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AnHoOTanusi. Akmyansnocme. [1oATIOpPHBIE CTEHKH SIBISIIOTCS PAacIPOCTPAHEH-
HBIMHU COOPYKXCHUAMHU, BXOAAIINMU B COCTAaB r'IpOy3JI0B. m MpUCYIIU Xapak-
TEpHbIE OCOOEHHOCTH T'MAPOTEXHUYECKUX COOPY)KEHMH, TaKue KaK 3HAUUTENb-
Hble rabapuThl, HU3KUIl npoueHT apmupoBanus (1o 1,0 %), ropu3oHTaIbHbIE
MeKO0JIOUHBIE IBbI, 00YCIOBIMBAIONIME UX XapaKTep paboThl U HAIPSHKEHHO-
nedopmupoBanHoe cocTosiHue. OCHOBHBIE HAarpy3Kd Ha THUIOBBIE I'PaHM IOA-
IIOPHBIX CTEHOK — 3TO HAarpy3KHU OT AeHCTBUA IPyHTa 3achlloK. IIpu 3ToM Xapak-
Tep WX BO3JECHCTBUS MOXET OKa3aThCs pa3MuHbIM. HemosHbI ydeT KOHCTPYK-
THUBHBIX OCOOEHHOCTEW W XapakTepa NEHCTBHs HAarpy30K IPH NPOEKTUPOBAHHU
LEJIOTO Psijia TIOANOPHBIX CTEHOK, HAXOISIINXCS B CTaJHU JIIHTEIHHON dKCILTya-
Taluy, BBI3BaJ HEOOXOIMMOCTh YCHIICHUS OATIOPHBIX CTeHOK. OIMH U3 CIIoco-
00B YCHJICHUS 3aKJIOYAJICSI B YCTAHOBKE CTEPXKHEH apMaTypbl B POOypEeHHBIE
HaKJIOHHBIE OTBEPCTHS, EPECEKAIONINE CTPOUTENbHBIE IIBBl. Bo3HUKIa HEOO-
XOJUMOCTb M3Y4EHHUsl KOHCTPYKUUH MOJNOPHBIX CTEHOK IpU JEHCTBUM pas-
JIMYHBIX HArpy3o0K, B TOM YHUCJIC C YYE€TOM YCUJICHUSI HAKJIIOHHBIMU CTCPIKHSAMMU.
L]eny SKCTIEPUMEHTANBHBIX UCCIEIOBAHUM 3aKiIioyanach B M3YUYEHUH BIIMSIHUS
[IEpEMEHHOM HAarpy3Kd Ha HaNpsDKEHHO-Ie()OPMHUPOBAHHOE COCTOSIHUE YKa3aH-
HBIX KOHCTPYKIMH, B TOM YUCIIE C Y4€TOM HAKIOHHOW apMaTypbl, yCTaHOBIICH-
HOI B 30HaX IOPU3OHTAIBHBIX MEXOIOUHBIX LIBOB. IIpu perieHuu NoCTaBiICH-
HBIX 3a7la4 MPUMEHSUINCH MPOBEPEHHBIE YKCIEPUMEHTAIBHBIE Memodbl UCCiIe-
JOBaHUH JKeIe300€TOHHBIX KOHCTPYKIHH THAPOTEXHHYECKHUX COOPYKECHHHU.
Pesynomamui. TlomydeHbl ONBITHBIE TaHHBIE HCCIECIOBAHUS MOJIENEH MOAIOp-
HBIX CTECH, B TOM YHCJIE C YCHJIEHHEM HAaKJIOHHOW apMaTypoi, IpU pa3In4yHOM
pacmoJioKeHUN PaBHOAEHCTBYIONIEH HArpy3KH Ha THUIOBBIE TPAaHU MOJEIEH.
BrInonHEeHO YKCIepUMEHTalbHOE 00O0CHOBAaHHUE YCUJICHHS KeIe300€TOHHBIX
KOHCTPYKLMH MOAIIOPHBIX CTEHOK HAaKJIOHHON apMaTypoi, IepeceKarolieil ropu-
30HTAJIbHBIC CTPOUTECJIbHBIC LIBBI.

Ki1ioueBbie cjioBa: MOJNOPHBIE CTEHKU TMIPOY3JI0B, TOPH30HTAIBHBIE MEXKOI04-
HbIE LIBBI, XapakTep AEHCTBUS HArpy30K, HaNpsHKEHHO-Ie()hOPMUPOBAHHOE COCTOS-
HHE, SKCIIEpUMEHTAJIbHbIE UCCIIETI0BAHUS
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Experimental-theoretical studies of hydrotechnical angular-type retaining walls
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Article history Abstract. Relevance. Retaining walls are common structures that are part of
Received: October 16, 2020 waterworks. They have the characteristic features of hydraulic structures, such
Revised: December 24, 2020 as large dimensions, low percentages of reinforcement (up to 1.0%), horizontal
Accepted: January 14, 2021 interblock joints. The listed features determine the nature of the work and

the stress-strain state of the retaining walls. The main loads on the rear faces of
the retaining walls are loads from the action of the backfill soil. The incomplete
consideration of the design features and the nature of the loads action in the de-
sign of a number of retaining walls that are in the stage of long-term operation
has caused the need to strengthen them. One of the reinforcement methods was
to install reinforcement rods in drilled inclined holes in the zones of horizontal
interblock joints. It was necessary to conduct experimental studies of reinforced
concrete retaining walls under the action of various loads, in particular conside-
ring the reinforcement by inclined rods. The aim of the experimental research
was to study the effect of variable load on the stress-strain state of these struc-
tures, among others with due regard to inclined reinforcement installed in
the zones of horizontal interblock joints. When solving the set tasks, proven ex-
perimental methods of researching reinforced concrete structures of hydrotech-
nical structures were used. Results. Experimental data from the study of models

of retaining walls, including those with reinforcement by inclined reinforcement,
at different locations of the resultant load on rear faces of models were obtained.
An experimental substantiation of the reinforcement of reinforced concrete struc-
tures of retaining walls with an inclined reinforcement crossing horizontal con-
struction joints has been carried out.
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BBenenne

[MoamopHbIe CTEHKH SIBISIOTCS PACIPOCTPAHEHHBIMH COOPYKCHHUSMH, BXOJSIIUMU B COCTaB THIPO-
y310B [1-7]. UM mpucymu xapakTepHble 0COOCHHOCTU THAPOTEXHHUUYECKUX COOPYKEHHUH, TaKHe KaK 3HA4M-
TenbHBIE Ta0apUTHI, HU3KKE MPOIeHTH apmupoBanus (10 1,0 %), ropuzoHTaIBHBIE MEXOIOYHBIE MBHL. [lepe-
YHUCIEHHbIE 0COOCHHOCTH OOYCJIOBIHBAIOT XapakTep paboThl U HANPSIKECHHO-NCHOPMUPOBAHHOE COCTOSIHHE
MOJTMIOPHBIX CTEH.

OCHOBHBIC HArpy3Kd Ha THUIOBBIEC TPAaHU TMOJIOPHBIX CTEHOK — 3TO HArpy3Kd OT JCHCTBHS TPyHTa 3aChl-
nok. [Ipu 3TOM XapakTep UX BO3JEHCTBUS MOXKET OKA3aThCs PA3TUYHBIM.

He monHbIi yyeT KOHCTPYKTHBHBIX 0COOCHHOCTEH M XapakTepa NeHCTBUS HATPY30K MPH MPOSKTUPOBAHUH
LEJIOTO Psifia TOIOPHBIX CTCHOK, HAXOSAIIUXCS B CTaJIUU JUIUTEIBHOMN SKCIUTyaTallly, BhI3BAJl HEOOXOIUMOCTh
YCHJIEHUS TOATIOPHBIX CTEHOK [8—16].

OnHUM U3 CIOCOOOB YCUIICHHS 3aKJIFOYaNCs B YCTaHOBKE CTEpIKHEH apMaTyphl B MPOOYpEHHbBIC HAKIOH-
HBIC OTBEPCTHS, MEPECEKAIOIINE CTPOUTEIBHBIC IIBHI.

Bo3Hukia HE00X0AUMOCTh U3YYCHUS KOHCTPYKIUI MOAMOPHBIX CTEHOK MPH JACHCTBUM Pa3IUYHBIX HATPy-
30K, B TOM YHCJIC C YYE€TOM YCTaHOBKH HAKJIOHHBIX CTEPKHEH.

Fedor A. Pashchenko, General Director.
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Taxum 00pa3oM, Liesb SKCICPUMEHTAIBHBIX MCCIEJOBAHUM 3aK/II0YaIach B U3YUEHUH BJINSHUS IIepeMEH-
HOU HArpy3KH Ha HalpsHKEHHO-I1e(OPMHUPOBAHHOE COCTOSHIE YKa3aHHBIX KOHCTPYKIWH, B TOM YHCJIE C YIETOM
HaKJIOHHOM apMaTypbl, yCTAHOBJIEHHOH B 30HaX TOPU30HTAIBHBIX MEKOJOYHBIX ILIBOB.

IIpu npoBeneHUH SKCHEPUMEHTANBHBIX HCCIEIOBAHMN OBLI TAaKXKE HCIOJIb30BaH 3apyOC)KHBIM OIBIT
MPOBEACHUS UCCIICIOBAHUHN HANPSHKEHHO-Ie(OPMUPOBAHHOTO COCTOSIHUS TIOJIIOPHBIX CTEHOK [17-25].

MarepuaJibl H METOABI

[Ipu permienny NOCTAaBICHHBIX 3a[a4 MPUMEHSIMCH IPOBEPEHHBIE HKCIIEPUMEHTANBHBIE METOBI UCCIIE0-
BaHHH KeIe300€TOHHBIX KOHCTPYKIIMHA THAPOTEXHUUECKUX COOPYKEHHUH.

DKCTIepUMEeHTaIbHBIE NCCIIEI0BAHMUS POBOAMINCH HA OCHOBE JKEJIe300€TOHHBIX MOJIeNeil OANOPHBIX CTEHOK,
M3TOTOBIICHHBIX B MaciTa0e 1:12 HU30BBIX IOATIOPHBIX CTEHOK BoonpueMHmka 3aropckoit [[ADC [8; 9; 14].

OcHoBHBIC TaOaPUTHI KEIIe300€TOHHBIX Mojaelneii: BeicoTa 1,43 M, TommuHa 0,30 M, mMprUHA B KOPHEBOM
ceuenun 0,33 M, mupuna sepxa moaeneit 0,08 m. Ha Bricote 0,14; 0,345; 0,708 M 0T KOPHEBOTO CEYCHUS YCTPO-
€HBI TOPH30HTAJIbHBIC Mek0I04YHbIe MBI beToH Moxereii kinacca B25.

VYV ThUIOBOM T'paHU yCTAHOBJIEHBI TPU CTEPKHs nuameTpom 12 MM kiacca A-III, y nuuieBoit rpaHu — OJIMH
cTepkeHb quamerpoM 12 mm kimacca A-II1L

IBe monenu M-1 u M-4 usroraBnuBanuch 0e3 ycuieHus, aBe Mojenu M-2 u M-3 yCcuIHMBamuch mocpes-
CTBOM HaKJIOHHBIX XoMyTOB ) 10 MM knacca A-IlI, pazmemeHHbIM 110 O0KaM MOZAEIH 1Mo yriioM 15° kK ropu3oH-
TaJbHOMY CpPEIHEMY IIIBY.

Ha mepgoif ctaguu nccnenoBanuii (3tansl 1 u 2) moneneid M-1 (6e3 ycunenus) u M-2 (ycuieHHOM
HAKJIOHHBIMU CTEPHIMH) PABHOACWCTBYIOIIAs HATPY3KH MPHUKIaIbIBasiach Ha pacctosHun 0,82 M 0T KOPHEBOTO
Ce4YeHMUs.

Ha sramax 3 u 4 BTOpO# cTamuu MCCIIEOBaHUI PaBHOACUCTBYIONIAS HATPY3KH IIPHUKIIAIBIBATACh K MOJIE-
1M M-3 u M-4 Ha paccrostaun 0,645 M OT KOPHEBOTO CEUEHHUS.

Koncrpyknuu moneneit M-1, M-2, M-3, M-4 u cxeMbl UX UCHBITAHUN IIPEICTaBICHBI Ha pUC. 1.
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Puc. 1. Konctpykuuu moneneit M-1, M-2, M-3, M-4 u cxeMbl UX UCTIBITAHUH
[Figure 1. Designs of models M-1, M-2, M-3, M-4 and their test schemes]
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Pe3yabTathl U 00Ccyx1€eHHE

Pe3ynomamut IKCnepuMeHmManbHBIX UCCTEO08AHULL MOOETU IHCENe300emOHHOI NOONOPHOIL CHIEHKU
0e3 ycunenua npu pacnonoicenuu nazpy3ku na paccmoanuu 82,0 cm om KopHegozo ceuenun

Ha mepBom »Tane npoBoAMINCE SKCTIEpUMEHTAIBHBIC HCCIISIOBAHIS MOICITH TTOAIIOPHONH cTeHKH M-1 6e3
YCHJICHHS TIPH PACIIOIOKEHUH PAaBHOACHCTBYIONIECH Harpy3ku Ha BbicoTe 82,0 cMm oT HH3a Mojenu. OmBITHRIE
JTAaHHBIC CBEJICHBI B Ta0M. 1.

Tabauya 1
PesyabTatel ucnbitanuii mogeau M-1 (P = 62,4 kH) npu Harpy3ke Ha BepxHeii oTMeTKe
[Table 1. Test results of the model M-1 (P = 62,4 kN) at the load at the top mark]
Packpeitue ropusonTansHbx mBoB [Disclosure of the horizontal joints]:
— BepxHuii moB [upper joint] cp. [average] 0,16 mm [mm]
— cpennuii moB [middle joint] cp. [average] 0,39 MM [mm]
— HIDKHUH 010B [bottom joint] cp. [average] 0,365 MM [mm]
No 3 —0,5 MM [mm]
Packpertue Haknonsbix TpenmuH [ The inclined cracks opening] Ne 4 — 0,4 MM [mm]
No 6 — 0,8 MM [mm]
[epememenne Bepxa monenu [Displacement of the top of the model] 20,37 MM [mm]
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[Figure 2. The value of horizontal displacements] [Figure 3. The value of the upper joint opening]
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[Figure 4. The value of the middle joint opening] [Figure S. The value of the lower joint opening]
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[Figure 6. The value of the inclined cracks opening] [Figure 7. Deformation value of the model M-2 inclined reinforcement]

Haubonpmas Harpyska Ha mozens M-1 Ha mepBom atane paBHsiachk 62,4 xH. Ilpu aTom nepemermienue
Bepxa monenu coctaBmwio 20,37 mM. CpenHee 3HaYCHHE NTUPUHBI PACKPBITHS BEPXHETO, CPEIHETO U HIDKHETO
TOPMU30HTATIBHBIX MEXOI09HBIX MBOB coctaBmio 0,16; 0,39; 0,365 MM cooTBeTcTBeHHO. lllMpuHA pacKpHITHI
HauOoJIee CYIICCTBCHHBIX HAKIOHHBIX TpemuH Ne 3, 4, 6 cocrasuna 0,5; 0,4; 0,8 MM COOTBETCTBEHHO.

OnbITHBIC TaHHBIE UCTIBITAHUIA Mozenu M-1 n300pakeHsl B BHjie TPadUKOB (B COMOCTABICHUU C UCTIBITA-
HUSMHU Mozenu M-2) Ha puc. 2—7.

Pesynomamol IKCHEPUMEHMATILHBIX UCCIEO0BAHUTE MOOETU MHCe1e300eMOHHOI NOONOPHOT CIEHKU,
YCUTIEHHOU HAKTOHHBIMU CHIEPHCHAMU, NPU PACHOI0MCEHUY HazZPy3Ku Ha paccmoanuu 82,0 cm om Hu3a modenu

Ha BTOopom 3Tane n3yyanach KOHCTPYKIUS MoAenu M-2, B KOTOpOU yCTaHOBJIEHHI ABa cTepkHI O 10 MM
kiacca A-III, pa3MemnieHHBIX MO0 O0KaM MOJEIH MO YoM 15° K TOpU30HTaIFHOMY CPEIHEMY IIBY MPH PacIIo-
JIO’)KEHUH Harpy3ku Ha pacctosHuH 82,0 cM 0T KOopHEBOTO ceueHHst. ONbITHBIE JaHHbIE CBECHBI B Ta0M. 2.

Tabauya 2
PesyabTathl uenbiTanuii Mogeaun M-2 (¢ ycusnenuem, P = 66,56 kH) npu Harpy3ke Ha BepxHeii oTMeTKe
[Table 2. Test results of the model M-2 (with amplification, P = 66,56 kN) at the load at the top mark]

Packpeitue ropuzontaneabx mBoB [Disclosure of the horizontal joints]:
— BepXHHUii moB [upper joint] cp. [average] 0,17 mm [mm]
— cpenuuii moB [middle joint] cp. [average] 0,39 MM [mm]
— HIKHAHR moB [bottom joint] cp. [average] 0,43 MM [mm]

Ne 4 — 0,65 mm [mm]
Packpoitue Haknonusix TpeuuH [The inclined cracks opening] Ne 6 — 0,90 mm [mm]

No 7 —0,30 mm [mm]
OtHocurenbHas nedopmaius HakoHHbIX cTepxkHeil [The relative deformation of the inclined rods] 42,0107 €. 0. 1.
IMepememnienue Bepxa monenu [Displacement of the top of the model] 21,75 MM [mm]

Haubonpmas Harpyska Ha Moaens M-2 Ha BTopoM 3Tane paBHsutack 66,56 kH. IIpu stom nepemernenue
Bepxa Mozenu coctaBwio 21,75 MM. CpenHee 3HaUeHHME MIMPUHBI PACKPBITHS BEPXHETO, CPETHETO M HIKHETO
TOPHU30HTATIBHBIX MEXKOIOUHBIX MIBOB coctaBmio, 0,17; 0,39; 0,43 MM coorBercTBeHHO. lllMpmHAa packpheITHS
HauOoJIee CYIIECTBCHHBIX HAKIOHHBIX TpemuH Ne 4, 6, 7 cocraBuia 0,65; 0,90; 0,3 MM COOTBETCTBEHHO.

BenuuuHa OTHOCHTENBLHOTO PACTsKeHHs B OOKOBOH HakJIOHHOU apMatype coctauia 42,0107 mpu Be-
nuurHe HanpspbkeHuit 84 MIla u yeunuit 9,49 xH.

OmnbITHBIE NaHHBIE UCTIBITAaHUH Moaenn M-2 u300pakeHsl B BUe TpaduKoB (B COMOCTABICHUEM C UCIIBI-
TaHUAMHU Mozenu M-1) Ha puc. 2-7.

ComnocTaBieHre U aHAIU3 MOJIyYEHHBIX ONBITHBIX AAHHBIX MTOKA3ajH, YTO HAIMYHME CTEP>KHEH HAaKIOHHOU

apMaTypbl BBI3BAJIO BO3pACTaHHE MPeAeIbHON HArpy3KHu Ha 6,7 %, CHIKeHHE TOPU30HTAIBHBIX CMEIICHHUA U Be-
JUYUHBI PACKPBITUS CTPOUTEIHHBIX IIIBOB U HAKIIOHHBIX TPEIIUH.
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Taxxe npu Harpyske 62,4 kH ropusoHTandpHBIE CMEIIEHUs CHU3WINCh Ha 1,5 %, BeMW4MHA PaCKPBITH
cpenHero mmBa — Ha 5,2 %, HIDKHETO mBa — Ha 6,5 %, BeMUUrMHA PacCKPHITHI HAKJIOHHBIX TpemuH: Ne 4 — Ha 33,3 %;
Ne 6 —Ha 6,3 %; Ne 7 —na 20,0 %.

Pesynbmamsl IKcnepumMeHmanbHbIX UCCTEO06AHUTL MOOETU HCEe300eMOHHBIX HOONOPHOU CHEHKU,
YCUTIEHHOU HAKTOHHBIMU CHIEPHCHAMU, NPU PACHOTIONCEHUN HAZPY3KU HA paccmoanuu 64,5 cm om Huza modenu

B pamkax TpeThero sramna npoBOAWIUCEH KCIIEPUMEHTAIBHBIE UCCIEI0BAHNU MOJAETH MOANOPHON CTEHKU
M-3 (ycuieHHOW HaKJIOHHBIMH CTEPXKHSIMH), K KOTOPOW PaBHOJEHCTBYIOIIAsl HATPY3KH MPIIIOKEHA Ha BBICOTE
64,5 cm ot Hu3a Mojean. ONbBITHBIE JaHHBIE CBEACHBI B TA0. 3.

Tabauya 3
Pesyabratel ucnsiTanmii mogeau M-3 (¢ yeunenuem, P = 83,2 kH) npu Harpy3ke Ha HUKHell 0TMeTKe
[Table 3. Test results of the model M-3 (with amplification, P = 83,2 kN) at the load at the bottom mark]
Packpertre ropusonTanbpHbIx mBoB [Disclosure of the horizontal joints]:
— BepXHUH 1I0B [upper joint] cp. [average] 0,07 mm [mm]
— cpennuii woB [middle joint] cp. [average] 0,34 MM [mm]
— HIDKHHH 10B [bottom joint] cp. [average] 0,37 MM [mm)]

No 3 —0,43 MM [mm]
Packpritre Haxionnsix tpemyH [The inclined cracks opening] Ne 4 —0,70 mm [mm]
Ne 6 — 0,63 MM [mm]

OtHocurenbHas nedopmanys HakIOHHEIX cTepkHeil [The relative deformation of the inclined rods] 72,0x107 e.0.1.

[Nepememnienune Bepxa monenu [Displacement of the top of the model] 18,24 mm [mm]
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Haubonpmas Harpyska Ha Mozens M-3 Ha TpeTbeM 3Tane paBHsiach 83,2 kH. Ilpu aToM mepemermienue
Bepxa mojnenu coctaBmio 18,24 mm. CpenHee 3HAUCHHE IIUPUHBI PACKPBITHS BEPXHETO, CPEIHETO U HUXKHETO
TOPU3OHTANBHBIX MekO0104HbIX mBOB coctaBmio 0,07; 0,34; 0,37 MM coorBercTBeHHO. lllMpuHa packpeiThs
HanOoJiee CYMEeCTBEHHBIX HAKIOHHBIX TpemuH Ne 3, 4, 6 coctasmia 0,43; 0,70; 0,63 MM COOTBETCTBEHHO.

BenuunHa OTHOCHTENBHOTO PACTSHKEHHs B OOKOBOH HAKJIOHHOM apMaType coctaBmia 72,0x107° mpu Be-
nuarHe HanpspkeHui 144 Mlla u yennmit 16,27 xH.

OMnBITHBIE TaHHBIC UCIBITAHUN Moaenn M-3 n300pakeHbl B BUE TpauKoB (B COMMOCTABICHUH C UCITBITA-
HUsMH Mozenu M-4) Ha puc. 8§—13.

Pezynomamot IKCnepUMEeHMANbHBIX UCC/1€008AHUI MOOETIU Hcele300emOHHOI NOONOPHOI CIMEeHKU
0e3 ycunenusa npu pacnonodcenuu Hazpy3ku Ha paccmoanuu 64,5 cm om nuza moodenu

B paMKax TPETLETO dTalla MPOBOJUINCH SKCIICPUMCHTAJIBHBIC UCCIICAOBAHUA MOACIIN HO,[[HOpHOﬁ CTCHKH

M-4 6e3 ycumneHus1, K KOTOPOH paBHOMCHCTBYIONAs HArpy3KH NMPIIIOKEHA Ha BRICOTE 64,5 CM OT HH3a MOJICIH.
O1nbsITHBIE TaHHBIE CBENEHBI B Ta0II. 4.

Tabnuya 4
PesyabTatel ncnbiranuii mogeau M-4 (P = 79,04 kH) npu Harpy3ke Ha HH:KHeil 0OTMeTKe
[Table 4. Test results of the model M-4 (P = 79,04 kN) at the load at the bottom mark]
Packpeitue ropuzontansHbx mBoB [Disclosure of the horizontal joints]:
— BepXHUH 1I0B [upper joint] cp. [average] 0,085 MM [mm)]
— cpennuii moB [middle joint] cp. [average] 0,37 MM [mm]
— HIKHAHN moB [bottom joint] cp. [average] 0,30 MM [mm]

Ne 3 -0,80 MM [mm]
Ne 4 — 0,45 mm [mm]
Ne 6 — 0,70 mm [mm]
Ne 7-0,65 mm [mm]

Packpoitue Haknonusix TpeuuH [The inclined cracks opening]

[epememnienune Bepxa monenu [Displacement of the top of the model] 17,86 Mmm

HawnGomemas Harpy3ka Ha Mozaens M-4 Ha geTBepTOM 3Tarne paBHsack 79,04 kH. Ilpu sTom mepemerte-
HUE Bepxa Mozienu coctaBmio 17,86 mm. CpenHee 3HaUeHHE HIMPUHBI PACKPBITHSA BEPXHET0, CPEHETO U HUKHE-
T0 TOPU3OHTAIBHBIX MEKOJIOUHBIX MIBOB cocTaBmiio 0,085; 0,37; 0,30 MM cootBercTBeHHO. [luprHa packpbITHs
HanOoJiee CYIMEeCTBEHHBIX HAKIOHHBIX TpemuH Ne 3, 4, 6 coctamna 0,8; 0,45; 0,70 MM COOTBETCTBEHHO.

OnbITHBIE TAaHHBIC UCTIBITAHUN MoJenu M-2 n300pakeHbl B BUE Tpa(uKoB (B COMOCTABICHUH C UCIIBITA-
HusMu Mozenu M-3) Ha puc. §—12.

ComnocraBieHre W aHAJIN3 MMOJIYIEHHBIX OMBITHBIX JAHHBIX IMOKA3ajH, YTO HAIMYHE CTeP)KHEH HaKIIOHHOM

apMaTypbl BBI3BAJIO BO3pACTaHHE MpeAeIbHON HArpy3Kku Ha 5,3 %, CHIKeHHE TOPU30HTAIBHBIX CMEIICHHUA U Be-
JIMYUHBI pACKPBITHUA CTPOUTCIIbHBIX IIIBOB U HAKJIIOHHBIX TPCHIWH.
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Taxxe npu Harpyske 62,4 kH ropusonTtanpable cMemeHus cHu3mwmch Ha 0,3 %, BeMWYMHA PaCKPBITH
cpennero mBa — Ha 11,1 %, HmwxkHero mBa — Ha 30,0 %, BenmuuMHA PacKPBITUS HAKIOHHBIX TpemuH: No 4 —
Ha 29,0 %; Ne 6 —Ha 8,5 %; Ne 7 —Ha 11,6 %.

3akaouenue

Y CcTaHOBJIEHO, UTO HEMOJHBINA yUeT KOHCTPYKTUBHBIX OCOOCHHOCTEN U XapakTepa ACHCTBUS HAarpy30K MpU
MIPOEKTUPOBAHUH LIETIOTO PsiAa MOANOPHBIX CTEHOK, HAXOAAIIMXCS B CTAANM JUIUTENBHOM 3KCIUTyaTalluy, BhI3BaI
HEOOXOJUMOCTh MX YCHJICHHS (B TOM YHCIIEe BCIEIACTBHE HEJOCTATOYHOTO TOPU30HTAIBHOTO apMUPOBAHUSA).
[Ipu >TOM OnWH M3 CcHOCOOOB YCHIIEHHS 3aKJIIOYajCsl B yCTAaHOBKE CTEp)KHEH apMaTyphl B MPOOYpEHHBIE Ha-
KJIOHHBIE OTBEPCTHUS B 30HAX TOPU3OHTAIBHBIX MEKOJIOUHBIX IIBOB.

st uccnenoBaHusl BIUSHUS Pa3IMYHOrO XapakTepa NEHCTBYIOUIMX HACPY30K, a TaKXKE BIUSHUA yCHUIIe-
HUSI KOHCTPYKITMH TOJAIOPHBIX CTEHOK CIa00HAKIIOHHBIMH apMaTypHBIMU CTEPKHSIMHU B 30HAX TOPH30HTAIBHBIX
MEKOJIOYHBIX ITBOB OBLTH M3TOTOBJICHBI JKEIe300€TOHHBIE MOJETH HU30BBIX ITOAMOPHBIX CTEHOK BOJOTPHEMHH-
ka 3aropckoit [ADC B macmrabe 1:12.

Brutn poBeieHbI SKCIIepUMEHTATBHBIE NCCIIEIOBAHNUS JKeTIe300eTOHHBIX Mozeleil (6e3 yCHIIeHus u ycH-
JICHHBIX CTA00HAKJIOHHBIMU apMAaTypPHBIMH CTEPKHSIMH), K KOTOPBIM PaBHOACHCTBYIOIIAsI HATPY3KH TPUKIIA bl
Bajach Ha paccTosHuAx 0,57 u 0,45 BBICOTHI MOJIENN OT KOPHEBOTO CEUECHMUS.

AHanu3 NOJy4eHHBIX ONBITHBIX JAaHHBIX MOKa3aj, YTO MPU MOJOKEHUU PAaBHOACHCTBYIOIIECH HArpy3KHu Ha
paccrosgauu 0,57 BbICOTHI MO M-2 OT KOPHEBOIO CE€YEHUS HAIMYME CTEp>KHEH HAaKJIOHHOW apMaTypbl BbI-
3BAJIO BO3pACTaHHE MPeAeTbHON HAarpy3ku Ha 6,7 %, CHIDKCHHE TOPHU3OHTAIBHBIX cMemleHnid Ha 1,5 % u Benm-
YMHBI PACKPBITHS CTPOUTENBHBIX IIBOB (B CpeAHeM Ha 5,85 %) 1 HaKJIOHHBIX TpeLyH (B cpeaHeM Ha 19,9 %).

A TIpU TIOJIOKEHUU PaBHOJACHCTBYIOIIEN HArpy3ku Ha paccTosiHuu 0,45 BbICOTHI Mojend M-3 OT KOpHEBO-
rO CeYeHUs HaJM4Me CTep)KHEeW HaKIIOHHOM apMaTypbl BBI3BAJIO BO3pacTaHHUE MpPEENbHOM Harpy3ku Ha 5,3 %,
CHIDKEHHE TOPU30HTAIBHBIX cMemieHui Ha 0,3 % 1 BeTMYMHBI PaCKpBITUS CTPOUTENBHBIX IIBOB (B CPEIHEM Ha
20,6 %) 1 HaKJIOHHBIX TpenvH (B cpearemM Ha 16,4 %).

Takum 00pa3oM, SKCHEPUMEHTAIBHO 00OCHOBaHA IENIeCO00Pa3HOCTh YCHIICHHS KeJe300€TOHHBIX KOH-
CTPYKUMH MOATIOPHBIX CTEHOK HAKIIOHHBIMH CTEP)KHSIMH B 30HE CPEIHETO TOPU30HTAIBHOTO MEKOIOYHOTO IIBA.
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