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Fig.2 A mold for production of ice spheres with the diameter of 60
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Tablel The experiment condition of ice spheres impacting bar with high speeds

75 VKER T /g VKERHEE/(m - 1) VKERBhRE/T
1 97.1 80.2 312.3
2 100.3 128.6 829.4

3 98.6 204.4 2059.7
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Fig.6 The impact process of ice spheres under the high-speed camera
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Fig.10 The process of impacting target under the high-speed camera
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(b) The back of targets
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Fig.11 The damage pattern of target with the depth of 5.5mm
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Table3 The experiment condition of ice spheres repeated impacting carbon
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3 153.2 1147.0
4 154.9 1177.2
5 151.6 1132.1
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(c) The front surface of the 3™ impact
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Fig.15 The damage situation after 15t to 3™ impact
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