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‘ Graphlcs / Images based on PCK model

* Qutput: The measured in-situ stress components of each
Methods measured point.
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* Input: The six-direction stress components of each
measured point under six different boundary condition.
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¢ Figure 5. The predictive accuracy of in-situ stress
parameters based on the PCK model
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W1: Self-weight

W2: East-West uniform extrusion structure

W3: North-South uniform compression structure
W4: East-West triangular load extrusion structure
W5: North-South triangular load extrusion structure




