H406 B ok Vol.40 No. 1
2023 4E 3 J BLASTING Mar. 2023

doi:10.3963/j. issn. 1001 —487X.2023.01. 007

£ F JKSimBlast F1 & X & W 188
TR EREHLERRUTAR"
FER B N AT BB

(L ZRALR 2 DRI AT 122 42T R H0H w0 S 38, TR FH 1108195
2. R M ERAE A BRTTE A /) BEER LA LA RO ], 350 5% 7351005
3 INARTEHIG R ATBR A 7] Ml 5 264109)

B E: ZAFRERENBRRAESRAEZEM BRERRES, ZREBRIEEX,PEYmI LG
Sy FAE LA FE, A TR A JKSimBlast 5 K FF 5K 2DBench A& 3, I & 55 RO ak 4 25 4 AR AR
Ko RBFFRAEZAAGEBEAR B, RFRILRE TS mAEBEKEIOn RE,ATLRBEKE,
A R R E A AF AT R A KSR B AN A AT, R A EE A KT LT 25 AAREFASEE, BIMER
RN S K AR B R ) PR BT A A K e R R E K A E— AR AR . A R
FARANMABRERKREELRDERR, EmAZRAENBRE 2 SR ENREEESLD
11.5 mo %5, Ak FARALLE LR 5 AR R Bk KB IF R I T kX 3, IR IX 38 3 PR AL AT )6 MR 3 BB 5 4R o A
# 48,4 Split-Desktop Kk ak 247 B A HEAT HAE AL 2, 13 5] 5 A R BAACH B K3 F I AT 0t , 5 R 27
AL G 08 3 25 S MR AIUE K3 R P A% 9. 24% , AL Gt M [ S L M M SR A R, ABRFT %
MR F AR B,

KEiE: S M-Mak; JKSimBlast; 25 4 MkAb; KR

mESES: TD235.3 SCERFRIRAD: A XEHE: 1001 —487X(2023)01 - 0050 — 07
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Abstract: Since continuous charge structure is adopted in the bench blasting of Heigou open-pit mining area , the
boulder yield is high and the secondary crushing workload is large ,which seriously affects the operation efficiency of
the mine’s subsequent production and loading shovel loading process. In order to optimize the open-pit blasting
charge structure,the 2DBench module for open-pit mining in the blasting simulation software JKSimBlast is used.

Taking the length and the position of the commonly used air decking as the research objects and the boulder yield as
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the evaluation index,25 groups of experiments with two factors and five levels are designed with the hole depth of 17.

5 m and the charge length of 10 m. The simulation results show that with the same air deck length,the boulder yield

decreases first and then increases with the deck position moving down, and thus there is an optimal deck position.

With the same deck position, the boulder yield decreases first and then increases with the increase of the air deck

length. Furthermore, the optimal air deck length is determined as 2 m and the optimal deck position is 11.5 m from

the orifice. Finally,field industrial tests with the optimized structure are carried out in 5 different blasting areas. The

blasting muck pile photos before and after optimization in area 3 is selected as the reference group. By comparison,

the results show that the optimized charge structure reduces the boulder yield by an average of 9. 24% and effectively

improves the blasting effect,which provides a useful reference for the selection and optimization of the charge struc-

ture in open pit mines.
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of blasting design steps
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Table 1 Experimental results of rock mechanics in the mining area
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Table 2 Explosive parameters
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Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of the detonation network
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Table 3 Test factors and value table

K E/m 1.5 1.75 2 2,25 2.5
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Table 4 Distribution table of boulder yield after simulation of 25 groups of experimental programs
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10.5 m 41.25 36.05 32.77 37.66 41.55
11.5m 32.26 22.59 7.56 31.15 35.44
12.5 m 40.00 32.16 20.13 34.71 40.77
13.5 m 28.39 21.56 16.17 25.61 30.51
14.5 m 39.84 36.73 32.94 36.53 39.67
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Fig. 4 Variation curve of boulder yield with fragmentation

size under continuous charge
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Fig. 5 Variation curve of boulder yield with different deck

positions under the same deck length
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Fig. 6 Variation curve of boulder yield with different deck

length under the same deck position
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Table 5 Field test parameter table

frE 1 fr#E 2 frE 3 frE 4 (VAT
titenr  fitbm pefern  fifeis  pofedr fUfb)s Pitkat  fifes  fefenr  fife)s

H{%E/m 7.5 5.5 7.5 5.5 7.5 5.5 7 5 7 5
#25/m 4 4 4 4 4 4 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5
2%/ m 0 2 0 2
32/ m 6 6 5.5 5.5 6.5 6.5 6 6 5.5 6.5
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Fig. 7 Process picture of blasting fragmentation processing
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