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In the conventional radial uncoupled charge single free surface blasting, the bottom rock mass is 
difficult to be fully broken, which affects the blasting effect and restricts the tunneling efficiency. This 
difficulty adversely impacts the blasting outcome and limits the efficiency of excavation. To address 
this issue, this paper proposes a solution that involves modifying the charge structure to implement 
a variable diameter decoupled charge, and it analyzes the theoretical feasibility of this approach. 
The variably diameter decoupled charge and radial decoupled charge single-hole blasting model was 
established and compared using LS-DYNA. Furthermore, the effects of various parameters on the 
rock-breaking efficiency of variable diameter decoupled charges were analyzed. The results show that, 
in comparison to radially decoupled charges, variable diameter decoupled charges exhibit a greater 
explosive mass at their base. This enhancement leads to an increase in the effective stress on the 
surrounding rock, thereby effectively addressing the issue of inadequate fragmentation of the rock 
mass at the base of radially decoupled charges. Simultaneously, the directional effect of stress wave 
superposition and the balancing effect of the cavity on internal pressure contribute to an increase in 
the effective stress and reflected tensile stress of the overlying rock mass. This phenomenon ensures 
that effective fragmentation of the overlying rock mass can still be achieved, even with a relatively 
small amount of explosive charge. Under the condition of maintaining the same charge weight 
and borehole diameter, increasing the length and radius of the expanding section of the explosive 
significantly impacts rock fragmentation, whereas reducing the radius of the contracting section has 
a minimal effect. In engineering applications with a common borehole diameter of 4.2 cm, when the 
length of the expanding section of the explosive charge is half of the total charge length and the radius 
of the expanding section ranges from 1.65 cm to 1.70 cm, more effective rock fragmentation at the 
bottom can be achieved, resulting in an overall favorable fragmentation outcome.

Keywords  Variable diameter decoupled charge, Single free surface, Efficient rock breaking, Numerical 
simulation

The drilling and blasting method is the most commonly used technique for underground excavation. The 
focus of underground blasting excavation lies in the effective fragmentation of the rock mass, to enhancing the 
efficiency of excavation. In terms of the explosion source, the main factors affecting the rock breaking effect are 
the burden1, the length of the stemming2,3 and the charge structure4. In conventional blasting, specifically full-
coupling charge blasting, a substantial amount of energy generated during the explosion is utilized to form the 
fragmentation zone, while only a small fraction of the energy is employed to create fractures for cutting the rock, 
decoupled charging technology has become widely used. This is because it effectively reduces the impact of the 
blasting gases immediate expansion.

Decoupled charge is mainly divided into axial decoupled charge and radial decoupled charge. The axial 
decoupled charge air deck facilitates the generation of repeated shock waves, which interact with the rock for 
an extended duration, thereby enhancing the efficacy of the fracture process5.The location of the air desk is a 
key factor in its need to be determined6, when the air desk is located at the top7, the middle8, and the bottom9, 
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different rock crushing effects can be obtained, which are applied in different blasting scenarios. In addition, 
multi-segment air desk and water desk are also used10,11. The filling medium in the radial uncoupling charge acts 
as a buffer, it attenuates the transmission of blasting energy. This helps to prevent the formation and growth of the 
crushing zone. The reasonable decoupling coefficient can make the energy carried by the bursting cracks more 
concentrated, increase the range of the fracture zone, and improve the crushing effect12, so the filling medium 
and the uncoupling rate are the key factors affecting the effect of the uncoupling charge blasting13–15, and they 
mainly cause the well-wall the peak pressure and loading rate of the pressure are different16–18. Compared to fully 
coupled charge blasting, decoupled charge blasting reduces the peak pressure in the borehole wall and prolongs 
the duration of blast loading19. It can be seen that the factors affecting the effect of decoupled charging on rock 
crushing can be attributed to the changes in cavity position, shape and material properties, and by adjusting the 
charging position and cavity volume in the cavity charging structure, the temporal and spatial effects of the blast 
stress wave and blast gas can be fully utilized to achieve controllable rock crushing20.

The above research has analyzed the mechanism and key parameters of radial and axial decoupled charge, 
which contributes to the realization of efficient crushing of the rock mass. however, due to the existence of 
a time difference in the column packet detonation, resulting in differences in the superposition of the stress 
field at different locations in the rock mass. For the underground blasting project is often used to the bottom 
of the detonation, the interval distance between the surface of the stress wave wavefront along the direction 
of the detonation is relatively small, and the time difference is shorter, stress Superposition in the direction of 
detonation of the blast wave is stronger21. While the stress wave in the free surface of the reflection phenomenon 
will occur, resulting in the side of the rock adjacent to the free surface of the other side of the greater stress, 
as shown in Fig. 1. In addition, the rock at the bottom is more difficult to be broken due to the greater use of 
clamping. Therefore, it often results in the rock at the free surface being broken more fully, while the rock at 
the bottom cannot be effectively broken, forming the phenomenon of under excavation at the root. If the top 
detonation method is used, it will lead to insufficient crushing of the rock in the hole, resulting in a large rock 
mass, which is also not conducive to rock throwing and the formation of the slot cavity22.

The simplest and most direct way to solve this problem is to strengthen the charge at the bottom of the 
bag, at which time the charge structure becomes a variable diameter decoupled charge. However, in the actual 
project, the amount of charge in the hole is strictly limited, and increasing the amount of charge will lead to 
excessive vibration and increase the safety risk. Therefore, it is necessary to study in the same charge, the use 
of variable diameter decoupled charge can be solved in the radial decoupled charge in the single free-face 
blasting of the bottom of the rock is not broken sufficiently, as well as at the same time to ensure that the overall 
effect of rock crushing. It is worth mentioning that there are few studies related to variable diameter decoupled 
loads in the existing literature. Therefore, in this paper, firstly, the theoretical calculation of the stress field is 
performed using the iterative method. This method involves an equivalent unit spherical drug charge. The aim 
is to analyze the theoretical viability of a variable diameter decoupled charge. Then the parameters of the RHT 
ontological model of the rock that has been verified are used to establish the single-hole blasting models, which 
include radial uncoupling charge and variable diameter uncoupling charge under a single free surface. To verify 
the high efficiency of the variable diameter uncoupling charge in breaking the rock, comparing the damage 
distributions between the two. Further analyze the influence of the dimensional parameters of the variable 
diameter uncoupling charge.

Variable diameter decoupled charge stress analysis
The variable diameter charging structure is shown in Fig.  2(b), by distributing part of the charge from the 
upper part of the radially decoupled charge to the lower charge, and named them respectively as the reduced-

Fig. 1.  Stress wave propagation in a columnar drug charge.
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segment and expanded-segment charges, in Fig. 2(a). The charge volume of the two charging structures should 
be consistent,

	 πr2
0H0 = πr2

1H1 + πr2
2H2� (1)

which,

	 H0 = H1 + H2� (2)

where H0 is the charge length of radial decoupled charge; r0 is the charge radius of radial decoupled charge; r1 is 
the charge radius of reduced section of variable diameter decoupled charge; H1 is the charge length of reduced 
section of variable diameter decoupled charge; r2 is the charge radius of enlarged section of variable diameter 
decoupled charge; and H2 is the charge length of enlarged section of variable diameter decoupled charge.

For the columnar pill pack, its stress field distribution is often calculated by the equivalent unit ball pill pack 
iteration method23, which is based on the principle of dividing the columnar pill pack into a finite number of 
unit ball pill packs with equivalent radii, and obtaining the stress wave excited by the whole column based on 
the iteration of the stress wave of each unit ball pill pack. Through the unit-column and unit-sphere equivalent 
volume relationship, it can be obtained that

	
πr2

12re1 = 4
3πr3

e1� (3)

	
πr2

22re2 = 4
3πr3

e2� (4)

where re1, re2 are the equivalent unit spherical packet radii of the reduced and expanded segment packets, 
respectively.

For the decoupled charge, it is assumed that the expansion process of the gas produced by detonation is an 
isentropic expansion process, the hole-wall pressure generated during the bursting of a unitary spherical charge 
packet24 is:

	
Pd = nρeD2

2(k + 1)

(
de

db

)2k

� (5)

where Pd is the initial impact pressure on the wall of the borehole; ρe is the density of explosives; D is the blast 
velocity of explosives; k is the isentropic expansion index, generally take k = 3; n is the impact shock wave and the 
borehole wall interaction with the impact multiplier, generally take n = 8 ~ 11; de is the diameter of the packet; db 
is the diameter of the borehole.

Fig. 2.  Schematic diagram of the decoupling charge: (a) radially decoupled charge, (b) Variable diameter 
decoupled charge.
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During the propagation of the stress wave in the rock mass, it continuously decays with the increase of 
propagation distance, and its decay law25 is:

	 P (R) = Pd/rα� (6)

where P(R) for the distance from the explosive source of pressure at R; r for the relative distance, r = R/re, R is 
the center of the blast distance, re is the radius of the charge; α is the attenuation factor, α = 2 ± μd / (1-μd), The 
positive and negative signs correspond to the shock wave region and stress wave region, respectively. μd is the 
dynamic Poisson’s ratio of the rock mass, and in the loading range of engineering blasting, it can be assumed that 
μd = 0.8μ, and μ is the static Poisson’s ratio of the rock mass.

Assuming that the propagation medium of the explosion stress wave is homogeneous and isotropic, the stress 
wave of the unitary spherical packet is a spherical wave, and therefore the shape of its stress wave is a gradually 
decaying sinusoidal wave26:

	 g(t) = e−αt sin(ωt)� (7)

where t is the decay time; α, ω are the attenuation coefficient and angular frequency, respectively.
Therefore, the rock stress field at a distance R from the center of the blast after detonation of a unitary 

spherical charge charge27 is:

	 f(R, t) = P (R)g(t − tR)� (8)

where tR is the time for the stress wave to travel from the unit pack to the observation point.
It can be obtained that the rock stress field at the blasting center distance R after the initiation of the equivalent 

unit spherical charge of the reduced section charge and the expanded section charge is:

	




fr(R, t) = nρeD2

2(k + 1)

(2r1

db

)2k
√

6
2R

r1g(t − tR) reduced section

fe(R, t) = nρeD2

2(k + 1)

(2r2

db

)2k
√

6
2R

r2g(t − tR) expanded section
� (9)

As can be seen from Fig. 1, when the bottom of the detonation, the stress wave at the bottom of the rock is not 
easy to form a superposition of stress, so the bottom of the rock stress field is mainly determined by the bottom 
of the charge, combined with the Eq. (9) can be seen, the variable diameter of the decoupled charge at the bottom 
of the expansion of the radius of the charge can be effectively enhance the bottom of the rock by the stress, and 
it is mainly by the expansion of the section of the radius of the charge r2 decision.

Assuming that the reduced section of the packet equivalent unit number of spherical packets N, expanding 
section of the packet equivalent unit number of spherical packets M. Due to the strong superposition of stress in 
the direction of the blast wave propagation of the explosion. The stress state of the upper rock needs to consider 
the superposition of all the packets here, the stress field is:

	
F =

N∑
i=1

fri(R, t) +
M∑

j=1

fej(R, t)� (10)

From Eq. (9), Eq. (10) can be seen, the reduced section of the drug charge formed by the weakening of the stress 
field. But expanding the section of the drug charge to enhance the stress field will be compensated, while the 
upper body of the rock due to the smaller burden, and by the reflection of the tensile stress, the upper body of 
the rock fragmentation of the stress required to be easier to meet. The stress field of the upper part of the rock at 
the same time by the reduced section of the drug charge radius r1, expanding section of the drug charge radius r2 
and the reduced section of the drug charge and expanding section of the equivalent unit of spherical drug charge 
number N and M, them can be determined by the expanding section of the drug charge length H2.

Numerical simulation
Material model and parameters
Material parameters of rock
The RHT constitutive model because of its full consideration of the elastic limit surface, failure surface and 
damage softening segment equations, etc. on the basis of the model is divided into elasticity, linear reinforcement 
and damage softening of the three phases28.

In the RHT model, the relationship between strength and strain rate is:

	

Fr(ε̇p) =




(ε̇p/ε̇c
0)βc P ≥ fc/3

P +ft/3
fc/3+ft/3

(
ε̇p/ε̇t

0
)βc − P −fc/3

fc/3+ft/3 (ε̇p/ε̇c
0)βt − ft/3 < P < fc/3(

ε̇p/ε̇t
0
)βt

P ≤ −ft/3
� (11)

where ε̇c
0 is the reference strain rate for compression. ε̇t

0 is the reference strain rate for tension. P is the pressure. 
βc and βt are the material constants for compression and tension.
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The damage surface is expressed as:

	 σ∗
f (P ∗

0 , Fr) = A
(
P ∗

0 − Fr/3 + (A/Fr)−1/N
)N

, 3P ∗
0 ≥ Fr� (12)

where σf
* is the normalized strength. A and N are the damage surface parameters.

In the RHT model, the accumulation of plastic strain εp is used to define the damage value D:

	
D =

∑ dεp

εf
p

� (13)

where εp
f is the plastic strain at damage.

When a given stress state reaches the ultimate strength of the material at the damage surface, damage 
accumulates in the form of further inelastic deformation or plastic strain. The plastic strain at damage is:

	
εf
p =

{
D1[P ∗

0 − (1 − D)P ∗
t ]D2 P ∗

0 ≥ (1 − D)P ∗
t +

(
εm
p /D1

)1/D2

εm
p P ∗

0 < (1 − D)P ∗
t +

(
εm
p /D1

)1/D2 � (14)

where εp
m is the minimum damage residual strain, Pt

* is the pressure at failure, and D1and D2 are damage 
constants, taken as D1 = 0.04 and D2 = 1.0.

The RHT is widely used in the field of rock explosion impact and other areas of the numerical simulation29–31, 
therefore, the RHT parameters given by the literature32 was selected as the material parameters of the rock in this 
paper, the specific parameter value in Table 1.

Material parameters of explosive
The explosive material is selected as MAT_HIGH_EXPLOSIVE_MURN and combined with the equation of 
state JWL_EOS to describe the blasting process of the explosive33, that is:

	
P = A(1 − ω

R1V
)e−R1V + B(1 − ω

R1V
)e−R2V + ωE0

V
� (15)

where V is the volume relative to the undetonated state, E0 is initial specific internal energy, and A, B, R1, R2 and 
ω are explosive constants.

The parameters used in this paper refer to the existing literature30, and the relevant parameters for the 
explosives and the equation of state are shown in Table 2.

ρe/(kg m-3) D/(m s-1) PCJ/(GPa) R1 R2 ω E0/(GPa) A/(GPa) B/(GPa)

1320 6690 16 5.81 1.77 0.282 7.38 586 21.6

Table 2.  Explosive parameters.

 

Parameter Value Parameter Value

Mass density R0 (kg/m3) 2060 Compressive yield surface parameter GC* 0.3

Hugoniot polynomial coefficient A1(GPa) 15.84 Tensile yield surface parameter GT* 0.7

Hugoniot polynomial coefficient A2(GPa) 26.61 Compressive strain rate-dependence exponent BETAC 0.014

Hugoniot polynomial coefficient A3(GPa) 16.26 Tensile strain rate-dependence exponent BETAT 0.019

Parameter for polynomial EOS B0 1.68 Relative shear strength FS* 0.45

Parameter for polynomial EOS B1 1.68 Relative tensile strength FT* 0.1

Parameter for polynomial EOS T1(GPa) 15.84 Lode angle-dependence factor Q0 0.54

Parameter for polynomial EOS T2 0 Lode angle-dependence factor B 0.0105

Crush pressure PEL (MPa) 28.7 Shear modulus reduction factor XI 0.3

Compaction pressure PCO (GPa) 5.5 Residual surface parameter AF 1.63

Initial porosity ALPHA 1.12 Residual surface parameter NF 0.59

Porosity exponent NP 5.8 Damage parameter D1 0.053

Failure surface parameter A 1.6 Damage parameter D2 1

Failure surface parameter N 0.56 Minimum damaged residual strain EPM 0.01

Elastic shear modulus SHEAR (GPa) 10.5 Gruneisen gamma GAMMA 0

Compressive strength FC (MPa) 86

Table 1.  RHT model parameters.
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Material parameters of air
The air material is usually chosen to be described by the MAT_NULL material and the LINEAR_POLYNMIAL 
equation of state34, which describes the air pressure P as:

	 P = C0 + C1µ + C2µ2 + C3µ3 + (C4 + C5 + C6µ2)E� (16)

where E is the internal energy per volume, μ defines the compression of air by μ = (ρ/ρ0)-1 with ρ and ρ0 being 
the current and initial density of air, respectively. C0, C1, C2, C3, C4, C5 and C6 are material constants of air, and 
C4 and C5 can be calculated by C4 = C5 = γ – 1 with γ being the ratio of specific heats.

The air material and equation of state parameters are referred to existing literature35 and are shown in Table 3.

Material parameters of stemming
The stemming material is often chosen to describe the MAT_SOIL_AND_FORM, the parameter values refer to 
the existing literature36, the specific parameters are shown in Table 4.

Modeling
The overall size of the model is 100 cm × 100 cm × 100 cm. For radial decoupled loading, the size of the borehole 
and the packet is referred to the common parameters of the actual project. The radius of the borehole is 2.1 cm, 
the radius of the packet is 1.6 cm, the length of the packet is 60 cm, the length of the gun mud is 20 cm. For 
the variable diameter decoupled loading, the dimensions of the borehole and the gun mud are kept in the same 
way as those of the radial decoupled loading, and the size of the packet is only changed. For the convenience of 
the study, the length of the expanded section is half of the total packet length. Because the actual model size is 
difficult to achieve the same charging volume of both models, so the radial decoupled charging packet volume as 
a standard, through the control of the variable diameter decoupled packet volume deviation ΔV to approximate 
to achieve the purpose of controlling the charging volume unchanged, the specific dimensions of the parameters 
are shown in Table 5.

The unit system in the model is cm-g-μs, numerical calculations using fluid–solid coupling algorithm, the 
rock is considered solid, using the Lagrangian grid, the air, explosives, and slurry as a fluid, using Eulerian grid. 
In this paper, the boundary conditions of the simulation for the tunnel blasting and excavation of the common 
single free surface situation, that is, the numerical model in addition to the interface belonging to the top of the 
slurry for the free boundary, the rest of the boundaries for the non-reflective boundaries, the model schematic 
shown in Fig. 3.

Material parameter and model verification
To verify the material parameters, using the material parameters in Section "Material model and parameters", 
the mesh size is 1cm, a quasi-two-dimensional model is established for single-hole blasting. The size of the 
model is shown in Fig. 4(a). The blasting cracks are distributed radially. In this model, the radius of the cracking 
zone measured is 33.57cm, which is 20.98 times. This result is similar to the conclusion of Siskind and Fumanti37, 
they concluded that the cracking zone will extend to 20 times the radius of the charge hole.

Then, the sensitivity analysis of mesh size is done. Three mesh sizes are selected in this model, namely, 4 cm, 2 
cm, and 1 mm. Figure 4(b) ~ Fig. 4(d) are the blasting cracks with different mesh sizes. The mesh size has a great 

Charging structure Radial uncoupling Variable diameter decoupled

Reduced paragraph
Radius/cm 1.60 1.49

Lengths/cm 30.00 30.00

Expanded paragraph
Radius/cm 1.60 1.70

Lengths/cm 30.00 30.00

Volumetric deviation (ΔV) 0.00 -0.19%

Table 5.  The size of charge.

 

ρs/(kg m-3) G (GPa) K (GPa) Y0 Y1 Y2 Pc (GPa)

1800 0.016 1.328 0.0033 1.31 × 10–7 0.1232 0.0

Table 4.  Main constitutive parameters of stemming. ρs is the density. G is the shear modulus. K is the bulk 
modulus. Y0–Y2 are the yield parameters. Pc is the cut-off pressure.

 

ρa/(kg m-3) C0 C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 E0/ (J m3) V0

1.29 0 0 0 0 0.4 0.4 0 250,000 1.0

Table 3.  The parameters of air.
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Fig. 4.  Verification of single-hole blasting.

 

Fig. 3.  Numerical models and local meshes.
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influence on the blasting crack. When the mesh size is 1 cm, the crack is radioactively distributed, and the radius 
of the crack zone is ideal. With the increase of the mesh size, the cracks are concentrated near the borehole, and 
the radius of the fracture zone decreases.

In summary, when the grid size is 1 cm, the rock blasting can be well restored by using the parameters and 
numerical methods selected in this paper. This verifies the correctness of the parameters and numerical models 
in this paper. All the models in the following paper will use these parameters and fix the mesh size to 1 cm.

Comparison with radial decoupled charge
In the numerical simulation of rock blasting, the damage distribution is often used to reflect the fragmentation 
of the rock. The damage characteristics of the two charge structures to the rock are analyzed by extracting the 
overall damage perspective shown in Fig. 5 in the model.

As shown in Fig. 5, the variable diameter decoupled charge and radial decoupled charge on the rock breakage 
characteristics have the same consistency. Packet detonation after impacting the wall of the borehole continued 
to expand the slot cavity, and then from the bottom of the borehole began to produce radial cracks, then the 
radial cracks continue to develop and begin to appear ring cracks, and finally the radial cracks and ring cracks 
further development of rock. The rock breaking process is consistent with the current The rock breaking process 
is consistent with the widely recognized rock breaking theory5,38–40.

The variable diameter decoupled charge breaks the rock to a greater extent than the radial decoupled charge. 
In order to further reflect this difference in the degree of damage, according to the processing flow shown in 
Fig. 6. First, cut the model into 100 parts in LS-Prepost, and approximately replace the volume within 1 cm of 
the plane with the area of the plane. Then the cloud image of each plane is imported into Image J to obtain the 
area of different damage ranges of each plane.

According to the relevant literatur41, the rock mass with the damage value of 0.2 ~ 1.0 is defined as the damaged 
rock. The damage value of 0.2 ~ 0.9 is further defined as the fractured rock, the damage value of 0.9 ~ 1.0 is the 
crushed rock. The percentage of damaged, crushed, and fractured rock bodies in each model is calculated, and 
the obtained data are shown in Fig. 7.

Comparing with radial decoupled loading, the use of variable diameter decoupled loading can break the rock 
more effectively, in Fig. 7. The rock damage volume increased by 42.24%, and the overall damage percentage 
reached 37.39%, which is an increase of 11.11% compared with that of 26.28% for radial decoupled loading. 
Among which the percentage of crushed rock increased by 2.37%, and the percentage of fractured rock increased 
by 8.73%. In order to further analyze the damage growth at different locations of the rock, the cumulative damage 
share of the rock and the damage share of each plane are listed, as shown in Fig. 8, 9, 10. The rock is divided 
into upper and lower parts by taking the place where the diameter of the drug charge changes as the boundary. 
From Fig. 8, 9, 10, it can be seen that the percentage of damage in the lower part of the rock grows to 7.16%, of 
which the percentage of crushed rock increases by 1.33%. The percentage of fractured rock increases by 5.83%, 
the percentage of damage in the upper part of the rock grows to 3.95%, the percentage of crushed rock increases 
by 1.05%, the percentage of fractured rock increases by 2.9%. Thus, employing the variable diameter decoupled 

Fig. 5.  Rock damage ring-breaking evolution.
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charge results in a more extensive crushing of the lower rock layer, which aligns with the expanding segment of 
the packet, further enhanced by the expansion section itself. So, the use of variable diameter decoupled loading 
can not only cause greater crushing of the lower half of the rock corresponding to the expanded section of the 
drug charge, but also enhance the crushing degree of the upper half of the rock corresponding to the reduced 
section of the drug charge.

From the above analysis, it can be seen that the variable diameter decoupled charge and radial decoupled 
charge have the consistency of the breaking characteristics of the rock, and the distribution of the damage 
produced by the two has similarity. The main difference is that the damage distribution of the range and degree 
of different, so the damage can be used to characterize the degree of rock fragmentation. It can be obtained that, 
compared with the radial decoupled charge, the variable diameter decoupled charge produces a greater damage 
to the rock, rock fragmentation more. The result is that compared with the radial decoupled charge, the variable 
diameter decoupled charge causes more damage to the rock and more rock fragmentation.

Fig. 7.  The percentage of different damage conditions.

 

Fig. 6.  Schematic diagram of image processing.
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Fig. 10.  Percentage of cross-sectional damage.

 

Fig. 9.  Percentage of crushed rock.

 

Fig. 8.  Percentage of damaged rock.
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In the numerical simulation analysis of rock blasting, the effective stress (Von Mises stress) is a commonly 
used analysis index33,42. For this reason, the effective stress data were extracted from 9 measurement points on 
path I and path II shown in Fig. 11 respectively by a step size of 5 cm, and the data are shown in Fig. 12.

As shown in Fig. 12, the effective stress of the variable diameter decoupled charge is generally greater than 
that of the radial decoupled charge on Path I and Path II. For Path II, the reason that the variable diameter 
decoupled charge has greater effective stress is that the diameter of the packet in this section is larger, and the 
amount of the charge is larger, so a stronger shock wave and compressive stress wave are formed in the part, 
which is in line with the previous analysis of the stress field of the variable diameter decoupled charge, and the 
shock wave and the compressive stress wave are the main causes of the blast cavity (crushed area) and the original 
radial fissure43. For path I, variable diameter decoupled charge here, the diameter of the charge is smaller than 
the radial decoupled charge, but still has a greater effective stress than the radial decoupled charge. Proving that 
in the bottom of the detonation conditions, the bottom of the expanding section of the charge of the formation 
of the superposition of the stress here, to compensate for the upper part of the reduced section of the charge of 
the weakening of the stress. And even on the upper part of the rock of the stress there is an enhancement of the 
role, which is in line with the previous analysis of the stress field of the variable diameter decoupled charge. At 
the same time by the upper rock shown in Fig. 13, a measurement point (15, 0, –25) of the three-way stress state 
can be seen, variable diameter decoupled charge will increase the upper rock by the tensile stress (tensile stress 

Fig. 12.  Effective stress.

 

Fig. 11.  Schematic diagram of measurement point location.

 

Scientific Reports |        (2025) 15:11968 11| https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-025-96636-w

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

http://www.nature.com/scientificreports


is positive, compressive stress is negative), and reflective tensile stress will cause the formation of circumferential 
fracture, while promoting the further extension of radial fracture.

Influence of size parameters on rock breaking effectiveness
Using variable diameter decoupled charging, can crush effectively the rock at the bottom and the whole rock. The 
reason is changing the distribution of stress field by adjusting the distribution of the charge, so as to adapt it to the 
resistance of rock crushing. Through Eq. (9) and Eq. (10), the stress field of variable diameter decoupled loading 
is determined by the radius of the expanding section of the drug charge, the length of the expanding section of 
the drug charge, and the radius of the shrinking section of the drug charge. Therefore, it is necessary to analyze 
the effect of these parameters on the crushing of the rock. Because it is difficult to carry out univariate study on 
it, it is chosen to cross-analyze the influence of these parameters on the rock breaking effect by controlling one 
variable and the total loading amount, and the specific size of the charges for each working condition is shown 
in Table 6.

The damage percentage data of each working condition model were obtained according to the method shown 
in Fig. 6, as shown in Fig. 14, 15, 16.

Figure 14 shows a comparison of the cumulative damage and cross-section damage ratio under the three 
working conditions with the same length of the expanded section of the drug charge. As can be seen from 
the figure, the change of the diameter of the packet in the variable diameter decoupled loading structure has 

Fig. 13.  Stress of point (15,0,-25).
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Fig. 15.  Constant packet diameter in the expanding section.

 

Fig. 14.  Constant packet length in the expanding section.

 

condition 1 2 3 4 5 6

Reduced paragraph
Radius/cm 1.49 1.55 1.47 1.52 1.55 1.55

Lengths/cm 30 30 30 35 40 45

Expanded paragraph
Radius/cm 1.70 1.65 1.72 1.70 1.70 1.75

Lengths/cm 30 30 30 25 20 15

Volumetric deviation (ΔV) 0 -0.29%  + 0.18% -0.12%  + 0.39%  + 0.48%

Table 6.  Charge size for each condition.
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a greater effect on the damage degree of the rock. Compared with the working conditions of the expanding 
section with a packet diameter of 1.70  cm (the diameter of the shrinking section with a packet diameter of 
1.49 cm), when the diameter of the expanding section with a packet diameter of 1.72 cm (the diameter of the 
shrinking section with a packet diameter of 1.47 cm), the degree of damage to the rock was reduced and lower 
than that of radial decoupled loading, except for a few cases of the expanding section where the diameter of the 
packet was constant. Coupling charge, except for a few sections, the percentage of damage in all sections have 
decreased; when the diameter of the expanding section of the drug charge decreased to 1.65 cm (the diameter of 
the reducing section of the drug charge increased to 1.55 cm), the degree of damage to the rock is only slightly 
increased, and the percentage of damage between the two in all sections is close to each other, and the difference 
in cross-section is mainly concentrated in the middle of the rock (in the vicinity of the diameter of the drug 
charge has been changed). In this group of working condition comparison, when the diameter of the expanded 
section packet is the largest (the diameter of the reduced section packet is the smallest), the damage is the worst, 
the proportion of damaged rock is 30.29%; when the diameter of the expanded section packet is the smallest (the 
diameter of the reduced section packet is the largest), the damage is the best, the proportion of damaged rock 
is 37.99%. The difference in the proportion of damage between the two is 7.70%. Compared with the optimal 
working condition, the volume of damaged rock mass in the worst working condition is reduced by 20.26%.

Figure 15 shows a comparison of the cumulative damage and the percentage of cross-section damage under 
the three conditions of constant diameter of the expanded section charges. As can be seen from the figure, in 
the case of constant diameter of the expanded section pack, with the decrease of the length of the expanded 
section pack (accompanied by the increase of the length and diameter of the reduced section pack), the damage 
degree of the rock decreases. In the comparison of this group of conditions, when the length of the expanding 
section is the smallest (the length and diameter of the reducing section is the largest), the damage is the worst, 
the proportion of damaged rock is 32.03%; when the length of the expanding section is the largest (the length 
and diameter of the reducing section is the smallest), the damage is the best, the proportion of damaged rock 
is 37.34%. The difference in the proportion of damage between the two is 5.31%. Compared with the optimal 
working condition, the volume of damaged rock mass in the worst working condition is reduced by 14.22%.

Figure 16 shows a comparison of the cumulative damage and the percentage of cross-section damage under 
the three working conditions when the diameter of the reduced-section charge is unchanged. As can be seen 
from the figure, in the case of constant diameter of the reduced section charge, with the increase of the length 
of the reduced section charge (accompanied by the decrease of the length of the enlarged section charge and 
the increase of the diameter), the damage degree of the rock decreases. In this group of working condition 
comparison, when the length of the reduced section charges is the largest (the diameter of the expanded section 
charges is the largest and the length is the smallest), the damage is the worst, the proportion of damaged rock 
is 30.18%; when the length of the reduced section charges is the smallest (the diameter of the expanded section 
charges is the smallest and the length is the largest), the damage is the most optimal, the proportion of damaged 
rock is 37.99%. The difference in the proportion of damage between the two is 5.96%. Compared with the optimal 
working condition, the volume of damaged rock mass in the worst working condition is reduced by 20.56%.

The size of each charge has a different degree of impact on the damage of the rock, as can be seen from Table 
7, the size of the expanding section of the charge size parameters on the damage of the rock has the greatest 
impact on the damage of the broken ring. When the expanding section of the charge diameter is larger and the 
length of the charge is smaller (the greater the length of the reduced section of the charge), which is likely to lead 
to poorer damage to the rock.

Fig. 16.  Constant packet diameter in the reduced section.
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Discussion
In section "Influence of size parameters on rock breaking effectiveness", the size parameters of the variable 
diameter uncoupled charge are analyzed. However, the change of the size parameters is also accompanied by the 
change of the cavity shape in the hole. In the uncoupled charge structure, the existence of the cavity in the hole 
plays a role in balancing the pressure in the hole. In order to understand whether the cavity in the hole has an 
effect on the damage of rock mass under variable diameter uncoupled charge, a set of test groups was designed, 
that is, without changing the size of the initial variable diameter uncoupled charge model ( 1.49–30-1.70–30 
), the cavity corresponding to the expansion section of the model was changed to rock mass. At this time, the 
expanded section of the charge is a coupled charge, and the reduced section of the charge is a decoupled charge. 
This charge structure is called a locally coupled charge structure.

Figure 17 is the hole wall pressure of three different charge structures ( the hole wall pressure measuring point 
of the local coupling charge is consistent with the other two charge structures ). It can be seen that the hole wall 
pressure under the variable diameter uncoupled charge is obviously different from that of the radial uncoupled 
charge. The peak value of the hole wall pressure formed by the variable diameter uncoupled charge is divided 
into two obvious sections, which correspond to the expanded section charge and the reduced section charge, 
respectively. The hole wall pressure of the radial uncoupled charge is more uniform. In addition, in two kinds 
of variable diameter charge structure, the hole wall pressure of variable diameter charge is greater than that of 
radial uncoupled charge.

In order to further intuitively reflect the influence of cavity on rock mass damage, the distribution data of 
blasting damage under variable diameter uncoupled charge and coupled charge are extracted, the results are 
shown in Fig. 18 and Fig. 19.

As shown in Fig.  18 and Fig.  19, compared with the variable diameter uncoupled charge, the rock mass 
damage caused by the local coupling charge is smaller, which is reduced by 3.65%. Combined with Fig. 20 and 
Fig. 21, it can be seen that under the local coupling charge, the energy of the expanded section charge is mostly 
used to form the crushing zone, resulting in the energy required for rock crushing is much larger than the 
formation of rock cracks, so that the cracks formed by the rock mass are reduced, and the overall damage degree 
is reduced.

It can be seen that the cavity has an important effect on the crushing effect of variable diameter decoupled 
charge, to avoid the formation of localized coupling, combined with Fig. 14 ~ Fig. 16, it can be seen that the 
smaller the cavity of the expanding section of the drug charge (the larger the radius of the expanding section of 
the drug charge) tends to lead to poorer rock crushing effect, however, through the comparison of Fig. 7 ~ Fig. 9 
and the radial decoupled charge, it can be seen that the larger the cavity of the expanding section of the drug 
charge (the smaller the radius of the expanding section of the drug charge) does not mean that the rock crushing 

Fig. 17.  Pressure peak of borehole.

 

Dimensional parameters

Expanded paragraph Reduced paragraph

Radius Lengths Radius Lengths

Max Min Max Min Max Min Max Min

Degree of damage
The best 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1

The worst 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 0

Table 7.  Analysis of the degree of influence of dimensional parameters of drug charges.
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Fig. 20.  Percentage of crushed rock.

 

Fig. 19.  Percentage of damaged rock.

 

Fig. 18.  The percentage of different damage conditions.
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effect is better. Therefore, the influence of the size parameters (cavity shape) of the variable diameter decoupled 
charge on the crushing effect of the rock and how to reasonably select the parameters have to be studied in depth.

Conclusions
In this paper, for the single free face under the radial decoupled charge is easy to cause the bottom of the rock 
crushing insufficient problem, proposed the variable diameter decoupled charge applied to the single free face 
blasting. The theoretical justification for this method is explored through an analysis of the stress field associated 
with variable diameter decoupled charges. Additionally, related models for radial decoupled charges, variable 
diameter decoupled charges, and other parameters are developed using the finite element method, demonstrating 
the high efficiency of the rock-breaking capabilities of the variable diameter decoupled charge structure. Based 
on the numerical results and data analysis, several conclusions can be drawn.

By adjusting the loading structure, the variable diameter decoupled loading allows the lower part of the charge 
to possess a greater loading capacity, thereby enhancing the clamping function of the lower rock. This effectively 
addresses the issue of insufficient crushing of the rock at the bottom, which is prevalent in radial decoupled 
loading. Simultaneously, by leveraging the directional effect of stress wave superposition, the method ensures 
that the stress magnitude on the upper rock is maintained without compromising its crushing effectiveness. 
Consequently, this approach significantly enhances the overall rock crushing effect. Numerical results indicate 
that, under the same loading volume, variable diameter decoupled loading increases the rock damage volume 
by 42.24% and the damage percentage by 11.11% compared to radial decoupled loading. Notably, the damage 
volume of the lower rock increases by 83.27%, while the damage percentage rises by 7.16%.

In the case of using the same charge without altering the size of the gun hole, the length of the expanded 
section pack, the radius of the expanded section pack, and the radius of the reduced section pack each exert 
varying degrees of influence on the rock-breaking efficacy of the variable diameter decoupled charge. Among the 
6 conditions evaluated, optimal rock-breaking performance is achieved when the length of the expanded section 
pack constitutes half of the total length of the pack, and the radius of the expanded section pack is maintained 
between 1.65 cm and 1.70 cm. Furthermore, the presence of a cavity significantly impacts the rock-breaking 
effectiveness; when the radius of the expanded section of the charge is larger, it leads to a smaller cavity at the 
bottom. This diminishes the balancing effect of the cavity on the pressure within the hole, ultimately resulting in 
reduced damage to the rock.

In this paper, the numerical method is used to verify the rock breaking efficiency of the variable diameter 
uncoupled charge, and the parameter selection is suggested. However, the specific enhancement of the rock 
breaking efficiency must be further obtained by field test.

Data availability
Te datasets used during the current study available from the corresponding author on reasonable request.
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