I1.7. Figure captions

Figure 1. Schematic sketch for the definitions of process domains (67) and opening domains
°).

Figure 2.  Schematic sketch for various integration domains, with x denoting the global
reference axis, (x;, y;) denoting the first set of local coordinates, and (x3, ¥;) denoting the second
set of local coordinates.

Figare 3. The normalized axial stress-strain curves for uniaxial tension tests. The dotted
lines and solid lines are predictions from Taylor’s and the proposed models, respectively.

Figured. The normalized (S2;) and (S;;) compliances vs. axial stress curves for uniaxial
tension tests with wg = 0.1. The compliances have been normalized by the factor (1 — »2)/E. The
dotted lines and solid lines are predictions from Taylor’s and the proposed models, respectively.

Figure 5. The normalized (S);) and (S2;) compliances vs. axial stress curves for uniaxial
tension tests with wg = 0.1 and wy = 0.4. The dotted line is the prediction from Taylor’s model
for both wp = 0.1 and wy = 0.4. The dash-dot lines and solid linss are (S),) and (S,,) predictions,
respectively, from the proposed model.

Figurc 6. The normalized axial stress vs. lateral strain curves for biaxial tension/compression
tests with 637 = —0.1. The dotted lines and solid lines are predictions from Tayior’s and the
proposed models, respectively.

Figure7. The normalized axial stress vs. lateral strain curves for biaxial tension/compression
tests with 677 = —0.4. The dotted lines and solid lines are predictions from Taylor’s and the
proposed models, respectively.

Figure 8. The normalized {(S2;) and (S1;) compliances vs. axial stress curves for biaxial
tension/compression tests with wo = 0.4 and {7 = —0.1. The dotted lines and solid lines are
predictions from Taylor’s and the proposed models, respectively.
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