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Table 1 Effects of fractal dinension on released energy per squarem eters (Ge G2, % )
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FRACTAL ANALYSE ON CONTROLLED CRACK ENERGY
AND BLAST EFFECTS

Zhang Q1 Y ang Y ongqi
(B eijing Graduate S chool of CUM T, 100083)

ABSTRACT Com pared w ith the conventional smooth blast and presplit m ethods the
controlled fracture blast has better result the blast energy of w hich ism adem ore ratio—
naluse of A ccording to the study on the blast crack by fractal analysis the m echanisn

m proving periphery appearance and increasing the utilized explosion energy ratio by the
controlled fracture blast is presented
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