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2011). a) the sectional plane orientations used to generate the synthetic datasets cutting through an
example ellipsoid with an octahedral shear strain (&) = 1, Lode’s ratio (v) =-0.5, and Flinn’s

k-value = 4.378, b) elliptical sections from the example ellipsoid from which the synthetic data (axial
contours. ratios (Rf) and angular orientations (¢)) are derived.

hope that the above analysis gives investigators the tools
necessary to more easily make informed decisions about which
parameter best suites their specific needs.

Figure 2. A logarithmic Flinn diagram/Ramsay diagram illustrating Ramsay and
Huber’s (1983) D- and K-value contours along with octahedral shear strain (&)




