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[ ABSTRACT]

blasting in open pit. The hierarchy was analysed. Influence factors and weight of blasting quality evaluation were deter-

Fuzzy comprehensive evaluation in system engineering was used to evaluate the blasting quality of bench

mined. A quality evaluation model of multi-factor two-level structure with 12 indexes in two levels and three units was es-
tablished. The systematic evaluation of blasting technology quality under the integration of mine cost was realized. This

model was validated in a mine in Liaoning Province. Results show that the evaluation model could be used to evaluate blas-

ting quality of engineering, and the expected effect is achieved. It has a certain promotion value.
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Fig.1 Comprehensive evaluation model of
deep-hole bench blasting quality in open-pit mine
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Tab.1  Weight of comprehensive evaluation
index of blasting quality
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Tab.3  Principal factor judgment matrix
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Tab.5 Statistics of blasting classification
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Tab.6 Differences between statistical
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Tab.7 Fuzzy comprehensive evaluation

index of blasting quality
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Tab.8 Comprehensive evaluation of blasting quality
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