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Mixed-mode mesoscale fracture behavior of concrete based on a

phase field regularized cohesive zone model
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Abstract: To study the mechanism of mix—mode fracture and damage evolution in concrete, and analyze
the influence of the mesoscale structural properties, a phase field regularized cohesive zone model (PF-
CZM) was used to perform numerical simulations. The results indicated that the PF-CZM can accurately
model the mesoscale fracture behavior of concrete, which is independent from the phase field scale
parameter and meshing size. In the process of mix—mode fracture, damage and cracking occur at the notch
tip, leading to concrete softening, cracks to expand at an angle, and eventual failure. Reducing the
aggregate volume content can improve the cracking resistance. Optimizing the interfacial properties also
contributes to these improvements, but the effect is weaker compared to a decrease in aggregate volume

fraction.

WS B #7:2023-10-14.

HEEWB - HEHRB SIS H (51978163,52208439) s VLI 4 H AR A} 2L 4 10 H (BK20200468).

YEB R WhRRE (1996-) , 5, LA A . W58 J5 1o < 38 A4 R A At UL 3R AE B2 A4 B 15 1L . E-mail : yaokang0714@163.com
BEEE A (1982-), 55, #0211 BF9E I 1)« 0 PR R Bt A4 B 2 ] RAE T4 E-mail : glaodong@seu.edu.cn



% 78

B OB, F AT ENILAREREA G RE LIRS ML T A - 2287 -

Key words: road engineering; concrete; phase—field regularized cohesive zone model; phase field theory;

mixed-mode fracture

0 51 5

REE TR BN T 2% A FF 2, Hm 23
MR A% 25 H PERE TR MOk, 8 s TR E + rh 24 4%
S 245 3 A A AL, X 4 e TR O - 5 A A T
M AAEEEYL., B, CA¥HFETE
P 1 5 A 5E T IR BE A Y B 24 AT O E
DR 3000 A sk w63 497 0 24 4 11 1 A R OF HLOR BB
A N7 7 W DT B 5 A O A% AR ZH SRR T =2 TR O R
UL AN AT NBESE G T AN 1T AL 2 s 2101
7 Y5 B+ 45 44 78 il A5 2ok 72 vp 22 4b T - 59 [ i 4
FHRE 220 IR 8 TR A AW 2L (0 B Az e
RUZ SRR D o WO AT 06 AW R S L AR
BV BUE DT B AR B2 SRS IR BE 1R
G R 24T R R ABIESE

15 R e 1 W 24 0 FUOS 20 ol Bl S 4k
RS RI DR B S AR i A A AR BT B
Qb 15 BT BT SR AR TT 2 5 R RN 1 S
T 2 W36 T3 282 0 2 308 B T 245 [ A0 5 A 3%
SePETR B R AR TN T U IRAE . 1A
AN 25 16 o, (FL 357 LA A5 5 1 0 A AR
W DRAZ ) R 5 B 2 A AR R T R B A
AT R s R AR A R AR S IR IA T YR
A BRI G sl )y 2 AR Dy i, R X AR
5575 VTR SE B E AP AE — M B B A S B
10 2L 53 38 B B AT 24E D

AH 37 158 A 2 T 4 Ok TR T A I 1) T 284 3L A
R AL I EE T — i B Y IE U Ak
e IF 5] AR B RIEAM R R S O0IR S, B A
LT RE Y AR K Il R L AT A AL
YR AN AL G5 A LA AL R R R
A S #5570 H AT 3 2N R T e e 2 n) 8, HLR
A AR AR RO S 8OO . B % 2017 4,
W T 3 1 0 4k B 3 XA (Phase field
regularized cohesive zone model, PF-CZM) , H. 4t
— 1 Jif R i R, O T B T A% B A
i R 2 BN, © 2 0 T B3 AR 55 b
I W2 g JAF R0 RO B AR TR g
A VR A B AL T L Y B AT R D

G, AR SCHL L T A BRJT )7 % PF-CZM i

A7 B S B, S8 LA 40 UL N T 4D TR o -
Z AT ATE I # 7s TR BE L B TR S B 2T O I
5103 1 AL LB, S ST AR AR BR 0 Bl K SR T ) A
AE 55 R BE L A UL T R AL OC &, LU O TR BE &
FHRHS TR S5 F Y W 2R IR 70 A7 42 (At 2 i Bl

1 PF-CZM 335 &

WA 1 PR, OB R EE Y A A IS O 0=
R* (ngn=1,2,3), HANA F 00 C R, b ik
I R S0 O mo O DR R L R AT ) E A Sh it B
AQ WLy 9 WA~ 57 FE 53 00, A1 0., I 43 i i
ks g AL A w () 5 i e () o IR,
TEAL G /N AR Y DL T 245 5 w () RN AL 3
e () T JH T 41 38 [ 4 B AR FE PR 2

Q n

L

0Q

p to
I

T77777777777777777777777
09,
(a) S RGIFLENE A

e
&

—_

08y
(b) HBFHRAE
1 ZRBREEFMNIBGHRAE
Fig. 1 Phase field characterization of solid

with sharp crack



2288 - THRXFEFFHR(OT FR)

% 55 %

1.1 RHRERHEFENK

R R B A IC Ty SC R, HAR ik
] A0 N s, W 1(a) Bz o TEAH AR
R Bl R HE S TR TN — R T Y IR U A 2 4
BC o, 3 RES o #E , IF 5| AM
YA d(x)el 0, 11 A B4 IR 2, an 18]
L(b) i o IEMIAL 5% B S o 0B, oAk
o) R AN g SCUE, MRS AR 20 H RIS R B2
48 AT LUE W E WAL REE A, (d) KR

As=[ da~] y(@.vd)av=2,(d)

SRS S I s

(1)
pRER, R IR N

+byw\}
(2)

ca:4j [a(8) dg

XH:a E[O 128 JLT R 8 Vd (2 ) Al
Yt d(x ) BBBEE 5 ¢, 0 5 2485 JLAT sR B C 1Y
éﬁﬁﬁ(%éﬁo AL, S R ES 56 iE T 0
B, 3 (D) b Y IE Ak R 4 A (d) W8T 2R Bt
SEEAST
[ B, Sk O TIE [ 4 U 24 o0 A o Je) 56 B A R 1
T R, IR X A d=0(R Z 0 ) Ml d=1
(e a0 AR 15 R3S, 24 4% LA pREL o (d ) NE
LU SR
d(d)=0, a(0)=0, a(l)=1 (3)
i — 5, EARTE &R BL R, H Helmholtz
H e ¢ 23 IR AL, = (4) fis
gle,d)=¢(e, w(d)) (4)
K :w(d)el[0,1 1 hhE &= IR Ik R %L
B, jﬂfﬁ%lﬁlﬁiﬂsﬁ”” o R R TR AN 2
FREL 1 K, Miehe 55045 H RE 1t 1R 1 pR 25, 3l 2
TR
w(1)=20

{wm)—l,
@' (1)=0

w'(d)<0,
1.2 #EFFE
£ PF-CZM Hh , L4 #4 0 2 e £ 45 200 3,
HEEMY d () B IE XA il o s
Veg+Q<0, inB
{ on dB
K T2 g TR Q N

(5)

q+ny,=0, (6)

2b
q— T GNVd

) . (7)
Q=—0'(d)Y—d'(d) [;
K Y WA S AR N RE R B CR ;YN
BB T7 5 GO BRI KT 246 .
HEARZIEMEEENEOT , ey REA
AT 35 ME L ikt , Miehe 552 5] AP 52 28 B % I
T Q AT B IE , an=X(8) I/

(If

Q=—0o'(d)H—d(d)
cab (8)

H =max(Y,, max Y,)

nel0.7]
K H N IR S S Y 1 D7 s R KR
Yo WA RS IR S S IR B (E . 2 Y>> Y i
PR R A JF S, i D s AR EE’JEX 2 18 5
PR (6) L 7 Ak oy A 2, DA AT L3 2o o R K fi
AT
T3 — 7 ARG 28 3L 1 g 2 A O R L A
u(a) 1 = il O B R
Veo+ b =0, in 2
oen=t, on 40
Ko IR 15k a6 AR R A T
1.3 XX HR
TE LR 45 ] 7 72 vl 55 b 5T 7 5K & o 1A
MBI T YA R RIS B
JEARZE T WA TR ) 247 2, B T Rankine % 35 i
W, 8 SCHAKE SC 2 R

(9)

c=w(ld)es=w(d)E, : €
Y=—0a'(d)Y
y — 1
Y 2E0<01> (10)
v, —

2F,

K (@)= max (x,0)H McAuley 5 5 ; 5, I
KA BE R ST 5 E 70 £53 31k AR A% TR & K
Prhrog .
1.4 $FEERE
Eﬂﬁﬁiﬁf%ﬂ,PF*CZM@%W/\E%E’J%?E
PR AR, BV AL 4 LA pR BT a(d) 5 fE it 1B fh R %R
w(d) ﬁ’ﬁLWﬁ?@ BOE =1 2 M 7 A 22 TRl Y 3=
LG . 7EPF-CZM 1, Wu® R I S ik ity £
T 2 R B R R E pR S, X (1) B s o IR
R b i e T TE A A R AH 3 R S 800 1 i



% 78

B OB, F AT ENILAREREA G RE LIRS ML T A - 2289 -

TN IR 58— 17 e D 24 5 e B 2 ) R
ald)=2d — d*
(1—dy
(1—dY+ad-P(d) (11)

w(d)=
.=
P(d)=1+4 a,d+ a,d*
A p L an Bl a3 A BB A #R 2R T LA AE 5 @y
s e = (12) 35

4 ch\
a,=—e—
© b
. 12
E.G, (12)
Zch: 9
s

R I3 A4 T8 WL By 4 Fh Ak i 2 2 808
{8, HoA7 vk © 78 ik [ 25, 33-36] 1 45 DA SR IE
XFF IR EE AR, — i @ R H Cornelissen 3k 1k
i<k .
it p=2.0, @=""7. a;= 0

R p =25, a,= 27" — 3, ;=0

a9
MHHE: p= 4.0, a,= 27”‘*—5, a;=0

Cornelissen: p = 2.0, a, = 1.386 8, a;=0.9106
(13)

2 PF-CZM 89 %u{E 2

2.1 SRR
A FHT COMSOL Multiphysics & , i i
A BRI 4 PRF-CZM i AT B 52 B . #h Al S
Tk, 2L UK Bl ) R R A PR AL
FEAG R . AR SCRHARZS 78 & (State variables )
Bt A A 4 B ) B e 2 TR B 0T Hi
BN
H=max[Y,, max (D, V)] (14)
b Y, o0 B R — Tk B AR K
BB S5 Y FY 43 A 240 4 e 0 4 4
9Kl Iy MO BAA . E YA EOR B A R K 4k
9K zh F1 Yok (15) F 8, 95 N T F — A3 o
EORA =N
Y=max(),, Y) (15)
I Ak, A SR H B 4K 7 2% (Solid mechanics)
FIA A J7 72 (Poisson's equation ) B B 43 5l X PF-
CZM 1y £ il Jr =0 (9) f(6) #4715 Lo 75 [k
Jy 2R R Iy - AR A 6 R 3 (10) 8 4 £
PER R R T DU RAE , 0 U KB R o(d)E,,

TR R voo FEIARA D7 R He b MR35 X (6) ,
XY BRB MR K (16) . Z )5, COM-
SOL Multiphysics £ A 47 33 AL 4% & 356 F ik
JE SCIY SR IE 203 ) 7 B B A AE OC R4 i T A
B G 5 1R A 1) 45 285 55 08 s ol

20

c=—0Gy
N (16)

f=—w'(d)H——ad'(d)
c.h

2.2 RBEE

1E5¢ I PF-CZM 18Ul S 5 X% K iR
A T 0, — i P B 5 B A 4 1 5 53075 (Moonolith-
ic algorithm ) 8l 4375 22 4 1% A8 5 7% (Staggered algo-
rithm) #E47 3K fi% . {H COMSOL Multiphysics H1 P4
#% 19 3 F Newton—Raphson [1) 5 {4 55 1k 75 54 {H {2
TR D7 AT I B O AR SCR I 58 B 1R 0R
v KT ORIV 15 A T AL B IR OR i —
Hrh g e i, A B Y e . ARG IR A R
SRS E YOS AE R T, A8 A Y A AR R
fiff, oAt 37 70 ol 11 o DA R 2R, L S 1 R
WSk %5 ik EOCBIGH B g (A B By i BUE
faOH: M W SR ik 4l 0 2 3 1 W 2 1] B0 48
2.3 RAIE

Ry B TE b AR AR AR 5 SR i SV B T SR AR S
K FH Bl Rz A i 28 3 2 00 AT R TR BT AL A
5 R AT AT LR, LU RSF Bt B4 1
e 2 s A RS H 200 mm X 10 mm X
10 mm, ZEAHE R A 00045t Jon = 356 16 114 057 % ey
o ABHE M BURBE - 09 B S50 A7 IR
30 GPa, JAFA S 0. 2, L Hi 58 B 3. 0 MPa, I ¢
fiEoM 0.12 N/mm. %1k il £k 3% F Cornelissen ]
2 RIS B N p=2,a,=1. 386 8,a,=0. 656 7,
[FIEF, it e A0 3 RO S 800 5 W A& RS A X5
25 0 RE M AR T ik 4 A RO S 800 U -
5.10.20.50 mm, L & 4 4~ K& R ~F A BUE b .56
106,206, I 3% F VU 341 & B 50 % A6 78 F 47 85 1% .
BE A A5 6 s 4% B T =0 B9 Dirichlet 1 % %%
P, Dk il e S & AR B, S B0 R SRR R

ﬁﬁ[:mm ﬁﬁ
FEE:10 - =
I 200 |

B2 BEhide

Fig. 2 Test of uniaxial traction




+ 2290 -

-

HRKFEFFH(OI FR)

% 55 %

IR A a1 i 2R A T SR

P 3 o BEAULAS B AY ff 2 -2 A i 2k o mT L&
B, 24 b/ h=11F 31545 RAE SR [ BN (B 7 2%
Ak 55 i A e 1) A R A i L (AR AR B B AR TR
Al B R B 3. 3 A 2 RS ROST s R i A
TE D) P R 4 T o B B 5 0 5, S BO T R R R

035
—— fRTR
0.30 - —— b=5mm
—— b=10 mm
0.25 - —— b=20 mm
—+— b=50 mm
Z 0.20 |-
=4
&
2 0.15 -
0.10
0.05
000 1 1 1
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
HLFE/mm
(a) b/h=1
035
— RN
0.30 - —— b=5mm
—— b=10 mm
0.25 —— b=20mm
—— b=50 mm
§ 0.20
&
o015+
0.10
0.05
0.00 L 1 L
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
A F/mm
(¢) b/h=10

B, 0024 6/h=50F, A Mg R F A5 RE
ZEH b X N 1 ep B A M R ACHH ], L34 5 i
i LA Bm ) — 80tk . xR, B RE
SR 5 Mg RSE L E R T 4% T 5, PF-CZM
St RS v M AR DL B - A o B PR T 2, HLT AR A
AR Z WA R E A R RE S50 52 .

035

— VTR
0.30 —— b=5mm
—— b=10 mm
025 —— »=20mm
—+— b=50 mm
E 0.20
&
& 0.15
0.10
0.05
0.00
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
HLF/mm
(b) b/h=5
035
— TR
030 —— b=5mm
—— b=10 mm
025 —— b=20 mm
—— b=50 mm
§ 0.20 -
&
#2015
0.10
0.05
0.00 1 1 1
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
AL /mm
(d) b/h=20

B3 TEKRESEH TR -G %

Fig.3 Load-displacement curves for different model parameters

3 TR BE 1 41 VLR & Y K 2B
3.1 AMHEERES
hy 7 VR BE - AE A0 R TR TR A BT ST
N AT Galvez 5 fi IF J TR G R = i
i RAN PR mW g vi o /W= AL WY I A RS BT B S S C
B 4w BF R SR 3375 mm X 75 mm X
50 mm, B i K 37,5 mm | 58 2 mm B B,
T IR 3 TS R R Y L5 Ol 187.5 mm
(9 29 B, I 78 T Jit o — A4~ ¥ A0 48 84. 975 mm
{14 i O f 28, DA SIE R TR & B T 4 . 3R 4 R
A SCHk41], gk 1R, HARBU 00 30 %,
KRS MOCHR[42-44 1 ik ed s £

84.975

B mm l R

| 131.25 375, 150

B4 BETREEHAKE
Fig.4 Mixed—-mode fracture test of concrete
N BEAL AR B R SR F o %05 3% 8 i Matlab
Hr e Y Rand BE AL e $0K Convhull £ o8 £ B
BILAE WA LU 22 T 00 Rk, 3 1 A [ il —
SE T E ) 2 i IXC, SR 5 4 AR R B RO = R



% 7 Be BL,FATAY ERNACER KA 6 R LR A ML AT - 2291
x1 ERRE FR2 HREY
Table 1 Size gradation of aggregates Table 2 Materials properties

i LR~ /mm W E /% LIRS KPS ER ITZs

12.7 100 P At /GPa 38 70 285
950 o1 B3 /MPa 5.0 /2.5

4.75 10
Wiz e/ (Nemm ) 0.069 / 0.052
DO, BLARE AR ARG 2 AT RS,

N 0.2 0.2 0.2

DL DR R Z 18] e /N AL BE o AR, b3k ik R
# & B of JF X (Interfacial transition zones,
ITZs) B LE 1, i DAAS SCHE I SR il B, R 22 o IX 5
JEE R TTZs B R BE N L B 2Z 18] (% Je /D[] R
(W 5), FHH B ITZs X3, DL % | R 1
W ATZs ) = FH IR BE 1 40 WA (A 0, Horp ) A
A8 HREZ 8] 1 e AN EE 0. 1 mm T 1T Zs 9 5
JEE AR 4 O A7 1 56 2 B3 8 7 10~50 pm' (A2
PRI AR AR SR E ITZs )R R 0.5 mm.,
] s, Ay st 11 5 45 S s A AR, AR T 57 34
RE A AT A bl L 3 % B (R AR A
W E 6 frs o

ITZ FEARE AL
HE L
N

- R § 8

Bs5 BHREHMKHENX

Fig. 5 Definition of buffer zone

CROSC VOIS IR
l‘.‘»’. >

4

El6 AN ERE
Fig. 6 Mesoscale numerical model

2 WL A A AL o, K U D 3R R B R 1 B
Galvez % W 50 50 , (A TTZs 1 A4 RS 1l 5
e DLE 1 18 M E  BOAR 302 AR i S R
EWFE O [ GU PR L I R AE
IRV HRY 7550, 3k 2 iR o BB B E S 4&
B A, oA IR L 70 GPa, IR NI AN & kB
TFRL AR R EBOR BE - R 255 0. 2, K
PRI K 1TZs % A Cornelissen 14k il £k e 4E , Bl
SHIUA N p=2,a,=1. 3868,a,=0. 6567,

B AN T SCE AT, AR RZE S 400 5 M A%
RSF A Hl K 4 F 58, PF %) CZM Al L3k

YE A o DRI, AR SCHE RN B2 2SR A W] i, A o
IRTRCIRUR ST SECRE N B A ORI e |
RSF AN O0.5 mm, M RESH b6H 2.5 mm
(5h) , IR H = ML BT R R UE AT B . TRl
SR B TR A X RS 43 R RS VR BOK
DA R o SR R (1 W A A A & 7 i

e
ERE AT AVATA

KOS
B
o

o

AN
\/

AVAVAN
TAvA A
O
TaVavav, )

i
At
\AANN
AAAS
IAVAVaVaYas,
AVZ g AVav.
LWy SAVAYA'
<KL

VAY

AVAY
\

N

ZV)

|
7avs

Pavay
b"‘
5

K]

<P

<

f\
A
T4V

ATAVi

S AAS

Ay

AVLYLY;
XX
A%
F‘%’%NA

v,
o

S
A,

S0 | Wi o ITzs
E7 Fi&sH
Fig.7 Grid distribution

XoF it 28t I, AS SR A o 2 Ak K 1 L S
(Crack mouth opened displacement, CMOD) # [i1]
FEAL R g i o A L AL RS N # i 7 ik ]
WO e R M A PR T R R R KN
PR YT e, DT 5 B 28 - A B
H-CMOD i £k 19 78 43 {5 BB R0
3.2 REBWMRTARBGELNED

&8 Jy it B3 B #if 2 -CMOD it 2k . 45 2R
WA TR R L 1 22 ] B A7 2 -CMOD il 48 JL
F-5e AR, H5R0 Bs v 6 R 8w L AT I
Taf Ak Ko BRAG By B AE AR A 25 . ALY
CMOD #/hEF, fif 8 -CMOD fili 28 52 2tk i K L%
B B AT 3 AR b oK TR O AR S e bR L BEE
CMOD 48 2 35 K, it 2 B R IF 10 F B, #F A JEZ
PERT B, 3BT iA Ry TR B N R 1005 (3L 48 )
A B PR AR IR b . RS i Ak B A A AT



2292 THRKRKRFFHR(OT F RKR) % 55 %
4r Y S BE P AR
A, s E;ﬁgﬁl 12 B0 509 TR 56 IE T A SC T ST ) PF-
3 LB e CZM RDLE B3 = 41 LT £ 280 09T 47 oAy 1w
i\ —o— JEIEA3

1 i
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
CMOD/mm

B8 7[R E B 4B 2 -CMOD i 2%

Fig.8 Load-CMOD curves for different replicates
2, B CMOD Y3 K, fif BT 4R /s, 2 A Bk
B B o i 2 A g 3R Bk N B O AR, O kAR
FMIFEE, SO R AR R T RE T T . %
Ja, fif BB CMOD Y 38 T 45 22 90y , B 2=l F
TR

P9 0 oAy A ) AL 1 ) 24 1 JR e A o T
W AN [ R SR 2Z [0 A7 A — R 22 57, (B 5l
O H i, JFG 32 B A D O 5 DX I8P A [ £ e
i AR T 2, %5 R R o e R 30T T
Mt MO, FETRGE LR A R R P 2T
BT AR i Ak iy N ) AR PR R e A AR OT O
H R EEAEA T N ST [ HVE R W 4 1TZs X 3%
1) TR R, e 28 T8 B A5 L ke 11 2 — A

E oo
oSthvhroxo

SETTineg e geL
o
0.%0°%¢ .0 0" 0

Coooo—
oihvhroxo

090 2 .04.°:."Q
[ ]
LYTRS

» L
e 8°.® 9.5 0 (%
Seege’- 250N

SOOI
ohhoxo

(d) 5B HAERT L
9 FAEEMRGHRET RER
Fig. 9 Crack path profiles for different replicates

IR I SCAIF G 20 28 BURF PR % Y R - T 284 14 55
HLHIBE 5 T FLIC A BIR SRl

Ry E— 20 4 BT IR BE R TR A B K R R
B 08 475 Ko 24 e AL WL B, AT DL LI E 3
B, o B B B AR 4R B B L SRR B B A R
BB B v i AR T B 2 HE AT PR AR e L 4 ok
K 8 i A A(CMOD=0.007 mm) . & B(CMOD
=0.025 mm) . £ C(CMOD=0.1 mm) 1 i D
(CMOD=0.5mm). 10N FiRfCE Mm%
TR EE B AR BRI Y CMOD
JNEF L TREE A T R B B, N AR LT A A
5 P8 H7 8 47 19 o8 B vk, an &1 10 (a) T 7R o Y
CMOD % #i38 K IR 8+ oF AJEZ B B, Bk
T 1123 S Ak B A 33405, RO B s 8 Xk RE T 4R
T AT G 2 ML BT B, W& 10(b) i s . Bl
J& , CMOD 4k 2235 K TR BE 1 98 A BB B, 76 6l
PR AL A e 54, 4 48 25 55 (9 TTZs X 3P
&SRR, E 10 FiR . fa, H4k
TETRT AR I RS2 VE R 4k S 1 /N R TR Y B, 5 &
BRI, 3 B 58 4 R AL, 3t 2 HRAE for 2K
g1, E 10(d) FioR . T EEMIE, ITZs th T H
BARR BUhrom B M W he e MY R X
o Wk, JE SOR E— 2B 1B 1T Zs BT 1 4 1 g
Xof YR 45 - 40 00 T 24 B4 52 1)

AR AL BN PRTSE PN ..‘0--‘ o B
e g @
0g .22 897 4380

.

PY X

e .. 4 0 .
o 80 gy o0 (%0 [ Y L Y -
N‘...'..‘o-’.'- ®oq %slo@e .'.?.-'.0 209,

s 8 0o _*v o900 o

L)
weBlececelta
X B e’

[
o B a. ‘Y e L%
ﬁ"...'.’-.-’.' ®eq- %ol

SPSOOr
ohkoxo

Y . .’.0..;4 L
g @
0g b0 8let 8.
»
>

1

* 0
g 0
so @ » 0 0.

?..a .'o.?. .‘.’-.. (] 2 0
0

ok

° A NS
‘.'..-'o.‘.' AKX XX K o]

(d) AD:CMOD=0.500 mm

10 R[E M EH 5 5 B
Fig. 10 Damage distribution for different stages



B OB, F AT ENILAREREA G RE LIRS ML T A - 2293 -

% 73
4 2 LA R R X R B TR S T
Al

4.1 ERMERR S E AR N

R T ST A RHA R 4 B TR B - L AT
KZ A 6 LA LE 3. 1 LR B AL TR
) (R FE 43 85T 1R TR BE 1 7 2 -CMOD il 4k, 943
BT T AR G BEORT (B fr 28 5 18 (H CMLOD A 52 1)
wE 1112 R .

SRR FRHA R 43 BORHE BE - 1) 4t UL M7 54
TR BEAB RN, AR, 754 8-CMOD
i 0 L B B, B AR RHACRR A Rl i iih 2Rt
BROHER BNRBE i e R ORI 4R
R s PR AR B e KT K VR RD S B A A 4
Z R BRI RS REZ K HE RR
PR A3 00 3G o B2 T 4 5 B0 {1 o 2 R 55 22 X6 i

4 —
— BRI H10%
— BRI %20%
3L —— B H30%
—— BRI B40%

0.5

0.0
0.000 0.002 0.004

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
CMOD/mm

El11 ARERERSHARE T HHE-CMOD # %
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ent aggregate volume contents
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