanical constitutive parameters. A unique set of observations regarding localization
phenomena was possible to achieve by the use of a first representation of the 3D-DIC data
as vertical profiles of averaged radial and vertical displacement fields, which is suitable
for calibrating simple and computationally efficient orthotropic numerical models. The
integration of a database, which is being made available to the research community, will
allow each test’s global and local deformations to be combined to calibrate and develop
forward models, to test hypotheses on the impact of the heterogeneous composition of the
specimens, and to account for the displacement fields’ uncertainty propagation. This work
will be the basis for statistical characterization of spatio-temporal boundary localization
effects to produce stochastic models that generate virtual random simulations of a test’s
displacement fields, and that can also be used as a basis for implementing machine-learning
algorithms. This will lead to significant opportunities to explore further localization effects
tied to global and local deformations at different deformation stages by virtual testing.

Supplementary Materials: All data used in this paper, including readings from the triaxial device
(global response) and boundary displacement fields (local response) as captured by the 3D-DIC,
are available at https://dataverse.tdl.org/dataverse/SGL-MDPI-Topic-StochasticGeomechancis-
ForwardModeling (last accessed on 1 December 2021).

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, Z.M.-C. and A.R.; data curation, A.S. and A.R.P.-C.;
formal analysis, A.S., Y.Z. and A.R.P.-C.; funding acquisition, A.R.; investigation, Z.M.-C., A.S., Y.Z.
and A.R.P.-C.; methodology, Z.M.-C., A.S. and A.R.; project administration, Z.M.-C. and A.R.P.-C.;
resources, A.R.; supervision, Z.M.-C.; validation, Y.Z. and A.R.P.-C.; visualization, A.S. and A.R.P.-C.;
writing—original draft, Z.M.-C. and A.S.; writing—review and editing, Z.M.-C., Y.Z., A.R.P.-C. and
A.R. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: Work presented in this paper was sponsored by multiple agencies throughout the course
of multiple years of time and effort dedicated to populating the experimental database, including the
National Science Foundation (NSF), Consejo Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnologia (CONACYT), and
Texas A&M University’s (TAMU) Zachary Career Development Professorship II.

https://dataverse.tdl.org/dataverse/SGL-MDPI-Topic-StochasticGeomechancis-ForwardModeling
https://dataverse.tdl.org/dataverse/SGL-MDPI-Topic-StochasticGeomechancis-ForwardModeling


Materials 2022, 15, 1528 22 of 23

Data Availability Statement: The experimental data supporting the findings of this paper are
provided along with the article and made available at the Texas Data Repository (https://dataverse.
tdl.org/dataverse/tamu (accessed on 1 December 2021)). Additional queries may be directed to the
corresponding author.

Acknowledgments: We appreciate the editorial assistance of Meg Smath at Kentucky Geological
Survey; and of members of TAMU’s Stochastic Geomechanics Laboratory (SGL), to accommodate the
manuscript to MDPI’s template and reference standards by Billy Hernawan, and the image curation
by Nasiha Alibegovic and Brittany Hanly.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Druckrey, A.M.; Alshibli, K.A.; Al-Raoush, R.I. 3D Characterization of Sand Particle-to-Particle Contact and Morphology. Comput.

Geotech. 2016, 74, 26–35. [CrossRef]
2. Desrues, J.; Andò, E. Strain Localisation in Granular Media. C. R. Phys. 2015, 16, 26–36. [CrossRef]
3. Roscoe, K.H. The Influence of Strains in Soil Mechanics. Géotechnique 1970, 20, 129–170. [CrossRef]
4. Desrues, J.; Lanier, J.; Stutz, P. Localization of the Deformation in Tests on Sand Sample. Eng. Fract. Mech. 1985, 21, 909–921.

[CrossRef]
5. Alshibli, K.A.; Sture, S.; Costes, N.C.; Frank, M.; Lankton, M.; Batiste, S.; Swanson, R. Assessment of Localized Deformations in

Sand Using X-Ray Computed Tomography. ASTM Geotech. Test. J. 2000, 23, 274–299.
6. Desrues, J.; Chambon, R.; Mokni, M.; Mazerolle, F. Void Ratio Evolution inside Shear Bands in Triaxial Sand Specimens Studied

by Computed Tomography. Géotechnique 1996, 46, 529–546. [CrossRef]
7. Alshibli, K.A.; Jarrar, M.F.; Druckrey, A.M.; Al-Raoush, R.I. Influence of Particle Morphology on 3D Kinematic Behavior and

Strain Localization of Sheared Sand. J. Geotech. Geoenviron. Eng. 2016, 143, 04016097. [CrossRef]
8. Matsushima, T.; Katagiri, J.; Uesugi, K.; Nakano, T.; Tsuchiyama, A. Micro X-Ray CT at Spring-8 for Granular Mechanics. In

Proceedings of the Soil Stress-Strain Behavior: Measurement, Modeling and Analysis; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2006; pp. 225–234.
9. Viggiani, G.; Hall, S.A. Full-Field Measurements, a New Tool for Laboratory Experimental Geomechanics. In Proceedings of the

Fourth Symposium on Deformation Characteristics of Geomaterials, Atlanta, GA, USA, 21 September 2008; Volume 1, pp. 3–26.
10. Sutton, M.A.; Orteu, J.J.; Schreier, H. Image Correlation for Shape, Motion and Deformation Measurements-Basic Concepts, Theory and

Applications; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2009.
11. Khatami, H.; Deng, A.; Jaksa, M. An Experimental Study of the Active Arching Effect in Soil Using the Digital Image Correlation

Technique. Comput. Geotech. 2019, 108, 183–196. [CrossRef]
12. Gedela, R.; Kalla, S.; Sudarsanan, N.; Karpurapu, R. Assessment of Load Distribution Mechanism in Geocell Reinforced

Foundation Beds Using the Digital Image Correlation Techniques. Transp. Geotech. 2021, 31, 100664. [CrossRef]
13. Abedi, S.; Rechenmacher, A.L.; Orlando, A.D. Vortex Formation and Dissolution in Sheared Sands. Granul. Matter 2012, 14,

695–705. [CrossRef]
14. Omidvar, M.; Chen, Z. (Chris); Iskander, M. Image-Based Lagrangian Analysis of Granular Kinematics. J. Comput. Civ. Eng. 2015,

29, 04014101. [CrossRef]
15. Rechenmacher, A.; Abedi, S.; Chupin, O. Evolution of Force Chains in Shear Bands in Sands. Géotechnique 2010, 60, 343–351.

[CrossRef]
16. Rechenmacher, A.L.; Abedi, S.; Chupin, O.; Orlando, A.D. Characterization of Mesoscale Instabilities in Localized Granular Shear

Using Digital Image Correlation. Acta Geotech. 2011, 6, 205–217. [CrossRef]
17. Medina-Cetina, Z.; Rechenmacher, A. Influence of Boundary Conditions, Specimen Geometry and Material Heterogeneity on

Model Calibration from Triaxial Tests. Int. J. Numer. Anal. Methods Geomech. 2010, 34, 627–643. [CrossRef]
18. Rechenmacher, A.L.; Medina-cetina, Z. Calibration of Soil Constitutive Models with Spatially Varying Parameters. J. Geotech.

Geoenviron. Eng. 2007, 133, 1567–1576. [CrossRef]
19. Andrade, J.E.; Avila, C.F.; Hall, S.A.; Lenoir, N.; Viggiani, G. Multiscale Modeling and Characterization of Granular Matter: From

Grain Kinematics to Continuum Mechanics. J. Mech. Phys. Sol. 2011, 59, 237–250. [CrossRef]
20. Guo, N.; Zhao, J. 3D Multiscale Modeling of Strain Localization in Granular Media. Comput. Geotech. 2016, 80, 360–372. [CrossRef]
21. Kawamoto, R.; Andò, E.; Viggiani, G.; Andrade, J.E. All You Need Is Shape: Predicting Shear Banding in Sand with LS-DEM. J.

Mech. Phys. Sol. 2018, 111, 375–392. [CrossRef]
22. Mayo-Corrochano, C.; Sánchez-Aparicio, L.J.; Aira, J.-R.; Sanz-Arauz, D.; Moreno, E.; Pinilla Melo, J. Assessment of the Elastic

Properties of High-fired Gypsum Using the Digital Image Correlation Method. Constr. Build. Mater. 2022, 317, 125945. [CrossRef]
23. Andò, E.; Hall, S.A.; Viggiani, G.; Desrues, J.; Bésuelle, P. Experimental Micromechanics: Grain-Scale Observation of Sand

Deformation. Geotech. Lett. 2012, 2, 107–112. [CrossRef]
24. Medina-Cetina, Z. Probabilistic Calibration of a Soil Model. Ph.D. Thesis, Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, MD, USA, 2006.
25. Correlated Solution. Available online: https://www.correlatedsolutions.com/ (accessed on 1 December 2021).
26. Desrues, J.; Viggiani, G. Strain Localization in Sand: An Overview of the Experimental Results Obtained in Grenoble Using

Stereophotogrammetry. Int. J. Numer. Anal. Methods Geomech. 2004, 28, 279–321. [CrossRef]

https://dataverse.tdl.org/dataverse/tamu
https://dataverse.tdl.org/dataverse/tamu
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compgeo.2015.12.014
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2015.01.001
http://doi.org/10.1680/geot.1970.20.2.129
http://doi.org/10.1016/0013-7944(85)90097-9
http://doi.org/10.1680/geot.1996.46.3.529
http://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)GT.1943-5606.0001601
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compgeo.2018.12.023
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.trgeo.2021.100664
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10035-012-0369-5
http://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)CP.1943-5487.0000433
http://doi.org/10.1680/geot.2010.60.5.343
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11440-011-0147-2
http://doi.org/10.1002/nag.833
http://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)1090-0241(2007)133:12(1567)
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmps.2010.10.009
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compgeo.2016.01.020
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmps.2017.10.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2021.125945
http://doi.org/10.1680/geolett.12.00027
https://www.correlatedsolutions.com/
http://doi.org/10.1002/nag.338


Materials 2022, 15, 1528 23 of 23

27. Chupin, O.; Rechenmacher, A.L.; Abedi, S. Finite Strain Analysis of Nonuniform Deformation inside Shear Bands in Sands. Int. J.
Numer. Anal. Methods Geomech. 2012, 36, 1651–1666. [CrossRef]

28. Sutton, M.A.; Yan, J.H.; Tiwari, V.; Schreier, H.W.; Orteu, J.J. The Effect of Out-of-Plane Motion on 2D and 3D Digital Image
Correlation Measurements. Opt. Lasers Eng. 2008, 46, 746–757. [CrossRef]

29. Lava, P.; Coppieters, S.; Wang, Y.; van Houtte, P.; Debruyne, D. Error Estimation in Measuring Strain Fields with DIC on Planar
Sheet Metal Specimens with a Non-Perpendicular Camera Alignment. Opt. Lasers Eng. 2011, 49, 57–65. [CrossRef]

30. Song, A. Deformation Analysis of Sand Specimens Using 3D Digital Image Correlation for the Calibration of an Elasto-Plastic
Model. Ph.D. Thesis, Texas A&M University, College Station, TX, USA, 2012.

31. Macari, E.; Parker, J.; Costes, N. Measurement of Volume Changes in Triaxial Tests Using Digital Imaging Techniques. Geotech.
Test. J. 1997, 20, 103–109. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1002/nag.1071
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.optlaseng.2008.05.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.optlaseng.2010.08.017
http://doi.org/10.1520/GTJ11424J

	Introduction 
	Soil Experiments 
	3-D Digital Image Correlation Analysis (3D-DIC) 
	Post-Processing of Image Data 
	Piece-Wise Integration of Cumulative Displacement Fields 
	Geometrical Transformation 

	Results: Displacement Fields 
	3-D Displacement Field under Cartesian and Cylindrical Coordinates 
	1-D Radial and Vertical Displacement Fields (Vertical Profiles) 
	Volumetric Strain 

	Conclusions 
	References

