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Abstract

Based on the principle of orthogonal experimental design, the effects of multiple parameters on the
mechanical properties of similar materials, such as cement-sand ratio (1:2~1:5), water-binder ratio
(0.3~0.6), the content of vinyl acetate-vinyl copolymer glue powder (0~15%) and water-paste ratio
(1:1~1:4), were studied by using the casting process system. Through multi-index response analysis,
alow-strength and high-brittleness rock-burst model similar material with optimized performance
(compressive strength 15.86 MPa, brittleness index Ba 0.22, impact energy index Acr 11.90) was
successfully developed. The results show that by constructing a three-dimensional polymer net-
work structure and adjusting the pore distribution characteristics, vinyl acetate-vinyl copolymer
rubber powder can significantly improve the brittleness and impact tendency of the material while
reducing its strength, which provides a new material solution for the construction of a physical
model that conforms to the mechanical response of deep rock mass.
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Figure 1. Materials for physical model test
1. PERARAYSTIG ARt

Table 1. Orthogonal experiment factor levels table
#= 1 EXREERKFER

K 2H 5 JRABLE(A) K EL(B) KE(C) FLEH #(D)
1 1:2 0.3 1:1 0
2 1:3 0.4 1:2 5%
3 1:4 0.5 1:3 10%
4 1:5 0.6 1:4 15%

FrP IR LR R S 00T AR L s 7K B ORISR R B R L s 7K BORK TR 540 B 1
Bt FURSK BN AT 2 BCRL OB A 11 R 5 8 0 2

Table 2. Orthogonal experimental design table
T2 EXTHFRR

H5 P LG (A) K L (B) JKE H(C) FLIH E=(D)
1 1(1:2) 1(0.3) 1(1:1) 1(0)
2 1 2(0.4) 2 (1:2) 2(5%)
3 1 3(0.5) 3(1:3) 3 (10%)
4 1 4(0.6) 4 (1:4) 4 (15%)
5 2 (1:3) 1 2 3
6 2 2 1 4
7 2 3 4 1
8 2 4 3 2
9 3(1:4) 1 3 4
10 3 2 4 3
11 3 3 1 2
12 3 4 2 1
13 4 (1:5) 1 4 2
14 4 2 3 1
15 4 3 2 4
16 4 4 1 3
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SE AR A 3000 g, kKON B ERT 0.5%, ZREAINAE FRER 0.1%.
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KRB, BB R BTIONIR S & B, 7230 3min, #HE, BJEHIR3D 8RR, JBGHIR oy 20°C
+1°C, WE 265" IR HF IR 1d J5, k85790 20 RE. WHGESRAE A 2 B, GEsAr i
oA ILIE 2(g)
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Figure 2. The process of specimen production
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Figure 3. Brittleness evaluation index [18]
& 3. BT asR[18]
24.2. WiGREERIEH
R AT A R i AR AT RE T AL o e BRIV T I CAADI S A B a1« k2 57 [27]
PR BER TR Ace, ZIRBHIE AR - BRI ZE X, TR @) R

Ar = 2 @

s Ace i EETE A A NIERTTINAR, A IR THAR . 29 Ack > 3.0 I ARUMT R 58 A 1 2.0 <Acr
< 3.0 WA R A T &S B 1.0 < Ace < 2.0 I RN S5 G B VE: Ace < 1.0 ARG G 48 1

3. MEERSHH

Table 3. Basic property parameters of the test specimen

=3 AHEAMREY

H % (kg/m?) FATIR 5E E (MPa) il RER TR Acr HETE PP FEH Ba
Bl 2214.14 28.739108 0.0905 0.002658
B2 2178.15 21.832102 1.26 0.12
B3 2094.9 15.86179 11.89946 0.220484
B4 2130.12 5.841274 3.799292 0.297841
B5 2139.38 12.872357 5.37 0.227
B6 2186.31 14118471 4.87 0.039973
B7 2094.56 27.36 0.15475 0.031719
B8 2095.03 21.26459 2.62 0.19
B9 2188.68 7.50 3.41 0.029
B10 2205.24 14.78 6.45 0.131
B11 2155.06 7.9 1.27 0.021
B12 2052.2 13.366369 0.095724 0.112979
B13 2157.69 11.74 1.79 0.17
B14 2082.71 7.962803 0.06667 0.001529
B15 2183.13 8.69 191 0.05
B16 2190.57 6.71 7.48 0.13
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ASCHGAE TR R VYA 20 K R (AP L (A) s ZKIREE(B) S /KB EL(C) . FLIEOK B (D)) MR AT RL IR L b
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6. BEE B RO R, FUR R et K/, Aoy L3 I, PUksRE R, i 1:3 1, 41
s 5 B2 5 AL A D B 5 M I T BT N . B SRR S RGN, HURSREE LT RN &, 1E
FLEH S N 15% I T 98 5 e/ o MR RURNE 73 T (A2 4), FLESH & BXHU R s s R i ok, 2z
fE4 10.32 MPa, 7K Lox Hggmi R /N, HZMEH 1.8 MPa. 50 PR 3047 He 5 FERIUR A IR ANy -
D>A>B>C, XN THURME, FEmEERIEEHIER, MR E NN 15% N HTE R R
SO DR 0470 it L BRI K BN : D>A>B > Co
P s A R i MER BRI A5 8 AsBaCaDas

Table 4. Compressive strength sensitivity analysis table

=4 PUESBRE RS TER

KA P LG (A) JKIZ LG (B) KEH(C) FLIE K (D)
YA 1 18.06 15.21 14.36 19.35
YA 2 18.9 14.67 14.18 15.68
¥4 3 10.88 14.95 13.13 12.55
¥I1E 4 8.77 11.79 14.93 9.03

R 10.13 3.42 1.8 10.32
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Figure 4. Compressive strength sensitivity analysis diagram
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[T 5 TR, MBS B el RIS LR & BNAT S BLSERA RN (5S,
AETURH) g L0 S EURCR, LR 5 A\ R 1006, Dl g RIS HOUB 2 FUBCH) & R 038
TR0 BT R D o RE A B S M 0SB, B ELS K 122 I R 8
WD FURAE. S0 & R 759 OK B H 1:3), el R HOUI K B

FUBOR 0 TR X R LR 0o R AR MBI BK . IR BUBHE T OL 5), TN
)N RIS, FIDY 7700 &M E RIS PE K E) D ;D >
C>A>B, A FUpli RN, FURH & AN 2 E b, LS AR 1000, D
fE RS

A PR 5 R B PR SRS MR E) I D> C > A B

WL 5 1 AR A RS T 3K FALA 0 AdBCaDs.

Table 5. Shock energy index sensitivity analysis table

5. MEREERIRBBURME SR

K 2H L FEHD (A K E(B) IKFH(C) FLEH & (D)
B 1 4.25 2.66 3.42 0.09
B 2 3.25 3.16 2.15 1.73
BIfE 3 2.81 3.81 4.49 7.8
¥t 4 2.80 3.49 3.04 3.27

R 1.45 1.15 2.34 7.71

e
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T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
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Figure 5. Shock energy index sensitivity analysis diagram
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TERKT 50% (KB > L2)F )5 A5 S &R et g K ANEASWIER, HAaEBSE KT 75%N
KB >1:3), MEHOMEME ST 0, Wi B — & 0 Bl A A8 2 5 103 hioek AR ARk i) i 12 A 5 ik )
SRR o BRAh, Mt AR B R/ INBE K I b B B K R e/ fE B R kA, KL A 0.6 B fE
2P 8 B 55K o ARFERUEANE AT (L5 6), FLIR & 5 KA EE R /KB BU B B 250 0 G PR R B2 /NS 35K,
WZAA 5 518 0.141, 0.109 A1 0.107. 5520 (K 2% e P2 K/ INBU i MUK BN A: D>B>C>A, X
THEPEREE KA, FUER & &l 2 HIER, KUK KEL.
S [R] 28 0] e M R R/ INBURR I UK BN : D>B >C > A
JifE 1 FE bR A RIS AR R KP4 A8 : AuBaCaDse

Table 6. Brittleness index sensitivity analysis table

6. ettiEtRgR M TR

KT HL JBe b L (A) KK EE(B) KEL(C) FLEE K (D)
Pifti 1 0.16 0.107 0.048 0.036
Pift 2 0.12 0.072 0.126 0.125
¥IE 3 0.05 0.080 0.110 0.177
YJ{E 4 0.087 0.181 0.155 0.099

R 0.037 0.109 0.107 0.141
0.18 1
0.16
0.14 5
o
B
3]’?1 0.12

51:%0.08—
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Figure 6. Brittleness index sensitivity analysis diagram

Bl 6. MettiatngURitoihE

3.4. ARG DT

T4 PR 7 S B P SROUL 5 R o T 2R AL TR T S ROV 45 K B 8 AR R T B S O W) 1
FlexSEM1000 #3tifi8E. HUAE /T REIRIGHL N T3 Al PF OB, Wi T )m, S MTRAL O T 3L -
PAASE 70 A 1R H UM PR O 5 A A iR R o AR T SORH e A B0 I i 2 BURR A o il e B PR U A
FEVESR bR BRI 73 M T R RE B3 ISR G IERE IR AT, B14 FeZ2, BLXILEET SEM Z3#fr. 14 7 24 B3,
B14 iXHEAE 28 d 21 IR Ja Wil A A R T30
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Figure 7. SEM images of the fracture surfaces of B3 and B14 specimens after 28 days of failure
[ 7. B3, B14iXHETE 28 d ZL IR ERIE A SEM

av b NGEAEERE R Z M —24 B14; c. d NLZEEHERER G —41 B3, ¥ 7(a). Bl 7(b)FiR, LAt
AR 2 1 — 21 AE B KA =P Ca(OH), &by, i Has = B /b s, Xt b2 etk L i %=
S, BN Ca(OH): 2 F RIS R, SRR . BT Ida KESFEK RN, SEOHE
Z SRR P AR 7 BUR AR, RS FLIR ARG 77 BT R, 3 30t 4 A T 4 ) 1 AN A

WE 7(c) B 7(d) s, SRa R — A KA =Y Ca(OH), B &L %, M H AR 1R
ZEBIRIE A (AFm), X 7 ORE RIMEE, T EIN B AT 43 BCrL Bt (RDP) 51 AUAE
FET S NBIBNSALI 5150 A TR S R, K T PSR A FLBR AP fL AR, (RS A4 ) S5 F B
MR FE PR . HULFEIER, Bk =45 G4 5 At KA = 28], KA = e e —ie, KiaH
B R AR KPR KR T AR S AU AR KT, (ERERIRES LA 7R )R 8 AR K o 528, X ME A AT 7E AN ]
[X 35 1) R A ) M 2 ) ) T DS 21 BEL 1 PN S R S 3R A S g B R A E T, 1T L el 1 SR S W R AR X A 1
B R A SRR RE ), BEA BRSO S R BT T R R, TR SRR RE R I AR R
w1 AN Rt S b b PR e R4 1] 7(c)HhmT ILBRE AR i T R E N I BCIR Ca(OH)2, 3
P TR 1] 7 (d) ] AR A AR R R BT EIRES BILA (AFE) .
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Figure 8. The stress-strain curves and failure pattern of model materials under uniaxial compression: (a) B3; (b) B14

Bl 8. #REMB BAESEN T - NERZ: () B3; (b) B14
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4, RIELEL

A SCAETT N B FEEEAE b, 32 H R AT 2B Ok VR oo B M vk 35 ) o J8 0 4 ) A B R T B A
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