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A B S T R A C T

Experiments with ten groups of limestone specimens (four samples per group) under ten specific temperatures,
25 °C, 100 °C, 200 °C, 300 °C, 400 °C, 500 °C, 600 °C, 700 °C, 800 °C, and 900 °C, show that the high-temperature
effect on the elastic modulus of rocks conforms to thermoelastic responses with a quadratic temperature func-
tion. The thermal damage factor can be reduced, by ignoring the effect of Poisson's ratios and densities, to simply
a ratio of the P-wave velocities before and after high-temperature treatments. Based on the collected experi-
mental data, we correlate the P-wave velocities change rate with both the peak compressive strength and ef-
fective solid matrix. It demonstrates that the high-temperature effect on the thermal damage factor can be
directly expressed as the rate of change in the peak compressive strength and effective solid matrix. All these
properties (thermal damage factor calculated by the P-wave velocity, peak compressive strength, and effective
solid matrix) share a similar exponential trend with increasing temperature. The rates of change in the elastic
modulus, P-wave velocity, peak compressive strength, and effective solid matrix also exhibit a similar powerful
trend with increasing temperature. This study provides insight into the detailed characteristics of thermal da-
mage related to the mechanical property of limestones exposed to high temperature.

1. Introduction

High-temperature rock mechanics has been widely used in en-
gineering fields, such as coal mining,1 geothermal reservoirs and ex-
traction of geothermal energy,2 building materials,3 stability analysis of
constructions exposed to fire,4 underground coal gasification,5 nuclear
waste storage,6 and rock drilling.7,8 The mechanical properties of rocks
change significantly at high temperature, which has been widely stu-
died and documented. In general, wave velocities decrease as the
temperature increases,9–11 with the rate of decrease increasing with
temperature.12,13 Experiments14 with three types of rocks (marble,
limestone, and sandstone) show that the peak compressive strengths
vary significantly at high temperature, with the overall trends de-
creasing as the temperature increases. Elastic modulus are sensitive to
high temperature, generally decreasing with increasing tempera-
ture.15–17 Controversial issue comes to the high-temperature effect on
the Poisson's ratio, for example with no effect by temperature,18,19 and
increasing20 or decreasing21 the Poisson's ratio of granite with

temperature, possibly because of differences in instruments, methods,
or the diversity of samples. The porosity of rocks usually increases with
temperature due to the expansion of mineral particles,22,23 but de-
creases with increasing confining pressure.24,25 It is obvious that the
high-temperature effect on the mechanical property of rocks varies with
different types of rocks and their diversities in physical property. At
present, however, we still lack a convincing and consistent explanation
for the high-temperature effect. In this study, more quantitative as-
sessments will be conducted on the high-temperature effect by means of
a thermal damage factor.

Thermal damage factor is a key index to depict the high-tempera-
ture effect on the mechanical property of rocks, and becomes a research
focus recently. Thermal damage is first introduced by Dougill et al.26 to
the mechanics of rock materials. It has been widely studied in rock
mechanics since then, for example, acoustic emissions and thermal
cracking of granite at high temperature and pressure,27 variations in the
P-wave velocity of iron-bearing olivine at different temperatures under
the ambient pressure,28,29 thermal damage factors for the P-wave
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velocity and elastic modulus of limestone,30 and uniaxial compressive
strength and mechanical parameters of sandstone during and after high-
temperature treatments.31 In this study, we present a comprehensive
investigation on the thermal damage factor of limestone, especially
related to the peak compressive strength and effective porosity.

Limestone is one of the most common types of sedimentary rocks,
distributing over a variety sources and probably differing considerably
in physical microstructures and chemical compositions. Considerable
progress has been made in the thermal properties of limestone attrib-
uted to previous research works, with much focusing on the heat-re-
lated physical and mechanical characteristics, for example, thermal
effects on the compression strength, ultimate compression strain, and
color and mass loss of four limestones extracted from the Yucatan
Peninsula at heating from room temperature to 600 °C,32 thermal ef-
fects on the pore distribution, mechanics, and acoustic emission of
limestone under different temperatures heating,33 thermal influences
on the microstructure of limestone by XRD, SEM and TG-DSC experi-
ments exposed to 800 °C,34 thermal damages with various physical and
mechanical properties of limestone at elevated temperatures including
microstructure, bulk density, effective porosity, P-wave velocity, uni-
axial compressive strength, Brazilian tensile strength, modulus of
elasticity, and Shore hardness.35–37 Most of the above studies on lime-
stone contribute to thermal effects on the physical and mechanical
properties, but with few investigating the thermal damage factor of
limestone at high temperature.

In this article, we calculate thermal damage factors by correlating
the P-wave velocities with changes in the peak compressive strength
and effective solid matrix based on the collected experimental data. The
detailed characteristics of thermal-damage effects is presented with a
discussion on the thermal damage mechanism according to observed
variations in the mechanical properties of limestone, including elastic
modulus, P-wave velocity, peak compressive strength, and effective
solid matrix. In conclusion, the thermal damage factor can be expressed
in terms of the peak compressive strength and the rate of change in the
effective solid matrix, much better than the rate of change in the P-
wave velocity. The high-temperature effect on the elastic modulus
follows quadratic thermoelastic prediction, possibly providing a theo-
retical basis for high-temperature rock mechanics with respect to the
mechanical properties of limestone.

2. Theoretical background

2.1. Thermoelasticity equations

Based on the Clausius inequality, the stress tensor σij is expressed as

= ∂
∂

σ Ψ
γ

,ij
ij (1)

where γij is the strain tensor. = θΨ Ψ(γ , )ij
* is the Helmholtz free energy

per unit volume, where the dimensionless temperature increment θ* is
defined as =∗θ θ

T0 with the temperature increment = −θ T T0 (T and
T0 are the absolute and reference temperatures, respectively). To obtain
the constitutive thermoelasticity equations for an isotropic material, the
Helmholtz free energy density is expanded in a power series with re-
spect to γij and θ*, as the following form38,39
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By ignoring terms higher than the third order of θ* and taking the
second order of γij for Eq. (2), Ψ(γ , θ )ij

* is expressed in the following
forms:
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The elastic stress component is given by the following relation40,41
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Substituting Eq. (4) into (5), we have
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where δij is the Kronecker delta, and a1 is zero in the natural state and is
regarded as the initial normal stress.42

By introducing the Lame's constants μ, λ and thermoelastic cou-
pling coefficient β, the temperature-dependent constitutive equation is
written as

= + + + − +∗ ∗ ∗σ λ θ λ γ δ μ θ μ γ β θ β θδ( ) 2( ) ( ) ,ij kk ij ij ij1 0 1 0 1 0 (7)
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the reference temperature T0, and the same forms of the material con-
stants = −β a
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influencing factors of temperature deviation.
The general formula of Eq. (7) as the temperature-dependent con-

stitutive equation can be rewritten in a concise form:
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where the temperature-dependent material constants can be expressed
as
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For simplicity, Wang43 introduces the following form:
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And the power series expansion with respect to ηv and ξv by
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By taking the two preceding items in Eq. (11), the elastic modulus
can be expressed in a quadratic temperature function as

= + +∗ ∗E θ E θ EE ,2
2

1 0 (12)

where the material constants E E E, ,2 1 0 are written as
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2.2. Thermal damage factor

Zhao et al.44 defined the thermal damage factor of rocks by an
elastic strain method. For completely elastic materials, the relationship
between the strain ε0 and the stress σ can be simply expressed as

= E εσ ,0 0 (14)

where E0 is the elastic modulus.
When rock materials are damaged, the strain-stress relationship is
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destroyed, leading to an updated version of Eq. (14) as

= −E F εσ (1 ) ,0 1 (15)

where F is defined as the thermal damage factor. = −E E F(1 )T 0 is the
new elastic modulus of materials damaged by temperature treatment.
Therefore, the thermal damage factor F is obtained as follows:
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According to the elastic coefficients defined previously, E can be
expressed as
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where Vp is the P-wave velocity, υ and is the Poisson's ratio, and ρ is the
density.

Substituting Eq. (16) into (17), we have
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where the subscript T denotes the damaged rock at the heating tem-
perature, and the subscript 0 corresponds to the undamaged rock at the
room temperature.

By ignoring the terms ρ and ν, Eq. (18) is further reduced to
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We see that the thermal damage factor can be approximately cal-
culated by the rate of wave velocities before and after high-temperature
treatments. Two hypotheses are adopted for simplification of the
thermal damage factor: samples undamaged at the room temperature
and experienced same thermal elastic damage by 25°–900 °C.30

3. Experimental materials and methods

The samples of grey red limestone, used in the reviewed experiment,
are collected from Linyi City, Shandong Province, eastern China, with
some oolitic veins observed on the surface of these samples. Test spe-
cimens with an average bulk density of 2.710 g/cm3 at room tem-
perature are normatively cut into ×Φ50 100 mm cylinders with a uni-
form texture. The limestone specimens consist mainly of calcite and
dolomite, as determined by X-ray diffraction.17

Technical parameters of experimental instruments are given in
Table 1. The entire experimental techniques, as described in Zhang
et al.,17,30,45 include the coupling measurements for P-wave velocities
by using Vaseline as coupling material; elastic modulus by uniaxial
compressive test inside the linear deformation stage of a stress-strain
curve, and Poisson's ratio as an absolute value of the ratio of transverse
to that longitudinal strains.

According to the experimental procedures as described in Zhang

et al.,17,30,45 all initial properties of samples are measured to establish a
comparison basis for thermal treatments. Ten groups of limestone
samples (four samples per group) are then heated to ten temperatures:
25 °C, 100 °C, 200 °C, 300 °C, 400 °C, 500 °C, 600 °C, 700 °C, 800 °C, and
900 °C, followed by the measurement of physical and mechanical
properties. The thermal treatment consists of three stages: sample
heating to the target temperature at a low heating rate of 5 °C/min,
temperature maintaining for 2 h to ensure full uniform heating, and
sample cooling to room temperature at a rate below 5 °C/min to prevent
thermal shock during heating and cooling. All the physical and me-
chanical parameters are measured again after cooling, followed by
scanning electron microscopy and mercury injection tests.

4. Results and discussion

Experimental data of limestone show significant changes in the
physical and mechanical properties before and after thermal treat-
ments, especially for the P-wave velocity, peak compressive strength,
elastic modulus, porosity, and Poisson's ratio. A comprehensive analysis
for the detailed characteristics are presented as follows.

4.1. Elastic modulus

As shown in Fig. 1 for the experimental data of elastic modulus with
temperature, we see that the elastic modulus reaches its maximum of
73.14 GPa at room temperature and decreases significantly from 100 °C
to 200 °C, followed by a relatively slow reduction from 200 °C to 600 °C,
even more slowly at temperatures after 600 °C. This implies that the
emerging and rapid expansion of microcracks, because of internal
thermal stress appearing at higher temperature, significantly reduce the
elastic modulus to some degree. That is, high temperature can damage
rocks. The thermal-induced variations in elastic modulus can be em-
pirically fitted by a quadratic temperature function as follows,

= − + −E T T77.716 0.172 9.541*10 .5 2 (20)

The correlation coefficient of the fitting up to 0.986, indicating that
the elastic modulus could be represented by a quadratic thermo-
elasticity equation, like Eq. (12).

We use the change rate Ke to characterize the thermal-induced
variations in elastic modulus, which is calculated by the ratio of elastic
modulus before and after thermal treatments as follows,

= −K E E
E

,e
T0

0 (21)

where the subscript T denotes the elastic modulus after heating at a
high temperature, and the subscript 0 corresponds to the initial elastic
modulus.

Fig. 2 shows the change rate of elastic modulus with temperature,
which can be well fitted by the following empirical curve with the
correlation coefficient up to 0.961,

Table 1
Experimental instruments and main technical parameters.

Properties Test instruments Technical parameters

P-wave velocities RS-ST01C integration digital acoustic detector Two transducers: transmitter and receiver
Porosity AutoPore IV 9510 automatic mercury injection

apparatus
Working pressure: 0.0–400.0MPa
Pore size range: 0.003–250 μm

Peak compressive strength, elastic modulus, and Poisson's
ratio

WES-D1000 electro-hydraulic servo universal testing
machine

Uniaxial compressive test with a loading rate of 500 N/
S

Microstructure FEI QuantaTM 250 scanning electron microscope Resolution less than 3.5 nm
Accelerating voltage: 0.2 kV–30 kV

Heat treatment CTM300A high-temperature furnace Temperature range: 1000 °C
Precision: 5 °C
Resolution: 1 °C
Heating rate: 5 °C/min
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= − +K T0.391 0.900 .e
0.408 (22)

We see that the evolution of the change rate Ke with temperature,
because of the same thermal damage mechanism as shown in Fig. 1, can
be divided into three stages: relatively smooth change with less thermal
effect at approximately linear elastic deformation stage from 25 °C to
100 °C, drastic increasing by heating temperatures from 100 °C to
200 °C, and turning to slow increasing from 200 °C to 900 °C.

4.2. P-wave velocity change rate and thermal damage factor

Wave propagation in rocks is mainly affected by mineral composi-
tion, microstructure, cementation degree, stress, and temperature. The
P-wave velocity limestone is measured before and after heating with
attempt to identify the thermal-induced velocity variations.

Likewise, we define the following change rate Kp, the ratio of wave
velocities before and after thermal treatments, to describe the thermal-
induced variations in the P-wave velocity,

= −K V V
V

,p
T0

0 (23)

where the subscript definition is similar to that in Eq. (21).
Fig. 3 shows the change rate of P-wave velocity with temperature,

which can be well fitted by the following empirical curve, similar a
powerful trend with temperature, with the correlation coefficient up to
0.910,

= − +K T0.134 0.003 .p
0.834 (24)

As shown in Fig. 3, we see that the evolution of the change rate Kp
with temperature can be divided into three stages: firstly, from 25 °C to
200 °C, the change rate Kp is relatively constant. In this stage, heating
rock particles expand the rock, potentially create new pores46; however,
the lengths, numbers, and areas of initial pores decrease because of

thermal stress caused by rock expansion, which can also alter the pore
volume. Therefore, the change rate Kp remains relatively smooth
change. Secondly, from 200 °C to 700 °C, the change rate Kp increases
sharply from 0.116 to 0.651, which influenced by intricate factors.
Heating treatments induce clay mineral decomposition and constitu-
tion, and crystal water evaporation. Also, the degree of cementation
decreases when links among particles break and new cracks are gen-
erated around the particles,47 because the particles have insufficient
room for expansion. The looser particle arrangement and increasing
pores can prevent P-wave propagation in specimens. Besides, the dif-
ferent minerals constituting the heterogeneous body have different
expansion coefficients at the same temperature, producing thermal
stress due to their uncoordinated deformation. The elastic properties of
rocks are significantly affected by the initial pores and microcracks
influenced by thermal stress. Thus, initial pores changed and rock mi-
crocracks are caused by thermal stress, which significantly affects the
porosity of rocks to influence the P-wave velocity. Therefore, the
change rate Kp drastically increases in this field. Thirdly, from 700 °C to
900 °C, the change rate Kp generally increases and remains steady from
0.651 to 0.746. Within this stage, constitution water evaporation is not
the primary cause, whereas thermal stress significantly affects the rocks
and internal cracks gradually accumulate. Firstly, thermal decomposi-
tion begins, e.g., calcite begins to decompose, transforming to CaO and
portlandite above 700 °C, with its overall structure collapsing through
cracking at 900 °C. Secondly, above 700 °C, microcracks that begin to
appear at grain to grain contacts are attributed to the thermal expan-
sion of the crystals, resulting in macrofractures that increase the pore
size; larger cracks simultaneously form when microcracks penetrate
mineral particles (calcite, dolomite, etc.) and break them down into
smaller particles, leaving from macrofractures, which can cause struc-
tural collapse of minerals.23,48 Therefore, the change rate Kp changes
into slow increasing within this temperature range.

Fig. 1. Variations in the elastic modulus of limestone with temperature.

Fig. 2. Change rate of elastic modulus with temperature.
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Based on experimental results about the effect of Poisson's ratio and
density on the thermal damage factors at different temperatures, as
shown in Fig. 4, we see the remarkable agreement for all the points
except for that at 100 °C. This can be explained by gradual evaporation
due to heating of free water into steam that probably reserves in the
closed pores; the absence or presence of free water could significantly
influence Poisson's ratio. In addition, we see a little change in density,
with its change rate merely 0.012 at 600 °C, and even 0.129 at 900 °C.45

Therefore, the thermal damage factor can be calculated using Eq. (18),
with the effect of Poisson's ratio and density ignored.

4.3. Peak compressive strength change rate and thermal damage factor

The uniaxial peak compressive strength is the peak stress that rock
samples can endure from a single direction, which is one of the most

significant parameters reflecting the basic mechanical properties of
rocks. Such factors, for example, the peak compressive strength de-
pendence increasing with increasing strain-rate, either linear relation or
exponential trend,49–51 decreasing with increasing temperature52 and
with increasing slenderness of the specimen,53,54 can significant influ-
ence the peak stress. In addition, the peak compressive strength with
confining pressure, which can be expressed by C

C0 with P
C0, where C is

the peak compressive strength under confining pressure P, C0 is the
compressive strength peak at atmospheric pressure with shear strength
and confining pressure negatively correlated.55,56

Similarly, we use the following change rate Kpeak, the ratio of peak
compressive strength before and after thermal treatments, to describe
the thermal-induced variations in the peak compressive strength,

= −K P P
P

,peak
T0

0 (25)

Fig. 3. Change rate of compression wave velocity with temperature.

Fig. 4. Thermal damage factor calculated by equation (18) with temperature.

Fig. 5. Change rate of peak compressive strength with temperature.
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where the subscript definition is also similar to that in Eq. (21).
Fig. 5 shows the change rate of peak compressive strength with

temperature, which can be well fitted by the following empirical curve,
similar a powerful trend with temperature, with the correlation coef-
ficient up to 0.988,

= − + −K T0.027 1.607*10 .peak
4 1.263 (26)

We see that the evolution of the change rate Kpeak with temperature,
as shown in Fig. 5, can be divided into three stages: firstly, from 25 °C to
200 °C, the change rate Kpeak remains relatively smooth change. Within
this temperature range, the outside and inside of limestone are heated
unevenly, and a small number of microdefects are induced by gradually
increasing temperature; in addition, HCOCa( )3 2 in the rock decomposes
to CaO, CO2, and H O2 at about 200 °C, which can change the pore
volume. Considering the above-mentioned factors, the change rate Kpeak
remains almost constant. Secondly, from 200 °C to 700 °C, the change
rate Kpeak increases acutely from 0.211 to 0.588 with heating tem-
peratures. Within this range, the change rate Kpeak is mainly affected by
the following factors. The rock expansion behavior significantly affects
the properties of rocks, even when their thermal expansion is relatively
small. Also, thermal stress can extend existing cracks, causing irrever-
sible structural damage, which can decrease the peak compressive
strength. Small new microcracks may emerge with the thermal stress
below the ultimate compressive strength, resulting in minimal change
in the peak compressive strength. Thirdly, from 700 °C to 900 °C, the
change rate Kpeak is generally huge and increases to 0.809 from 0.588.
In this range, the peak compressive strength is primarily affected by
thermal stress, rather than constitution water evaporation. Above
700 °C, thermal stress may significantly increase, and new microcracks
and microcrack extensions may appear when the thermal stress sur-
passes the ultimate compressive strength or shear strength. Therefore,
this leads to an obvious decrease in peak compressive strength with
microstructural changes.

Fig. 6 shows the relationship between change rate of P-wave velo-
city and peak compressive strength, which can be well fitted by the
following empirical curve,a powerful trend, with the correlation coef-
ficient up to 0.897,

= − +K K0.339 1.167 .p peak
0.400

(27)

The thermal damage factors calculated by the change rate Kpeak are
shown in Fig. 7, which can be well fitted by the following empirical
curve, an exponential trend with temperature, with the correlation
coefficient up to 0.917,

= − ⎛
⎝

− ⎞
⎠

F exp T1.271 1.497
551.950

.peak (28)

We see that the evolution of the change rate Fpeak with temperature,
because of the same thermal damage mechanism as shown in Fig. 5, can

be divided into three stages: relatively smooth change with less thermal
effect from 25 °C to 200 °C, drastic increasing caused by the loss of
crystal and structural water, decomposition, and thermal stress with
heating temperatures from 200 °C to 700 °C, and turning to slow in-
creasing mainly influenced by thermal stress from 700 °C to 900 °C.

4.4. Effective solid matrix change rate and thermal damage factor

The total porosity consists of isolated porosity and connected por-
osity (the connected porosity includes dead-end porosity and transport
porosity),57 the effective porosity is generally defined for solute trans-
port as that portion of the soil or rock through which chemicals move,
or that portion of the media that contributes to flow.58,59 That is, the
effective porosity not includes isolated porosity and dead-end porosity.
The porosity tested by automatic mercury injection apparatus obtains
the effective porosity. In order to conveniently study the property of
porosity heated to high temperature, we introduce the concept of ef-
fective solid matrix, which pluses the value of the effective porosity
makes one.

Also, we define the following change rate Ks, the ratio of effective
solid matrix before and after thermal treatments, to describe the
thermal-induced variations in the effective solid matrix,

= −K S S
S

,s
T0

0 (29)

where the subscript definition is also similar to that in Eq. (21).
Fig. 8 shows the change rate effective solid matrix with tempera-

ture, which can be well fitted by the following empirical curve, similar
a powerful trend with temperature, with the correlation coefficient up
to 0.968,

= − + ∗− −K T5.426*10 8.908 10 .s
4 9 2.264 (30)

We see that the evolution of the change rate Ks with temperature, as
shown in Fig. 8, can also be divided into three stages: firstly, from 25 °C
to 200 °C, the change rate remains Ks relatively constant with some
fluctuation. Within this range, rocks expand as their particles are he-
ated, which may create new pores32; also, the free water gradually
forms steam and may escape from the open pores, and gas may be re-
leased from isolated pores after heating, potentially increasing the pore
volume. Besides, bound water can only escape if the temperature is
above 100 °C, and weakly bound water can completely escape at about
150 °C. Considering the above factors, the pore volume may increase or
decrease, causing the change rate Ks to remain relatively smooth
change with temperature. Secondly, from 200 °C to 700 °C, the change
rate Ks increases drastically from 0.00572% to 2.275%. This stage can
be divided into two parts as well: from 200 °C to 500 °C and from 500 °C
to 700 °C. From 200 °C to 500 °C, the change rate Ks slowly increases
with temperature, because of strongly bound water completely escaping

Fig. 6. Change rate of P-wave velocity with peak compressive strength.
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Fig. 7. Thermal damage factor calculated by the change rate of peak compressive strength with temperature.

Fig. 8. Change rate of effective solid matrix with temperature.

Fig. 9. Change rate of P-wave velocity with effective solid matrix.

Fig. 10. Thermal damage factor calculated by the change rate of effective solid matrix with temperature.
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at approximately 200 °C–300 °C while crystal water escaping below
400 °C. That is, thermal stress appears but remains small. From 500 °C
to 700 °C, the change rate Ks sharply increases with temperature from
500 °C to 600 °C, which can be attributed to increasing thermal stress.
However, the change rate Ks remains constant with increasing tem-
perature from 600 °C to 700 °C, which can be explained by volume re-
duction caused by OMgC 3 decomposition at about 600 °C.60,61 Thirdly,
from 700 °C to 900 °C, the change rate Ks generally drastically increases
with temperature and reaches 4.200% from 2.275%. Within this range,
the thermal stress increases with porosity, which can be explained by
increasing pores due to thermal OCaC 3 decomposition in the limestone
at 700 °C.61 Scanning electron microscopy indicates that the integrity of
the mineral crystals was destroyed when the temperature reached
600 °C, which increased porosity as cracks developed and larger holes
appeared.45 In conclusion, internal moisture continuously escapes from
the samples and thermal stress appears as the temperature increases,
increasing microcracks, changing the internal rock composition, in-
cluding OMgC 3 decomposition into MgO and CO2 at about 600 °C, the
calcite ( OCaC 3) starting to decompose into CaO and CO2 at 700 °C and
completely decomposition at 870 °C, the dolomite ( COCaMg[ ]3 2) de-
composition into MgO, CO2, and OCaC 3 at about 750 °C,62 and in-
creasing its internal porosity.

Fig. 9 shows the relationship between change rate of P-wave velo-
city and effective solid matrix, which can be well fitted by the following
empirical curve, similar a powerful trend, with the correlation coeffi-
cient up to 0.942,

= − +K K120.818 122.133 .p s
0.00149 (31)

The thermal damage factors calculated by the change rate Fs are
shown in Fig. 10, which can be well fitted by the following empirical
curve, a similar exponential trend with temperature, with the correla-
tion coefficient up to 0.924,

= − ⎛
⎝

− ⎞
⎠

F exp T1.492 1.655
740.758

.s (32)

We see that the evolution of the change rate Fs with temperature,
because of the same thermal damage mechanism as shown in Fig. 8, can
also be divided into three stages: relatively constant with some fluc-
tuation from 25 °C to 200 °C, sharply increasing caused by thermal
stress appearing and increasing, and volume reduction affected by

OMgC 3 decomposition at about 600 °C from 200 °C to 700 °C, changing
into slow increasing attributed to increasing pores caused by slight

OCaC 3 decomposition in the limestone at 700 °C, bulk decomposition
occurring at 870 °C, and simultaneous formation of MgO, CO2, and

OCaC 3 accompanied dolomite decomposition at about 750 °C from
700 °C to 900 °C.61,62

We see that the thermal damage factor calculated by the change rate
of P-wave velocity, peak compressive strength, and effective solid

matrix with temperature, as shown in Fig. 11, exhibit similar ex-
ponential trends with temperature, suggesting that the change rate of
peak compressive strength and effective solid matrix can effectively
express the thermal damage factor, and the correlation fitting coeffi-
cients of the curves are 0.899, 0.917, and 0.924, respectively. That is,
the thermal damage factor expressed by the change rate of peak com-
pressive strength and effective solid matrix is much better than by the
change rate of P-wave velocity. In addition, the relationships between
the peak compressive strength, effective solid matrix, and thermal da-
mage factor can be considered as empirical formulas, which are useful
for future relevant research on thermal damage of limestone exposed
higher temperature.

5. Conclusion

The high-temperature effect on the elastic modulus of limestone
follows quadratic thermoelastic prediction, with the fitting correlation
coefficient to experimental data up to 0.98.

The change rate of elastic modulus, P-wave velocity, peak com-
pressive strength, and effective solid matrix share similar exponential
trends with temperature, with their fitting correlation coefficients up to
0.961, 0.910, 0.988, and 0.968, respectively.

Based on the crossplot of P-wave velocities with peak compressive
strengths/effective solid matrices at different temperature, the thermal
damage factor can be expressed by the change rate of peak compressive
strength and effective solid matrix, much better than the change rate of
P-wave velocity.

High temperature significantly influences the mechanical properties
of limestone and causes rock damaging, accumulating the thermal da-
mage factor gradually with increasing temperature.
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