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The prediction of strength properties is a topic of interest in many engineering fields. The common 
tests used to evaluate rock strength include the uniaxial compressive strength test (UCS), Brazilian tensile 
strength (BTS) and flexural strength (FS). These tests can only be carried out in the laboratory and involve 
some difficulties such as preparation of the samples according to standards, amount of samples, and the long 
duration of test phases. This article aims to suggest equations for the prediction of mechanical properties 
of aggregates as a function of the P-wave velocity (Vp) and Schmidt hammer hardness (SHH) value of 
intact or in-situ rocks using regression analyses. Within the scope of the study, 90 samples were collected 
in the south of Türkiye. The mechanical properties, such as uniaxial compressive strength, Brazilian 
tensile strength and flexural strength of specimens, were determined in the laboratory and investigated 
in relation to P-wave velocity, and Schmidt hardness. Using regression techniques, various models were 
developed, and comparisons were made to find the optimum models using a coefficient of determination 
(R2) and p value (sig) performance indexes. Simple and multiple regression analysis found powerful cor-
relations between mechanical properties and P-wave velocity and Schmidt hammer hardness. In addition, 
the prediction equations were compared with previous studies. The results obtained from this study indicate 
that the results of simple test methods, such as Vp or SHH values, of rock used for aggregate could be used 
to predict some mechanical properties. Thus, it will be possible to obtain information about the mechanical 
properties of aggregates in the study area in a faster and more practical way by using predictive models.
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1.	I ntroduction

Aggregates are the main raw material of engineering builds such as roads, tunnels, bridges, 
and seaports, so it is crucial to know the mechanical properties of aggregates for the strength 
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and usage time of the structure in which they are used. Classic test methods require a series of 
operations, such as a collection of rock samples by drilling in the study area, transporting the 
collected samples to the laboratory and preparing them following the standards. This situation 
causes losses of the workforce, energy and time during the determination of physico-mechanical 
properties. Contrary to standard methods, fast and reliable results obtained using practical and 
portable alternative simple methods will provide both in-situ and faster results. In addition, the 
most crucial advantage is that it does not cause deformations in the study area or rock mass. 
Studies have found that non-destructive and in situ testing methods, such as acoustic emission, 
seismic wave velocity, and certain hardness tests, can provide considerable benefits in mining, 
natural stone, and construction projects [1-14].

In previous studies, various indirect testing methods were employed by researchers for reli-
able estimation of physical and mechanical properties. However, currently, the Schmidt hammer 
hardness test (SHH) and P-wave velocity (Vp) methods are regular tests to predict the mechanical 
properties of limestone aggregate samples. Vp is a powerful variable, correlated with different 
physico-mechanical and index properties for rocks with various origins in many studies [4-19]. 
SHH was applied to estimate the empirical correlations between the mechanical properties ob-
tained from classical tests for concrete and rocks [20-24]. 

Many studies proposed different models to estimate mechanical properties based on index 
tests such as ultrasonic wave velocity and various hardness tests because these mechanical 
properties are crucial for the evaluation of the use of rocks. But generally, researchers focused 
on statistical approaches for predicting UCS. Azimian et al. [5] showed there were strong rela-
tionships between UCS with point load index and Vp for marly rocks. Altindag [25] performed 
regression analysis to investigate the relationships between Vp and the physico-mechanical prop-
erties of sedimentary rocks. The relationships, such as UCS-Vp, SHH-Vp, point load index-Vp, 
TS-Vp, porosity-Vp and unit weight-Vp, were determined by using simple and multiple regression 
analyses. Yasar and Erdogan [26] improved empirical equations based on Vp. They correlated the 
Vp-density, Vp-UCS and Vp-Young’s modulus of carbonate rocks. Yagiz [17] aimed to estimate 
UCS and some physico-mechanical properties by using the Vp value of rocks. Many researchers 
used SHH to estimate the relationships with mechanical properties obtained from standard tests 
for concrete and rocks [20-23]. Kahraman [27] correlated UCS with parameters such as point 
load index, SHH and Vp tests. SHH tests were used to estimate the empirical correlations between 
SHH values and UCS values obtained from standard tests for concrete and rocks [20-23].

This study focused on evaluating some in situ and simple methods, such as the Schmidt 
hardness test (SHH) and P-wave velocity (Vp) and utilised statistical techniques to estimate the 
uniaxial compressive strength (UCS), Brazilian tensile strength (BTS) and flexural strength (FS) 
of limestone aggregates. The studied limestone aggregate samples were collected from Mersin, 
Adana, and Osmaniye cities in the south of Türkiye. Simple and multiple regression analysis was 
applied to define the relationships between UCS, BTS and FS and Vp, as well as SHH. In addition, 
the obtained estimation equations were associated with previous studies. The analyses showed 
the existence of crucial and meaningful relationships between the investigated parameters. Thus, 
this study enables the determination of the mechanical properties of limestones from the study 
regions in a more practical way, economically and in a shorter time.

This paper covers previous studies on predictive models for mechanical properties. In sec-
tion 3, sampling and experimental studies are introduced. In Section 4, the statistical analysis is 
discussed. In Section 5, comparisons with previous studies are made. Finally, the conclusions 
are drawn in Section 6.
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2.	 Previous studies about predictive models  
for mechanical properties

Researchers proposed various models to estimate mechanical properties such as UCS, 
BTS and FS based on simple and in-situ tests because of their importance. In general terms, 
researchers focused on BTS and UCS parameters. However, studies about the estimation of FS 
are limited. Some of the most used correlations between mechanical properties and SHH or Vp 
are summarised in TABLE 1. 

Table 1

Equations correlating some mechanical properties using SHH and Vp

Equation R2 Rock Type References Comment

UCS = 35.54Vp – 55

UCS = 8.36SHH – 416

0.80

0.87
19 different granite Tugrul and Zarif 

[24]
UCS in MPa  

and Vp in km/s

UCS = 4.24e0.059SHH 0.81 Igneous, metamorphic 
and sedimentary rocks Fener et al. [28] UCS in MPa 

UCS = 64.2Vp – 117.99 0.90
Sandstone, coal, quartz 

mica schist, phyllite, 
basal t

Sharma and 
Singh [29]

UCS in MPa  
and Vp is m/s

UCS = 0.026Vp – 20.47 0.91 Marly rocks Azimian and 
Ajalloeian [30]

UCS in MPa  
and Vp is m/s

UCS = 4.53Vp
2.23

FS = 1.1Vp
1.55

0.68

0.80
Tuffs Teymen [31]

USC and FS  
in MPa and Vp  

in km/s
UCS = 0.25SHH1.77

lnUCS = 3.94lnVp – 28.12

BTS = 0.15SHH1.33

0.88

0.92

0.83

Basalt and rhyolite Kallu and 
Roghanchi [32]

UCS and BTS  
in MPa

UCS = 0.1383SHH1.743 0.91 47 Different rock 
samples

Karaman and 
Kesimal [33] UCS in MPa

UCS = 2.304Vp
2.43

UCS = 0.0137SHH 2.27

BTS = 0.49Vp
1.8723

BTS = 0.10087SHH1.77

0.94

0.93

0.92

0.95

19 different
Rock

Kılıç and 
Teymen, [34]

UCS and BTS  
in MPa and Vp  

in km/s

BTS = 0.1722SHH 1.4182

BTS = 1.687Vp
1.7271

0.80

0.68
Different types of 
limestone rocks

Mohammed et 
al. [35]

BTS in MPa  
and  Vp in km/s

UCS = 0.009Vp
1.105

UCS = 2.664SHH – 35.22

0.92

0.92
Limestone rocks Azimian [36] UCS in MPa  

and Vp in m/s

UCS = 0.033Vp – 34.63

BTS = 0.001Vp + 0.662

0.87

0.88
Quartzite, Granite, 

Dolomite, Marble, Shale
Khandelwal 

[37]
UCS in MPa  
and Vp in m/s
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BTS = 0.2182SHH – 0.5659 

BTS = 0.0015Vp – 0.3164 

0.70

0.63
Different types of rocks Parsajoo et al. 

[38]
BTS in MPa  

and Vp in m/s

UCS = 0.03467Vp – 85.246

BTS = 0.003078Vp – 7.873 

0.85

0.85
basaltic rocks Karakuş and 

Akatay [39]

UCS and BTS  
in MPa and Vp  

in m/s

BTS = 2×10–5Vp
1.5343 0.93 Granite Francisco et al. 

[40]
BTS in MPa  

and Vp in m/s

FS = 2.67e0.0023SHH 0.96 Concrete Murthi et al. 
[41] FS in MPa

FS = 0.0041Vp – 9.6345 0.72 Granite Noor-E-Khuda 
et al. [42]

FS in MPa  
and Vp in m/s

Table 1. Continued

Fig. 1. Location of sample areas

Previous studies have shown that equations were estimated for UCS. This study focused on 
generating the prediction equations of the main mechanical tests such as UCS, BTS and FS by 
using some in situ and simple methods such as SHH and Vp.

3.	 Sampling And Experimental Studies

Sampling

In this paper, a total of 90 limestone samples were studied using materials taken from the south 
of Türkiye as aggregate. These limestone aggregate samples are from seven different localities 
that represent the limestone properties of the region (Fig. 1). Seven separate locations represent 
almost half of the Mediterranean region. At least 10 samples were obtained from each location, 
taking into account the structural changes. Samples were prepared from massive, discontinuous 
and unaltered parts by using wet abrasive cut-off machine and wet drilling machine.
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UCS Machine FS Machine

BTS test apparatures SHH Pundit

Fig. 2. Physico-mechanical test machines and apparatus

Experiment studies

With the aim of the study, all limestone aggregate samples underwent physico-mechanical 
tests. These tests were uniaxial compressive strength (UCS), Brazilian tensile strength (BTS), 
flexural strength (FS), P-wave velocity (Vp) and Schmidt hammer hardness (SHH). The experi-
ments were performed following the American Society for Testing Materials (ASTM) and the 
International Society for Rock Mechanics (ISRM) standards (TABLE 2).

Table 2

Applied tests and standards 

Applied experiments Standards
Uniaxial Compressive Strength (UCS) ASTM D2938–95 [43]

Brazilian Tensile Strength (BTS) ASTM D3967-16 [44]
Flexural Strength (FS) ASTM C 880-89 [45]

Schmidt Hardness Test (SHH) ISRM (1981b) [46]
P-Wave Velocity (Vp) ISRM (1978) [47]

In experimental studies, a digital calliper (Accud 0-300 mm measuring range), drying oven 
(Memmert UN55 +5°C / 300°C measuring range), BTS test apparatus, FS test machine (ELE), 
pundit (Proceq PL-200), UCS machine (ELE-3000 kN capacity) and N-type SHH were used for 
physico-mechanical tests (Fig. 2). 

A total of 90 tests were performed on samples obtained from 7 different regions. The average 
values obtained from these tests are given in TABLE 3. Also, the histograms of the UCS, BTS, 
FS, Vp and SHH values for the specimens are illustrated in Fig. 3.
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4.	 Statistical Analysis

This study utilised simple and multiple regression analyses, which are commonly used 
methods for estimating rock properties. The statistical analysis was performed using Minitab 19 
statistical software, including ANOVA test results. 

Simple regression analysis

SHH and Vp values were correlated with UCS, BTS and FS by weight using the method of 
least squares regression. Simple regression analyses were performed, and the equations of the 

Table 3

Ranges of experimental data

Variable N Minimum Maximum Mean SD Variance Skewness Kurtosis
USC (MPa) 90 17.57 68.25 41.35 15.23 231.86 0.08 –1.36
BTS (MPa) 90 1.19 11.63 7.56 2.81 7.91 –0.90 –0.37
FS (MPa) 90 0.82 12.53 6.27 3.75 14.08 0.38 –1.50

SHH 90 10.30 36.12 22.91 7.62 58.10 0.17 –1.31
Vp (km/s) 90 2.96 6.48 5.01 0.91 0.83 –0.47 –0.23

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

Fig. 3. Histograms of (a) UCS, (b) BTS, (c) FS, (d) SHH and (e) Vp
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best-fit line, the determination coefficient (R2) and the 95% confidence and prediction limits 
were determined for each regression. Simple regression analysis was performed to examine the 
relationship. Linear, logarithmic, exponential, and power curve fitting approximations were ap-
plied, and the highest correlation coefficient was determined for each regression. The ANOVA 
test results are detailed in TABLE 4 for the simple regression analyses. The p value was used 
to determine the significance level of the R2 values of regression equations, and p values were 
below 0.005.

Table 4

ANOVA test results for simple regression analyses

Equation No Dependent 
variable 

Independent 
variables

B
(Coeff.)

Standard
Error R2 ItI

value
F-

value
p

value
1

Power
UCS

SHH
Constant

1.064
1.465

0.040
0.454 0.83 26.374

8.021 695.610 0.000
0.000

2
Power

Vp
Constant

1.827
2.090

0.086
0.289 0,84 21.232

7.237 450,788 0.000
0.000

3
Power

BTS

SHH
Constant

1.367
0.102

0.080
0.025 0.76 17.028

4.033 289.956 0.000
0.000

4
Power

Vp
Constant

2.609
0.106

0.095
0.016 0.89 27.338

6.524 747.387 0.000
0.000

5
Power

FS

SHH
Constant

1.857
0.017

0.052
0.003 0.93 35.897

6.257 1288.625 0.000
0.000

6
Exponential

Vp
Constant

0.661
0.186

0.035
0.033 0.89 19.079

5.668 363.990 0.000
0.000

   (a)     (b) 

 
Fig. 4. Relationship between (a) SHH-UCS and (b) Vp-UCS of limestone aggregates

A power correlation was found between UCS and SHH for all data (Fig. 4(a)). The correla-
tion coefficient of the relationship was 0.83. Eq. (1) for the curve is:

	 UCS = 1.465 × SHH1.064 (R2 = 0.83)	 (1)
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An exponential relationship was found between UCS and Vp for all data (Fig. 4(b)). The 
correlation coefficient of the relationship was 0.85. Eq. (2) for the curve is:

	 UCS = 2.090 × Vp1.827 (R2 = 0.85)	 (2)

As visible from Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 5(b), BTS demonstrated a power relationship with SHH 
and Vp, respectively. The correlation coefficient of the relationship between BTS and SHH was 
0.76, and the correlation coefficient of the relationship between BTS and Vp was 0.89. Eq. (3) 
and Eq. (4) for the curve are

	 BTS = 0.102 × SHH1.367 (R2 = 0.76)	 (3)

	 BTS = 0.106 × Vp2.609 (R2 = 0.89)	 (4)

Fig. 5. The relationships between (a) SHH-BTS and (b) Vp-BTS of limestone aggregates

A power relationship was found between FS and SHH for the entire dataset (Fig. 6(a)). The 
correlation coefficient of the relationship was 0.93. Eq. (5) for the curve is:

	 FS = 0.017 × SHH 1.857 (R2 = 0.93)	 (5)

(a) (b) 

 
Fig. 6. The relationships between (a) SHH-FS and (b) Vp-FS of limestone aggregates
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An exponential relationship was found between FS and SHH for the dataset (Fig. 6(b)). The 
correlation coefficient of the relationship was 0.89. Eq. (6) for the curve is:

	 FS = 0.186 × e0.661Vp (R2 = 0.89)	 (6)

Multiple Regression Analyses

In the next stage of the regression analyses, a series of multiple regression analyses were 
performed using SHH and Vp. The ANOVA test results for the multiple regression models to 
predict the UCS, BTS and FS are summarised in TABLE 5. 

Table 5

ANOVA test results for multiple regression analyses

Equation 
No

Independent 
variables

B
(Coeff.)

Standard
Error R2 ItI

value
F-

value p value

7
UCS

Constant SHH
Vp

–13.99
1.374
4.76

3.50
0.149
1.24

0.91 3.99
9.24
3.84

436.49 0.000
0.000
0.000

8
BTS

Constant SHH
Vp

–6.117
0.061
2.451

0.677
0.028
0.239

0.90 19.079
5.668

363.990 0.000
0.037
0.000

9
FS

Constant SHH
Vp

–3.466
0.521
–0.440

0.769
0.032
0.272

0.92 4.51
15.97
1.62

561.390 0.000
0.000
0.109

The equations derived to estimate UCS, BTS and FS of limestone aggregates can be listed 
as follows: 

	 UCS = –13.99 + 1.374SHH + 4.76Vp	 (7)

	 BTS = –6.117 + 0.061SHH + 2.451Vp	 (8)

	 FS = –3.466 + 0.5214SHH – 0.44Vp	 (9)

The relationships between the measured and predicted values are illustrated in Figs. 7-9. 
As can be seen, the prediction models appear to be more reliable than those obtained by simple 
regression analysis.

5.	C omparison with previous researches

A comparison with the previous studies was done to verify the limitations of the various 
prediction models. Here, P-wave velocity and Schmidt hammer hardness values were placed in 
the prediction equations for UCS, BTS and FS and plotted against observed UCS, BTS and FS. 
There were significant changes between the predicted data and our observed data in each case 
because of sample differences.
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Fig. 10(a) shows UCS predicted using SHH by Fener et al. [28], Kallu and Roghanchi [32], 
Karaman and Kesimal [33] and Kilic and Teymen [34] with the observed dataset. The prediction 
equation suggested for UCS using SHH in this study differs from those suggested in other studies. 
However, a close relationship was observed to the prediction equation proposed by Karaman 
and Kesimal [33].

In Fig. 10(b), there are meaningful differences for UCS predicted using Vp by Yasar and 
Erdogan [26], Sharma and Singh [29], Kilic and Teymen [34] and Khandelwal [37]. The clos-
est equation to the data obtained in this study was the one proposed by Kilic and Teymen [34].

As illustrated in Fig. 11(a), there were meaningful differences between BTS predicted us-
ing SHH by Kilic and Teymen [34], Kallu and Roghanchi [32], and Parsajoo et al. [38] with the 
observed dataset. Among the past studies, the closest to the results of the study was the study by 
Kallu and Roghanchi [32].

Fig. 11(b) shows BTS predicted using Vp by Kilic and Teymen [34], Khandelwal [37], 
Karakus and Akatay [39], and Francisco et al. [40] with the observed dataset. Overall, there are 
similar relationships observed except for the study conducted by Khandelwal [37]. 

Fig. 9. The relationship between the measured and predicted FS from multiple regression

Fig. 7. The relationship between the measured and 
predicted USC from multiple regression

Fig. 8. The relationship between the measured and 
predicted BTS from multiple regression
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(a) (b)

Fig. 10. Comparison of the derived equations with previous equations used  
to predict UCS using SHH (a) and (b) Vp

(a) (b)

Fig. 11. Comparison of the derived equations with previous equations used  
to predict BTS using SHH (a) and (b) Vp

When previous studies are reviewed, few studies were identified using SHH and Vp for the 
estimation of FS.

Fig. 12(a) shows FS predicted using SHH by Teymen [31] and Noor-E-Khuda et al. [41], 
and Fig. 12(b) shows FS predicted using Vp by Murthi et al. [42].

The studies investigated are related to rocks and concrete with different origins. This situation 
creates differences between the obtained equations. In addition, since the intervals of the data 
obtained as a result of the experiments are variable, the accuracy of the estimation will decrease 
for higher and lower values.
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This study took into account the specific characteristics of rocks in the region. Estimated 
equations created for the study region can be used. However, the evaluation of a larger study 
area will require a more comprehensive evaluation in future studies. Because the rock physico-
mechanic properties of different places and environments are different.

6.	C onclusion

In this study, simple test methods (Vp and SHH) and mechanical properties (UCS-BTS and 
FS) of the rocks used for limestone aggregate were determined for 90 limestone aggregate sam-
ples. Secondly, regression analysis was used to correlate the obtained parameters, and regression 
equations were established for the studied properties. In addition, multiple regression analysis 
showed high prediction performance for the prediction of UCS, BTS and FS. Furthermore, the 
study’s estimation equations were compared to those of previous studies. 

In conclusion, Vp and SHH methods have significant statistical correlations with the me-
chanical properties of limestone aggregates due to high correlation coefficients. The results of 
this study indicate that UCS, BTS and FS values can be predicted by determining SHH and Vp, 
which are simple, practical, less time-consuming and economical methods. The suggestion is 
that Schmidt hardness and P-wave velocity may be used most confidently for prediction of me-
chanical properties. It is suggested that the experimental investigation should be repeated with 
a number of different rock types in order to universalise these statistical relations. Further study 
is required to see how varying the rock type affects the correlations.
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(a) (b)

Fig. 12. Comparison of the derived equations with previous equations used  
to predict FS with SHH (a) and (b) Vp



405

Acknowledgments

The author thanks the Research Fund Project (FBA-2022-15024) of Çukurova University for their 
financial support in this study. The corresponding author also wishes to thank the reviewers for their 
helpful suggestions, which led to a great improvement of this paper.

References

[1]	 I. Korobiichuk, V. Korobiichuk, P. Hajek, P. Kokes, A. Juś, R. Szewczyk, Investigation of leznikovskiy granite by 
ultrasonic methods. Arch. Min. Sci. 63 (1), 75-82 (2018). DOI: https://doi.org/10.24425/118886 

[2]	 L. Dong, X. Tong, J. Ma, Quantitative investigation of tomographic effects in abnormal regions of complex struc-
tures. Engineering 7 (7), 1011-1022 (2021). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eng.2020.06.021 

[3]	Y .B. Zhang, X.L. Yao, P. Liang, K.X. Wang, L. Sun, B.Z. Tian, S.Y. Wang, Fracture evolution and localization 
effect of damage in rock based on wave velocity imaging technology. J. Cent. South Univ. 28 (9), 2752-2769 
(2021). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11771-021-4806-7

[4]	 A. Kos, J. Kortnik, Ultrasonic quality inspection of dimension stone blocks compactness. Arch. Min. Sci. 64 (2), 
415-428 (2019). DOI: https://doi.org/10.24425/ams.2019.128692 

[5]	 A. Azimian, R. Ajalloeian, L. Fatehi, An Empirical Correlation of Uniaxial Compressive Strength with P-Wave 
Velocity and Point Load Strength Index on Marly Rocks Using Statistical Method. Geotech. Geol. Eng. 32 (1), 
205-214 (2014). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10706-013-9703-x 

[6]	K . Diamantis, E. Gartzos, G. Migiros, Study on Uniaxial Compressive Strength, Point Load Strength Index, Dy-
namic and Physical Properties of Serpentinites from Central Greece: Test Results and Empirical Relations. Eng. 
Geol. 108, 199-207 (2009). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2009.07.002 

[7]	 M.T. Fener, The Effect of Rock Sample Dimension on the P-Wave Velocity. Non. Destruct. Eval. 30, 99-105 (2011). 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10921-011-0095-7 

[8]	 P. Gaviglio, Longitudinal Wave Propagation in a Limestone: The Relationship between Velocity and Density. Rock 
Mech. Rock Eng. 22, 299-306 (1989). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01262285 

[9]	 S. Kahraman, T. Yeken, Determination of Physical Properties of Carbonate Rocks from P-Wave Velocity. Bull. 
Eng. Geol. Environ. 67, 277-281 (2008). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10064-008-0139-0 

[10]	 M. Khandelwal, P.G. Ranjith, Correlating Index Properties of Rocks with P-Wave Measurements. J. Appl. Geophys. 
71, 1-5 (2010). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2010.01.007 

[11]	 M. Khandelwal, T.N. Singh, Correlating Static Properties of Coal Measures Rocks with P-Wave Velocity. Int. 
J. Coal Geol. 79, 55-60 (2009). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2009.01.004 

[12]	R .D. Lama, V.S. Vutukuri, S.S. Saluja, Handbook on Mechanical Properties of Rocks, 2nd edn. Trans. Tech. 
Publications, Germany (1978).

[13]	 J. Martínez-Martínez, D. Benavente, M.A. García-del-Cura, Comparison of the Static and Dynamic Elastic Modulus 
in Carbonate Rocks. Bull. Eng. Geol. Environ. 71, 263-268 (2012). 

	 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10064-011-0399-y 
[14]	 B. Minaeian, K. Ahangari, Estimation of Uniaxial Compressive Strength Based on P-Wave and Schmidt Hammer 

Rebound Using Statistical Method. Arab. J. Geocsi. 6, 1925-1931 (2011). 
	 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12517-011-0460-y 
[15]	 Z.A. Moradian, M. Behnia, Predicting the Uniaxial Compressive Strength and Static Young’s Modulus of Intact 

Sedimentary Rocks Using the Ultrasonic Test. Int. J. Geomech. 9, 1-14 (2009). 
	 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)1532-3641(2009)9:1(14) 
[16]	K . Sarkar, V. Vishal, T.N. Singh, An Empirical Correlation of Index Geomechanical Parameters with the Compres-

sional Wave Velocity. Geotech. Geol. Eng. 30 (2), 469-479 (2012). 
	 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10706-011-9481-2 
[17]	 S. Yagiz, P-wave Velocity Test for Assessment of Geotechnical Properties of Some Rock Materials. Bull. Mater. 

Sci. 34 (4), 947-953 (2011). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12034-011-0220-3 

https://doi.org/10.24425/118886
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eng.2020.06.021
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10706-013-9703-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2009.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10921-011-0095-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01262285
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10064-008-0139-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jappgeo.2010.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2009.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10064-011-0399-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12517-011-0460-y
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)1532-3641(2009)9:1(14)
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10706-011-9481-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12034-011-0220-3


406

[18]	I . Yilmaz, A. G. Yuksek, An Example of Artificial Neural Network Application for Indirect Estimation of Rock 
Parameters. Int. J. Rock. Mech. Min. Sci. 5 (41), 781-795 (2008). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00603-007-0138-7 

[19]	 A.M. Kilic, E. Kahraman, O. Kilic, The Use Of Ultrasonic Mesaurements Determining the Quality of The Dimen-
sion Stone Blocks. Int. J. Nat. Eng. Sci. 11, 28-33 (2017).

[20]	 J.S. Cargill, A. Shakoor, Evaluation of Empirical Methods for Measuring the Uniaxial Compressive Strength. Int. 
J. Rock Mech. Min. Sci. 27, 495-503 (1990).

[21]	V .A. Hucka, Rapid Method for Determining the Strength of Rocks in Situ. Int. J. Rock. Mech. Min. Sci. 2, 127-134 
(1965).

[22]	 D.C. Entwisle, P.R.N. Hobbs, L.D. Jones, D. Gunn, M.G. Raines, The Relationships between Effective Porosity, 
Uniaxial Compressive Strength and Sonic Velocity of Intact Borrowdale Volcanic Group Core Samples from 
Sellafield. Geotech. Geol. Eng. 23, 793-809 (2005). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10706-004-2143-x 

[23]	R . Abdelaali, B. Abderrahim, B. Mohamed, G. Yves, S. Abderrahim, H. Mimoun, S. Jamal, Prediction of Poros-
ity and Density of Calcarenite Rocks from P-Wave Velocity Measurements. Int. J. Geol. 4, 1292-1299 (2013).  
DOI: https://doi.org/10.4236/ijg.2013.49124 

[24]	 A. Tugrul, I.H. Zarif, Correlation of Mineralogical and Textural Characteristics with Engineering Properties of 
Selected Granitic Rocks from Turkey. Eng. Geol. 51, 303-317 (1999). 

	 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-7952(98)00071-4 
[25]	R . Altindag, Correlation between P-Wave Velocity and Some Mechanical Properties for Sedimentary Rocks. 

J. South. Afr. Inst. Min. Metall. 112 (3), 229-237 (2012).
[26]	 E. Yasar, Y. Erdogan, Correlating Sound Velocity with the Density, Compressive Strength and Young’s Modulus 

of Carbonate Rocks. Int. J. Rock Mech. Min. 41 (5), 871-875, (2004). 
	 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-7952(98)00071-4
[27]	 S. Kahraman, Evaluation of Simple Methods for Assessing the Uniaxial Compressive Strength of Rock. Int. J. Rock 

Mech. Min Sci. 38, 981-994 (2011). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S1365-1609(01)00039-9 
[28]	 M. Fener, S. Kahraman, A. Bilgil, O. Gunaydin, A Comparative Evaluation of Indirect Methods to Estimate the 

Compressive Strength of Rocks. Rock. Mech. Rock. Eng. 38 (4), 329-343 (2005). 
	 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00603-005-0061-8 
[29]	 P.K. Sharma, T.N. Singh, A Correlation between P-Wave Velocity, Impact Strength Index, Slake Durability Index 

and Uniaxial Compressive Strength. Bull. Eng. Geol. Environ. 67, 17-22 (2008). 
	 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10064-007-0109-y 
[30]	 A. Azimian, R. Ajalloeian, Empirical Correlation of Physical and Mechanical Properties of Marly Rocks with 

P Wave Velocity. Arab. J. Geosci. 8 (4), 2069-2079 (2015). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12517-013-1235-4 
[31]	 A. Teymen, Prediction of Basic Mechanical Properties of Tuffs Using Physical and Index Tests. J. Min. Sci. 54 

(5), 721-733 (2018). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1134/S1062739118054820 
[32]	R . Kallu, P. Roghanchi, Correlations between Direct and Indirect Strength Test Methods. Int. J. Min. Sci. Technol. 

25 (3), 355-360 (2015). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmst.2015.03.005
[33]	K . Karaman, A. Kesimal, A Comparative Study of Schmidt Hammer Test Methods for Estimating the Uniaxial 

Compressive Strength of Rocks. Bull. Eng. Geol. Environ. 74, 507-520 (2014). 
	 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10064-014-0617-5
[34]	 A. Kilic, A. Teymen, Determination of Mechanical Properties of Rocks Using Simple Methods. Bull. Eng. Geol. 

Environ. 67 (2), 237-244 (2008). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10064-008-0128-3 
[35]	 D.A. Mohammed, Y.M. Alshkane, Y.A. Hamaamin, A.O. Mahmood, Tensile Strength of Different Types of Lime-

stone Rocks in North of Iraq. Innov. Infrastruct. Solut. 7 (1), 1-16 (2022). 
	 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s41062-021-00620-y 
[36]	 A. Azimian, Application of Statistical Methods for Predicting Uniaxial Compressive Strength of Limestone Rocks 

Using Nondestructive Tests. Acta Geotech. 12 (2), 321-333 (2017). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11440-016-0467-3 
[37]	 M. Khandelwal, Correlating P-Wave Velocity with the Physico-Mechanical Properties of Different Rocks. Pure 

Appl. Geophys. 170 (4), 507-514 (2013). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00024-012-0556-7 
[38]	 M. Parsajoo, D.J. Armaghani, A.S. Mohammed, M. Khari, S. Jahandari, Tensile Strength Prediction of Rock 

Material Using Non-Destructive Tests: A Comparative Intelligent Study. Transp. Geotech. 31, 100652 (2021). 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trgeo.2021.100652 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00603-007-0138-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10706-004-2143-x
https://doi.org/10.4236/ijg.2013.49124
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-7952(98)00071-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-7952(98)00071-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1365-1609(01)00039-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00603-005-0061-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10064-007-0109-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12517-013-1235-4
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1062739118054820
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmst.2015.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10064-014-0617-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10064-008-0128-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41062-021-00620-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11440-016-0467-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00024-012-0556-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trgeo.2021.100652


407

[39]	 A. Karakuş, M. Akatay, Determination of Basic Physical and Mechanical Properties of Basaltic Rocks from P-Wave 
Velocity, Nondestruct. Test Eval. 28, 342-353 (2013). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/10589759.2013.823606 

[40]	 M. Francisco, V. Graça, M. Tiago, The Performance of Ultrasonic Pulse Velocity on the Prediction of Tensile 
Granite Behaviour: A Study Based on Artificial Neural Networks, In: 9th International masonry conference in 
Guimarães, Portugal, (2014).

[41]	 P. Murthi, K. Poongodi, R. Gobinath, Correlation between Rebound Hammer Number and Mechanical Properties 
of Steel Fibre Reinforced Pavement Quality Concrete. Mater. Today: Proc. 39, 142-147 (2021). 

	 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2020.06.402 
[42]	 S. Noor-E-Khuda, F. Albermani, M. Veidt, Flexural Strength of Weathered Granites: Influence of Freeze and Thaw 

Cycles. Constr. Build. Mater. 156, 891-901 (2017). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2017.09.049 
[43]	 ASTM, D 2938-95: Standard Test Methods for Unconfined Compressive Strength of Intact Rock Core Specimens. 

ASTM, Race Street, Philedelphia PA 19103-1187, USA (2004).
[44]	 ASTM D3967-16: Standard Test Method for Splitting Tensile Strength of Intact Rock Core Specimens, ASTM, 

Race Street, Philedelphia, USA, (2016).
[45]	 ASTM C 880-89: Standard test method for flexural strength of dimensional stone. Annual book of ASTM Standards, 

ASTM 1916, Race Street, Philedelphia PA 19103-1187 USA, 04.08, (1993).
[46]	I SRM (International Society for Rock Mechanics) 1981b: Suggested Methods for Determining Hardness and 

Abrasiveness of Rocks, Part 3. Commission on Standardisation of Laboratory and Field Tests, 101-102, (1981).
[47]	I SRM (International Society for Rock Mechanics) 1978: Suggested methods for determining sound velocity. Int. 

J. Rock Mech. Min. Sci. Geomech. Abstr. 15, 53-58, (1978).

https://doi.org/10.1080/10589759.2013.823606
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2017.09.049

	Krzysztof Tajduś￼1*, Anton Sroka￼2, Mateusz Dudek￼2, 
Rafał Misa￼2, Stefan Hager￼3, Janusz Rusek￼1
	Effect of the Entire Coal Basin Flooding on the Land 
Surface Deformation

	Esma Kahraman￼1*
	Statistical Models for Predicting the Mechanical Properties 
of Limestone Aggregate by Simple test Methods

	Yulong Liu￼1,2, Lei Huang2, Guicheng He1, Nan Hu1, 
Shuhui Zhou2, Qing Yu1, Dexin Ding1*
	Damage and Stability Analysis of Sandstone-Type Uranium Ore Body 
Under Physical and Chemical Action of Leaching Solution

	Jakub Janus￼1*, Jerzy Krawczyk￼1
	Defining the Computational Domain and Boundary Conditions 
for Fluid Flow in a Mining Excavation

	Gangyou Sun￼1, Yuandi Xia￼2, Qinrong Kang￼2, 
Weizhong Zhang￼2*, Qingzhen Hu￼2, Wei Yuan￼2
	Application of BLSS-PE Mine 3D Laser Scanning Measurement System 
in Stability Analysis of a Uranium Mine Goaf

	Łukasz Bołoz￼1*, Zbigniew Rak￼2, Jerzy Stasica￼2
	Failure Rate of Longwall System Machines 
by the Type of Failure – Case Study

	Ben Li￼1, Shanjun Mao￼1*, Haoyuan Zhang￼1, 
Xinchao Li￼2, Huazhou Chen￼2
	Automated Real-Time Absolute Positioning Technology on Intelligent 
Fully Mechanised Coal Faces Using the Gyro RTS System

	Namık Atakan Aydogan￼1, Murat Kademli￼1*
	Size-Dependent Model to Determine the Effects of Operational Parameters on the Performance of the Falcon Concentrator 

	Panshi Xie1,2, Baofa Huang1,2*, Yongping Wu1,2, Shenghu Luo2,3, 
Tong Wang1,2, Zhuangzhuang Yan1,2, Jianjie Chen4
	Dip-Angle-Effect-Based Deformation and Failure Law of Steeply 
Dipping Stope Roofs with Large Mining Heights 

	Wacław Dziurzyński￼1*, Jerzy Krawczyk￼1, Teresa Pałka￼1,
Andrzej Krach￼1, Przemysław Skotniczny￼1
	Methane hazard during the closure of mine excavations 
in liquidated mine – numerical simulation


