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Fig.1 Radial strain in a creep
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Fig.3 Model of crack growth

under compression



TARFLEAEFERFNHRE S CEER 3£ 9 )

3.5 90 D#EE

AMFE ¢t Kranz o X 2REREER [3] % & Lo, BUER
F&4T - 120 Kranz OEBRTRIERSO ZHIERRBET
W, Fix o 5 HEEORIERE. RBEO
735y 7 &, FHEARELIMILTVWS, CCTR. Ch
LOEBEFIRD I 5 » V EREFAVEHOWTHRT S C
EERAT, T BrohtEHedLT. K1) (2)
EHWT KRS, 75 9 7 EBORHKETHS K1 =K,
ZHWCEH TSRO 59 7EE2RD %, RicK (3) 2H
WC, *ORBELMICBIT ALY 59 7 BOBFKREXR
5%, Kranz OB I LN IEHEER—EDOBRE., MiERE
EHOEI IS 2 Y — THEEATO IR ERE IR
—~E &R, COFFEUFERER Y 5 v 7 0ERICERT
350THo, —FOMEE BTS2 Y~ THERD Y
Gl B. 7y I BEN—ETHEIEERBL TS,
CCTRBHEECH LTHIES 5 » 7 BERU. 75 »
JRBTOEIELE, BWET260ERET 2, O
Gk R F 2B EMTHEIS OB E LT Fig4.
5. 61/RL. Kranz OEBEREHR Lz S TRE
ZX@k (1] cES&. K, = 1M Pam!/?, R = 0.0001 .
n=30&,LTW3, &5 Kranz OB FIAMBIc L 58
EHRESVTI 59 7 EEEZREL.. MHOBEERK
% E = 12000M Pa & LCRIFEEic LTEE L FEH
HEOME%E Fig. T IR UERMA & LB L feo
4. gL

PlEo ks, BHBAIENKE S 75 » 7B E T
VERWS I LRE>T. HBHD7 Y — TEBHOEENT
HTHBIEMBRANI, COTEREED 7 Y — THE)
BWEHY 5 » 7 DRELKNBERL I 2HERCZRENT
W3, EVWIEBXEREXTRLTVWS, BERXELsghIE.

Fig2 iRl ks 5 v 7 HEHF & K OBGRBELL.

L. R@)DREnBERCREVELT S, 2 TKEF
Vickb, BEEEILS L EDs Y~ TEHEERC
FRTEDEHPERND I LRESBROFFETH 5, SHIKK
EFNVEESOT Y- TOBRABEREZ &tk
T PIAEREE FOEEY R & DRNEEZ(LOT
RBEHECRSEbDEEXL SN B,

BE

[1]Bairy Kean Atkinson, Subcritical growth in geological
materials, J.Geophys.res., 89, 4077-4114, 1984,
[2]H.Horii and S.Nemat-Nasser, Brittle failure in com-
pression:splitting,faulting and brittle-ductile transition,
Phil.trans.Roy.Soc.London, 319(1549), 337-374, 1986.
[3]Robert L.Kranz, The efects of confining pressure and
difference on static fatigue of granite, J.Geophys.res., 85,
1854-1866, 1980.

69

Log T (sec) Log Tj (s€c)
g iy f

Log Ty (sec)

Volumetric strain

Fig.7

o

IS

w

Il

. T T T T T
Lo experimento
oo prediction— |

L ‘ o
EocsThan TN -
r ﬂ:30 o -
- R=0. 0001 N T
- a2 =53MPs N

! I 1 I i i

330 400 410 420 430 140 450 460

oy — 03 (MPa)

Fig.4 Logarithm of failure time
S —— —T T T}

2

0

3 Lﬁ :/93/‘{/731

grperimento
predictionsr— |

1

T

£=0. 000!

| I 1 1 1
755 760 765 770 775 780 785 790 795 800 805

gy — 02 (MP&)
Fig.6 Logarithm of failure time

0. 0001
=120001Pa

i ( 1

] 50 100 150 200
Confining pressure (MPa)
Volumetric strain as a

function of confining pressure



