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ABSTRACT

Vibration data from two blasting sites were analyzed to determine the sufficient sample
number for blasting vibration estimation., Most important result is that much more than 30
sample data and succeeding measurement are necessary to estimate confident blasting
vibration level and to determine limit scaled distance. '
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Fig. 3 Trend of site constants for C10 site calcu-
lated from scaled distance.
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Fig. 4 Trend of limt scaled distance for C10 site
calculated from scaled distance.
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