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Abstract
Tunnel fires expose surrounding rocks to high temperatures, and the subsequent firefighting
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process often involves rapid cooling of hot rocks by water. The thermal shock induced by such rapid
cooling can significantly aggravate rock damage. In this study, a parallel bond model for quartz sand-
stone is established using the discrete element method (PFC3D). The mesoscopic parameters are cal-
ibrated through orthogonal experiments and single-factor sensitivity analysis. Two cooling paths—
natural cooling and water cooling—are simulated at six temperature levels (20°C, 200°C, 350°C, 500°C,
650°C, and 800°C), and the thermal damage effect is indirectly represented by parameter adjustment
coefficients. The simulation results successfully reproduce the macroscopic experimental trends re-
ported in the literature. Water cooling causes greater strength loss than natural cooling, with an ad-
ditional deterioration rate of peak strength reaching 16.43 % at 500°C. Moreover, water cooling in-
creases the proportion of tensile cracks from 83.8 % to 93.6 %, lowers the crack initiation stress
threshold, and reduces the energy storage capacity of the specimen. This study establishes a quanti-
tative relationship between mesoscopic parameter adjustment coefficients and damage indicators,
and provides a set of degradation coefficients for mesoscopic parameters under different tempera-
tures and cooling conditions. These coefficients can serve as a direct reference for parameter cali-
bration in discrete element simulations of tunnel surrounding rock after fire exposure.
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2.1. PFC3D E{THHEEER

AR PFC3D ) T 47 Kl 45 45 %Y (Parallel Bond Model, PBM) [6]. 1% R 2 iR FE R (PFC)
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AL 2 10,894 ANPURLFN 57,135 M AR 1), Bk /428 1.2 mm, F42H0N 1.66, FLERZE N 0.07,
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N 82.69 GPa, JHFAELAN 0.18 %2 0.25,

Figure 1. Discrete element model of standard
triaxial compression specimen

1. fEZ RS ERUTRE

Table 1. Initial meso-parameters of PFC3D model
3 1. PFC3D R B YIR NS

ZHT ZH s ol LA

e INFIURE 245 Rumin 1.2 mm
ok LT 2 %ﬁﬁ#«é tt Rumax/Rumin 1.66
FLER# n 0.07

SR 2 p 2650.0 kg/m?

FIURL A fid A B E. 45.0 GPa
FIURLH i 2 4 SR sk 1 FE LG kenlks 1.5
TR B % 3R 4 u 0.5
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AT R G B E, 45.0 GPa
TATRHEERIE L k, [k, 1.5 -
PATE A SR 60.0 MPa
Brhrim s o 15.0 MPa
P EEHE £ ® 40.0
HesH RhgEIRR o 12 x 1.1 mm
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9 R o 2 N e SRR F) S S S, IO AT B GBR(E, ). BB S1(0)~ HUBIREE (o) AN
FELL(k, [k O IUANZH, GASERE. . REAKE, BiF LIGHIERREFE8]. L 5MPa HJE T
ol AL 1 B AR () s WA SR P (o) FIE R L (v) DA B DR B8 () AP 5 b7, IE AR B 4%

R 2,

Table 2. Key mesoscopic parameters orthogonal experimental design and macroscopic response results

2. XBANSHIEZINK RIS R LR

WIS  E, (GPa) ¢ (MPa) o (MPa) k, [k, oc (MPa) ¢ (%) E (GPa) v
1 40.0 50.0 12.0 1.2 173.375 0.212 84.431 0.128
2 40.0 60.0 15.0 1.5 183.660 0.248 79.401 0.194
3 40.0 70.0 18.0 1.8 185.891 0.271 75.674 0.253
4 45.0 50.0 15.0 1.8 161.072 0.208 85.263 0.248
5 45.0 60.0 18.0 1.2 219.418 0.238 94.823 0.124
6 45.0 70.0 12.0 1.5 160.887 0.194 89.426 0.203
7 50.0 50.0 18.0 1.5 190.818 0.199 99.204 0.166
8 50.0 60.0 12.0 1.8 141.649 0.165 94.874 0.261
9 50.0 70.0 15.0 1.2 217.756 0.214 105.300 0.137
Table 3. Range analysis results of various factors on macroscopic mechanical parameters
% 3. BERARMNERNFSHIRESFTER
FEMBH AP E, (GPa) ¢ (MPa) o (MPa) k, [k,
ki 180.98 175.09 158.64 203.52
ko 180.46 181.58 187.5 178.46
oc (MPa)
ks 183.41 188.18 198.71 162.87
ZER 2.95 13.09 40.07 40.65
ki 0.244 0.206 0.19 0.221
ko 0.213 0.217 0.223 0.214
& (%)
ks 0.193 0.226 0.236 0.215
W =R 0.051 0.02 0.046 0.007
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ki 79.84 89.63 89.58 94.85
P ko 89.84 89.7 89.99 89.34
E (GPa

ks 99.79 90.13 89.9 85.27

WZER 19.95 0.5 0.41 9.58

ki 0.192 0.181 0.197 0.13

ko 0.192 0.193 0.193 0.188
v

ks 0.188 0.198 0.181 0.254

WZER 0.004 0.017 0.016 0.124

M 3 IR ZESE AT LAE Y, R R LEU S 06 4% 22 W08 72448 AR (1) S i R P A7 A W) 8 22 -

KU IREE o (IEIH: WZEI/NIBUT Rk, [k, (40.65) > 6,(40.07) >> ¢ (13.09)> E, (2.95). i%XFH
DI FBE L R 47 6 5 A 2 Ve M P R S BBURR S 8, W IS IR A 2 o K T 38 FR 1
AR, TiTAT RS AR RS /N o IX— RIS BT LR (2 [O] N IR FE 4518 — 5, A T8 H R BE 11
8 5 B CELHEVE M RI) [ 9 P ) R T MR 2 WL

SR RIS & (IR ARZE RN N E, (0.051)> 6,(0.046) > ¢ (0.020)> k, [k, (0.007). FA7Zi%h
R RO 3 T R IR AR 35 S 3 5], B Y SRS K, T e T I AN SR A s
X BANHRE R ARG R, AT 52 M3 2] e (0 5 P35 I (V) AR /K5 T o i B3 DU ik 5
MU T 80 A R R B R AR R R B A

X BPERR E 5 XM A E, (19.95)>> &, [k, (9.58) > ¢ (0.50) = 0, (0.41). “PATHi%:
BRSO R PR () B i o 2 A, I Bt AT S R, T2 TR D RN R ) S B A ] 22
W o X —ZERIRIUE T PAT R I B R HI R 2 NI I OGS4 A OCHIE FU SR B, P AL 2 o E
B AN R S5 A5 5 30 0 R R [ 10].

SHEFAEL v IS W22 K/NBUT A k, [k, (0.124) >> ¢ (0.017) > 5,(0.016) > E. (0.004). NI LA
ME—XSHARA LA BN R, HEm KT HAMSE, 0 H A S0 R AR T SR = A
X 5CAEREEY G, TR B SZ N 1],

g LRTR, B IEASIRIE A 25 AT, R A% 2 W B R U S A PSR o, SRR
SRR AR NS e E R 2, PATR SR E, R R R S G NIEELL K, e ST
AR ELIARAL, R AE SR A I S B, X — 45 BN R S A S E bR e 48 W 7 07 ) BAR S 1
BOX LUK SR, LA RLUTAL B AR A K2 0 2R

2.3.2. EFIEHEEZENENSHEBBMEEESHT
RT3 A BN S HO ZE 077 2 R R AR, 7R IR A RIS TR O s S B ) B L
SR 42 AR B AT B DR U S0 T 12] 0 IREUPAT BB E, . B8 A1 o1 PURIIRIE o FIFATRISE
WIEELL &, [k, DUANZ80, BASEORE 5 AKE, BEHERSECAERM(E, =45 GPa, c = 60 MPa, 6, =
15MPa, k,/k, =1.5), BEHBUERIT A% 4 Bk, LA S MPa R F =R A G 50 FE oo, 1
INRAE ey gRVERLE E FIVARA L v NTEM RS, JRR & 22U S0 T 0 — b3 (LR R Y /NS 3
B 45 RO FEME 1), DIEBRENM, B RRBEA13]-[15].
1) PABEHEE E, REBURMES T
B 2 NAREEATE R B, R A SR A ) SRR ) - RS2 . B 2(a)ml 40, B TAT BN
B B SEWTGR, MRAIGAM BRI B AR BE, FEBIRTRINIBERI N . SR, V(RS KRB E, 18T
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Table 4. Numerical test scheme of parameter sensitivity analysis

* 4. SEHRMSTRERRS R

HHMSHL
ELRe) — — =
E_ /GPa ¢/MPa o/MPa k, [k,
01 35/40/45/50/55 60 15 1.5
02 45 40/50/60/70/80 15 1.5
03 45 60 9/12/15/18/21 1.5
04 45 60 15 0.9/1.2/1.5/1.8/2.1
—— E=35GP 2.009==
200 _c # | URfERRE
—— E=40GPa 1.751 BRI
—_— I_Ec:4SGPa 1.504 PR M
‘150 —— E=50GPa fiEE [
& e 1.251
= —— E-ssGpa  IH >
R 100 AT‘J 1:007
2 0.75-
T o
= 50 0.50-
0.254
0 T T - " ; 0.00 y T T
00 01 02 03 04 05 30 35 40 45 50 55
B ) AR (%) PATR AR ( E/GPa)
(a) =3RS SE5 (b) H—thEfE

Figure 2. Sensitivity of effective bond modulus E
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R R, BEEFATEEHE E, BN, BIRRAS & B — L E RN, 2505,
be v R RIS o, BA— LI IAZTE 1.0 IHEMUNESD, RUITFATEEHE E, SIS HIEA T Y
0o R, SEAT BRI B W 125 S MU BB AR YO SRR > AR > AL = T
JEBREE

2) BRI ¢ WEURMESHT

B 3 AARIABES ¢ FA TR A I =REGE R ) - AR 2. i 3(a) T, BB BRI ¢ MK,
VA B AR VP 2 B A, RUIBR o WM R LB . R o AR AL ¢ b
BT o ORISR, (R i e BB MR S «

BRI ¢ WEMSIEBBUOBUSMEH R UCR: R > BRRAE > HUEREE > skl

3) FRBLERE o BRI

B 4 AR GBS o N AR E I SRR ) - NS, I 4, BB BRI
SREE o (KK, RVIARIRTC N R, (HIGMIREE o MR ¢ HEL BBMK, W55 MR TB AR
S, U AR B B S
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Figure 5. Sensitivity of parallel bond stiffness ratio E/ k_s

B 5. FATEGERIELL k, [k, BOSRRIE

DOI: 10.12677/me.2026.143075 756

Bl AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/me.2026.143075

RXPH, R L

SEATERGENIBELL &, [k, 3201 S50 BUSHEHE R O : EAALL > SURBRE ~ BabEiie > Bt
AR

5) SURMEMER ML

ity LIRS R IR AT AE R, R RILE 4, FMMRILE 2 B 5 KRR, TSNS
HOR ST F IR, BB By WE(EAREE o WA LL v IOBSURHEEAT S AL HE I SRR848 5 R,

Table 5. Sensitivity ranking of mesoscopic parameters to macroscopic mechanical response

5. W SH RN F 0 R H B HER

F A UL e PSR

VA {F 3 P o o> k [k >c> E. on k [k, oRRIEMIK: k, [k, Sk
R o> E, >c> k, [k, on E, oHIEAI: E, Sulfi
R RE E, > k [k >a~c E, . k/[k E, WIEAI%: k, [k, Sk
kALY k [k, >>c>a> E, k, [k, k, [k, HBIEAE

24. BRIRELRE

KH “op B, IEAGEIL” WITTERRESH16]. eI . B MEiE, 9 R IEE
SR, SRR . RRRAMSEIE 6. FXHASHH 5 MPa Bl T 10 =Hl k461008 . 40
25 5 30k A AR EXS Bk 7.

Table 6. The optimal mesoscopic parameters of quartz sandstone PBM obtained by calibration
6. FREFSA RS PBM RILENSH

SR S 4 e ol HAL
Wk fih 2 44 IR fish A B E. 44.0 GPa
P A L fenl ke 1.8

SPATRE SR E, 44.0 GPa
TATBHEERIE L k, [k, 1.8
PATESE S
HE ¢ 31.0 MPa
PUhL o & or 17.0 MPa

Table 7. Macroscopic characteristics comparison after calibration

F= 7. WRERBREFEXTEE

FMBH ERRLR1] HUE A DR
PUESRSE oo (MPa) 145.52 146.222 +0.482%
MBI E E (GPa) 82.69 83.501 +0.981%

IR AE & 0.12~0.14 0.179

ARALE v 0.18~0.25 0.181

1) Bi7y - NAE 2t b
6 X b T HUE RS = PRI AE 5 MPa R RN A - MASHIZE . BB AT 40
UEE T I BECRPE B I8 I 28 2RI LIRS, IR R T A PSR SUE N 3 Rz o &
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Figure 6. Comparison of stress-strain curves and failure
modes between laboratory test and PFC3D numerical
simulation

6. ERIRNIES PFC3D B{EEIAR /7 - RIAFRALZk
RIS XTI

R AL 2R VT BER I ZR Y, 1R RSP AT R 5 A TR A B SR (] P 22 Ak P8 AR UK i DR R R L 1
HBRYIEIRE A EMRL B P a6 R 506 th & BT . SNSRI 83.50 GPa,
RISAE Y 82.69 GPa, X 221X +0.98%, & B RE68 45ty b 7 LA A IR 4G NI EE 6]

WACAR R« ASLAIAAR SR 146.22 MPa SR IGAH 145.52 MPa A 25 29+0.48%, {E THE VIR Z G H A .

W JE B B s SO 2 () B ) T BT B D TR0 i 4R, IX SRR Aok S R I 5 P R I 2 2R (R
AR XA B BT LA FMEVEA RV B (1[G R R [17]. FEAl i 4R AR VB 5 R I Mtk k%, 5
F PP I SBBORRRE — 3 BAAE IS 2R, (ARAEEHRYE RIF[18].

2) ERARE KT L

(a) WKL) (b) 45045

Figure 7. Particle displacement field and crack distribution
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3) RESHT

B 3E G 8 S EL IR R 22 3 00 R« DR R +0.48%, HMERIE +0.98%, AR LL +1.7% (8
X HFRX A HE 0.215), BIARAE + 28% (X T H AR EIR 0.14%). IR S48 1) 4 22 W] Ae i T 20(E
BRI RS B35 SO PE L 0 48 0 B ) B AR A D % = P s i 0 R MR RS S TR 3 . IRV ke, R
AR SR VG R, 58S 8EA U JEhb A B EZEDJAT . 1A, AUl il 4 e i i Bt
(R R R AT 5 R 6 i 2R (T UR AR R M BB AP £ e X —ZEF IR T PFC A P47 kG 25 A 28 ) 2 AR LA
W, RPN A0SR MR BT S A AR FR R M, BB AR S YIIGTMERS. ZERE T EHUC T ENEE
JRIBR, ASEEMRAR R0 W (B TR T . BRSSO AR AR I S I, A R S T O 4 U A5 A% AL A
AT

gx BRTR, i s B Bok Ak e IR A S5, Wk 6, RTHERRARIA SCRD A LE = HURAR T
D1 R, H by e 45 T

3. FERAFATHHERLSR
3.1. EEEMNRRSSHERS %

AHE FEAE SR A I R IR 5 N AR I B, T R — A S RS s R . 1%
SR DA RS € AL SO BEHE, AR SCHR 1T AN [FIIRLSE K v 20075 2T AR 22 Mt Bt (VA 5 i L 3
PERLRY), B RS T AR SHIR I /A X — I EIMRATE T B0 T 2 - ) BB ok
(9 BRSO A (5 00 75 BOR) AHIA F 26 A AL S BUR R e 2210 500°C 7K ¥ &0 I AL AR UL IR 95 2 S
IR 32.11%),  [RINS Ao HAth 2 BT it ST At m] BRI O 2 B Dl e 4 -

LUH IR bR € Z ROy IE,  HRAER IS 1] mF AN )T AN A0 75 2T AR 2 W 6 A Ve o 58 AR 58 A
&, RIEGANSHOSEORERL. EREADSHEATIR: JUHERE o0 FiRTT oo TR E
E, . HAbSHAREEH R EAE . SO0 RE0E U0 T
a.(7) c(7)

UMY FRBESHIRR L, =0 SROBHIRE K = o TR
sesmmrk, -0
E (20

KL, B IR AR E S B R B (UL A5 21 F e (L 55 PR S8k A -5 SRR I A 4%
ZIEHIEL3% AN o X — SR, BTS2 A FEREE Rv% 2177 30T S BB R ik 8.
XL R B G RN AW T LSRR B T At B BTN P R I8 0 2 2 k-

3.2. TR

A 5T A B B BUE IS AT

RS 20°C (). 200°C. 350°C. 500°C. 650°C. 800°C.

BT BB HAE 20C PRI KAEICET 20 CHEEAKM R
F1%AR: FE 5 MPa T ) = 4 A5 40

B i€ 159 3 1) S50 4 28003 8 iR
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Table 8. The adjustment coefficient of meso-parameters under different temperatures and different cooling methods

# 8. TRBE. TRANGR THENSKBERY

A7 RSl IKAE)

R ke ke k,, ke ke k,,
20 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
200 0.90 0.95 0.92 0.84 0.91 0.85
350 0.82 0.89 0.80 0.73 0.81 0.64
500 0.72 0.83 0.69 0.62 0.70 0.45
650 0.61 0.68 0.55 0.53 0.61 0.35
800 0.51 0.55 0.38 0.42 0.44 0.24

MFE 8 WTLLE H, BEERET &, MR EI7 T REASHORE K00 B T &S, R
BHTIR . 0T EARAEL &, M 200°C ) 0.92 F£%E 800°CHI 0.38, FREMELHK: ke A 0.90 FE%E 0.51;
ke 0.95 BEZE 0.5, IXFBIPURLIRFERT IR FERABUR . X Tk, SHORERBUN T REARZL: &, A
200°C [ 0.85 [% %2 800°C [ 0.24, BIFtiy s FEAN T H I 24%; ke M 0.84 FEZ 0.42; kM 091 [F % 0.44.
X EE P A A E1 7 20, KA B IR S E O R B0 BT B ARV A, UL KA JNE R 1R I R
Horroer b o B B HI 55 G AR (1] [3]

4. ERE N

4.1. BERNFHERWK

WS 3R R FR IR E

FRIE G IS BOIAT = 5l R a4 . A0 25 B 5 SCRE O b an &) 8 RN 9 s TR E )& R I
MO LLE H, HARAENSAE T, W AH 55 2510 28 B 200°C 1 1 4.52% B i 36 42 800 °C i 1 43.92%:;
PR B SR 9.92%IE % 48.23%. KAHFZM T, BEMEELLILTREH 9.78%IE X 53.85%, FPEMRE

FE 15.83%H 2 57.04%. (LA LA L, KA ENIE R )1

e

WEREET BRAA, HW#E

2SR ET S R Y K. LL500°C R, KA BIGAE 55 51 3(35.48%) 1 H AR VA 21(19.95%) =
1553 DNET A FRPERLE B R (37.36%) I8 0 E = T HARA AN 27.67%. IR R KA A fE
FEAE AR RSN T A R IR A, B 5 R 55 E B B O A .

—— HRAH
—e— B KA E
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Figure 8. Peak intensity-temperature curve
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Figure 9. Elastic modulus-temperature curve

9. MRS - R

Table 9. Degradation rate under different temperatures and different cooling methods

#9. FEIEE. RRAHAR FHSLE

Eqi & HAR A KA

I WA 5 P SRR WA 5 SRR
20°C 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
200°C 4.52% 9.92% 9.78% 15.83%
350°C 12.68% 17.78% 22.91% 26.61%
500°C 19.95% 27.67% 35.48% 37.36%
650°C 31.71% 38.47% 43.22% 46.23%
800°C 43.92% 48.23% 53.85% 57.04%

Nt — D BRI HIA T H AR A RBOME 58 U AR
H IRV KIE — KA 21E
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Figure 10. Additional deterioration rate
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FHPE 10 AT 0, WEAE 55 FE AN 25 (LR AE S00°C A RIEAE 16.43%, 1E 800°CHI A 13.19%, fE 350°C
i 12.60%, TTE 200°C A1 650 °C B AHRTH AR (LN 6%~9%). F 1A E A 4H 2540 FRAE 500°C Al 800°C B
B2 9.7%, HRTE FAN 6%~8%. LRLREH], 500°C L 800°C /KAl i BUA AN i 47 B N &
EHRE X o ST R, 500°C B A P AT Re A A0 P AH AR BRI I R, R UK
SR ZN AN F3ma R 1T 800°C il N A A CARAE B A, KA 51 R B #ara it — el T
S A S & .

AR, KA HE AN 55 R AE 500°C oA FIE(E(16.43%), X —IRE X 5451 a-p H
AR (20 573 CYBNERT . A AR 573 CHIT RAEM o HH(ZT7 80 R)E B AN T i R)IFEAR, tEHEZ
0.82% HIRFA K o XA AR AR AR AT A P 7= 26 S 38 1) SRR 7, 3 KV E0 7= A g kot B
2 RKIE RIS W E S5 . R, 500°C B H 3R AT AN 455 WA RT IS IR 1A AR 28 5 4k o B
FWER . BERAEZMAT, BTRREEEEE, MREN, MG R ATAR A 58 2 0 [ i ot
AR 2 BEA R A
4.2. BIFER

AR ETT N IR - RAS A an il 11 firos .
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Figure 11. Stress-strain curve
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MELTT ATEVE B, BEE R LT, AR 20075 2T iR R e i PO 58 (B 5ef P ) A T A1, 0 )i
HIE LIRS » R I AR AT 0 o X158 W v T AR O 2 A (0 70 54T D E I 17 S P 22 X B AT 11 (a) (b)),
KV AR 2 ARG T B RV 2R, FLUJE T REBUE N T4z, RWIKW AP HI 55 150 K53
FERTAIEE, (RIS 3 58 1 R i R ek

ANEEIT7 3R A R ARSI 12 Fros .

ME 12 iRUCEH, A2RA SIS 800°CH B A Y UI75, BYDImMiMmLIN 65°, J& T4
BIYIROAEE . T KV AN REEAR IR T AR L 2 Sy, B0 S 98 LA AR, HAE BT A
B PEA KRR SRR R oA A A i At R — BT UIROR [[ BT 1) - 5K B A R
FAZ, BREAE il B BT A 1 SRR . FLR R T KV A AL IR A N e BURE PN 78
TR AL - BN 13, RERHE T RBI RGN E ST e, SR TR A NIIRES, XS5
JREZRGGE TR HIR PR A B R 2w T H R AR e & — . PIMA AT S0 B TE ST
MR HG N 10,
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Figure 12. Comparison of failure modes of specimens under different cooling methods
B 12. FESENG R TR ERIRR ST
Table 10. Evolution law of failure modes under two cooling modes
= 10. BILAE X TR SRR
AT R WIRRHIE HLEE fif ik
20C R ETY)A, BUAL 65° SAYBTIRIR
Ry 200~350°C BIYIH R 98, SRE ABUWCRETHE A, ORLHE F8 T LK
500~650C BUrCE, BT ELE L
800C TEMTEIIHT, R AR ggFhahit, hitse
20C [ E AR 20 -
Kb 200~350C LLNYIGiRVS YRS R SUESAe L E 2 b R KRR
500°C TCIES T, KB ES ZART I 2% BT I8
650~800°C TEIRSRBL MR, HEEUL TR, SR

HARA A AR B A BT IR, KA EIFE 200°C RER AR BRI LA, 500°C PAE 58 4 ik

EDA) 78

4.3. @M IGHHLE

43.1. HEYCRUIRESER ST

13 JE7R T HFAEI 7 N RSB b i . B IR T, B AR EFKA HRFE RS0
BOERERG . (EH IR 20°CHY, BZELHON 24,154 6. IR THE] 800°CHE, HARA HIRFE 1 B LU
I 32,470 5%, KV EHAFE U IG I E) 34,698 5k . FEBE—AMAHE R B AT E, 7KV EARE 1) RS HeE =
T HARVBENARE. B 500°C 9, HIRAHSRIEN 30,849 5%, /K& HIN 32,262 %%, fa& £ 1Y) 1413
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%o IXRIKAE LA A NPT 2 L.
L1 FNH T AFERE T RS S b BRI, kb A & EET BT, BS YIRS
FLZ T B . 7R8I 20°CHY, BEARAERAFEM BT IS Lo 16.19%, kFIRS0E N 83.81%. il
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Figure 13. The total number of cracks varies with tem-
perature and cooling mode

B 13. REEHMERERSANGAREN

Table 11. Changes in the proportion of tensile cracks and shear cracks

T 11 KRG SHIRAH S TN

HARAH KA
= BIY)RELL B TRPLRALL EL BIYIREUS L RPN EL
C % % % %
20 16.192 83.808 16.192 83.808
200 16.131 83.869 13.957 86.043
350 12.978 87.022 9.456 90.544
500 10.992 89.008 5.936 94.064
650 10.919 89.081 5.006 94.994
800 8.614 91.386 6.433 93.567
—— HRB
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Figure 14. Cracking stress threshold value
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FEFFE] 800°CH, HARAHAIBIIRLLE LIRS 8.61%, FRITRLSA LLTFE] 91.39%. /KA ASAL T N
B . 7E 200°CHE, KAHMBIIHAE N 13.96%, CAET HRAHN 16.13%. FT7 800C, K&
HIMBTIHALE R 6.43%, TKILRLGE ELIEF] 93.57%. X Ut B 7K VA 212 inBRpsl A R 0 BT 4] 784 fi) s
Y AR [19].

Bl 14 @R 7 AR BEANA-J1 77 3R (RS 7 TR AE - REZRE R ) 2 4 5 — S R AU BN PITxes Jo2 Py il
N H . BEERE T, AN ST IHEA R R . £ ERAENEIET, BRM M 20TH) 49.02 MPa
P21 800°C 1) 25.37 MPa. TE/KAEIZAET, HER I 20°C 1) 49.02 MPa [4% 2] 800°C ] 18.87 MPa. fE
A — MR R, KA RN SR T R H. LL5S00°C E], HIRAHTIREEN /18 37.68 MPa,
IKAH AT 28.62 MPa, R T2 24%. IXRKAH LA A E/NISNIVER R H R LL

Table 12. The average crack growth rate of each stage under different working conditions

F 12. ELRTHMERFHIRGUEKER

TRECC) 77 BB 1 (RS ) BBt 2 (HR 5 —18AA) MrBt 3 (EEH—E5R)
20 2.65 x 104 476 x 10° 331 x10°
200 H ARV 4] 1.91 x 104 3.84 x 10° 2.30 x 10°
200 IKAH) 2.04 x 10* 3.39 x 10° 2.08 x 10°
350 H R4 3.43 x 10* 3.72 x 10° 2.66 x 10°
350 IKVAE 1.96 x 104 3.38 x 10 6.25 x 10
500 HAR¥ K 2.42 x 104 3.35 x 10° 2.10 x 10°
500 TR H 5.80 x 10* 3.74 x 10° 5.02 x 10°
650 HAR¥H 2.53 x 104 3.52 x10° 1.92 x 10°
650 IKAH) 6.27 x 10* 3.96 x 10° 227 x 10°
800 H R4 4.06 x 10* 3.90 x 10° 2.34 x 10°
800 IKVAE 6.43 x 10* 3.92 x 10 278 x 10°

Tk B 1 GRS ) E UM — RS0 BLGER RN 75065 B ) B SUHUR R B S RS0
30%IM AR DX TE] s BB 2 (3405 s WEAE 1) 58 SO MRGUER B RS0 30% 31 Uk F 58 FEE Xof IR ) )82 AR [X
] BB 3 (VAR Ri— &5 ) 58 SR MU A 5 P 21350 465 B (Bl 1] S22 0.35) [ REARIX [A] . RS2 BT Ny
“ ORI AR TRIRE

MFE 12 ATLAE H: BB | GREZEI045), /KA EARE I SO K R A m iR By (=>500C) B = T H AR
AH, il 800°CH KA H1(6.43 x 10442 [ ARAH1(4.06 x 104 1.58 {5, FBH/KA HMs 240 /e SN Pk B
o TEBYEL 2 (A —WAA), PIFAH T RS KEARIT, (HKAETER iR g . 7R B 3 (I (E—
gE), KA EARE IR AE 350°C . 500°C S A AUz =y T H SRR 21 (I 350° CHIZKA AR 6.25 x 105, H
SRAHL 2.66 x 10°), UL HT BOKA HAFE RS A2 KEHREL, FEIIATE RS PG

W 15 fros, e B EWE R T AR E 77 N R A O AR, 5B TEAS |
Tz ik 77 R AT 16 BE (R AE L - 2 DR Bk

HARAHKA T AP RAEN R g U R FHE. 20 CI TR g M. 2 IR} R0, X
NESIRERARE R BEIR T, ERLCTIRHIREL AT, HOURERRSE M, HAm B W EYIT 4
AR 800 CHY REUR A E LN AT, (HARE EREGE IR, HL LB N HiA% 0, KB Y]
F R
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Figure 15. Sample crack distribution under different cooling methods

15. REVSA AR T RERG S E

KA T WMHEREGHEE AT ” FHE. 20C 5 ARG A —E, LRIUHEN; 200°C 5
iR ECE RGO RIE R, RO S T R AR Al 350°C UL E EREUH ek, HUE
IS5 A 650°C~800 CIN RSB IA B, XIS R REUE G, X RITRRL R T2 S IR R

PR T IR SGE Z S, AR I E A 0 R E . B R A g ikah i g 22 12
SUMBTA SR, dERE T RURE G SE B s KA E SR W ORI (R E T kB LU RS, R
iR BEE A B TR A, A mIR B e AR, X R SRR R R . AR BE . BB E
Foea 8 NIRRT 13t a A AT R LA .

4.3.2. HEMERLSEEFRHS T

Wi 16 Fw, Befih D% o3 A5 EE R T A RIA E1 75 30T 380RE 4 3 AR 245 P TR T Ak A

HARAHIZAE T SR T EE M 2 23 “ Bk g5 RFE. 20 CRI T RmE M. LR 1 Rbn 32 A& 8w
JEE, KRBT BRI T, FARECIEERETRAN . G m B LR 800°CHY
ARE VAT R, IR E T 54, (B IREE — e & Ekae 71, X RBIY) S IR

IR ENGEAT R I FEM % I “ RSN Rk, 20CH BRRE—3, FRE I FEEM
200°C s #Rh s B S B3 AR B EE R S50, = J08E 5 FOIm R T [FHR T B AR A 500°C DA E SR ) B
SERTH IS, JIREM 2 83 504 800°C I JJRELE AL S IR, BEAA RAR ST EE AT, XS RLTKRLA T 1)
27N v

PR 5077 S TR 22 57, A A FA ol o JRURE [ ik 5 A PRI DA AR AR VA 0 58 v 42
ST RS, 4ERE TARFERIARERRE s KA R AR W POE B T A EE, FEOREK
WHE VRIS, BRARERRIR. X — U S IRAEEWRE . Rguii. RESNEREE % M
YA Z TR R T b 54 71547 s AL o
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Figure 16. Distribution of contact force chain of samples under different cooling methods
16. RNEPRANG R A ZM NS HE
Table 13. Energy distribution at peak points under different temperatures and cooling methods (unit: J)
13, TRIREFRAAR TIEESEE (R )
HE(C) #ET7 A A5 e 82 3E g Ridine FHE FEEFERE
20 39.091 16.678 18.687 1.679 0.001
200 HARA A 39.626 16.901 18.906 1.713 0.001
200 IKAH) 38.239 16.227 18.143 1.698 0.001
350 HR& A 37.217 15.655 17.489 1.726 0.001
350 TR E 32.280 13.657 15.162 1.483 0.001
500 HARAE A 34.782 14.827 16.465 1.543 0.001
500 IKAH) 28.195 11.626 12.740 1.448 0.001
650 B SR A4 30.721 12.945 14.197 1.457 0.001
650 KA E 25.728 10.635 11.451 1.331 0.001
800 HARA & 25.799 10.731 11.521 1.314 0.001
800 TR E 21.571 9.027 9.373 1.106 0.002

T3 GiiE T E AN EERE DRIl =RRAERAE T, SMEII LA RE . NARRE . FLERE. S
BAERE . BUREN RIS LA, RIS IR & IR U AL SRR RENL ] . FEIAAEERIR BT vy, 57
RE IAZRE. REGHAE M B R AR b i B o T2 R PRAE T I T v Al o 3 7 AR AEURCR AL, Tk
REREST TR, S IAERLBEAH NI -

FAga . YRR, RO

XHEEA BN 2RI I, A IR P R 2KV AR 45 0

ok
He

BT BRAE, HZERERET Sy K.
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TRV E A TR ZU AP B AR RSR B CR AL, WA R 35, RISk RERE it — P IRMR,
LB A e R MR A 55 S i B B /D [20]

MBERME, NAZRE SRS RE & i, AR RN ESREREA, BEEFERE G BV, 2k
AR, R IRRE AR A W R SRR o T, ORI R EEE DTRRAL S . UKL BE AR 24 A TR
HIERZBS), R RS . ERHE K.

S5 Gl BRI AL — P e BEIRFET R, BORE RO B RS SEUE BWT R B S, =l
B EORRAR, SERERERED T RE. FRRLBERD, BRI HEVE TR . 7KV B0 I BE g9 AR R 5
W, FRECEET FWIRIREL RS DR AR, R AR L 5500 ) B F R IR RS ik RE RE
71, AR RRRE R T R AT A 2R BB AR .

ST, R AR RE AU A . S BEROE S ARBGEGR, WFEE B S AERERE )
s JVEERR . B0 E, BT S ARRUICT AR . B ARV R N AT E 55 S RE R T 2 R B
KV NS L TR R 5 S BE B SR B, WAL SE M7 1 I v il b S 7 5247 9 S AR B 1
PR .

4.3.3. AR R SHRGIRTSHI XIS

M 8 FTUAE Y, Bl BT R A A7 sUR IS HOR B R0 N, K AR RIZL, Hohit
PLOBIE B BUR . K BRI SR RRI S TR 14, P LEDUE B S HOH RS IR 2 R
PRKHK

&

Table 14. Comprehensive correlation between parameter adjustment coefficient and damage index

® 14. SRPEBRARSHRAIBIRGES KB

BECC) AEnk &, ky MELL(F) TP L5 H(%) EZL N F1(MPa) HARED)

20 - 1.00  1.00 24154 83.81 49.022 39.09
200 HERAH 092 0.90 28883 83.87 46.822 39.63
200 IKYAH 0.85 0.84 29762 86.04 43.614 38.24
350 HARAE 080 0.82 30159 87.02 41.762 37.22
350 IKAH) 0.64 0.73 30953 90.54 35.853 32.28
500 HARAHE 0.69 072 30849 89.01 37.676 34.78
500 IR 045  0.62 32262 94.06 28.623 28.20
650 HAKE 055 061 31313 89.08 32.485 30.72
650 IR 035 0.53 34519 94.99 24.029 25.73
800 HAWE 038 051 32470 91.39 25.368 25.80
800 IKAH 024 0.42 34698 93.57 18.873 21.57

ME 14T LE W B &, Ak, 80h, SRE. KEREUE LR, #RN ) 5IAFREREIR, %
Wit 52O B R MRV R K.

Hor, k, TRERBERK, 5ROOHANERN RPN E . ADWLE] L RAEnEm, R4
AR T UL Al 25 1) SR A SR B N AT R A, TP AT B A AR R PR R T4 56 P A R AR PTX — JRy B SR L R 5%
WS PR TG, RS EEARMIGKRBLN ) T BV A A AR, TR RRGK IR, Rk, k, BRI
SO R AE S R
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M2, BRIk, EESCN B YIR A e, (ARSI YIRS00E HIERI RO J5[21], HiH
YR T &, o PATREE BT &, T2 EEEMURURE ek W BE A SR PERR B, MIUBE T B X PR AB RERE 7T, (HAN
HEMARGOH A, HARDIBUR AR BLAE RE AR T -

LR LTI, PUNLom B S RO B R A &, A RALHA o 353 07 o SRR R R e o 7KV 0 I B3 R FARA &,
(800°CI X 0.24), FECAATEFARM S T BT E KR IKNIREL,  He 5] K™ 5K 2 W5 FE 25 AL ABRR
AL

5. &

S ARG R I K7 58 F B SR 2 0B 500 9, SR PRC3D BERUE R Sr T AT B
R, 55 UR A T R (20 C~800°C) Jid K1 5 ARv4 4 5 K04 ) F X SIS 43 L
. EELBUT:

VR IEACRIG S R ARSI 46, B SR e BRI OB SE, YEAT B
FERIBRPERER, WU LLERIA L. R “Srb . SSIBIE” SR AT S, BUGR
PRI BTG <0.5%, HIRHRZE <1%).

EAFFN: BERNETE R, PIRINAHI7 T A ROV (3R OB B R 01, KA
R 35 0 T AV A W BP0 2 M 500°C I B 16.43%, SRPERE RSN 5 (20 9.7%.
194 DR AR B OREF I VIR B, T K0 50 R 500°C LA L5 4B A A3t AR

SRR KA HDGE S BCKOIN, TRAHIZLEL S L 83.8% T35 93.6%, AUZUNE ) I THAREIES,
FARBTHPGES AL, RS TR, S BELOOM KR AT R Y], KA SRR — B B L0
KT BRA N 158 5(800°C), HUBEHBINFFEG LA RAL, SEMAEISI . IR,

SHEFHOGRIE: FURIRIE S HOR 4 R AL RAE A 505 BB AR . K440 K
18 7 (800°C IR (LRI 5L 10 24%), A2 AE ALy F BRI A BRSO, IR BRI 25 AL
CERE TSN

AN - S BRI HI TR SRR R K, + &, TFR), (6 R RS T 5L )
O A LT, TR A BI6E, HISREARE AT, e 5 R RS s e ) % B
K2 B BR IR AL RIS B AR BITR 15, 7B 0 6 4 1 A e BB 2 LS R RO A

Lr LTS, AR LR BB SIS F R, TSR0 T — 153 TR0 M 1 B T e

RUBHRMET IS, S T AN IR B 175U T PAT B A5 AL = A RIS B (R e . B

T STATEE IR AR L. 8 FRMT EL43 P T o 5 U A PR 10 55 BT L o 1 S 50T R
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