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Abstract: To study the mechanical properties and energy evolution characteristics of the shallow
fractured coal in the Western China mining area, a series of triaxial compression tests was carried out
on fractured coal specimens. The stress–strain curve, mechanical properties and failure characteristics
were analyzed. Then, the fractal characteristics and energy evolution law were investigated. Results
show that with the increase of prefabricated crack number, the post-peak stage of the stress–strain
curve changed from a linear drop to a stepped drop, indicating that the damage degree tends to
moderate. Both the elastic modulus and peak strength decreased as the prefabricated crack number
increased, whereas the peak strain did not exhibit a clear trend. The failure mode changed from
overall tensile failure to tensile-shear mixed failure as the prefabricated crack number increased.
With the increase of prefabricated crack number, the failure shape dimension increased linearly. The
total energy and elastic energy decreased gradually with the increase of prefabricated crack number,
whereas the dissipation energy increased gradually. The results can provide a better understanding
of the failure mechanism of fractured coal and its application for control design.

Keywords: coal; prefabricated cracks; triaxial compression; mechanical properties; energy evolution

1. Introduction

There are a large number of joints, cracks or structural planes commonly existing
in coal and rock mass in nature, and they have a significant impact on the mechanical
behavior of coal and rock mass [1–4]. Many engineering practices show that the instability
of coal and rock mass is closely related to the extension, development and penetration
of fractures [5–12]. Meanwhile, the stress conditions of the coal and rock mass play a
dominant role in its deformation. Therefore, it is of great significance to explore the
mechanical properties and energy evolution law of coal and rock mass with pre-existing
cracks under different confining pressures and reveal the crack coalescence mechanism,
mastering the failure law of engineering rock mass.

Researchers have conducted numerous numerical and experimental studies on rocks
containing prefabricated cracks. The mechanical properties and crack propagation char-
acteristics were examined, including the effects of fracture inclination, number, length
and loading mode on the strength and deformation characteristics of rocks. Based on
the uniaxial compression test, Yang et al. [13–16] studied the influence of the geometric
distribution of fracture parameters and number of fractures on mechanical parameters and
deformation failure characteristics of rock. Jiang et al. [17] simulated the crack propagation
and coalescence of cracks in double-cracked rock specimens with different prefabricated
dip angles, and revealed the macro-micro mechanism of crack evolution. Li et al. [18]
studied the energy evolution mechanism and failure criterion of specimens with intersect-
ing holes in the process of deformation and failure. Li et al. [19,20] studied the acoustic
and thermal response characteristics of coal specimens with different prefabricated crack
angles. Mao et al. [21] revealed the point penetration failure mechanism of fractured rock
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mass and quantified the influence of different fractures on the point penetration index.
Hao et al. [22,23] studied the dynamic tensile behavior and crack propagation of coal under
combined dynamic and static loading, and the mechanical properties and failure laws of
fractured rock masses with different dip angles. Zhu et al. [24] studied the initiation and
propagation of bird-shaped cracks and the penetration mechanism of rock bridges through
similar material simulation tests. Huang et al. [25] studied the initiation, propagation
and coalescence mechanism of three intermittently preset cracks with different geometric
distributions and confining pressures through physical experiments and numerical simu-
lations. Xu et al. [26] established a discrete element model of two prefabricated fractured
coal specimens, and studied the influence of the dip angle of a rock bridge and confining
pressure on crack propagation. Based on a triaxial compression test, Yu et al. [27] carried
out the PFC2D particle flow simulation test of closed single-fracture sandstone under
different confining pressures, discussed the influence of the confining pressure and fracture
dip angle on the mechanical characteristics of the fractured sandstone and expounded the
energy dissipation mechanism. Yang et al. [28] studied granite specimens containing two
non-coplanar open cracks, and evaluated the influence of bridge angle and confining pres-
sure on the strength and deformation characteristics of granite specimens. Wang et al. [29]
carried out triaxial seepage tests on single-fractured sandstone with different fracture dip
angles, and analyzed the failure characteristics of sandstone from three aspects: mechanical
properties, energy dissipation law and permeability characteristics. Liu et al. [30] studied
the effects of drying–wetting cycles on the strength, failure mode and energy evolution of
single-fractured carbonaceous shale. The above studies show that scholars have carried out
more experimental tests and numerical simulations of rock specimens with prefabricated
cracks, but less on the mechanics and failure characteristics of fractured coal under low
confining pressure.

Therefore, in this paper, coal specimens with different prefabricated crack numbers
were fabricated, and a series of triaxial compression tests was carried out on fractured coal.
Subsequently, the effect of prefabricated crack numbers on the stress–strain characteristics,
mechanical characteristics and failure patten were systematically examined. Then, the
fractal characteristics and energy evolution law were analyzed based on the fractal and
energy theory, respectively. The results aimed to provide reference for the failure mecha-
nism analysis of fractured coal and the stability control of surrounding rock of fractured
roadway.

2. Specimen Preparation and Testing Process
2.1. Specimen Preparation

The coal specimens in our experiment were taken from the 22,207 working face of
Shendong Buertai Coal Mine, with a buried depth of about 300 m and a high coal strength.
The coal rock was taken from underground following the national standard of China,
Methods for determining the physical and mechanical properties of coal and rock—Part 1: General
requirements for sampling (GB/T 23561.1-2009). According to the requirements of Methods
for determining the physical and mechanical properties of coal and rock, natural coal blocks are
processed into standard cylindrical specimens of Φ50 mm × 100 mm along the vertical
bedding direction. The wave velocity test and density test were carried out on the standard
specimens, and specimen with similar wave velocity and density were selected for further
processing. The coal specimens are cut with a wire cutting equipment, and the same size
and different number of cracks are prefabricated. Prefabricated cracks are through cracks,
with lengths of 20 mm, widths of 1 mm, and dip angles of 45◦. They are arranged in parallel
and overlapped along the axial direction. The number of prefabricated cracks is 1, 2, 3 and
4. The distribution characteristics of the specimens and prefabricated cracks are shown
in Figure 1. The type and number of prefabricated cracked coal specimens are listed in
Table 1. Figure 2 shows the stress–strain curves and final failure modes of the complete
coal specimens under different confining pressures.
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Figure 2. Complete coal specimen stress–strain curve. (a) Confining pressure 0.3 MPa; (b) confining
pressure 3 MPa.

2.2. Test System and Process

The test system consists of a loading system and a monitoring system. The loading
system is the RLJW-2000 servo rock testing machine located in Shandong University of
Science and Technology. As shown in Figure 3, the monitoring system includes the axial
extensometers and hoop strain gauges, which monitors the axial and circumferential de-
formations of the specimen. In Figure 3, symbols σ1 and σ3 represent the axial pressure
and confining pressure applied by the testing machine, respectively. The purpose of the
experiment is to reveal the basic mechanical properties of coal specimens with different
numbers of prefabricated cracks under low confining pressures. We apply two confining
pressures, 0.3 MPa and 3 MPa. The coal specimen is firstly wrapped with a PTFE (Polyter-
afluoroethylene) shrinkable sleeve, placed on the specimen holder and then heated with a
hot air gun. The purpose of this step is to prevent pressure chamber silicone oil infiltrated
the specimen. Then, the coal specimen is placed and fixed in the pressure chamber of the
testing machine and an axial load of 200 N is applied to stabilize the specimen. Then confin-
ing pressure is progressively loaded to the predetermined value with a rate of 0.05 MPa/s.
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Finally, we keep the confining pressure constant and load axial displacement with a speed
of 0.25 mm/min until the specimen fails. The testing machine used in the test is RLJW-2000
microcomputer-controlled rock servo testing machine, which has a self-balancing struc-
ture, that is, when the confining pressure is applied, the axial pressure also rises, and the
specimen is in a static horizontal stress state, the testing machine can directly export σ1–σ3.
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3. Analysis of Test Results
3.1. Stress–Strain Curve

Figure 4 shows the stress–strain curves of the fractured coal specimens under different
confining pressures. It is indicated that the stress–strain curve of the fractured specimens
can be divided into four stages: micro-fracture compaction (OA), elastic deformation (AB),
unstable crack propagation (BC) and post-peak stage (after point C). As shown in Figure 4a,
when the confining pressure is 0.3 MPa, the stress–strain curves of the fractured specimens
are concave in the compaction stage of microcracks, and the strain increment decreases
with the increase of the stress. The dominant reason for this phenomenon is that the
primary microcracks existing in the specimens are closed driven by the external force. In
the elastic deformation stage, the stress–strain curve of the fractured specimen changes
approximately linearly, but the slope of the elastic deformation stage decreases gradually
with the increase of the number of the prefabricated cracks. This is because the initial
damage degree of the specimen increases gradually with the increase of prefabricated
cracks, and the ability of specimen to resist deformation decreases gradually. In the stage of
unstable crack development, the slope of the stress–strain curve of the fractured specimens
decreases gradually, and yield characteristics can be observed. For specimen M-0.3-3, the
stress–strain curve even has a small amplitude of stress drop. In the post-peak deformation
failure stage, the stress of the fractured specimen decreases to a low level, and with the
increase of the number of prefabricated cracks, the curve changes from a rapid drop to a
stepped drop. As shown in Figure 4b, when the confining pressure is 3 MPa, the stress–
strain curve is basically consistent with that of when the confining pressure is 0.3 MPa.
However, with the increase of the number of prefabricated cracks, the slope of the elastic
stage of the stress–strain curve has relatively small changes. The reason is that the increase
of the confining pressure weakens the deformation ability of the specimen. The number
of prefabricated cracks has a significant impact on the post-peak stage of the fractured
specimens. When it is 1, the stress of coal specimens decreases rapidly to a low value.
When it increases to 2, 3 and 4, the stress–strain curves all present a medium-range stress
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drop, and then the stress decreases to a low level, indicating that with the increase of the
number of prefabricated cracks, the brittleness characteristics of the coal specimens are
gradually weakened.
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3.2. Changes in Mechanical Parameters

Figure 5 shows the variation curves of the basic mechanical parameters of the fractured
coal specimens under different confining pressures. Figure 5 shows that with the increase
of the number of the prefabricated cracks, the peak strength and elastic modulus decrease
gradually. When the confining pressure is 0.3 MPa, with the increase of the number of
prefabricated cracks, the peak strength of the coal specimens shows a trend of decrease.
As the number of cracks increases from 1 to 2, 3 and 4, the peak strength decreases by
4.12%, 14.95% and 22.68%, respectively. This indicates that the strength damage becomes
more obvious with the increase of the number of prefabricated cracks. As the number
of cracks increases from 1 to 2, 3 and 4, the elastic modulus of coal specimens decreases
by 11.23%, 16.06% and 28.11%, respectively. This indicates that with the increase of the
number of prefabricated cracks, the deformation effect of the multiple prefabricated cracks
is superimposed to a certain extent, resulting in the weakening of the deformation resistance
of coal specimens, and thus the elastic modulus of coal specimens continues to decrease.
The axial strain at the peak point has not shown obvious regularity with the increase of the
number of prefabricated cracks. This is because with the increase of cracks, the specimen
will produce a large deformation from the action of minor stress, but when the cracks reach
a certain number, the specimen will be destroyed under minor stress conditions, so the
axial strain decreases when the specimen is destroyed.

3.3. Failure Characteristics Analysis

Figure 6 shows the failure patterns and sketches of the fractured specimens under the
confining pressure of 0.3 MPa. Compared with the intact specimen, as shown in Figure 2a,
the intact specimen showed obvious tensile splitting failure under 0.3 MPa confining
pressure. When the specimen contains prefabricated cracks, the following failure modes
are exhibited: the failure of the single-fractured specimen is mainly induced by the tensile
wing cracks that originate from both ends of the prefabricated crack and extend to the
top and bottom of the specimen. This is a typical tensile failure mode. The failure of the
double-fractured specimen is also mainly caused by the tensile wing cracks that start from
the ends of the prefabricated cracks. The difference is that all the cracks extend only to
the bottom of the specimen. Shear cracks connecting the prefabricated cracks are also
generated. Such shear cracks play an even more important role in causing the failure of the
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three-fractured specimen. As shown in Figure 6c, these shear cracks are connected and thus
reduce the bearing capacity of the specimen. Fewer tensile cracks are induced at the bottom
of the prefabricated cracks and extend to the joint surface in the lower part of the specimen,
resulting in a slight dislocation of the joint surface. As shown in Figure 6d, a larger number
of shear cracks are produced near the prefabricated cracks in the four-fracture specimens.
The tensile wing cracks emerging on both sides of the prefabricated cracks extend to both
the top and bottom ends of the specimen, making it the dominant reason for the failure of
the specimen.
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Figure 7 shows the failure modes and sketches of the fractured specimens under the
confining pressure of 3MPa. Compared with the intact specimen, as shown in Figure 2b,
the intact specimen showed obvious shear failure under 3 MPa confining pressure. When
the specimen contains prefabricated cracks, the following failure modes are exhibited: as
shown in Figure 7a, the failure mode of this single-fractured specimen is similar to that
shown in Figure 6a, except that tensile reverse wing cracks are also observed here. The
failure of the double-fissure specimens is mainly caused by the shear cracks. The induced
shear cracks originating from the left side of the prefabricated cracks and the tensile wing
cracks from the right side both extend to the boundary of the specimen. A tensile crack
penetrating the specimen passes through and twists the weak structural plane of the
specimen. Therefore, the dominant and secondary causes of the failure of the specimen
are shear crack and tensile fracture, respectively. As shown in Figure 7c, the failure of the
three-fractured specimen resulted from a combination of tensile secondary cracks, tensile
wing cracks and shear cracks. The tensile secondary cracks and the tensile wing cracks
generated by the prefabricated cracks expand to the top and bottom of the specimen and
undermine the bearing capacity of the specimen. The shear cracks are mostly located near
the prefabricated cracks. When pressure is loaded, the ‘coal pillar’ will be damaged by the
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shear cracks, which results in the closure of the prefabricated cracks. The distribution of
the cracks in the four-fissure specimen is even more complex. As shown in Figure 7d, there
are many tensile cracks in the upper half of the specimen and several of them extend to the
top and left sides of the specimen. There are also many shear cracks near the prefabricated
cracks, leading to dislocation torsion in the lower half of the specimen. However, the
cracks do not completely penetrate from top to bottom, indicating that the specimen has
not failed completely and still has some extent of bearing capacity. This is consistent with
the stress–strain curve, which shows that the specimen still has a certain strength in the
post-peak stage.
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Based on the above comparison of the failure modes under two confining pressures,
we can conclude the following rules for the failure modes of the prefabricated-cracks
specimen. When there is only one prefabricated crack, the tensile cracks that are developed
around the prefabricated crack and run through the top and bottom ends of the specimen
are the major reason for the failure of the specimen. When the number of the prefabricated
cracks increases to 2, 3 and 4, the specimens are actually cut into small pillars by the
prefabricated cracks. The fracture of the pillars leads to shear cracks near them, and tensile
cracks are also produced by the axial stress at the distance of the cracks. Therefore, these
specimens conform to the tensile-shear mixed failure mode. However, due to the existence
of prefabricated cracks, the failure modes of cracked specimens are quite different from
those of intact specimens.

4. Fractal Dimension Characteristics of Destroyed Coal Specimens under Different
Fracture Numbers
4.1. Fractal Theory

The fractal theory [31,32] is based on the similarity principle to insight into the fine
structure hidden in the chaotic phenomenon. It provides a new methodology for people to
understand the whole from the local and the infinite from the limited, and provides a new
language and quantitative description for the laws found in different disciplines. The fractal
theory is widely used in the field of rock engineering, which creates a new way to solve
the problems in rock mechanics theory and engineering practice. The damage evolution
process of rock materials is fractal and has good self-similarity. The fractal dimension
characterizes the damage degree of the material. The larger the fractal dimension is, the
more serious the material damage is. The fractal dimension basically plays the role of the
material damage variable [33]. Yang et al. [34] believe that fractal dimension is an important
factor to characterize jointed rock mass. Huang et al. [35] analyzed the characteristics of
fracture fractal dimension after rock failure and established the relationship between fractal
dimension and confining pressure.

Fractal dimension is a parameter of fractal geometry to quantitatively describe the
characteristics of fractal sets and geometric complexity. Due to the complexity of fractal
sets, there are many definitions of fractal dimension, such as Hausdorff dimension, box
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dimension, capacity dimension, et cetera. The box dimension is gradually becoming one
of the main methods to calculate the fractal dimension because it can accurately and
conveniently measure the fractal dimension of self-similar images [36]. The calculation of
the box dimension is:

D = lim
r→∞

logN(F)
−logr

(1)

where N (F) is the number of frames in the fractal dimension, F is the division scale and r is
the side length of the frame.

4.2. Fractal Characteristic

After the test was completed, the coal specimens that had deformed and became
damaged were removed from the pressure chamber. The heat shrink tube on the surface
was removed, and the damaged coal specimens were processed and analyzed. First, a
sketch the surface of the destroyed coal specimens was made, as shown in Figures 5 and 6.
Then the sketch image file was imported into a MATLAB binarization program that was
developed to convert the fracture surface morphology image from a gray-level image to
a binary image, and the logical data from the binarization process were converted into
binary data. Finally, the binary data is inversed and converted into numerical data, and
the inversed data is used for fractal calculation, as shown in Figure 8. The reason why it is
required to be opposite is that the white area is 1 and the black area is 0 for the binary image.
If the image feature is represented by a black curve, the final calculated fractal dimension
of the background is not the fractal dimension of the curve we want. Figure 9 shows the
grayscale image of the fracture surface of coal specimens and the reverse binary image.
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Figure 10 shows the relationship between the log2N and log2r of coal specimens with
different numbers of prefabricated cracks. The slope of the curve is the fractal dimension of
the failure surface. As shown in Figure 10, the correlation coefficient of the fitted curve is
greater than 0.98, indicating that coal specimens with different crack numbers have obvious
fractal dimension characteristics [37–39].

Figure 11 presents the relationship between fractal dimension and crack number. As
shown in Figure 8, when the confining pressure is 0.3 MPa, the fractal dimension increases
from 1.14 to 1.18 with the increase of prefabricated crack number. When the confining
pressure is 3MPa, the fractal dimension increases from 1.15 to 1.20 with an increasing
prefabricated crack number, indicating that the damage degree increases with the increase
of crack number, which is consistent with the macroscopic failure results. It is found that
a strong linear correlation is observed when the fractal dimension is correlated with the
prefabricated crack number. This is because the increase of the number of prefabricated
cracks leads to the increase of the initial damage of coal specimens, which leads to the
aggravation of the damage degree, and is similar to the findings of Huang et al. [35].
Because the fractal dimension is a parameter used to characterize the degree of order and
disorder of a nonlinear system, as the fractal dimension increases, the system’s degree of
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disorder increases. Therefore, it can be considered that with the increase of the number of
prefabricated cracks, the disorder degree of coal specimen damage tends to increase.
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Figure 9. Grayscale images of the fracture surface of coal specimens and reverse binary images.
(a) M-0.3-1; (b) M-0.3-2; (c) M-0.3-3; (d) M-0.3-4; (e) M-3-1; (f) M-3-2; (g) M-3-3; (h) M-3-4.
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Figure 10. The relationship between log2N and log2r of coal specimens under different numbers
of prefabricated cracks. (a) Prefabricated crack number of 1; (b) prefabricated crack number of 2;
(c) prefabricated crack number of 3; (d) prefabricated crack number of 4.
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The fractal dimension also shows an increasing trend with the increase of confining
pressure, which may be related to the reinforcement effect of confining pressure. The
strength of coal specimens increases as the confining pressure increases, which indicated
that more energy will be released and more macroscopic fractures may be formed. This
rule is consistent with the change law of fractal dimension.

5. Evolution Characteristics of Triaxial Strain Energy
5.1. Principle of Energy Analysis

In the process of deformation and failure of the rock under load, there is typically the
input, accumulation, dissipation and release of energy. In this process, the strain energy can
be divided into three types: total strain energy U, elastic strain energy Ue and dissipation
energy Ud. The dissipative energy can generate surface energy and plastic energy of the
fracture surface, resulting in rock damage and strength reduction. The instantaneous
release of the elastic strain energy is an important factor causing sudden failure of the rock.

U = Ue + Ud (2)

Figure 12 shows the relationship between the internal dissipation energy and the
elastic strain energy of the rock during loading test. In the figure, Ui

d is the dissipated
energy, which represents the energy consumed in the process of rock damage and failure,
mainly including plastic deformation, friction and other activities. The shadow area of Ui

e

represents the released strain energy stored in the rock. Ei is the unloading elastic modulus.
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Generally, the elastic energy is calculated with the loading-unloading stress–strain
curve, and the unloading modulus is replaced by the initial elastic modulus to simplify
the calculation of elastic energy Ue. The calculation formula of elastic strain energy in the
loading process is [40]:

Ue =
1

2E0

[
σ2

1 + 2σ2
3 − 2v

(
σ2

3 + 2σ1σ3

)]
(3)

where E0 is the initial elastic modulus and v is Poisson’s ratio.
In the triaxial tests, the external working force of the coal specimen includes the axial

stress and the confining pressure of the testing machine. The axial stress works on the
specimen and produces axial deformation. The confining pressure causes circumferential
deformation [41]. Therefore, the total energy U absorbed by the specimen includes the axial
strain energy U1 absorbed by the axial deformation and the circumferential strain energy
U3 generated by the circumferential deformation:

U = U1 + U3 (4)

For any time t during the loading test, the absorbed axial strain energy and the
circumferential strain energy with confining pressure as negative work consumption can
be obtained by integrating the stress–strain curve [42]:

U1 =
∫ ε1(t)

0
σ1dε1 =

t0

∑
t=0

1
2

(
σ1(t+1) + σ1(t)

)(
ε1(t+1) + ε1(t)

)
(5)

U3 = 2
∫ ε3(t)

0
σ3dε3 =

t0

∑
t=0

(
σ3(t+1) + σ3(t)

)(
ε3(t+1) + ε3(t)

)
(6)

5.2. Effect of the Fracture Number Based on Energy Analysis

Figures 13 and 14 show the energy evolution law inside the fractured coal body when
the confining pressure is 0.3 MPa and 3 MPa, respectively. Similar trends can be observed
from the energy evolution curves of specimens with different numbers of prefabricated
cracks. The total energy of the prefabricated specimens increases with the increase of
axial strain, with a low increasing rate in the early stage and a high rate in the later. In
the compaction stage and elastic stage, the growth process of the elastic strain energy is
consistent with the growth of the total energy, and there is little numerical difference. After
reaching the peak stress point, the energy release is gradually reduced. This is because
there is no obvious crack in the specimen before and during the elastic stage, the input
energy is thereby almost completely transformed into elastic strain energy. With the gradual
compaction of the internal openings in the specimen, the growth rate of elastic strain energy
increases gradually. Then with the continuous loading of axial pressure, the internal cracks
begin to sprout and expand, and the dissipation energy begins to increase rapidly. In the
post-peak stage, the elastic strain energy stored in the specimen is released rapidly, and the
crack propagation is accelerated. With the sharp decrease of the elastic strain energy, the
dissipation energy increases significantly. Moreover, with the increase of the number of
prefabricated cracks, the more obvious the ‘step’ drop state of elastic strain energy appears
after the peak, the larger the corresponding strain range of ‘step’ is.

Table 2 shows the total energy, elastic energy, dissipation energy and dissipation
energy ratio of the fractured coal specimens under peak stress. As shown in Table 2, when
the confining pressure is fixed, with the increase of the number of prefabricated cracks,
the peak total energy and elastic energy show a trend of gradual decreasing. For example,
with a confining pressure of 0.3 MPa, when the number of prefabricated cracks increases
from 1 to 4, the total energy decreases by 9.59%, and the elastic energy decreases by 17.51%.
With a confining pressure of 3 MPa, when the number of prefabricated cracks increases
from 1 to 4, the dissipation energy increases by 6.43%, and the dissipation energy ratio
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increases from 13.53% to 21.10%. With the increase in the number of fractures, the elastic
energy stored in the coal specimen decreases gradually, and the proportion of dissipated
energy and dissipated energy increases gradually. This indicates an increase of energy
that is consumed for developing internal cracks, and a gradual decrease of the energy to
be released when the specimen fails. As a result, the failure of the coal body tends to be
smoother, which corresponds to the weakening of the brittle characteristics of the fractured
coal body.
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Figure 13. Energy evolution of coal specimens with different numbers of prefabricated cracks under
confining pressure 0.3 MPa with axial strain. (a) Coal specimen M-0.3-1; (b) Coal specimen M-0.3-2;
(c) Coal specimen M-0.3-3; (d) Coal specimen M-0.3-4.

Table 2. Energy statistics at peak point of prefabricated cracked coal specimen.

Confining
Pressure/MPa

Crack
Number/Strip

Total
Energy/kJ·m−3

Elastic Strain
Energy/kJ·m−3

Dissipated
Energy/kJ·m−3

The Proportion of
Dissipation Energy/%

0.3

1 151.765 131.237 20.528 13.53
2 150.147 127.449 22.698 15.12
3 149.422 122.616 26.806 17.94
4 137.214 108.257 28.957 21.10

3

1 347.797 280.125 67.672 19.46
2 285.442 215.826 69.616 24.39
3 247.890 177.231 70.659 28.50
4 212.963 140.938 72.025 33.82
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Figure 13. Energy evolution of coal specimens with different numbers of prefabricated cracks under 
confining pressure 0.3 MPa with axial strain. (a) Coal specimen M−0.3−1; (b) Coal specimen M−0.3−2; 
(c) Coal specimen M−0.3−3; (d) Coal specimen M−0.3−4. 
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Figure 14. Energy evolution of coal specimens with different numbers of prefabricated cracks under 
confining pressure 3 MPa with axial strain. (a) Coal specimen M−3−1; (b) Coal specimen M−3−2; (c) 
Coal specimen M−3−3; (d) Coal specimen M−3−4. 
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6. Conclusions

(1) The stress–strain curve of the fractured coal specimens can be divided into four stages:
the micro-fracture compaction stage, the elastic deformation stage, the unstable crack
propagation stage and the post-peak stage. With the increase of the number of
prefabricated cracks, the post-peak stage curve changes from rapid drop to step-down
drop, indicating that with the increase of the number of prefabricated cracks, the
brittleness of coal specimens decrease gradually. With the increase in the number of
prefabricated cracks, the elastic modulus and peak strength decrease gradually. The
failure mode of coal specimen changed from overall tensile failure to tensile-shear
mixed failure.

(2) The fractal dimension of coal failure with different number of prefabricated cracks
is calculated by the box-counting method. The results show that the failure pattern
of fractured coal specimens has obvious fractal dimension characteristics. With the
increase of the number of prefabricated cracks, the fractal dimension of fractured coal
specimens increases linearly, which indicates that the failure degree increases with
the increase of the number of prefabricated cracks. With the increase of confining
pressure, the fractal dimension also increases.

(3) When the confining pressure is fixed, with the increase of the number of the prefab-
ricated cracks, the peak total energy and elastic energy of fractured coal specimens
decrease gradually. At the peak, the proportion of dissipation energy and dissipation
energy increased gradually. It is indicated that with the increase of the development
energy of internal cracks in coal, the failure of coal will be smoother as a result of the
decrease of brittle characteristics of the coal.
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(4) Hydraulic slotting technology can enhance the drainage effect of gas and adjust
the stress distribution of the coal body. As an uneven geological body, coal seams
contain abundant primary cracks. After hydraulic slotting, cracks were initiated and
developed around the slots under the action of the stress field. According to the
results of this study, with the increase of the number of cracks, the failure mode of
coal sample changes from brittle failure to ductile failure. Therefore, cracks can be set
to reduce brittle failure and prevent dynamic disasters such as rock burst.
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