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DYNAMIC MODEL OF WAVE ABRASIVE FATIGUE FAILURE OF THE RUBBER LINING 

IN RATTLERS 

 The dynamical model of wave failure of rubber linings of ball mills under abrasive fatigue destruction is 
considered. 
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ENERGY-SAVING TECHNOLOGY OF ORE DISINTEGRATION IN BALL MILLS WITH 

RUBBER LINING 

Energy-saving technology of disintegration of iron ores in ball mills with rubber lining is considered. 
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