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PA3PABOTKA METO/JIA ITPOTHO3A
HAIIPSIXXEHHO-TE®OPMUPOBAHHOI'O COCTOSIHUSA
ITOAITOPHBIX KOHCTPYKIIMUY ITPUITOPTAJIBHBIX
COOPVYXEHUI TOHHEJIEN ITPU OITIOJI3HEBBIX
1 CEICMUYECKHNX HAT'PY3KAX

H.A. Benskos', J.A. MotemkuH', M.B. Maran’

! CaHkT MeTep6yprcknin ropHBbINA YHUBEpPCUTET MMMepaTpuLbl Exateputbi |,
CaHkT-TeTepbypr, Poccus, e-mail: ppyagai@gmail.com

Annomauyus: llenbio paboThl sBsIETCST pa3paboTKa MeTofa MPOrHO3a HampsKeHHO-Aebop-
MMPOBAHHOTO COCTOSTHMSI TIPUITOPTATIBHOTO TIOATIOPHOTO COOPYSKEHUS C YUETOM [IJIUTEJIbHOTO
peosiornyeckoro AedopMUPOBAHMS IPYHTOBOTO MacCUBAa M IMOCAEAYIOIIEro CeicMuiecKo-
ro BosmeiicTBusi. [IpensioskeH 1 060CHOBaH MOCJI€NOBATENbHbBIN PACUETHbIN MOAXO, Mpe[-
Ha3HAUEHHBIN I MTPOBEPKYU MOAMOPHBIX KOHCTPYKIMIA Ha KOHTPOJIbHOE 3eMJIETPSICEHUE U
YUYUTBIBAIOIIUI MPEIbICTOPMIO HOPMMUPOBAHMS HAMPSKEHHO-Ie(POPMUPOBAHHOTO COCTOSTHMUS
OTIOJI3HEBOTO CKJIOHA. Peosyiormyeckie napameTpbl MOZAEIM IPYHTA, OMMCHIBAIOIIEN TPOLIeCCh
MTOJI3yUeCTH, OTpee/ieHbl METOIOM PETPOCIEKTMBHOTO aHaj13a Ha OCHOBAaHUM COIOCTaBJIe-
HUST pPAaCUETHBIX ITepeMeIlleHI C JAaHHBIMY Fe0TeXHNYEeCKOTO MOHUTOPUHTA. BBIMOIHEHO cpaB-
HEHME Pe3y/IbTaTOB MOZEJMPOBAHMS C YUETOM DPEOJIOTMU I'PYHTOB U 6e3 Hee, IMO3BOJIMBILIEE
YCTAHOBUTb BAMSIHME IJIUTETbHBIX NedopMaluii Ha KOHTaKTHble HAIpPsSDKeHUs, BHYTPEeHHME
yCuiust M XapakTep MX paclpefiesieHus] B dJIeMeHTax KOHCTPYKImK. [TpenjioskeHHbIi MeTOR
MpeyCcMaTpUBaeT MPsSMON AMHAMMUYECKII pacyeT B TIOCTAHOBKE IJIOCKON AedopMaliuu ¢ mo-
CJIeYIOIIVMM TIePEeX0OJOM K IMTPOCTPAHCTBEHHOM MOJIEY MOCPEACTBOM MMITOPTA ITOJTyY€HHBIX BO
BpeMeHMU MepeMelleHNI TOUeK KOHCTPYKIUK. B mpocTpaHCTBEHHOI TOCTAHOBKE OL@HMBAIOTCS
HaTPSOKEHNUST B apMaType U pasBUTHE 30H MOBpeXaeHns: 6eToHa. Takoy mogxon obecreunBaeT
COBMECTHBIN yUET OTOJ3HEBBIX, PEOJIOTMUECKUX U CEMCMUYECKUX (GAKTOPOB U TIOBBIIIAET J0-
CTOBEPHOCTh OLIEHKM PAabOThI COOPY>KeHMs1. MeTom MOKeT MPUMEHSIThCSI MPY MPOEKTUPOBa-
HUU U TIPOBEPKe MPUTIOPTATbHBIX TIOATIOPHBIX KOHCTPYKIIMIA, PACTIONOXKEHHBIX B OTIOJI3HEBbIX
CKJIOHAX CeMICMUYECKY aKTUBHbBIX PaliOHOB, P YCIOBUM KaJIMOPOBKM MTapaMeTpOB IPYHTA 110
JAaHHBIM KOHKPETHOTO OOBbEKTA.

Kntouessle cnosa: reomexaHnka, MporHo3npoBaHye HANpPsKeHHO-Ie()OopMUPOBAHHOTO COCTO-
SIHUSI, TIPUIIOPTAJIbHbIE COOPYSKEHWS, TPAHCIOPTHbIE TOHHEM, UMC/IEHHOEe MOIeaupoBaHiue,
celicMUYecKue BO3MEiCTBNs, OTIOJI3HEBbIE BO3/IEIICTBYSI, MOAMOPHbIE KOHCTPYKITUM.
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at tunnel portals under landslide forces and seismic loads

N.A. Belyakov', D.A. Potemkin', P.V. Piagai'

" Empress Catherine Il Saint-Petersburg Mining University,
Saint-Petersburg, Russia, e-mail: ppyagai@gmail.com

Abstract: The aim of the study is to develop a method for the stress-strain prediction in retain-
ing structures of tunnel portals with regard to long-term rheological deformation and subse-
quent seismic loading of rock mass. A sequential calculation approach is proposed and sub-
stantiated, meant for testing retaining structures under the influence of a control earthquake
and taking into account pre-history of the stress—strain behavior of a landslide slope. The
rheological parameters of a soil creep model are determined from the retrospective analysis
and comparison of the estimated displacements with the data of geotechnical monitoring. The
comparison of the modeling results obtained with and without regard to soil rheology made it
possible to determine the influence of the long-term deformation on the contact stress, internal
forces and their distribution in constructional units. The proposed method provides the direct
dynamic calculation in the plane deformation formulation with the later transition to a spatial
model with the import of the obtained time-dependent displacements of points of a structure.
The stresses in reinforcement and the development of damage zones in concrete are estimated
in the spatial formulation. Such approach ensures an integrated analysis of landslide forces,
rheological factors and seismic loads, and improves confidence in estimate of behavior of a
structure. The method is applicable in design and verification of retaining structures at tunnel
portals in landslide slopes in seismically active regions subject to calibration of soil parameters
by the data of a certain object.

Key words: geomechanics, stress-strain prediction, portal structures, transportation tunnels,
numerical modeling, seismic loads, landslide forces, retaining structures.
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BeeneHne

MpunopTanbHble NOANOPHbIE KOHCTPYK-
LMW pacnonaratoTcs BO Bpe3ke, rae B3au-
MOAENCTBYOT C OTKOCAMU, FTMAPOreonoru-
YECKUMU U reofnMHaMUYECKUMU YCIIOBUSIMM
mecTHocTM [1]. Takum obpasom, 370 30Ha
MOBbILLEHHOrO e0TEXHUYECKOro PUCKa,
BO3HMKaIOLLLero BBUAY HeomnpeaeneHHoCTH
B3aMMOLENCTBUS KOHTAKTa «OTKPbITas Mo-
BEPXHOCTb — TOPHbIK Maccu» [2].

HecmoTpa Ha To, 4TO pencTBytoLime
OTeYeCTBEHHble CTPOWTENbHble MpaBua
(Cn 381.1325800, CIN 122.13330, CI
14.13330) oxBaTbIBalOT NPOEKTUPOBaHUE

NOAMOPHbIX CTEH, 06AE/IOK TOHHENEN U yUeT
CEMCMMUYECKMX HarpysoK, eiuMHOro AoKy-
MEeHTa, PEerNaMeHTMPYHOLLEro NMpoeKTUpo-
BaHWE MMEHHO MOPTasIbHbIX COOPYXKEHUM,
He cywecTyeT [3]. B pesynbtaTe npoek-
TUPOBLUMKM BbIHY>XAEHbI UCMONb30BaTb
NoaxoM, 3aK/IYatoLLMIACA B 06beaMHEHUN
MOJIOXKEHWUIA U3 HECKOJIbKMX HOPMATUBHbIX
JOKYMEHTOB, YTO YacCTO MPUBOAMUT K He-
060CHOBaHHbIM pacyeTHbIM MapaMeTpam
[4], HepoyueTy cneundukn B3aMMoaencCT-
BUSI KOHCTPYKLMIA C MaCCMBOM B CZIOXKHbIX
reosIorMyeckmx ycroBusX, HEONTUMab-
HOMY MoLGOpY MaTepuanoB U CEYEHUN.
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Tema obocHoBaHMSA cbopa AaHHbIX O
CEeMCMMYECKUX Harpy3Kax Ha MoA3EMHbIe
COOPY>KEHMSI OTPaXKEHA B Hay4HbIX CTaTbsIX
OTEYECTBEHHbIX UCCNenoBaTenen. ABTopsl
[5] npuBenn conocTaBneHve aHanUTU4ye-
ckoro [6] n uncneHHoro pewuenunii [7, 8].
UccneposaTtenn fenatoT akUEHT Ha Bax-
HOCTWM M MpPEUMYLLECTBAaX NMPUMEHEHWS
YMCNIEHHOrO MOAENMPOBaHMS MPU aHau3e
Hanpsi>keHHO-AeOpPMUPOBAHHOIO COCTOS-
HWS MOA3EMHbIX KOHCTPYKLMIW NpU Cenc-
MUYECKMX BO3LENCTBUSIX.

B nybnukaumsix Takxe caeniaH akueHT
Ha YMCNEHHOM MOLENUPOBaHMM MO YacTu
000CHOBaHMS CEMCMUYECKUX HArpy30K Ha
noa3seMHble coopyxeHusi [9]. B uccneno-
BaHuax [10, 11] yka3biBaeTcs BaXKHOCTb
KOPPEKTHOro y4eTa CTaTU4YeCKOM COCTaB-
NAIOLLEN NpU pacyeTe Ha CeMCMUYecKue
BO3JENCTBUS.

BnuvsiHve Hanuuma ononsHeBbIX Npo-
LleccoB Ha (hOpMMPOBaHME HanpsXKeHHO-Ae-
tdopmuposaHHoro coctosHus (HOC) noa-
MOPHbIX KOHCTPYKLMI MNPWU CEMCMUYECKUX
BO3AENCTBUAX HUrAe He oTpaxeHo [12,
13]. MpunopTanbHble 30HbI 3a4acTyto pac-
MonaratoTCs B 30HaX CWUIbHOTPELLMHOBA-
TbIX MOPOL MW HECBSA3HbIX rpyHTOB [14,
15], xapakTepu3yloLMXCS HalM4nMeM Ha-
MOPHbIX BOA U aKTUBHbIM penbedom [16,
17]. Takve ycnous npuBogaT K obpaso-
BaHMIO OMOMI3HEBbIX MPOLECCOB, HaNNYu-
€M KOTOpbIX Henb3s npeHebpeyb Npu yye-
Te HOC po peanusaumm ceMcMMYECKoro
BO3JENCTBUS.

Taknum 0b6pazoM, akTyalbHOCTb TEMbI
onpenenseTcs He TOMbKO BbICOKOW CTene-
HbHO PUCKa NPU CTPOUTENBCTBE U 3KCMya-
TaLMM NOPTaOB B C/IOXKHbIX YCOBUSIX, HO
N OTCYTCTBMEM YHUDULMPOBAHHbIX METO-
OMK MO PacyeTy AaHHbIX COOPYXKEHUMN.

Llenb paboTbl: NOBbILLEHME FrEOMEXaHU-
Yyeckov 6e30MacHOCTM NopTaibHbIX COO-
PY>XEHWUI 33 CYET MOBbILLEHWS AOCTOBEp-
HOCTM MPOrHO3a Harpy30K M BO3LEUCTBUS,
a TaKXXe pacyeTa UX HamnpskeHHo-aedop-
MMPOBAHHOIO COCTOSIHMSI.
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MeTtoaunka u meTtoabl

B ocHoBe pa3spaboTku mMeTopa npor-
Ho3a HAC noanopHbiX npunopTanbHbIX
KOHCTPYKLUIA NIEXXUT MOAXOL K pacyeTy,
BKJ/IHOYAKOLLMI B Cebsi HECKOMIbKO 3Tarnos
MOZLENNPOBaHUS:

e nozbop napameTpoB Mogenu pecop-
MMPOBaHWS FPYHTa, YYMTbIBaOLLEN Peosio-
rMYecKue CBOWCTBA, METOLOM PETPOCHeK-
TuBHoro [18, 19] aHanu3a HakonneHHbIX
nepeMeLLeHWI B OMOM3HEBOW 30HE;

* pacyeT Ha 3eMJIETPSICEHME B NPSIMON
OMHAMUYECKOW MOCTaHOBKE C YYETOM Ha-
KonuBLUMXCS aedopMaLluii Non3yyecTu B
3a4a4e nnockon aedopmavimuy;

* MMMOPT HAaKOMMBLUUXCS MepeMeLLie-
HUA BO BPEMEHU B MPOCTPAHCTBEHHYO
334a4y C UCMoNb30BaHWEM YMpYronaacTyu-
YeCKMUX MOAENen NoBeAEHUS! KOHCTPYKLM-
OHHbIX MaTepu1asnos.

Banupauusa mopenm

[ns pocToBepHOro MOLENUPOBAHUS
OMON3HEBbIX MNPOLIECCOB HEOOXOAMMO BOC-
MOMb30BaTbCs MOAENbIO MOBEAEHMS FPYHTa,
YUMTbHIBAOLLEN PEONIOrMYECKOe MOBEAEHME
MaccuBa. TakoBOM SBISAETCA MoJeNb Mno-
BeseHns HoptoHa N2PC-MCT [20], pea-
NN30BaHHas B MPOrpaMMHOM KOMIeKce
Plaxis [21].

Mogens N2PC-MCT obbeguHsieT uc-
xopHyto mogenb N2PC c kputeprem Kyno-
Ha—Mopa 1 kpuTepuem pazpyLueHus npu
pacTsbkeHumn [22, 23]. B vacTHOCTM, pas-
noxxeHvie fedbopMaumn B ypaBHEHUM pac-
LUMPEHO CeayHoLLIMM 06pasoM:

e=¢c°+¢ +&“ +¢° (1)

roe €8 — cocTaenstollas ynpyrmux gedop-
Mauui; €7 — COCTaBNSALLEAn TEPMUYECKMX
nedopMaumin; e — COCTaBNsAOLLAs BA3KO-
yrnpyrux necdbopmaumi nonsyyectu; &b —
COCTaBNSOLLIASA MAACTUYECKMX aedopMaLyi.

B paMkax peluaeMow 3aa4m COCTaBNS-
toLlen TepMmuyeckmx aedopmaumnii bbiio
npeHebpexkeHo [24]. Taknum obpasom, hop-
myna (1) npuHuMaeT Bug,



e=¢e"+e" +¢". (2)

Ynpyrue pedopmaumm peanusyroTtcs
no 3akoHy [yka. MNnacTuyeckas coctasns-
towwas opmupyetcsa no kputeputo Kyno-
Ha—Mopa.

3akoH nonsyyectn HoptoHa dopmynu-
pyeTcs cnefyowmM obpazom:

écr — AqN 3_5’ (3)

2q

roe s — [LeBMaTop HampsXKeHWW; ¢ — UH-
TEHCMBHOCTb HamnpsbkeHu no Musecy;
Aun N — 3HepreTuyeckme napameTpbl Mo-
nenv, kannbpyembie NyTEM MOCTPOEHUS
rpadvka 3aBUCMMOCTU LEBUATOPHOIO Har-
PSYKEHUS OT CKOPOCTU AecdopMaLLMii Mon3y-
yecTu B norapudmmnyeckom macutabe [25].

Takum obpazom, KanMbpoBoOUHas Mo-
Lenb cobpaHa B MporpaMMHOM KOMIEKCe
Plaxis 2D [26]. Mogenb oTpaxaeT peasb-
HOEe NMPOEeKTUPYEMOE COOPY>KEHUE, Haxoas-
weecs B ropoge Couu (9 6annos no wkane
cencMmuyeckon HTeHcmBHocTn MSK-64).

OTkoC, CKJTIOHHbIN K OMOMI3HEBLIM MpO-
LleccaMm, CnaratoT YeTBepTUUHbIE OT/IOXE-
Hus [27, 28] (CyrnuHKKM TyronnacTuyHble
M NonyTeepable C BKIKOUYEHMEM 06/10MKOB
KOpeHHbIX Nopoa, (MecyaHuka), B TOM Ync-
Ne KpynHoob10MouHbIX, fo 20%).

PeTpocnekTuBHbIM aHanM3 B LaHHOW
33/a4e COCTOWUT B CleayloLleM: 3Hepre-
Tudeckue napametpbl A 1 A, noagbupa-

TlopTanbHOE COOpYKEHIIe

tOTCS TakMM 0bBpa3oM, 4Tobbl obecrneunTb
rogoBble (Mo AaHHbIM CMYTHUMKOBOMO MO-
HUTOPWUHIa) rOPU3OHTasNbHbIE CMELLEHUS,
paBHble 25 MM [29]. MNopobpaHHble napa-
MEeTpbl MaTepuana BBOOATCS B OCHOBHYHO
pacyeTHyto Mogenb. B pesynbraTe pacyeta
MOXXHO BbIBECTM HaMps>KeHUs1 Ha KOHTaKTe
FPYHTa U COOPYXKEHUS B UHTEPDENCHOM
3/1EMEHTE, YTO U ByAeT SBNSTLCS OMON3He-
BbIM AaeneHuem [30]. Takxe nporpamm-
HbI koMmnnekc Plaxis no3sonsieT BbiBECTH
ycunus (M3rubHble MOMEHTbI U Mepepesbl-
BatoLLMe CUJbl) HEMOCPEACTBEHHO B 3ne-
MEeHTe NoAMNopHOro coopyxerus [31, 32].

Tabnuua 1

XapakTepucTuKN MaTepuanos
(cocTaBneHo aBTOpamu)
Material Properties (compiled by the authors)

30Ha KalHOpyeMbIX y37I0B

nra-1 | Ura-2 nra-3

Y et kH/™M? 19,8 23 24,5
Y, KH/M® 20,1 23 24,5
u 0,2 0,35 0,19
E,MMNa 16 520 971
G, MMa 6,68 192,6 408
¢, klMa 17 250 300
@, rpasa 9 29 36
N, 31

A, l/cyt 0,22-10°

N, - 1
A, 1/cyt 0,014 - 1073

Puc. 1. PacyeTHas cxema Oro/I3HEBOIro CK/I0Ha (COCTaBaeHO aBTopamm)
Fig. 1. Calculation model of the landslide slope (prepared by the authors)
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Puc. 2. Mpayk 3aBUCUMOCTU rOPU3OHTANbHbIX MEPEMELLEHMI OT BPEMEHM (COCTaBIEHO aBTOpamm)
Fig. 2. Graph showing the relationship between horizontal displacements and time (compiled by the authors)

Mop6op napameTpos mogenu N2PC

KoHeuHo-3neMeHTHas Mogenb ans Ka-
NMBPOBKKU BMeCTe C 0TOBPaXKEHWEM 30Hbl
MHTepeca npeacTasneHa Ha puc. 1. Xapak-
TEPUCTUKU TPYHTa (B3ATblE U3 UHXKEHep-
HO-TeoNIornyYecKoro oTyeTa) cM. B Tabn. 1.
Ha puc. 2 nokazaHbl 3aBUCMMOCTU ropu-
30HTasIbHbIX MEPEMELLEHUI OT NnapaMeTpa
BPEMEHU B NATW Y31ax W3 30Hbl MHTEpECa.

MakcvmanbHoe 3HauYeHue ropu3oHTasb-
HbIX nepemeLleHn — 24,16 mm (puc. 3).

Tabnuua 2

CnepoBaTenbHo, NoA0bpaHHble 3HAYEHWS
napameTpoB Mogenv HopToHa nossonstoT
nony4nTb HeobxoanMmble cMeLleHus [33].

C6op Harpysok

OT OMoJI3HEeBOro AaB/IeHUSA

M CEMCMUYECKOro BO3AEeUCTBUSA

MonnopHble KOHCTPYKLMM NOPTaNbHOrO
COOPY>KEHUS COCTOST M3 BypoKacaTenbHbIX
cean. B 3apaue nnockon pedopmaumu Le-
necoobpasHo MOAMOPHYH KOHCTPYKLMIO

XapakTepucTuKmu cBam (coctaB/ieHO aBTopaMm)

Pile Characteristics (compiled by the authors)

E,MNa I, m*

A, m? %

w, KH/M/m

32,5 0,049087

1,813664

0,2 25

Total displacements u, (scaled up 500 times) (Time 365.0 day)
X Maximum value = 0.265110 -3 m (Element 237 at Node 3923) Minimum value = -0.02416 m (Element 1299 at Node 1378)

[*103m)

Puc. 3. U3onons ropusoHTanbHbIX nepemeLueHmii Ha 365-1 neHb (coctaBneHo asTopamm)
Fig. 3. Isopoles of horizontal displacements on day 365 (compiled by the authors)
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VCcKOpeHHe YacTHll TpyHTa, M/c?

Bpewms, ¢

Puc. 4. Akceneporpammbi (cocTaBaeHO aBTOpamMm)
Fig. 4. Accelerograms (compiled by the authors)

CMOJEenvpoBaTh NOCPEACTBOM 3/IEMEHTA
Plate.

XapakTepucTMKK CBau MpeacTaBleHbI
B Tabn. 2.

[ns Hanbonee fOCTOBEPHOro Momenu-
pOBaHWs OMON3HEBOrO AABNEHUS ClenyeT
peLmnTb 3a4a4vy B NPsSIMOV AMHAMUYECKOM
noctaHoske [34]. MogpenbHble (cuMHTETH-
Yyeckue) akceneporpamMmbl MpeacTaBleHbI
Ha puc. 4.

B mMopenun ans anpobauun 6binn BBeE-
LeHbl CiefytoLme 3Tanbl CTPOUTENbCTBA:

1. ®aza ana pacyeTta UCXOLHOro Hanps-
»KEHHO-AeOPMUPOBAHHOIO COCTOSIHUS, pac-
cumuTbiBaeMasi no npoueaype Gravity Load.

2. OBHyneHWe fOCTUrHYTbIX NMepemeLLie-
HuK. BkntoueHue nonsyuectw. Mpononmku-
TENbHOCTb pacyeTHOro nepuoda — 365 cyT.

3. O6bHyneHve pedopmaumn. YctaHos-
Ka «CTeHbl B rpyHTe» (nanee — CBT).

4. DTan 3KCKaBaLMK rpyHTa.

5. OBHyneHMe QOCTUIHYTbLIX nepemMe-
weHun. Bknroyenne nonsyuvectu. Bpems
pacyeTa — 365 cyT.

6. Peannsauma cencmMmnyeckoro Bo3aen-
CTBMS| B NPSAMOM AMHAMUYECKOM MOCTaHOB-
Ke OT aKCeNieporpaMMbl pacyeTHOro Ceunc-
MMYECKOro cobbITus.

Ha ctagmax 1—5 ncnonb3oBanuch ro-
PU30HTasNbHble 3aKpeneHus No BOKOBbIM
rpaHULLAMMOAENN,a BHU3Y MOLESIN O paHU-
YEHUs MepeMeLLeHUN HakNagbliBaiuCh Mo
BEPTMKa/IbHbIM U FOPU30HTasIbHbIM Nepeme-
LeHMsaM. Ha cTagmm npunoxxeHus ceuc-

VckopeHue vacTuIl rpyHTa, M/c?

Bpewms, ¢

MWYECKOro BO3LENCTBUS BOKOBbLIM rpa-
HWLAM MPUCBOEHbI TPAHUYHbIE YCI0BUS
cBobonHoro nona Free Field, a HukHen
rpaHULEe — rpaHUYHOE YCIIOBWE NoAaT/Iu-
Boro ocHoeaHus Compliant Base.

MoBepoyHbIN pacyeT B NpSMON AuHa-
MWYECKOM MOCTaHOBKE C MPUMEHEHUEM
HeNMHEeNHbIX MOAeNer MaTepuanoB KOH-
CTPYKLUMIA

lMopTanbl TOHHeNeNn — 3TO COOpYXKe-
HUS, B OCHOBHOW CBOEW Macce MpuHag-
nexalumne knaccy coopyxenun KC-3 [35,
36] (NOBbILLEHHOrO YPOBHSI OTBETCTBEH-
HOCTM). YTOObI YOOCTOBEPUTLCS B HafexX-
HOCTW CMPOEKTUPOBAHHOW KOHCTPYKLIUU U
B BEPHOM MOAXOLE K MPOEKTUPOBAHMUIO
MopTanoB B MPUHLMMNE, HEOBXOAMMO Bbl-
MOMHUTb YUC/IEHHbIW pacyeT B NpsSMOU
AMHAMUYECKOW MOCTaHOBKE C YYETOM MO-
Leneii MaTepuanoB, YUUTbIBALOLLMX UX He-
JINHEMHOE MoBeJeHMeE.

OnucaHue pacueTHoOM Mopenu

XeneszobeToHHas cBas gauHoW 28 M
3arnybneHa B apruaiMTonofobHble rau-
Hbl Ha rnybuHy 14 m. dunametp cBam —
1500 mMm. ApMupoBaHME KOHCTPYKLMK
coctouT m3 12 cTepxHen auameTpom
32 mM. Bo n3bexkaHve npobnem ¢ hopmu-
pOBaHUEM KOHTAKTOB B3aMMOLEWCTBUS,
a Takxxe npobnem ¢ GopMUPOBaHUEM CETKU
KOHEYHbIX 3/IEMEHTOB CETKM ObINO MPUHS-
TO peLleHue CupaneBugHoe nonepeyHoe
apMUpoBaHMe anmnpoKCMMMPOBaTb XOMY-
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Puc. 5. Mpachmk 3aBucuMoCTH nepemMeLLeHMi TOYKMU MOAMOPHOM CTEHbI OT BpeMeHU (COCTaB/IeHO aBTopami)
Fig. 5. Graph showing the relationship between the displacements of a point on the retaining wall and time

(compiled by the authors)

Tamu warom 150 mm. Knacc Bcen apmaty-
pol — A500C.

Boznencteure 3agaHo nyTeM umnopTa
FOpPW30HTA/IbHbIX W BEPTUKAbHbIX Mepe-
MELLEHWUI, MONYUYEHHBbIX B MPOrpaMMHOM
komnnekce Plaxis 2D (13 pe3ynsTaToB pac-
yeTa B MPSIMON AMHAMUYECKOM NOCTaHOB-
ke). M3 Plaxis 2D 6binv BbiBeaeHbI rpacu-
KU 3aBUCMMOCTU NepemMeLLEeHNI (rOpU30H-
TasSlbHbIX U BEPTUKAJIbHbIX) OT BPEMEHMU.
Cericmorpammsl (rpadmku 3aBUCUMOCTU
repeMeLLeH1In OT BpEMEHU) B OOHOM Xa-
paKTEpPHOW TOYKE Ha CBae MpeACTaBeHbI
Ha puc. 5.

Sheet1

Mo maTpuLe, roe cTpoka ecTb KOopau-
HaTa BbICOTbI CBaW, a CToNbeL, — BpeMmsi B
CeKyHZax, bblaa cocTaBeHa NoBEPXHOCTb
byHKUMM cMelLeHust (puc. 6). U3 aTon no-
BepXHOCTM Ha kaxgown 0,5 ¢ ¢ nomMoulsto
CKPUMTa Ha s13blKe NporpaMMmpoBaHms Py-
thon 66111 BbIBEAEHbI YpaBHEHUS nepeme-
LLEHNs CBau, anmnpoKCMMUPOBaHHbIE MO-
JIMHOMOM 6-14 CTEMNeHMU.

[ns obHapy>keHWs 30H MIACTUYECKUX
nedopmauunn B betoHe cean Mapku B40
6bl1a BbIOpaHa MOAEeNb paspyLUatoLLerocs
6etoHa Concrete Damaged Plasticity (pa-
nee — CDP). B CIN 63.13330.2018 onu-

3aBUCUMOCTb FOPU3OHTANBHOTO CMELeHUA CBaun

OT rNyBUHBI ANA MOMEHTOB BPEMEHY, KPaTHbIX 0.5 ¢ MoMeHT

01331
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Puc. 6. [NoBepXHOCTb rOpU30HTANbHOIO MEPeMELLEHUS KOHCTPYKLMM B KOOPAMHATAX BPEMEHU U BEPTUKAIlb-
HOV KOOpAMHATbI (CieBa) v MOIMHOMMAbHbIN 3aKOH NepeMeLLeHns cBau, BbiBeseHHble kaxabie 0,5 ¢ (crpa-

Ba) (cocTaBneHo aBTopamu)

Fig. 6. The surface of the structure’s horizontal displacement in time and vertical coordinates (left) and the poly-
nomial displacement law of the pile, plotted every 0.5 seconds (right) (compiled by the authors)
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Puc. 7. Ounarpamma segopmupoBarms betoHa (CI63.13330.2018 « CHul1 52-01-2003 beToHHble n xene3o-
6eTOHHbIE KOHCTPYKLMU. OCHOBHBIE MOIOXKEHUS»)

Fig. 7. Concrete strain-stress diagram

z
A

Puc. 8. ObLumii BUA pacyeTHOM MOAENN U CETKa KOHEYHbIX 3/1EMEHTOB (COCTaB/IeHO aBTopamu)
Fig. 8. General view of the computational model and the finite element mesh (compiled by the authors)

[*10-3 m/s3]
26.00

24.00
22.00

20.00

" Accelerations |a (scaled up 500 times)
Maximum value = 0.02591 m/s2 (Element 3725 at Node 8951)

Puc. 9. Mzonong yckopeHuii B MaccuBe B MOMEHT BpeMeHu t = 4,15 ¢ (cocTaBneHo aBTopamm)
Fig. 9. Acceleration isopoles in the array at time t = 4.15 s (compiled by the authors)



a)

Total normal stresses o, (scaled up 0.0100 times)
Maximum value = 0.000 kN/m? (Element 8 at Node 2352)
Minimum value = -1584 kN/m? (Element 83 at Node 2584)

0)

Total normal stresses o, (scaled up 5.00%10 -3 times) (Time 730.0 day)

Maximum value = 0.000 kN/m? (Element 8 at Node 2352)
Minimum value = -1692 ki\/m? (Element 83 at Node 2584)

Puc. 10. HanpskeHus Ha koHTakTe mexay CBI™ u rpyHTom 6e3 yyerta (a) u ¢ yuetom (6) nonsyyectu. Han-
pskeHue yBennumnock ¢ 1584 kla po 1692 k[a (coctasneHo aBTopamm)

Fig. 10. Stresses at the interface between the diaphragm wall geosynthetic and the soil, without (a) and with (b)
consideration of creep. The stress increased from 1,584 kPa to 1,692 kPa (compiled by the authors)

caHa Mofenb AuarpamMmbl fedopMupoBa-
Hus BeToHa (puc. 7), U3 aHanu3sa KOTopou
Ob1IM ONpeAeneHbl pacyeTHbIe MapamMeTpsbl
mogenn CDP. Takum obpasoM, Monenb
YUUTBIBAET KPUBbLIE YNPOUYHEHUS W pasym-
POYHEHMS KaK MpW CXKaTuu, Tak 1 Npu pac-
TsXKeHUW. Takyke B MOZENM 33[at0TCs KO3-
du1uMeHTbl 06pa3oBaHMS TPELLMH B 3aBU-
CMMOCTM OT NNIacTUYeCcKux aecdopmaLuil.

a)

Bending moments M (scaled up 5.00%10 -3 times)
Maximum value = 2583 kN m/m (Element 15 at Node 2586)
Minimum value = -81.34 kN m/m (Element 21 at Node 2999)

Apmatypa 3afaHa ABYX/IMHEMHOW Mo-
Lenbio 1ehopMUPOBaHUS C NPeSEeNioM TeKy-
YeCTu, COOTBETCTBYHOLLEMY Mpeaeny Teky-
yecTu cTanm apmatypbl Mapku A500.

O6wumin BUO, pacyYeTHOM CXEMbI U CeT-
Ka KOHEYHbIX 3/1IeMEHTOB MpPeACTaB/EeHbI
Ha puc. 8 u 9. B Abaqus nepemelueHus
ObIIM NPUNOXKEHbBI MOCPESCTBOM 3a4aHus
FPaHUYHBIX YCNOBUIM NEPEMELLEHUN C Mo-

0)

Bending moments M (scaled up 5.00%10 -2 times) (Time 730.0 day)

Maximum value = 3121 kN m/m (Element 16 at Node 2586)
Minimum value = -88.40 kN m/m (Element 21 at Node 2939)

Puc. 11. U3rubHeie momeHTbl CBI™ 6e3 yueta (a) u ¢ yyetom (6) nonzydectn. MakcumanbHoe 3HadeHue m3-
rMbHOro MoMeHTa rpu y4eTe nonzy4ectn — nopsaka 3121 kH/m/m, B To Bpems Kak npu He yqeTe ronzyye-
cTv nosbiwwaetcs Ao 2593 kH/m/m (cocTaBneHo aBTopamm)

Fig. 11. Bending moments of the diaphragm wall without (a) and with (b) accounting for creep. The maximum
bending moment when creep is taken into account is approximately 3,121 kN/m/m, whereas when creep is not
taken into account, it increases to 2,593 kN/m/m (compiled by the authors)
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mowtbto Subroutine DISP (kaxabie 0,5 ¢
nepeMeLLeHnsi CUCTEMbI OMMCbIBANINC CO-
OTBETCTBYHOLLMM MOJMHOMOM).

O6cyxpeHue pesynbTaToB
Pe3ynbTaToM 9BNSIOTCS BbiBELEHHbIE
M30MoNsi PacnpoCTPaHeHUs BOJIH yCKOpe-
HWSI B MAaCCMBE; KOHTAKTHbIE HanpsiKeHUs
MeXxay cTeHow B rpyHTe (panee — CBIM) u
FPYHTOM; @ TaKXe YCUUS B KOHCTPYKLIMK.
Ha puc. 9 npencrtaBneHbl usonons yc-
KopeHui B Maccuee. KoHueHTpaums ycko-
PEHWI pacnonaraeTcs B ONOMA3HEBOM TeNE.
Ha sTane po mpunoxeHus ceMcMmyecko-
ro BO3LEMCTBUS OblNW BbIBELEHbI 3MHOPbI
OMOJI3HEBOO JAB/EHUS C YYETOM MOM3YyYe-
CTM MaccuBa v be3 (HopMasibHasi COCTaBns-
tOLLAst HaMpPSXKEHUM Ha KOHTAKTE MPYHT —
MOANOPHas KOHCTPyKUms). Pesynstatsl (CM.
puc. 10 n 11) cBuaeTenbCTBYOT O TOM, YTO
npu y4yeTe Peonornyv MacCuBa 3HaYeHus
HanpshkeHW Bo3pacTatoT Ha 6,82%. Us-
rMBHble MOMeHTbI Bo3pacTatoT Ha 20,97%.
Takum 0bpa3om, HeyyeT peonorum mMac-
CUBa MOXET MPUBECTU K 3aHWXKEHUIO 3Ha-
YeHUM PaKTUUECKUX HaMPSKEHWUI Ha KOH-
TaKTe rPpyHT — MOAMOPHas KOHCTPYKLMSI.

PesynbTaTbl gMHaMuueckoro

pacyeTa C NpMMeHeHUeM

ynpyronaacTu4eckux Moaenei

MaTepuanoB KOHCTPYKLMUIA

Mogens Concrete Damaged Plasticity
MO3BOJISIET BbIBECTU M30MO/si 06pa3oBaHUs
TpewwmH B 6eToHe cBan (puc. 12) c nomo-
woto napametpa DAMAGET.

0

20 5 10 15 20

-4
-6

Cixxnmaromue
Hapnsukenusi, MIla
3
)

s
)

Bpems, ¢

0)

DAMAGET

(Avg: 75%)
+2.595e-01
+2.402e-01
+2.210e-01
+2.018e-01
+1.825e-01
+1.633e-01
+1.440e-01
+1.248e-01
+1.056e-01
+8.632e-02
+6.708e-02
+4.783e-02
+2.859e-02

a)

U, Magnitude
+1.345e-02
+1.251e-02
+1.158e-02
+1.064e-02
+9.707e-03
+8.772e-03
+7.837e-03
+6.902e-03
+5.967e-03
+5.032e-03
+4.097e-03
+3.162e-03
+2.227e-03

Puc. 12. [lepopmmpoBaHHas cxeMa KOHCTPYKLMM (a)
M KapTuHa TpeLymHoobpasosaHus (6) (coctaBneHo
aBTopamm)

Fig. 12. Deformed structural diagram (a) and crack
formation pattern (b) (compiled by the authors

Mapametp DAMAGET (d) B Mogenu
CDP xapakTepusyeT cTeneHb Aerpaja-
LMK XKECTKOCTU GETOHa MpU PacTsKEHUM
BC/IeACTBME 0Opa30oBaHUs 1 pasBUTUS Tpe-

LLMH:
0<d <1. (4)

Ha puc. 13 npencrasneHb! rpadmkm 3a-
BMCMMOCTW NaBHbIX HanpsXXeHU B HeTo-
He (MMHUManNbHbIX U MaKCUMasbHbIX) OT
BpemeHn. Ha puc. 14 nokasaH rpacuk 3a-
BMCMMOCTWM MOKa3aTeNsi MOBPEXAEHHOCTH
DAMAGET ot BpemeHu. Takxe Takas no-
CTaHOBKa MO3BO/SIET BbIBECTU MiacTuye-
CKMe 30Hbl B apMaType cBau (cM. puc. 14).

Kputepvem oTkaza KoHCTpykuuu 6By-
LeT SBNATbCS MOSIBNEHWE WHTEHCUBHOMO
TpewwmHoobpa3oBaHNs B BETOHE U Hanu-

(=) —
W = W

20

Pacrarusapommne
Hapnsoxenusi, MIla
[
w o
=
W
—_
Wi

’I_l 1
DN =

Bpems, ¢

Puc. 13. I'pagpuk pa3suTus HanpskeHUii B GeToHe (COCTaBaeHo aBTopamm)
Fig. 13. Graph showing stress development in concrete (compiled by the authors)
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Puc. 14. I'paguk paszsutus napamerpa DAMAGET (cocTasneHo asTopamu)
Fig. 14. Graph showing the evolution of the DAMAGET parameter (compiled by the authors)

yme nnactuyeckux gedopmauun B apma-
Type.

MUcxons v3 pe3ynbTaToB pacyeTa B nps-
MOM LMHaMMUYeCKON NOCTaHOBKE C yYeTOM
ynpyronnacTM4yeckmx CBOMCTB Aedopmu-
poBaHusi MaTepuanos (cMm. puc. 12 —14),
MOXHO CAenaTb BbIBOL, O TOM, YTO CEMUC-
MMYecKoe BO3LENCTBUE Bbi3biBaeT 0bpa-
30BaHMeE TpeLMH B GeTOHe CBau, OAHAaKo
3HaYEeHWE HaMpsXKEHWI B apMaType He npe-
BblLLAeT npeaena Tekyyectun ctanm A500C
(puc. 15).

3akno4eHue

[MpoBeaeHHblE MCCNefOBaHMS B paM-
KaxX 3ToM paboTbl MOKas3anu, YTO AaHHbIE
COOPY>KEHMSI MOABEPXKEHbI 3HAYUTENbHbBIM
BO34EMCTBMSIM CO CTOPOHbI 3eMeTpsce-
HWA 1 OMOMI3HEBLIX MPOLLECCOB, YTO MOXKET

S, Mises

(Avg: 75%)
+7.300e+04
+6.692e+04
+6.083e+04
+5.475e+04
+4.867e+04
+4.258e+04
+3.650e+04
+3.042e+04
+2.433e+04
+1.825e+04
+1.217e+04
+6.083e+03
+0.000e+00

0,12

0,1
0,08
0,06

0,04

Hanpsiskenus B apmartype, MIla

MPUBOLWTL K PasBUTUIO MIACTUYECKUX
nedopMaLMi ¥ MOBPEXAEHUSM HeCyLLmMX
3/1EMEHTOB.

MpuMeHeHWe COBPEMEHHDBIX YMCIEHHbIX
METOLOB MOLENMPOBAaHUS B COYMETaHWUU C
MONeBbIMU HaBNHOAEHWSIMU MO3BOIUIIO Bbl-
SBUTb KPUTMYECKME 30HbI, 3aKOHOMEPHO-
CTV pa3BuTKS fedopMaLMii U NpeaesbHble
COCTOSIHUSI KOHCTPYKLMMN.

Takum obpasom, mMeTon, 06beAnHsIO-
LM MOLENMPOBAaHUE U HATypHbIE UCCe-
LOBaHuWsi, obecreyrBaeT MOBbILLIEHNE Ha-
LEXHOCTU MOPTaNbHbIX COOPYXXEHWUW U
CHWXKEHWE PUCKOB MX MOBPEXIEHUS MOA,
BO3JEeNCTBMEM HEBNArONpPUSTHLIX reoam-
HaMuyeckux GakTopos.

B pabote npesnoxeH MeTon NporHosa
Hanps>xeHHO-AedopPMUPOBAHHOIO COCTOS-
HMS NMPUNOPTasIbHON NOAMOPHON KOHCTPYK-

Bpems, ¢

Puc. 15. U3onons HanpskeHuii B apMaType v rpagyk 3aBUCUMOCTY 3Ha4YEHUS HarpsiXKeHW OT BpeMeHu (co-

CTaB/IeHO aBTOpPamMu)

Fig. 15. Stress isopoles in the reinforcement and a graph showing the relationship between stress and time (com-

piled by the authors)
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LMW, YYUTbIBAIOLWMIN NOCef0BaTeNbHOE
HakonseHve aecdopMaLuin NonsyyecTu B
OrMONI3HEBOM MacCyBe, NMocC/enytoLLee Cenc-
MWYECKOe BO3LEUCTBME C YUYETOM Heu-
HEMHOro fedopMUpPOBaHMS >Kene30beToH-
HbIX 3/IEMEHTOB.

Peonoruyeckue napameTpbl rpyHTa on-
peLensfUCb METOLOM PeTPOCTEKTUBHOMO
aHanu3a Mo AaHHbIM MoHWTOpuHra. Mopob-
paHHble NapamMeTpbl Mogenu HoptoHa obec-
MeYynn pacyeTHOE rOpU3OHTaNbHOE Nepe-
MeLLleHWe onon3HeBoro Maccmea 24,16 mm
33 365 cyT npu HabnogaeMoM 3HauYeHUU
25 MM, YTO NMOATBEPXAAET BO3MOXHOCTb
BOCMPOU3BELEHUS PEOIOrMYECKUX MpoLec-
COB B OTKOCE B YNC/IEHHOM MOAENMN.

YcTaHOBNEHO, YTO NOM3YYecTb FPYHTO-
BOr0 MacCu1Ba YBEMYMBAET MaKCUMalbHbIE
KOHTaKTHbIE HaMpPSXKEHWSI MEXAY FPYHTOM
M MOAMOpHOM KoHCTpykumen ¢ 1584 no
1692 «[la, nnn Ha 6,82 %, a Takxe npu-
BOAMT K U3MEHEHUIO W Nepepacnpeaene-
HUIO M3rMBatOLLMX MOMEHTOB MPUMEPHO
Ha 20%. CnenoBaTenbHO, UCK/OYEHME Peo-
NOFMYeCKMX MpOLLeCCOB U3 pacyeTa Mo-

CIIMCOK JIMTEPATYPbI

YKET MpMBECTU K HEAOCTOBEPHOW OLEHKE
LABNEHUS TPYHTa U BHYTPEHHUX YCUNUIA B
KOHCTPYKLMK.

[na oueHKM NOBPeXAEHHOCTU COOopy-
YKEHUS! BbIMO/IHEH MEPEXOZ, OT 334a4u Nio-
ckon fedopMaumu K NpOCTPaHCTBEHHOM
Mofenv NoCpeacTBOM NepeHoca nonyyeH-
HbIX BO BPEMEHU MEpPEMELLEHUIA KOHCTPYK-
umn. Pacuet ¢ npumeHeHuem mopgenu
noBpexaaemMoro 6eToHa nokasan obpaso-
BaHMe 30H TPeLLMHOOOpa3oBaHWs B CBae,
Mpy 3TOM Hanps>KeHWs B apMaType He A0-
cTurnv npepena Tekyyectu ctann A500C.

HayuHast HoBM3Ha paboTbl 3akntouaeTcs
B 00beaMHEHUN KannbpoBKK peonorunye-
CKOW MOAE/M OMOMI3HEBOTO MacCuBa MeTo-
[,OM PeTPOCMeKTUBHOMO aHasn3a, NpsiMoro
AMHAMMYECKOro pacyeTa v MpOCTPaHCTBEH-
HOrO aHasIM3a NOBPEXAAEMOCTU Xene30be-
TOHHOM KOHCTpyKUuK. [pakTnyeckas 3Ha-
YMMOCTb METOZA COCTOUT B MOBbILIEHUU
[OCTOBEPHOCTM MPOrHO3a HaMpsiKeHHO-ae-
(hOpMMPOBAHHOIO COCTOSIHWUS MOAMOPHbIX
KOHCTPYKLMI MPUMOPTabHbIX COOPYKe-
HWUW MPU CEMCMUYECKMX BO3LENCTBUSIX.
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