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ON ROCK SCALE INFORMATION

WU Yanfeng DING Hua
(Institute of Mechanics,CAS, Beijing 100080, China)

Abstract Fractal dimension and characteristic lengths of
rock masses are obtained by image processing. The edge
detection and pixel scanning methods are used to acquire
these parameters. From the numerical results, it is shown
that when the scanning is fine enough the results are sta-
ble. So the method presented here would give reasonable
values of the parameters in consideration.
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