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Fig.2 Schematic of the experimental system
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120 123 32 3 0
130 132 32 2 0
140 142 32 2 1
150 152 32 2 1
160 163 30 3 1
170 175 33 5 5
180 178 32 2 3
190 189 28 1 2
200 202 28 2 5
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Tab.3 Verification of stress solution method using
Bayes-Calibration model
ﬂl\jﬁj}fa/ 5,/MPa  ,/MPa %pi‘ffi gg ;”—(”;%
10 10 1 1 22
20 18 2 2 20
30 28 2 2 8
40 39 5 1 1
50 49 9 1 4
60 59 11 1 1
70 67 17 3 3
80 73 19 7 2
90 84 24 6 1
100 98 23 2 1
110 108 25 2 2
120 115 28 5) 0
130 126 30 4 0
140 134 30 6 1
150 152 30 2 1
160 159 33 1 1
170 170 40 0 3
180 174 41 6 2
190 185 40 5 2
200 200 41 0 6
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Fig.9 Theoretical error under different stress states
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