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Fig. 3 Failure state of samples
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Fig. 4 Failure characteristics of outer surface
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Fig. 5 Pressure with different injection rate
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Fig. 6 Influence of injection rate on initial time
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Fig. 7 Relationship between initial pressure and injection rate
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Fig. 8 Injection Pressure Curve
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Fig. 9 Morphology of fracture surfaces
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Fig. 10 Enlarged view of fracture surfaces
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