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Fig.1 Effects of blasting
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1. Free surface; 2. Hole; 3. Radial cracks;4. Cracks between holes;5. Hole centreline
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Fig. 2 Mechanical model of forming beam
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Fig. 4 Measured waveform
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Table 1 Parameters and results of tests
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STUDY OF FRAGM ENTATION MECHANISM FOR THE
BLASTING OF LARGE-SPACING AND SMALL-BURDEN
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ABSTRACT In this paper the results of blasting are analysised and a new fragm enta—
tion m echanism m odelbased on the hypothesis of fom ing bean for the blasting of large—
spacing and sn all burden and the destroy criterion expressed by vr (crack developm ent
velocity betw een blastholes) and v<( crack w idening velocity) are suggested T hem echa-
nism model is proved correct through the test study asw ell
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