21 2 129 ) Vol. 21No. 2 ( Series No. 129)

2016 4 COAL MINING TECHNOLOGY April 2016
1 2 1
(1. « ) 100083; 2. 454003)
TD325 A 1006-6225 (2016) 02-0037-04

Evaluation and Analysis of Mining Degree of Ground Surface with Thick Loose Layer
YAN Wei+ao' CHEN Jundie’ SUN Qi
(1. Geosciences and Surveying Engineering College  China University of Mining & Technology ( Beijing)  Beijing 100083  China;
2. Henan Polytechnic University Jiaozuo 454003  China)
Abstract: Ground surface movement influenced seriously by loose layer in thick loose layer mining degree of ground surface with
thick loose layer was analyzed the results reference for practical. The conclusion that loose layer influence degree decreased with re—
duction coefficient increased was put forward on the basis of several frequently used calculation method of mining degree on the basis
of loose layer was confirmed by loose layer influencing degree relations between calculation results of fully subsidence angle and ratio
representation of width to depth loose layer reduction method and ratio representation mining width to base rock thickness were put for—
ward. Thick loose layer and giant thick loose layer were confirmed on the basis of loose layer reduction coefficient and loose-base thick—

ness ratio.
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