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A study for the impact performance optimization of the DTH hammer.
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Table 1 Level of design factors.
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Table 2 Contribution ratio of design factors.
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Fig. 1 Design factors of DTH hammer.
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Table 3 Optimum level of design factors.
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Table 4 Analysis of variance for impact rate
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Fig. 2 Main effect plot of impact rate
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Table 5 Analysis of variance for impact energy
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Fig. 3 Main effect plot of impact energy
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