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Table 1. Breakage parameters calculated by Back-calculation method

Calculate initial p(i) and y(i)
Determine h, calculate p(b)
Form p(*) = (L+a)p(i) - o pth)
Calculate y

y(*)<y()?, i=h

Replace p(h) by p(*)

Form p(**) = (1+7)p(*)- w(*) no
Calculate y(**}

Form p(**) = Bp(h)+(1- B)p(b)
Calculate y(**)

y(**)< y(1)? y(**¥)> y(h)? Replace all p
By (p(i}+P(1))2
yes
Replace p(h) by p(**) Replace p(h) by p(*) Replace p(h) by p(**)
¥
no .
Has Minimun been | e
Reached ? EXIT

Fig.l Simplex Method Algorithm

yes
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I
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1o stop r—
yes
B k+1y g 2 o )
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Fig.2 Conjugate-Gradient-Method Algorithm
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