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S A SR R A A - Table 1. Mechanical properties of rock samples.
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F2EY Ade o 22 93, HdA A donsity | modus | s zaiov | strength
Al 283 A8 9 2 H 59 449 267 g/cm® | 440 GPa 0.31 1779 MPa
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Fig. 3. Accumulated AE energy and AE count in
accordance with stress.
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Fig. 4. Damage evolution profile in KURT rock
specimen measured from AE data.
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