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The study of plastic strain gradient and class II behavior of roc
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Abstract In this paper the theory of plastic strain gradient has been put forward and thereby the problem is discussed on whether the deformational
behaviour of the rock of class II is exist. It has been proved that the existence of the deformational behaviour for the rock of class II is condition-

TE L

al, that is, when1- 2 IR 0 the behaviour manifests itself. The influence of the height of rock specimen, the descending modulus A of

rock and the internal length 1 on the class I behavior has been discussed.
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