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Fig. 1 Toppling process of the chimney with 35m height
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Fig.2 Toppling process of the chimney with 45m height
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Fig. 3  a Versus time relation Fig.4 Collapse fraction of the chimney
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Fig. 6 Initial stress situation of the
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Table 1 Toppling process of brick chimney
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OBSERVATIONS OF DEMOLISHED BRICK-
CHEMNEY IN TOPPLING PROCESS

Lin Jiyuan, Long Yuan, Ni Rongfu, Wu Tenfang

(Engincering Institnte of Enginyw'ing Corpy PLA)

-ABSTRACT In this paper, an analyzed result.-obtained from observations of demolished
brick-chemney in toppling process, shows that the fulcrum position of the toppling
chemney is moving with time. With the descending of the brick-chemney, the fulcrum
position is continueously moving up relative to the un-collapsed bart of the chemney.lt
demonstrates that the rigid model could not be used to describe the toppling process of
a demolished brick-chemney.

KEY WORDS controlled blasting, chimney demolition, collapse process.



