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Table 4. Estimated parameters for three-months waste
with defined shear strain rates
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Fig. 11. Hyperbolic model versus experimental results
of three-months specimens with shear strain rate of 8
mm / min
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Fig. 12. Hyperbolic model versus experimental results
of three-months specimens with shear strain rate of 19
mm / min
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Fig. 13. The results presented for the hyperbolic model
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experiments performed by caisedo et al (2002)
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Fig. 19. Prediction of EPR model for fresh samples,
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