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Annomauyusn: OmHOMepHbIE reoMexXaHUUeCKe MOJEN SIBJSIOTCS MOJe3HbIM MHCTPYMEHTOM
[IpY IIPOEKTUPOBAHMM CTPOUTEILCTBA CKBAXKMH. B TOKe BpeMs /111 KaueCTBEHHOTO TIOCTPOEHMS
reoMexaHMueCcKoM Moe/u Heo6xXoauM 60JIbIIoN 06beM MCXOAHbIX JaHHbIX, BKIOUAIOIINI Ha-
MIPSKEHHO-IepOPMMUPOBAHHOE COCTOSIHIE MAcCCHBa M YIIPYTO-IIPOYHOCTHBIE CBOMCTBA TOPHBIX
mopoz,. YacTh HEOOXOOMMbBIX JAaHHBIX MOKHO IMOJYUMTh Ha OCHOBE KaJMOPOBKM MOMEIM Ha
(akTMUecKoe TOBeeHMe BbIBAJIOB B CKBakuHe. [IpemcrasieHo ABa crocoba anmpoKCUMAaLn
BbIBAJIOB CTEHKM CKBasKMH C IIOMOIIIIO TEOMETPUUECKUX (DUIYpP: TPeyroJbHMKaA U amIica. I'eo-
MeTpuuecKas armpoKCUMAIs BbIBajia MTO3BOJISIET OTPAHMUYNTh pasMepbl BHIBAJIOB, a TAKIKE CBSI-
3aTh YroJj BbIBajia C ero riyouHoit. ITomyueHHble OrpaHNUeHNS ¥ CBSI3U TIO3BOJISIIOT TPOBOIMTD
KaJMOpPOBKY OJHOMEPHBIX reOMeXaHUUeCKIMX MOJIesiell He TOJIbKO MO JaHHBIM MUKPOCKAHEPOB,
HO ¥ C ¥ICITO/Ib30BaHMeM 60Jiee JOCTYITHBIX JaHHbIX KAaBePHOMETPUI U IIPOMMIIEMETPIM 110 CKBa-
SKMHAM, UTO CYIIIECTBEHHO CHIKAET TPeGOBaHMS K TIOJTHOTE MCXOMHBIX JAaHHbIX JIJIS TOCTPOEHNMs
aZieKBaTHBIX reoMexaHnueckux momeseit. [TokasaHo, UTo [IJ1s1 KOPPEKTHOTO UCIIOIb30BaHMS Tpe-
YTOJIbHO ¥ SJIJIUTITAYECKON alPOKCUMAIIUY BbIBAJIOB HEOOXOAVMO MPeABaPUTEILHO OLIEHUTD
(dhopmy BBIBAJIOB, XapaKTEPHYIO IJIsT 00IACTY MCCIeNOBaHMsI, TI0 JaHHBIM XOTsI ObI OHOTO VC-
CJIeJOBaHMs 110 aKyCTUUECKOMY MUKPOCKAHEPY 1 TIOf00paTh XapaKTepHbIe MapaMeTphbl armpoK-
CUMAIM [t UX TaJTbHENIIero UCIOIb30BaHms B CKBasKMHAX C OTCYTCTBMEM JTaHHBIX MUKPOCKA-
HepoB. B cirydae MoyiHOro OTCyTCTBUS JaHHBIX MUKPOCKAHEPOB IPEIJIOSKEHbI CPEIHIME 3HAYEHMS
TSI allIIPOKCUMALIMM, & TaKKe IPaHMYHbIe 3HAYEeHMS [IJIsT OLIEHKM HeOIpeqeIeHHOCT.

Knrouessle cnosa: BbiBal, CKBaXKIHA, TeOMeTpUUeCKas almpokcuManys, Gopma BbiBasia, 6ype-
HIe, TeoMexaHMKa, OMHOMEPHOe MOZEeIMPOBaHME.
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Abstract: One-dimensional geomechanical models are the useful tools for the borehole plan-
ning and design. The high-quality geomechanical modeling requires a lot of initial data, includ-
ing the stress—strain behavior of rock mass, its elasticity and strength characteristics. Some of
these data can be obtained from the model calibration with respect to actual borehole collapses.
This article offers two methods of borehole wall collapse approximation using geometrical
figures of a triangle and an ellipse. The geometrical approximation of borehole collapse makes
it possible to limit the collapse sizes and to correlate the angle and the depth of the collapse.
The resultant limitations and correlations enable calibration of one-dimensional geomechanical
models using the micro-scanning data, as well as more easily accessible caliper logs and sec-
tion caliper logs per boreholes, which essentially reduces requirements imposed on complete-
ness of input data for adequate geomechanical modeling. For the correct uses of the triangular
and elliptical approximation of borehole collapses, it is necessary to preliminary estimate the
shape of the collapse using the data of an acoustic micro-scanning test, and to select representa-
tive parameters of approximation to be used in boreholes in case of the lacking micro-scanning
data. When the micro-scanning data are totally absent, the average values are proposed for the
approximation and the limit values are offered for the uncertainty assessment.

Key words: collapse, borehole, geometrical approximation, collapse shape, drilling, geome-
chanics, one-dimensional modeling.
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BeeneHne

YcTOMUMBOCTb FOPHbIX BbIPaboTOK U
CKBaXXMH 3aBUCUT OT HanpskeHHO-aedop-
mupoBaHHoro coctosiHus (HOC) maccuea
W OT YNPYro-NpoOYHOCTHbIX CBOMCTB FOPHbIX
nopog, [1, 2]. MNpun Hanuuum AOCTOBEPHBIX
BaHHbix o HAOC maccuBa 1 ynpyro-npoy-
HOCTHbIX CBOWCTB MOPHbIX NOPOA, OfHO-
MepHOe reoMexaH14eckoe MoaeMpoBaHue
MO3BONISIET NMPOBECTM pacyeT CTabunbHOCTH
BbIPabOTOK M MpeasiokuTb YCNOBUS ANS
npefoTBpaLleHns 06pa3oBaHMs BbIBAIOB U
kasepH [3, 4]. HOC maccuBa MoxeT 6bITb
M3MEHYMBBIM, YTO TpebyeT NOCTOAHHYO
KanubpoBKy Mogaenen Ha dakTuyeckue
AaHHble [5, 6]. Takke 0bsi3aTeNbHbLIM KOM-
NMOHEHTOM OfHOMEPHOW reoMexaHNYeCKOM
MOAENM SBNSIETCS NPOYHOCTb MOPHbIX MO-
poA Ha OAHOOCHOE CXaTue BAO/b BCEro
CTBOMA CKBaXXMHbI UM UCCNERYEMOrO WH-
Tepsana [7, 8]. MpoyHOCTb ropHbIX Nopos,
HaZeXHO onpenensieTcs B 1abopaTopHbIX

ycnoBusix Ha obpasuax kepHa. C uenbto
MONY4YUTb HEMpPepPbIBHYHO KPUBYHO U3MeHe-
HWSI MPOYHOCTM FOPHbIX NMOPOA, BOO/b CTBO-
Nla CKBaXXWMHbI Yallle BCEro MCMosb3yeTcs
Koppensumsa reodusmnyeckmx napaMeTpoB
C NMPOYHOCTbLHO FOPHOW MOPOAbI, MONYYEH-
Hou no kepHy [9, 10]. Takor noaxon nme-
€T [1Ba OCHOBHbIX HeJoCTaTKa:

* B BGOMbLUMHCTBE C/yYaeB U3MEPEHUS
MPOYHOCTU rOPHOM NMOPOABI MO KEPHY 60
OTCYTCTBYHOT, MO0 HEAOCTATOUHbI 4151 MO-
NyYeHUs HaAEXHON KOppensiLMOHHOMN CBSI-
3u;

* o/y4YeHue OCTaTOYHOro 0bbema ans
MCCNeaoBaHUM BO3MOXHO TOJbKO B UHTEp-
BaJie 0TOOpa KepHa M NpakTUYeCKM BCeraa
HEBO3MOXHO AJ151 BbILLENEXALUMX FOPHbIX
rnopoa, rae KepH He oTbupaeTcs.

YTOYHUTb NPOYHOCTb FOPHOM NOPOAbI
MOXHO TakK e, kak 1 HIC maccuBa, Ha
3Tane KaJMbpoBKMN reoOMeXaHNYeCcKon Mo-
JEeNn nyTem noabopa Takon MPOYHOCTU
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FOPHbIX NMOPOA, KOTOpasi MNO3BOAUT MpuUBeE-
CTV B COOTBETCTBME pacyeTHble napameT-
pbl 0OpyLUEeHUs C haKTUYeCKU U3MepeH-
HbIMWU MapamMeTpaMu B BblpaboTke Wau
CKkBaXkvHe. B ropHol BbipaboTke C BO3MOX-
HOCTbIO AOCTyMNa B Hee Ans BU3yasbHOM
OLIEHKM NMapaMeTpOB BbiBaja Takou Mog-
XOZ, He UMEET 3HaUMTENbHbIX OrpaHUYeHUH,
OAHaKO B CllyYae CTPOUTENbCTBA CKBaXM-
Hbl MH(OpMaLUa 06 obpyLLeHWM cTBoONA
CKBaXXMHbI MOY4YaeTCs MO KOCBEHHbIM U,
B HEKOTOPbIX C/ly4asiX, AOPOroCTOSLUM
nsmepenusaM. [Ing kanubpoeku reomexa-
HMYECKOW MOZENV AN CKBaXKMH Heobxo-
OUMO OLEHUTb Yron BbiBafia, YTO MOXET
ObITb CAENAaHO C MOMOLLBI CKBaXKMHHOMO
aKyCTMYeCKOro TeneBv3opa MMM akycTu-
YECKOro/3NeKTPUYECKOr0 MUKPOCKaHEpa,
MO3BONSOLLUMX MOMYYUTb Pa3BEPTKY CTEH-
KW CTBOMA CKBaXKMHbI. [Ans rnybokux cksa-
YXWMH NMPUMEHEHME TaKUX METOAOB He §B-
NSIeTCa pacnpocTpaHeHHOW MPaKTUKOMN.
C Lpyrom cTOpoHbI, B 60NbLUMHCTBE CKBa-
XVMH LMaMeTp CTBOMA CKBAXXMHbI U3Mepsi-
€TCs C MOMOLLBIO KaBepHOMepa Wau npo-
¢dunemepa. ITU UCCNESOBaHUS MO3BONSOT
onpefenuTb rybuHy BbiBana CTEHKU CKBa-
YXWMHbI, HO He yron Bbiana. CooTBeTCTBEH-
HO, BO3HMKAeT HeObXOAMMOCTb B OLLEHKE
CBSI3U MeXAy rnybuHoun v yrinom (Lwmpu-
HOM) BbiBana.

B paHHOM paboTe mokasaH noaxog K
OLIEHKE CBSI3M FNMYOWHbI U WWPUHBI BblBa-
Na Yepe3 reOMETPUYECKYH anmnpoKcuMMa-
umto popMbl BbiBana.

—_—
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Puc. 1. lMpouecc obpazoBaHus BbiBana Ans rpaHUTa
Fig. 1. Borehole collapse in granite
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MeTognbi

Mowck cBszn Mexay rnybrHon BbiBana
W ero LUMPVHOM BbIMOHAICS MHOTUMU UC-
cneposatensimu. B pabote [11] aBTOpbI No-
Kasanu, 4TO Yros BbiBajla MOXHO paccyu-
TaTb C UCMOMb30BaHMEM pacrpenenieHus
Hamps>XeHW BOKPYT CTEHKU CKBaXKUHbI U
OH 3aBWCUT Kak OT MPOYHOCTH FOPHbIX MO-
POA, TaK U OT COOTHOLLEHUS MaBHbIX HOp-
MasbHbIX HamnpsXXeHun [0 bypeHus ckBa-
KUHbI. Takxxe BblN0 NOKazaHo, YTO yron
BblBasla He MEHSIETCS BO BpeMeHU (He pac-
TeT).

C npyron CTOpOHbI, TEOPETUYECKM pac-
CYMTaHHasi rnybuHa BbiBasa MeHbLUe U3-
MEPEHHOM U U3MEHSIETCS CO BPEMEHEM, T.€.
rnybvHa BbiBasia pacTeT A0 rybuHbI CBO-
en cTabunusaumm.

MexaHuka 0b6pa3oBaHus BbiBaia bbina
AeTanbHO UCCNef0BaHa B IKCNepUMeHTax,
onucaHHbIX B paboTe [12]. SkcnepuMeHTbl
OblnM NpoBeaeHbl 41N pasHOro Tuna rop-
HbIX MOPOA: FpaHUTa, U3BECTHSKa, apKo-
30BOr0 M YMCTOrO KBAapLIEBOroO MecyaHuKa.
[lns BCex ropHbix nopog, Kpome KBapLe-
BOrO MeCYaHWKa, XapakTepHa TpeyrosibHast
dopma BbiBanos. CornacHo pabotam [12]
npoLiecc obpasoBaHUs BbIBaNOB B Cllyyae
rpaHWTHOM FOPHOW MOPOAbLI MPOUCXOAUT B
yeTblpe 3Tana (puc. 1):

[. CHauana obpa3sytoTcs AMnaTaHTHbIE
(c yBenuueHvem obbeMa) MeX3epHOBbIE
TPELLMHBI OTPbIBA 33 CTEHKOW CKBaXKWHbI,
napannesnbHble MakCUMasbHOMY FrOpU30H-

TaJIbHOMY HarnpsKeHuIo (GHmaX);
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Puc. 2. I'Ipouecc O6paBOBaHMH BblBaJia AJi1a MPpO4YHOIro N3BeCTHSAKa UJin apKo30BOrro rnecyaHukKa

Fig. 2. Borehole collapse in strong limestone or arcose
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Puc. 3. lpouecc obpa3oBaHus BbiBana AN MEIOBOI0O M3BECTHAKA

Fig. 3. Borehole collapse in cretaceous limestone
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Puc. 4. lNpouecc obpasosaHus BbiBana A1 KBapLEBOro rnecyaHuKka

Fig. 4. Borehole collapse in quartz sandstone

[l. 3aTeM TpeLuHbI NOBOPaYMBatOTCS
K CTEHKE CKBaXXWMHbI;

[11. Mocne 3Toro ropHas nopoga pac-
CNavBaeTCs Ha NNaCTUHKMU, KOTOpble, Ha-
YMHas C LEeHTpa, BbIBaIMBAKOTCA BHYTPb
CKBaXXWHbl;

IV. Mpouecc npopomkaetcs Ao Tex nop,
rMoka BbiBaJl HE NpuUMeT GopMy Tpeyrosb-
HUKa.

B cnyyae npo4yHoro usBecTHsIKa Unu
apKo30BOro necyaHuka (puc. 2) npouecc
0bpa3oBaHuUs BbiBasa aHaNOrMyeH Npo-
LleCCy, NPOXOAsLLEMY B FPaHUTaX, OAHAKO
HabntopatoTcs obpasosaHMe bonee Kpyn-
HbIX YellyeK BblBalIMBaOLLENCS FTOPHOU
MOpOoAbl, @ TakXXe Halnune Kak Mexsep-
HOBOTO, Tak U BHYTPU3EPHOBOrO pacTpe-
CKMBaHUS.
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[pyron Bupa 0bpa3oBaHus BbiBana Xa-
pakTepeH Anis KapboHaTHOM MopoAbl TMNa
mena (puc. 3). B paHHoM cnyvae obpa-
3yHOTCS He TpeLUMHbl OTPbIBa, a TPeLu-
Hbl CABMra, KOTOpble MPaKTUYECKM Cpasy
OrpaHUYMBaOT BYAYLLYHO 30HY BbiBaa.

CoBepLueHHO apyron npotecc obpaso-
BaHMS BbiBana M dopMa BbiBana Habntoga-
€TCs A8 BbICOKOMOPWUCTOrO KBapLEBOro
(4ncToro) mecyaHuka, B KOTOPOM 3epHa
CLeMEeHTMPOBaHbI 33 CHET CYTYPHOrO CLien-
NeHus 3epeH kBapua (puc. 4). B atom cny-
Yyae 0bpasyeTcs IOKaM30BaHHas 30Ha pas-
PYLUIEHUS U YNNOTHEHUS FOPHbBIX MOPOA
BLO/Ib OCM MUHUMAsbHOIO FOPU3OHTaNb-
HOrO HanpsiXKeHUsl. 3aTeM 3a CUET NMPOMbIB-
KW CKBaXXWHbl OypoOBbIM pacTBOPOM pas-
PYLLUEHHas ropHasi Mopofa BbIMbIBAETCS B
CKBaXXWMHY U MPOUCXOAUT POCT MPOMbITOM
30HbI.

Ha ocHoBe ¢doTorpadwuii BbiBanoB no
pabote [12] Obinn M3MepeHbl reoMeTpu-
Yeckune napamMeTpbl BbIBaJOB: FyOUHa U
LUIMPUHa, a TaKXKe Yron TpeyrosbHOW an-
npokcumaumu. Ha puc. 5 nokasaH npu-

Mep BbIBasIOB /151 ABYX 06pa3LLOB rpaHMTa
pasnunyHou 3epHucTocTu. ObpasoBaHHbIE
BbIBaJlbl XOPOLLIO annpoKCUMUPYHOTCS Tpe-
yrofibHon opMoK, Npu 3TOM Yron Tpey-
FO/IbHOM annpoKCMMaLMK U3MEHSIETCS OT
70° po 90°.

AHanorvyHas gopma BbIBasoB Habto-
[AETCa AN U3BECTHSIKA M apKO30BOro nec-
YaHuKa (puc. 6, 7), B TO BpeMs Kak CyLLe-
CTBEHHble M3MEHEHUs B (hOpMe BbIBalIOB
HabnrpaTCs AN YNCTOro KBapLLEBOro
necyaHuka (puc. 8).

PesynbTaThbl

Bce n3MepeHHbie reoMeTpuyeckme na-
paMeTpbl NpuBeaeHbl B Tabnuue. Takxe
ObIIM OLEHEHbI CPELHUE 3HAYEHMS YI/IOB
annpoKCcMMaLMM U COOTHOLLEHUS paauyca
BbIBasa K paiMycy CkBaxkuHbl. [pu oueHke
CpefHUX COOTHOLUEHUN HEe YUYUTbIBASIUCh
reoMeTpuyeckmne napaMeTpbl AN YUCTOro
BblcOkonopucToro necyaHuka. CornacHo
Tabnvue HabntopaeTcs OrpaHUYEHHOCTb B
napamMeTpax TpeyroyiibHOro BbiBana. Yron
TpeyronbHOW annpoKCMMaL MK BbiBaia 13-

Puc. 5. BbiBanbl B 0bpasue rpaHuTa no gaHHeiM [12]: yron BwiBana, wbo: 52,5° (a), 39,9° (6); rny6uHa Bbi-
Bana, 2a: 16,5 mm (a), 14,4 mm (6); pasmyc ckBakuHbl, R: 11 mm (a), 11 mm (6); yron TpeyronbHou anmnpok-

cumaumm BoiBana, y: 74,5°% 70,6° (a), 89,5°; 87,5° (6)

Fig. 5. Collapses in granite sample by data from [12]: angle of collapse, wbo: 52,5° (a), 39,9° (b); depth of col-
lapse, 2a: 16,5 mm (a), 14,4 mm (b); radius of borehole, R: 11 mm (a), 11 mm (b); tangle of triangular collapse

approximation, y: 74,5°; 70,6° (a), 89,5°; 87,5° (b)
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tah

Puc. 6. BbiBasibl B 06pa3Lie n3BeCTHsIKa Mo aHHbIM [12]: yron TpeyronbHo# annpokcumawmy Beisana, y: 86,4°
Fig. 6. Collapses in limestone sample by data from [12]: angle of triangular collapse approximation, y: 86,4°

MeHSIeTCsl B JOCTAaTOYHO Y3KMX Npenenax
(ot 70,6° no 90,6°), a cpenHee 3HaueHUe
yrna TpeyrofibHoM annpoKCMMaLn BblBa-
noB paeHo nopsaka 80°, uto Ha 30° MeHb-
LUe yr/ia BbIBasoOB, NpU 3TOM CpefHee CO-
OTHOLLIEHME TNYOUHbI BblBana K paguycy
CKBaXKMHbI cocTaBnset 1,4,

O6cyxaeHue pe3ynbTaToB
Paccmotpum paboty [13], uTobbl noa-
TBEPAUTb BO3MOXHOCTb MCMO/b30BaHMUS

TpeyrosibHOM annpokCMMaLun BbiBasoB.
B paboTe aBTOpbI aHanU3UpyHOT akTUYe-
CKWe AaHHble U3MepeHUs TNyBuHbI 1 Wu-
PVIHbI BbIBaJIOB U MPOBEPSIIOT CBSA3b MEX-
4y 3TMMM MapaMeTpamMu B 3aBUCUMOCTW
OT NeTPOU3NYECKUX U IUTONOrMYECKUX
takTopoB. ABTOpaM He yAanoCb HanuTu
MOAeNb CBS3M, OAHAKO COBpaHHbIM UMK
(haKTUYeCKMI MaTeEpUan MOXXHO UCMOJb30-
BaTb ANS1 MPOBEPKU FeOMeTpPUYECKUX Or-
paHUYeHUN.

B)

Puc. 7. Beisanbi B 0bpa3ue apko30Boro rnecyaHvka no gaHHbiM [12]: yron Beiana, wbo: 50,0° (a), 48,9° (6),
57,5° (B); rnybuHa BbiBana, 2a: 14,5 mm (a), 14,8 mm (6), 16,3 mm (B); paanyc ckBaxuHbl, R: 11 mm (a),
11 mm (6), 11 mm (B); yron TpeyronbHow annpokcumaLmm Boisana, y: 90,6°; 75,2° (a), 87,3°; 74,1° (6), 76,1°;
83,7° (B)

Fig. 7. Collapses in arcose sample by data from [12]: angle of collapse, wbo: 0,0° (a), 48,9° (b), 57,5° (v); depth
of collapse, 2a: 14,5 mm (a), 14,8 mm (b), 16,3 mm (v); adius of borehole, R: 11 mm (a), 11 mm (b), 11 mm (v);
tangle of triangular collapse approximation, y: 90,6°; 75,2° (a), 87,3°; 74,1° (b), 76,1°; 83,7° (v)
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Puc. 8. Collapses in highly porous quartz sandstone sample by data from [12]: rny6éuHa BbiBana, 2a: 46 MM (a),
20,1 mm (6), 28,4 mm (B); pagmyc ckBaxkuHbl, R: 11 mm (a), 11 mm (6), 11 mm (B)

Fig. 8. Breakouts in a quarts sandstone according to [12]: depth of collapse, 2a: 46 mm (a), 20,1 mm (b), 28,4 mm (v);
radius of borehole, R: 11 mm (a), 11 mm (b), 11 mm (v)

FeomeTpuyeckne napaMeTpbi BbiBasoB
Geometrical parameters of collapses

Jutonorus U3mepeHHble reoMeTpuUecKue napaMeTpbl
wbo 2a R Y Y alRw
paHuT 52,5 16,5 11 74,5 70,6 1,5
[paHuT 39,9 14,4 11 89,5 87,5 1,3
M3BecTHsIK - - - 86,4 - -
APpKO30BbIN NecYaHNK 50 14,5 11 90,6 75,2 1,3
ApKO30BbIN NecYaHNK 489 14,8 11 87,3 74,1 1,3
ApPKO30BbII NecYaHnK 57,5 16,3 11 76,1 83,7 1,5
KBapueBbI necyaHnk - 46 11 - - 4.2
KBapueBbIl necyaHnk - 20,1 11 - - 1,8
KBapueBbI necyaHuK - 28,4 11 - - 2,6
MuHumansHoe” 39,9 14,4 11 70,6 1,3
MakcumanbHoe™ 57,5 16,5 11 90,6 1,5
Cpegree” 49,8 15,3 11 81,4 1,4

" bes y4eta KBapLEBOro necyaHuka.
wbo — yron BbiBana, rpagychl; 2a — raybuHa BbiBana, MM; R — paanyc CKBaXkKuHbI (OTBEpCTUS B 06pasLie), MM;
Y — Yron TpeyroibHoOM annpoKCcUMaLmm, rpag.
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Ha pwuc. 9 nokasaHbl pakTuueckme us-
MepeHHble napaMeTpbl BbiBanoB (rnybuHa
BbiBaJla M LWUMPWMHA BbIBana) N0 AaHHbIM
[13].

Mo rpadmky BUAHO, YTO MaKCKMManbHas
LUMPUHA BbIBaNOB orpaHuumBaetcs 150°,
YTO COOTBETCTBYET KPUTEPUIO NEPEXOAA
CKBakKWMHbI OT BbiBasla K KaBepHe. Takxe
HabntoaaeTCs WMPOKMIM pa3bpoc BO3MOX-
HbIX COOTHOLLUEHMI FNyOuH BbiBana U co-
OTBETCTBYHOLLMX UM YI/IOB BbIBasIOB.

Ons nposepku paboTocnocobHocTH
TPeyronbHOM annpoKcMMaLmmn Ha rpacmk
puc. 9 6bIIM HaHeCeHbI pacyeTHble IMHUK
COOTHOLLEHWUI B 3aBUCUMOCTM OT pasfiny-
HbIX YIJIOB TPEYrofbHOW anmnpoKCMMaLm
(puc. 10).

[lna pacyeTta napaMeTpoB BbiBasIOB Tpe-
YrofbHOW reoMeTpuyeckon hopMon Bbi-
BeLEHbI CNefyoLLMe YPaBHEHUS CBSA3U:

sin(Wb(;ﬂ/j
a=R————=;
Sin(;j (1)

wbo = 2asin gsin(xj -,
R 2

roe a — rnybuHa BbiBana (MonoBMHa U3-
MEpEHHOro AvMaMeTpa KaBepHOMEPOM), M;
wbo — yron BbiBana, rpas;y — yron Tpey-
rofbHOM annpoKCMMaLMK BbiBana, rpag;
R — paamyc cKBaXkuHbI, M.

Mo puc. 10 MoxHO cpenatb cnepyto-
LLiMe BbIBOAbI:

e MUHUManbHbIN yron TpeyronbHOM
annpokcuMaumu (y) coctasnsiet 50°.

* Mpwu yrne  pasHom 90°, HabntopaeT-
€S KacaHWe TPeyrosibHOW anmnpoKCUMaLLMK
M CTEHKU CKBaXkKUHbl. [lns yBennueHwus
yrna BbiBana npu MoCTOSHHOM Y B 3TOM
cny4yae HeobxoamMMo nepecekaTb nepude-
PUIO CKBaXKWHbI, YTO MPUBOAUT K YMEHb-
LeHuto rnybuHbl BbiBana. CooTBeTCTBEH-
Ho, cnyyan B = 90° nokasbiBaeT Makcw-
MaJslbHO BO3MOXHYHO ryOGuHY BbiBania npwu
33l@aHHOM YyrTie 7.

[wametp gonora

20r '] 1 = 8.5 proiimos
1 e
GR, API
18} 140
3
E
3 120
<16}
©
Q.
2
3 100
- 4
&
244t
g 0
=
=
4
[}
(]
@ 12} 3
o
c
0
10}
0
8 50 100 2 150 200

Yron BbiBanos (Wbo), rpag

Puc. 9. smepeHHble napameTpbl BbiBaIoB 1o pabo-
Te [13]
Fig. 9. Measured parameters of collapses as per [13]

 Beoiganbi npu § < 30° unm § > 150°
MepexoasT B KaBEPHbI;

» CpenHee 3HayeHue y = 80°, BbisB-
JIeHHOe Mo Tabnumue, NpoXoauT Yepes cepe-
OMHY obnaka To4ek, OfHaKo HabnoaatTCs
BblBa/ibl C GOMbLUIMM M MEHbLUMM YI/IOM
TPEyrosbHOM annpoKc1MaLmm.

[lns KOpPEKTHOro MCMONb30BaHUS Tpey-
rOIbHOW annpoKcUMauun HeobXxoauMo
ybeanTbCs B TpeyronbHoW Gpopme BbiBaioB
(Mo AaHHBIM aKyCTMYeCKOro CkaHepa) M
OLEHWTb Yron annpokcumauuu y. B cny-
Yyae OTCYTCTBMS LAHHbIX aKyCTUYeCKMUX
CKaHepoB MOXHO WCMO/b30BaTb ypaBHe-
Hua anga cnydas = 90:

R R
a=————; wbo=2acos| —
wbo a
cos| ——
2

Mpu ncnonb3oBaHUKM ypaBHeHWUW (2)
PEKOMEHAYETCS OLEHUTb HEOMpPEeAEeeHHO-
CTW, UCNoMb3ys OorpaHuyeHus no y = 50°
(nocTaBuB 370 3HauyeHue B dopmynbl (1))

»(2)
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Puc. 10. HanoxeHue pacyeTHbIX TMHWUIA TPEYroabHOM anmnpoKCUMAaL MY BbIBaJloB Ha rpagmk Mo AaHHbIM
[13] (a) u cxema reomeTpuydeckmx cooTHoLeHM Ans Todek A, b, B, I (6)
Fig. 10. Superimposition of triangular collapse approximation on plot based on the data from [13] (a) and layout

of geometrical relations for points A, B, V and G (b)

u no B = 30°, nocTaBMB 3TO 3HaYeHue B
tdopmynbl (3):

a= RSin—(B); wbo = 2acos(—R : sin(B))
cos(Wboj a
2 (3)

YacTto cakTMyeckas reomMeTpusi BbiBa-
JIOB, M3MEPEHHas MO JaHHbIM aKyCTuUYe-
CKUX MUKPOCKAHEPOB, OT/IMYAETCS OT Tpe-
yronbHo# (puc. 11). B atom cnyyae MoxHo
paccMOTPETb anmnpoKCMMaLMIO C NMOMOLLbHO
3NNUNTUYECKON FeOMETPUM, NPU KOTOPOM
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PEKOMEHYETCS NofdmMpaTh COOTHOLLEHUE
a/b No [aHHbIM aKyCTUYECKOr0 MUKPO-
CKaHepa.

Mpy OTCYTCTBMM aKyCTUYECKOrO MUK-
pOCKaHepa pekOMeHayeTcs 6paTb COOTHO-
weHue a/b, paBHoe 2,1, Kak cpeaHee CO-
OTHOLLEHME U OLEHMBATb HEOMpPeaeneH-
HOCTb C MCMOJIb30BaHWEM COOTHOLLEHWIA
4,6 11,06 (puc. 12).

[ns pacyeTa napamMeTpoB BbIBaIOB MpU
annpoKCUMaL MY 3MTMNTUYECKON FeoMeT-
pUen BbiBEAEHbI CNeAYOLLME YPAaBHEHUS
CBSI3U:



Puc. 11. Mpumep ¢opm BreiBanos rno gaHHbIM UBI (akyctuuecknii mukpockarep) [14] u HanoxeHne snnun-
TUYECKOM annpoKcMmaLmm ¢ CooTHoLeHueM ocei 1,8 ang npaBoro HUXHero BbiBasaa

Fig. 11. Illustration of collapses by UBI data (acoustic micro-scanner) [14] and superimposition of elliptical ap-
proximation at a ratio of axes of 1.8 for the right-hand bottom collapse
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Puc. 12. HanoxxeHuwe pacyeTHbIX IMHWUIA 3NAUMTUYECKOM arnpoKCUMaLUmum BbiBasoB Ha rpamk rno AaHHbIM
[13] (a) ¥ cxema reomeTpuyeckux cooTHoLLeHUI Ansi Todek A, b, B (6)

Fig. 12. Superimposition of elliptical collapse approximation on plot based on the data from [13] (a) and layout
of geometrical relations for points A, B and V (b)
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Puc. 13. leomexaHnueckas mogens ans ckBaxkmHbl X4 CeBepo-OCTaHMHCKOrO MeCTOPOsKAEHUS
Fig. 13. Geomechanical model for borehole X4 in Severo-Ostaninskoe field

R [(a /b)’ -tan? (Wsoj + 1]

a=

roe a — AAvHa 60/bLIOI NOoMYyoCKH 3ANM-
Ca, paBHasl MOMIOBMHE W3MEPEHHOro Ama-
MeTpa KaBepHOMepoM, M; b — aauHa Ma-
JIO MONYyOCH 3ANIMnca, M.
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Mpumep npakTUyeckoro

NpUMeHEeHUs reoMeTPUUECKUX

OrpaHUYeHUM

B kauyecTBe npumepa UCMonb30BaHMS
reoMeTpUYecKMX orpaHUyeHUn onis Kanu-
OGPOBKM CKBaXXWMH PacCMOTPUM CKBaXKUHY
X4 CeBepo-OcTaHUHCKOrO MecTopoxze-
HWS, pacrnofioXXeHHoro B ToMckow obna-
ct. B paHHOM npumepe ncnonb3lyem Ba-
PVaHT 3MMNTUYECKON anmnpoKcuMMaLumu,
A5 KOTOPOW [AManasoH 3HadeHun a/b ne-
»uT B npepenax 4,6 — 1,06, npun 3ToM Hau-
6onee BEpPOSITHO, UTO BEPXHSA rpaHMLa
a/b He pomkHa npesbiwatb 2,7 (puc. 12).
[aHHble COOTHOLLEHMS HaKNaabIBakOT Or-
paHW4eHMe Ha BO3MOXKHbIE YI/ibl BbIBAIOB



MpU U3BECTHbIX 3Ha4YeHMsX BonbLIOK OCH
anaunca.

PaccMoTpyM cocTosiHMEe HanpsXKeHus
Ha rnyouHe TVD =1548,4 m (puc. 13).

Mcnonb3ys aaHHble KaBepHOMepa (3Ha-
yeHve 2a = 246,93 MM) 1 MakcuManbHoe
COOTHOLLEHME (a/b)max = 2,7 ¥ noactaBus
nx B popmyny (4), nonyymm MUHUMaIb-
Hoe 3HayeHuWe yrna BbiBana (cdopmyna
CrnpaBensiMBa U 41 AMMETPOB):

2 2
wbo —2atan | 24693 ~2159"

215,9%(2,7)" - 246,93’
=25,57°

MaKCVIMaﬂbHOE 3Ha4yeHue yrina BbliBa-
Nla onpenenuMm, noactaBuB COOTHOLLEHME
1,06:

246,937 — 215,97
=2atan -

215,97 (1,06)" - 246,93’

=2atan+/—1,67

wbo

max

B paHHOM cnydyae monyuum oTpuua-
TE/IbHOE YMC/IO B MOLKOPEHHOM Bblpa<e-
HWUM. DTO CBSI3aHO C TeM, YTO MpU COOT-
HoweHun a/b = 1,06 rnybuHa BbiBana
246,93 MM 0OCTUraeTCs TOIbKO NpU YCo-
BUM 0bpa3oBaHus kaBepHbl. OgHako no
[aHHbIM MUHUMasNbHOFO KaBepHOMEPaA Ka-
BepHbl B faHHou Touke HeT (Calipermin <€
< Bitsize), cOOTBETCTBEHHO, MaKCUMaJlbHbIN
yron wbo__ paBeH yrniy, npu KOTOPOM Ha-
4MHaeT obpa3oBbiBaTbCs kaBepHa (120°).
B ¢dopmynbHOM Buae maHHOe ycnoBue
MOXHO 3anucaThb Cl1eAyHLWMM 06pasom:

B vHTepBane BbiBaNoB:

Caliper, .
AP o, bit,, ,To wbo__ =120°.

(a/b),,
Tenepb NpoaHanu3npyeM pacyeTHbIU
yron BbiBana, UCMONb3ys MapameTpbl Of-
HOMEPHOW reoMexaHW4yecKorM Moaenu
(puc. 14). Ha rpaduke puc. 14 npeactas-
NeHbl 3Ha4yeHUs 3hEKTUBHBIX HampsiKe-
HWM Ha CTEHKE CKBaXXMHbl, PaCCHUTaHHbIE
no ypaeHeHusM Kupuwa. Takxe paccum-
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Yron oTHOCUTENbHO HUXHEW CTEHKN CKBaXUHbI (MPOTUB YaCcOBOWN CTPENKK), rpag

Puc. 14. Pacripesenenve HanpskeHWi Ha CTeHKe ckBaxxuHbl X4 ang rayburbl TVD = 1548,4 m: C; — npou-
HOCTb Ha OAHOOCHOE CXKaTHe; kK — KO3POUUMEHT TPEXOCHOrO OKaTUs; G, — 3DDEKTUBHOE HaNpsXKeHNe BAOMb
OCM CKBAXMHbI; G, — TaHreHcanbHoe 3bdeKTUBHOe HaNpshkeHue; G, — paauanbHoe 3bGeKTMBHOe HanpshreHue
Fig. 14. Stress pattern on X4 borehole wall at depth TVD = 1548.4 m: C,— uniaxial compression strength;
k — triaxial compression coefficient; ,— effective stress along the borehole axis; 6, — tangential effective stress;

c,—radial effective stress
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TaHbl JIMHUWU pa3pyLUEHNUs CTEHKU CKBa-
KMHbI o kpuTepuio KynoHa (C; + kG ).
CoO0TBETCTBEHHO MpW TEKYLLMX MapaMeT-
pax reoMexaHU4eCKoM MOAENIM PaC4eTHbIN
YroNl pa3spyLUeHUst CTEHKWU CKBaXKWMHbI pa-
BEH HY/O (CTeHKa He pa3pyLuaetcs). OpHa-
KO, KaK OblI0 MOKa3aHo BbiLle, Yron pas-
PYLIEHUSI JOMKEH OblTb Kak MUHUMYM
25,27°, coOTBETCTBEHHO, TEKYLLAS FeoMe-
XaHW4Yeckas MoLenb He afeKBaTHa, T.e.
NMBO 3aHUXKEHO COOTHOLLEHWE TOPU3OH-
Ta/IbHbIX HarpshKeHWi (SHmaX/Shmin), nmbo
3aBblLLEHa NPOYHOCTb FOPHOW NMOPOAbl Ha
ogHoocHoe oxatue (C ). Ecam gonyctuts,
4TO COOTHOWeHWe S, /S onpejene-
HO BEPHO, TOr4a BO3MOXHbIW AMana3oH
C, = 6,7—16,6 MIa. AHanoruyHbli aHa-
NIN3 MPOBOAUTCS A/s BCEX UHTEpBasioB
CKBaXXWH C MMEMLLUMMUCS OaHHbIMK Ka-
BEPHOMETPUU, YTO MO3BONSIET YTOUHUTH
BO3MOXHbIM AMaNa3oH NPOYHOCTU FOPHbIX
MopoA, Ha OLHOOCHOE CXKaTue BO BCEM WH-
TepBasie C JaHHbIMU KaBEPHOMETPUU.

3aknoueHune
B nmaHHoM paboTe nokasaHbl ABa Me-
TOAAa FeOMEeTPMYECKOM anmnpoKCcMMaLuu

CIIMCOK JINTEPATYPbI

BbIBAJIOB: TPEYro/ibHas U 3/IMNTUYECKaS.
[ns KOPpPeKTHOro MCMoNb30BaHUS MOKa-
3aHHbIX MOAXOA0B PEKOMEHIYETCS COmMo-
CTaBUTb (PaKTUYECKM U3MEPEHHYO (hOpMY
BbIBAJIOB MO AaHHbIM aKyCTUYECKMX CKa-
HepoB C annpoKCMMMUPYEMOWN FreOMeTpHEN.
Mpn oTCYTCTBMM AaHHBIX O aKTUYECKOM
thopme BbIBaNOB MpeasaraeTcs UCMob30-
BaTb CPeAHME 3HAYEHUSI FEOMETPUYECKUX
napamMeTpoB: AJii TPeYrosbHOW anmnpok-
cumauum — yron v = 80° nnm B = 90°;
IS SNNUNTUYECKOW annpoKCMMaumm —
cooTHoweHune ocen a/b = 2,1. B cnyuae
MCNO/b30BaHUSI CPEAHUX 3HAYEHUIN PEKO-
MEHAYETCS TakXXe OLEeHMBaTb Heonpene-
NEHHOCTb MO MakKCUManbHOMY U MUHU-
MasibHOMY MapaMeTpy anmnpoKCUMaL UK.

Bknap aBTOpOB

KoHowoHkuH [.B. — reHepauus naeu
MCCNenoBaHWsl, MOCTaHOBKA 3a4ayu MC-
CNefoBaHuWs, CUCTEMATU3ALLMS MaTepmana,
noNyYeHve AaHHbIX ANS aHanu3a, aHanus
pe3y/nbTaTOB UCCNEeN0BaHUS M MOLrOTOBKA
DaHHbIX, HaNMCaHWe TeKCTa CTaTby.

PykasuwHmkos B.C. — nposepka mMaTe-
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