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Fig.1 Finite element model of twin-block slab track

with interface contact loss
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Tab.1 Model parameters of twin block slab track
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Fig.2 Stress cloud map of slab track without interface

damage
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Fig.3 Stress cloud map of slab track with interface damage
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Tab.2 The design of material mix ratio kg/m’

PR e 4 40 C60
K 300 400
T K 70 30
7k 45 —

w 758 676
e 1026 1255
7K 158 124
I K ) — 4

0.8 cm, £ K 20 cm, % & 43l A 5,10, 15 & 20 cm.
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Tab.3 Damage condition setting
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Fig.4 Schematic diagram of composite specimen of

sleeper and track slab(unit:mm)
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Fig.5 Detection principle of impact echo method
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