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AHHOTanusi. PaccMOTpeHbl KOHEUHO-JIEMEHTHBIE MOAEIU OOJBIIETIPOJICTHOTO
3MaHUA C LWIMHAPO-IUIMTHBIM ITOKPHITUEM KaK OOJBIIONH NPOCTPaHCTBEHHON
MEXaHUYECKOH CHUCTEMBI ¢ Pa3HBIMH I'DaHUYHBIMH yCIOBHSAMH. IlepBas Mopmens
MIpeJCTaBIsieT KOHCTPYKIMIO HaI3MHOI YacTH 3/1aHHsI C JKECTKOHM 3aJeNIKoil Ha
YpOBHE OCHOBaHHUS. Y BTOPOWU MOJENN KOHCTPYKLUS HaA3€MHOM YacTH OMHPAETCS
Ha MOA3EMHYI0 YacTb, BKJIIOYAIOILYI0 CBalHbII (yHIaMEHT U IPyHTOBOE OCHO-
BaHME C Pa3HBIMHU (H3HKO-MEXaHWYECKHMH CBOiicTBaMu. Llens uccienoBaHus —
cpaBHUTEIbHO-YKCIeHHBIH aHanu3 HJC OomnblenpoaeTHOro 31aHus ¢ pa3HbIMHU
IPaHIYHBIMH YCIOBUSIMHU. B X07€ YMCIEHHOro HccneoBaHusl BEISIBICHO BIMSHHE
KOHCTPYKTUBHBIX OCOOEHHOCTEW MOJ3€MHOI 4YacTH 3JaHMsA, a TaKkke (U3UKO-
MEXaHNYECKHX CBOMCTB TpyHTa Ha HaIlpsHKEHHO-Ie(HOPMUPOBAHHOE COCTOSHHE
OOJIBLIETIPOJIETHOTO IMOKPHITUS M 3AaHUS B I1IeJIOM. YWCIIEHHBIH CTaTHYECKUil
aHaJIN3 MIPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHBIX MOJENei O00IbIIepOIeTHOTO
3maHus npoBogwmics B nporpamMmHoM kKomiuiekce CAE kimacca Femap NX
Nastran. Pe3ynpraTel CTaTH4eCKOTO aHaNIN3a MPOJEMOHCTPHPOBAIH CYIIECTBEH-
HO€ CTPYKTYPHOE BIIMSHHUE TOA3EMHOW 4YacTH OOJIBILENPOJETHOrO 3JaHUS Ha
xapakrepuctuku ero HJIC. B cnenyromeil cratbe mpennonaraercsi IpOBECTH
MOJIabHBIN aHaU3 AJIsl yKa3aHHBIX MOJeNel 31aHus.
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Article history Abstract. The authors consider finite element models of a large-span building
Received: April 19, 2022 with a cylinder-and-slab roof as a large spatial mechanical system with different
Revised: October 20, 2022 boundary conditions. The first model represents the superstructure of the buil-
Accepted: October 28, 2022 ding with a fixed-end at the soil base level. In the second model, the superstruc-

ture is based on the substructure, which includes a pile foundation and a soil base
with different physical and mechanical properties. The purpose of the study is
a comparative numerical analysis of the stress-strain state of a large-span buil-
ding with different boundary conditions. The numerical study revealed the influ-
ence of the structural features of the substructure of the building, as well as
the physical and mechanical properties of the soil base on the stress-strain state

For citation of tl.le long-span roof and the building as a wholt?. Numerica.l static gnalysis of
Kuzhakhmetova E.R., Sutyrin V.I. Influ- spatial finite element models of a large-span building was carried out in the CAE

; class Femap NX Nastran software package. The results of the static analysis
demonstrated a significant structural influence of the substructure of a large-span
building on the characteristics of its stress-strain state. In the next article, it is
proposed to conduct a modal analysis for these building models.
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Beenenue

BombIIeNpoNeTHBIE 3/1aHNS CIOKHBI M pa3HooOpasHbl' [1—14]. YuuTeIBas 3HAYMTENBHBIE pasMephl B
TJIaHe, UX OTHOCAT K TMOKuM cuctemaMm. COrnacHo TpeGOBAHMAM ACHCTBYIOMIMX HOPMATHBHBIX JIOKYMEHTOB
pacuer 31aHusl He0OXOIMMO BBITIONHATH C Y4eTOM (yHJAaMEHTa U TPYHTOBOTO MAaCcCHBa, YTO MPUBOIUT K CYIIe-
CTBEHHOMY YCJIO)KHEHHUIO pacueTHOU Mojenu. Ha mpakTike TpyZ0eMKOCTh €€ MOCTPOSHHUS M aHAJIN3a CTAHOBHT-
csl BeCbMa 3HAYUTEIbHON, 0OCOOEHHO B CIy4yae HCIOJIb30BaHUS IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHBIX CETOK,
KOTOpble 00eCHeYrBaOT HauOoJiee MOJHYI0 HH(POPMAIHMIO O HaNpsHKeHHO-Ae(OPMHPOBAHHOM COCTOSHHUH
(HAC) npoexTrpyeMoro 31aHus ¢ Y4€TOM COBMECTHOH paboThl (hyHIaMeHTa U TPYHTOBOTO ocHOBaHUs. [lopsi-
JIOK TIOJOOHBIX MOJIENEeH OIMpenemsieTcss He TOIBKO OOJBIIMM YHUCIOM KOHEUYHBIX 3yeMeHTOB (KD) mpocrtpan-
CTBEHHOW MOJIENH 3/1aHus U (QYHIIAMEHTA, HO M B 3HAYUTEIILHOW MEpe UCKIIFOUUTEIBHO OOJIBIINM YHCIIOM CO-
npsokeHHbIx KO rpyHToBoro maccusa [15].

Pacyer mpocTpaHCTBEeHHON MOIenH «37aHue — (YHIAMEHT — OCHOBAHHE» OCIOXKHIETCS HEOOXOIMMOCTHIO
yuera (U3NKO-MEXaHHUECKHUX XapaKTepUCTHUK IPyHTa Ha Pa3HBIX MIyOMHAX 3aJI0KEHUS B COOTBETCTBUH C T€0JIO-
THYECKAM OTYETOM HA ILIOMAJKE CTPOMTENbCTBA’. ECIIM MPH 3TOM JONOMHHUTENBHO YUMTHIBAIOTCS YIIPYTOIUIa-
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CTHYECKHE CBOMCTBA IPyHTA, TO MOJOOHBIM pacdeT HEOOXOAWMO BBIMTOIHATH UTEPAIIMOHHBIM METOJIOM, 3HAUH-
TETHHO OCJIOXKHSIOIINM BapHUAHTHBIC UCCIICAOBAHMS PACUCTHON MOJIETH Bcero 3manus [15].

B oTeuecTBeHHBIX U 3apyOEeKHBIX HCCIEIOBAHUAX PacCMATPUBAIOTCS MOJEIU BBICOTHBIX 3aHUH KapKac-
HOTO THIIa, OCHOBHBIMH MaTepHallaMid KOTOPBIX SBIIIOTCS JKene300eToH U cranb [16-24]. Crneayer OTMETHUTh
TaK)Ke CTaThH, MOCBSIICHHBIC COXPAHEHUIO 0O0BEKTOB KYJIBTYPHOT'O HACIEIUS — UCTOPHUUYECCKUX CTPOUTEIBHBIX
00BEKTOB C Pa3HOOOPA3HBIMHU APXUTEKTYPHBIMH (POPMaMU, KOHCTPYKTHBHBIMU PEUICHUSMU U CTPOUTEIHHBIMU
Marepuanamu [24-36]. B naHHBIX CTaThAX aBTOPBI HNPUBOIAT PE3yNbTAThl MOHUTOPUHIA, & TAK)KE UHCIICHHBIC
pacueTsl yKa3aHHBIX O0bEKTOB Ha pa3MYHbIe BHEIITHUE BO3JEHCTBHSA C yUETOM BIMSHUS (PyHAAMEHTOB U TPyH-
TOBOro OCHOBaHHA. OcOOBIi WHTEPEC MPOSBICH K MCCICIOBAHUIO JKEIC300€TOHHBIX U KAMEHHBIX MUHAPETOB H
KosiokouieH [24-36]. [lomoOHbIe KOMIUIEKCHBIE HCCIIEIOBAHUS [T OOJIBIIEPONIETHBIX 30aHUN OTCYTCTBYIOT.

B npennaraemoii cratee puBeAEHBI PE3yIbTATHI YUCISHHOTO (CTATHYECKOTO) aHAIN3a Pa3IMIHBIX pacyeT-
HBIX MOJIEJICH Ha TIpUMEpE OOJBIIECTIPOTICTHOTO 3MaHusl ¢ MMTHHAPO-TUTUTHBIM (LIIT) mokpeITreM. Pe3ynbraTs! yuc-
JICHHOTO (MOJIAJIBHOTO) aHAJIN3a YKa3aHHBIX PACYCTHBIX MOJIENIei OYIyT MPEICTABIICHEI B CIICAYIOIICH CTaThe.

Lenp nccnemoBanus cocTosia B 000CHOBAaHWH HEOOXOIMMOCTH ydeTa MOJA3EMHOM YacTH MPH OIpesene-
uun HIC naazeMHoit gactu 6ompinenposnernoro 3nanus ¢ L{I1 mokpeiTneM. 3amagamMu HCCIICIOBAaHUH SIBIISIOTCS:

— CO3/IaHUE TPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX KOHEYHO-3JICMEHTHBIX MOJICNICH OOMBIICIPOICTHOTO 3/IaHUs C Pa3HBIMU
TPaHUYHBIMH yCIIOBHSIMH,

— WCCIIeIOBaHNE BIUSHUS TPAHUYHBIX YCIOBHHA Ha HANPSKEHHO-Ie()OPMUPOBAHHOE COCTOSHHE Hal3eM-
HO# YacTu OOJBIIETIPOIETHOTO 3IAHUS;

— cpaBauTenbHbI ananmu3 HIC monened ¢ pa3HbIMU (DU3MKO-MEXaHUYECKHMMH CBOHCTBAMH TPYHTOBOTO
OCHOBAHMS.

OO0mas xapakTepucTHKA 00JILIIENPOJIETHOr0 31aHus ¢ HHIHHAPO-IIUTHBIM (L{II) mokpbiTHEM

Haozemnan uacme 30anua (puc. 1, a). LlenTpansHast yacTh 30aHNS NPEACTABISET COOOH MPSIMOYTONBHUK
B mia"e ¢ pasmepamu 40(B) x 84(L) M, M0 KOHTYpY KOTOPOTO PACIIONIOKEHBI KOJIOHHHI (1M03. 1) KBajpaTHOTO
CeYeHHs ¢ marom 6 M, BBICOTa KOTOPBIX B NMPOJOILHOM HaIpaBieHUH (10 AJIUHE 37aHusA) npuHaTa 12 M, a B 1o-
nepevyHoM HampasieHuH (1o mupuae) — 16 M. [IpocTpaHCTBEHHBIM MOKPHITHEM LEHTPAJIbHON YacTH CIYKHUT
MOHOJIUTHAS JKeNe300eTOHHas LUIMHApHYecKas 000JI0YKa HYJIEBOH IaycCOBOM KpUBHU3HBI (103. 2), BBICOTOM
h =4 m, Tommmaol § = 0,15 M 1 paguycoM KpuBH3HBI R = 52 M. BOpTOBBIMHU 3leMEHTaMH IMIIHHIPHICCKOM
000JIOUKH SIBIISIIOTCS JIBE TOPIIEBBIE JKeNe300€TOHHBIE apKU M MPOAOJbHbIE OalKU MPSIMOYTOJIBHOTO CEUYEHHUs C
pasmepamu b = 0,5 m, 7 = 0,8 m. [lo 6Gokam ¢ IBYX CTOPOH IEHTPAIBHON YacTH 37aHUS PACIIOIOKEHBI IBYX-
STa)KHbIE IIOMEIEHHA C IUIMTaMHU IJIOCKOTO MOKPHITHA. BpicoTa Kaxaoro staxka papHa 6 M. ToNIIMHBI XKele30-
OETOHHBIX IUTUT MOKPBITUH U NepeKphITHil (1103. 3) mpuHATH ¢ = 0,2 M. [1nuThI onuparoTcs Ha KONOHHHI (T103. 1),
YCTaHOBJICHHBIE C ILIArOM U BbICOTOW H = 6 M. B mpogonbpHOM M onepedyHoM HanpaBlieHHUAX B LEHTPE U [0 TOp-
1aM 3JaHHs PacloNIOKEeHbl IuadparMbl KECTKOCTH B BHJIIE MOHOJHMTHBIX JXeNE300€TOHHBIX CTEH (1m03. 4).
Wx Tommuna pasra 0,5 M, ymHA 6 1 12 M. B kpaliHuX 6710KaX pacioioKeHb! JTU(PTOBBIC MAXTHI C MOHOJIUTHBIMH
KeNne300€TOHHBIMU CTeHAaMH TOMUHON 0,5 M, a Tak)Ke JIECTHUYHBIC KJIETKH. ToNIIMHa MOHOJUTHBIX Kese300e-
TOHHBIX JIECTHUYHBIX IUIOMIA0K cocTaBisieT ¢ = (0,2 M, a TOJIINHA JIECTHUYHBIX Mapiuel — ¢ = 0,22 m [37; 38].

Iloozemnan uacmo 30anusn (puc. 1, 6) mpencrapiseT coOO TPYHTOBBIA MacCUB (1103. 5), TOBTOPSIONTHH
napaMeTpbl U GopMy OOJBIICTPONICTHOrO 3aanHus. [lon kax ol KOoJIOHHOH (1M03. 1) yCTPOEHBI OTACIBHO CTOS-
1€ MOHOJIUTHBIE KeJie300eTOHHbIEe cBaliHble (pyHIaMeHTH B hopMe KOHyca ¢ OOKOBBIMU M HIKHUMH LIeOHE-
BBIMH 00pa3oBaHusAMH (1103, 6), OPUTMHATIBHOCTb U HOBU3HA, KOTOPBIX MOTBEPK/IEHA MATEHTHOH SKCTIepTH30M ",
IMon xene300eTOHHBIMU OJ0KaMU (T103. 4), COCTOSIIUME U3 auadparM (CTeH), TUPTOBBIX MIAXT U JECTHUYHBIX
KJIETOK PacHoJIOKeHBI KYCTHI U3 yKa3aHHBIX cBail. B [39—43] conepikuTcst onricaHue TEXHOJIOTHH H3TOTOBICHHS
CBaifHOM KOHCTpYKIMHU. TaM jke MpeIcTaBIeHbl MPOYHOCTHBIE U Ie(OPMALUOHHBIC XaPAKTEPUCTHUKH CBAHOM
KOHCTPYKIMH C Y4€TOM Pa3HbIX (U3MKO-MEXaHUIECKUX CBOICTB rpyHTa. IIpuBOANTCS CpaBHEHUE HANPSKCHHO-

Poccuu, I'VIT LIIII, 2005. 72 c.; CIT 11-102-97. NnxeHepHO-IKOJIOTHYECKUE M3bICKaHUsS i cTpouTenbeTBa. M.: T'ocerpoit Poccun,
I'VIT LTI, 2001. 38 c.; CI1 47.13330.2012. MHxeHepHbIe U3BICKAHUS UL CTPOUTEIbCTBA. OCHOBHBIC MOJIOKEHUS. AKTyalIM3MpOBaHHAs
penakust CHull 11-02-96. M.: MunucTepcTBO pernoHanbHoro pa3sutus Poccuiickoit ®enepanuu, 2012, 115 c.

4 IMatent PO Ne 157 318.2015. KoHCTpyKIMst MOHOJIMTHOM eIe300€TOHHOI cBan KoHuueckor (popmbl / Kysxaxmerosa D.P., Ca-
noxHUKOB A.U. 2015. Bron. Ne 33. 7 c.; [latent P® Ne 154795.2015. KoHCTpYKIMS COeTUHEHNS] BEPXHETO CTPOCHHS 3CTaKaIbl C MOHO-
JTUTHOHU cBaei-obomoukolt / CanmoxuankoB A.U., Kyxaxmerosa O.P. 2015. Bron. Ne 25. 7 c.
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ne(OPMUPOBAHHOTO COCTOSIHUS YKa3aHHOW CBaW C JPYyrMMH BHAaMH U GopMaMu cBaif M METO/bI UX pacyera’.
B xonme pacueTHOro McclenoBaHUSA NMPHUHATHI CIEAYIONNE TeOMETPHUECKHUE MTapaMeTpsl CBau: OOLINI BepXHHM
JUaMeTp cBaiHOM KoHCTpykuuu 1,2 M, HuxHui ee quametp 0,6 M. HikHee mebHeBoe paclIMpeHre BBITIOIHEHO
B (hopme mapa auameTrpom D pazmepom okoio 2 M. [yimHa ctBosa cBan L = 10 M. BeicoTa MaccuBa rpyHTa IpH-
Hata H=16 m.

Puc. 1. KoneyHo-3neMeHTHbBIE MOJEIH OOJIBLICTIPOICTHOTO 31aHus ¢ HHIUHAPO-UTHBIM (LIIT) nokpeitiem:
a —mozienb 1 «31aHne — KecTKast 3a/eNKay; 6 — MOJeIb 2 «3/jaHie — CBAMHBINH (QYHIAMEHT — IPYHTOBOE OCHOBAHHEY;

Hao3emnas yacmy: 1 — KOJNOHHBL, 2 — HMIMHAPHYECKas 000/104Ka HyI€BOil rayCCoBOIl KPUBU3HEI, 3 — MPOJIOJIbHBIC H NONEPeyHble AHadparmsi,
4 — IUTHTBI IUIOCKOTO TOKPBITHS U IIEPEKPBITHSL; NOO3eMHAS YACMb: 5 — TPYHTOBOE OCHOBaHME, 6 — CBaiiHbI QyHIaMEHT (YCIIOBHO He ITOKa3aHbI)
Figure 1. Finite element models of a large-span building with a cylinder-and-slab roof:
a—model 1 “Superstructure — fixed-end”’; b — model 2 “Superstructure — pile foundation — soil base”;
superstructure: 1 — columns, 2 — cylindrical shell of zero Gaussian curvature, 3 — longitudinal and transverse diaphragms,

4 — flat slabs and floor slabs; substructure: 5 — soil base; 6 — pile foundation (conditionally not shown)

MaTepl/laJ'lbl HCCJICA0OBAHUA

Haozemnan uacmsy. L{nnuHAPO-TITUTHOE TMOKPHITHE W KapKac 3JaHHs BBIIIOJIHEHBI U3 TSHKEIOro OeToHa
xiacca B25. PacueTHble XapakTepUCTHKH OeToHa HpuHATHL B cootserctBuu ¢ CIT 63.13330.2011°. ITnoTtHOCTH
TshKenoro 6erona p = 2500 xr/m° (1. 6.1.1). HavamsHbIi MOyIs YIPYroCTH Tsbkenoro 6etona B25 mpu cxaTuu 1 pac-
tsoxermn E, = 30x10° MITa npusst no Tabmune 6.11, Momyns casura 6etona Gy = 0,4E, = 0,4x30x10° = 12x10° MIla
(n. 6.1.15). KoadpdunumenT I[lyaccona (korddunueHt monepeyHoit aedopmamnmu) OeToHa JONMYCKAETCs MPUHH-
MaThb v = 0,2 (1. 6.1.17). KoadhpunmenT nuneitHo# TemmneparypHoil nedopMaIiy TsoKenoro 6eToHa mpu u3MeHe-
HUM Temmepatypsl oT —40° 10 +50° npuHEMAaIoT ay = 1-107° °C™' (1. 6.1.18). HopMaTHBHOE U pacueTHOE COMpo-
TUBJICHHE TSDKENOro OeTOHa Ha OCeBOE CKaThe kiacca B25 myis mpenenbHOro COCTOSHHS BTOPOM TPYMIIBI
Ry = Rpser = 18,5 MIla (Tabm. 6.7). PacueTHOE CONMPOTUBIICHHE TSHKEIOT0o OETOHA Ha OCeBOe CkaTue kiacca B25
JUTSI TIPENIETbHOTO COCTOSHUS TepBoil rpynmsl Ry = 14,5 MIla (Tab:. 6.8).

Iloozemnan wacmp. MaTtepuanom sl MOHOJIMTHOM Kelle300€TOHHOH cBau KOHUYECKOW (OPMBI MPUHSAT
TsoKebll OeToH kiacca B15. Bcee xapakrepuctuku Oerona mpuusatel mo CII 63.13330.2011. Pacuetnoe
COTIPOTHBJICHHE OETOHA IS IIPEIeTbHBIX COCTOSHUIM MepBOM TPYIIHI MpH Kiacce 6eToHa B15 mo mpodnocTy Ha
cxarue Ry = 8,5 MIla (tabn. 6.8); pacueTHOE CONMPOTHBIICHHWE OCTOHA IS MPEACIbHBIX COCTOSHUN BTOPOU
TpymIiel IpH Kiacce 0etona B15 mo mpounoctu Ha cxatue Rpser =11 MIla (Tabn. 6.7). Monyns ynpyroctu Ge-
TOHA TPUHAT paBHBIM E;, = 24x10° MIla (ta6n. 6.11). 3HaueHHe MO/ CABUra GETOHA MPUHATO PABHBIM
Gy = 0,4E) = 0,4x24x10° = 9,6x10° MIa (1. 6.1.15) u xoddpdunuent ITyaccona v = 0,2 (. 6.1.17). Iox Hux-
HUM KOHIIOM CBaM PacrojoKeH meOHeBbli map quamerpom D = 2 M. Ille6ens rpymnsl A o TOCT 8267-937
¢ MosyneM yrpyroctu E = 350 MIa (ta6m. 3.2)° u kospdummentom ITyaccona v = 0,3.

5 Canoxkurkos A U., Kyxaxmerosa D.P. CiocoGbl mOrpy»KeHus, IPOYHOCTHBIE U Ae(GopMaloHHbIe pacueTsl cBail. b. u., 2015.
71 c. URL: https://rucont.ru/efd/314524 (nara obpamenus: 19.09.2022).

¢ CIT 63.13330.2012. BeroHHble U kE€300€TOHHBIE KOHCTPYKIMH. OCHOBHBIE MOJOXKEHUS. AKTYalu3MPOBAaHHAS PENAKIMSA
CHulI 52-01-2003 ¢ usmenenuem 1. M., 2015.

7 TOCT 8267-93. llleGenp M rpaBuii U3 IUIOTHBIX TOPHBIX MOPOA Il CTPOUTENBHBIX pabor. TexHuueckue ycious. M.:
T'ocerpoit Poccun, 1993.

8 MeTomuueckye PEKOMEH ALY TI0 MOBBILEHHIO KAYeCTBa JOPOKHBIX OCHOBAHUI M3 MIEOHA pasanuHbIX nopox. M.: CorosJOPHUU,
1980.
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Jnis WTIOCTpallMy YMCICHHOTO aHajiu3a BbIOpaHBl [1Ba TUIA OJHOPOAHBIX rpyHTa. MX pacueTHble
XapakTepucTHKH npunsaThl no CIT22.13330.2011°:

& gapuanm 1 — TPyHT OXHOPOJAHOTO OCHOBAHUSI — IMECOK YETBEPTHYHOTO OTIIOKEHUS, CPEIHEH TIOTHOCTH
(xoaddurent mopucroctu e = 0,45) ¢ momynem nedopmanuu £; = 50 Mlla, yrnom BHyTpeHHero Tperus @1 = 40°,
yAeNbHBIM crietuieaneM ¢ = 3 klla (tabm. b.1) u ko dumuenrom [Tyaccona v = 0,35 (tabm. 5.10);

® gapuanm 2 — TPyHT OJHOPOJHOI'O OCHOBAHMS — ME€COK YETBEPTHYHOI'O OTJIOKCHMS, NbUIEBATHIN (K03(¢-
¢unment nopucroctd e = 0,45) ¢ momynem nepopmanun £, = 11 MIla, yrinom BHyTpeHHETO TpeHUS ¢ = 26°,
yaenbHeIM cueruieHueM ¢ = 2 klla (tabmn. b.1) u koadpduuuentom Ilyaccona v = 0,35 (tabin. 5.10).

BHemHue BepTHKaIbHBIE (IOCTOSHHBIC M BPEMEHHBIE, BKIIIOYAsi CHETOBbIEC) HArPY3KH Ha LWJIMHAPO-TUIUTHOE
MIOKPBITHE OOJBIIENPOJIETHOTO 31aHus NpuHATH U3 [37; 38] u onpexnenensl B cootBercTBur ¢ CII 17.13330.2017
u CIT 20.13330.2016".

MeToasbl uccjieI0BaAHUA

YucneHHoe Mcciaeq0BaHUE NIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOM MOJEIN OOJIBIICIIPOJIETHOTO 34aHUs (COOPYKEHH) C LU-
JUHAPO-TUINTHBIM TIOKPBITHEM, KaK OOJbINoil MexaHndeckoi cuctemsl BbimonHeHo B [IK Femap NX Nastran,
peann3yroeM MeTOJ] KOHEYHbIX 3JIeMeHTOB. Ha reomeTpuio 37aHMA HAJIOKEHBI CETKM KOHEYHBIX JIEMEHTOB
pPEKOMEHIOBaHHOM JUTHHBI, (POPMEI B KOHpUTYparmu [44—47].

Haozemnaa uacmp. OCHOBHBIMH KOHEYHBIMH DJIEMEHTaMH JUTsI HAJ3eMHOM 4acTH OOJBIIEIIPOIETHOTO 3AaHMs
CITY>KUIH 35eMeHThI Thna Plate, Beam n Bar [44-47). Ilpu pacueTe OOJBIIEIPONIECTHOTO 30aHus pad0Ty CTPOUTEIBHBIX
MarepuaioB (0eToHa, >ene300eToHa) MOYKHO 33[1aTh KaK B YIIPYrOH CTaayH, Tak U B YIPYro-IUIaCTUYHOH cTaauu. ua-
TpaMMBbl COCTOSIHHS OETOHA HUCIIONB3YIOT IIPU PacyeTe JKeIe300€TOHHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB 110 HENTMHEHHOH e OopMaIiOHHON
moznenu, nznoxeHHo# B CIT 63.13330.2012 u Hay4HO-TeXHHYECKUX UCTOYHUKaX [48]. B kauecTBe pabounx auarpamm
COCTOSIHHSA TSDKEJIOr0 BHa OETOHA HCTIONB3YIOT IBYXJIMHEHHYIO M TPEXJIMHEHHY0 quarpaMmsl [Ipanst.

Iloozemnasa uwacmp. OCHOBHBIMH KOHEYHBIMU 3JIEMEHTaMM JUII CBallHOro ()yHIaMEHTa M TPyHTOBOIO
ocHOBaHUS TPUHATHL Volume Elements tuna Solid [44-47; 49]. Ilo 3akoHaM TEOPETHYECKOW M CTPOUTEITHHOU
MEXaHHKH MOJEJb TPYHTa MPEeACTaBIseT COO0H CIIONIHOE, TBEPIOE, U30TPOITHOE, IUHEHHO-1e(OPMUPOBAHHOE
Teno, MomUMHsIONmEeecs 0600meHHOMy 3akoHy I'yka'' [49]. B Takom ciyuae pacueT ocaiku (yHIaMeHTa
ompezaenseTcss MeTogoM mocioiHoro cymmupoBanus mo CII 22.13330.2011. Opnako CymecTBYIOT YNpYro-
IUTACTUYHAsA Y IUIACTHUYHAs MOJENM TPYHTa, Ilie KpuTepui miactuyHocTH Kymona — Mopa ucnonbs3yercst Ans
aHaJi3a Hecyle crnocoOHOCTH IpyHTa. [10CKONBKO IPYHT BOCIIPUHUMAET TOJIBKO CKMMAIOIINE U CABUTAIOLINE
HaNpsDKEHUsI, TO B AaHHBIX MOJAEJIIX ONpPEICIAIOEH MPOYHOCTHON XapaKTePUCTUKONH I'PYHTOBOTO OCHOBAHMS
SBIISIETCSL CABHT (KacaTelbHbIE HampsKeHHs ). Pacder OGOJNbIIENPOJETHOTO 3[4aHMs C YIPYTO-TUIACTHYHBIMUA U
TUTACTUYHBIMH MOJEIISIMU IUTAHUPYETCS] IPEACTaBUTH B MOCIEAYIOLINX CTaThsX.

Pe3ynbTarhl

B xoze nccnenoBaHny aHATU3MPOBAINCH MMPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIE KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHbIE MOJIENIN OOJBIIETIPO-
JICTHOTO 3JaHHS C Pa3HBIMU TPAHUYHBIMU YCIOBUSAMHU: MOJENb | «3maHue — jKeCTKas 3ajelika» W MOJACTh 2
«31aHne — CBaWHBIM (yHIAMEHT — TPYHTOBOE OCHOBaHHWe». B Momenn 2 paccMOTpeHO TPYHTOBOE OCHOBaHHWE
IBYX BapwaHtoB: 1 — ¢ momynem medopmaruu E; = 50 MIla (moxens 2, a); 2 — ¢ MomyleM nedopMariim
E, =11 MIla (monens 2, 6). Moxnens 1 Brirodaet 30 348 xoHeuHbIX 371eMeHTOB U 30 469 y31I0B UX COCITUHEHUS
(oOmmii mopsAoK pasperniatomield cucreMsl ypasHeruit 30 467); mogens 2 — 1 421 208 anementoB u 1 989 717 y3-
JI0B (OOIIMIA TTOPSIIOK CUCTEMBI ypaBHeHHUH 5 600 292).

B 1abn. 1 mpuBemeHbl pe3ynbTaThl HAMPSKEHHOTO COCTOSHUS OONBLICHPOJIETHOTO 3/1aHUS C PasHBIMHU
TPAaHUYHBIMH YCIIOBUSMU.

DKBUBAJICHTHBIE HAMPSKEHHS Gogs, H/M?, B 2]IEMEHTAX BBIYHCIIAIOTCA B COOTBETCTBMH C THIIOTE30MH dHEp-
run popmonsmenenns pon Muzeca (Von Mises stress):

G, =%\/(Gx -0o, )2 +(Gy -0, )2 +(GZ -0, )2 +6(Tiy +1:iz +Tiz), (1)

° CI1 22.13330.2011. OcHoBanus 3naHuil u coopyxenuii. AkTyanusuposannas penaxius CHull 2.02.01-83%,

10°CIT 17.13330.2017. Kposiu. Akryanusuposannas penaxius CHull 11-26-76. M., 2017; CIT 20. 13330.2016. Harpy3ku u Bo3-
neiictBus. AxtyanusupoBanHas pegakuus CHull 2.01.07-85*. M., 2016.

" [Totmoeuy H.A. MexaHuka rpyHTOB (KpaTKuii Kypc). 2-¢ uza. M.: Beicias mxomna, 1973. 280 c.
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T/€ Oy, Gy, G- — HOPMaJbHBIE HANPSDKEHUS B TOYKE Ha TUIOMIAIKAX, MEPIEHANKYISIPHBIX K KOOPAMHATHBIM OCSIM
X, Y, Z; Ty, Tyz, Txz — KacaTeNIbHbIE HANPSHKEHUS B TOYKE Ha IUIONIAAKaX, MEPIEHINKYIISIPHBIX K KOOPIHHATHBIM
ocim X, Y, Z.

JIst I0CKOTO HANPSHKEHHOTO COCTOSHUS 000109KH, T71€ G- = 0, T, = 0, T.x = 0 BBIpaykeHUe UMEeT BU]I

_ 2 2 2
B—\/Gx+0y—cxcy+3rxy. ()

Tabauya 1/ Table 1
Pe3yabTaThl HanpsizkeHHOro cocTossHus Mopedieii / The results of the stress state of the models

MakcuMalibHble JKBHBAJIEHTHbBIE HANIPSIZKEHUSI Goxa, H/M2, 10151 Momestei /

JJIeMeHTbI / Maximum Von Mises stress ¢, N/m?, for the models
Elements Moneas 1/ Moneas 2, a (E1 =50 MIIa) / Moneas 2, 6 (E2= 11 MIIa) /
Model 1 Model 2, a (E] 50 MPa) Model 2, b (Ez =11 MPa)
NS 2600000, 2600000,
4055000, 2600000, = X =
Obks =
B BEPXHUX
BOJIOKHAX 2534375, = 1625000, E 1625000, E
IUIACTUHBI / B I ||
Plate top 1520625, [ 975000, B onso00, I
Von Mises 1013750, 650000, 650000
Oufpyt Set: Simeenter NASTRAN Case 1 W Oufpgit Set: Simeenter NASTRAN Case 1 5 Oufpglf Set: Simeenter NASTRAN Case 1 i
stress Deféagd(0,0103): Total Translarion 309875, Dekqd(o.ozm Y: Total Translation 222000, ed(0,0319): Total Translation S50
Elemental Contour: Plate Top VonMises Stress 0, Elemental Contour: Plate Top VonMises Stress 0, Elemental Contour: Plate Top VonMises Stress o

2600000,

4055000, 2600000,
| [ ] =
OskB || | |
B HM)KHUX
BOJIOKHAX 2534375, [ 1625000, [ 1625000, [
MJIACTHHBI / = || q
e - ]
Plate bot e 975000,
. 2062 5000, S
Von Mises a
1013750, 650000, . 650000,
stress Ouffpuf Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 506875 f Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 335000, Oufpllf Set: Simecenter NASTRAN Case 1 55
DefSgd(0,0105): Total Translation 20687 Defbrangd(0,0267): Total Translation 2 Deforgd(0,0319): Total Translation 325000,
Elemental Contour: Plate Bot VonMises Stress 0, | Elemental Contour: Plate Bot VonMises Stress 0, | Elemental Contour: Plate Bot VonMises Stress o 1R
l 750000, l! 750000, =
” - l . !
Obks l l I l l
B 00BEMHBIX -
68750 = 468750, o
JJIeMeHTax / B -w | |
. — [
Solid l l '.
. 281250,
Von Mises ! I [ L 1 L
187500, 187500,
stress . -
Oufpyf Set: Simcenter NASM\T Case 1 93750, Oufulf Set Slm(.enle,r NASTRAN Case 1 93750,
wd(0,0267): Total Translation o Del d(0,0319): Total Translation o
Elemental Contour: Solid Von Mises Stress Elemental Contour: Solid Von Mises Stress 0,

0,

B Tabn. 2 nmpuBeneHs! pe3ynbTaThl pacyera n1e)OpMUPOBAHHOTO COCTOSIHUS OOJNBIICTIPOJIETHOTO 3/IaHUS C
pa3HbBIMU TPAHUYHBIMU YCIOBUAMU. [10 pe3ynabTaTaM CTaTHYECKOr0 pacyeTa MaKCUMalbHbIC (TIOJIHBIC) MepeMe-
HIeHus A Mogenu 1 ¢ xecTkoii 3anenkoit cocraBunu A; = 0,0105 m. [l moneneit 2 ¢ yueTom cBaifHOTO QyH-
JTAMEHTa W TPYHTOBOTO OCHOBAHUS IONyYEHBI CIEMYIONINEe MaKCHMAJbHBIE TEepeMeIleHus: M1 MOJIeH 2, a
¢ MaKCHMaJLHBIM MOAYJEM nedopmaru mecka 4eTBepTHIHOTO oTiokeHus £ = 50 Mlla — A; = 0,0267 M,
a i1 MOJIeTH 2, 6 ¢ MUHHUMAJIbHBIM MOJyJieM JeopMalliy Mecka YeTBEPTUYHOro omioxenus £ = 11 MIla —
A3 =0,0319 m.

Ha nmanHBIN pe3ynpTaT BIUAIOT pacyeTHBIE YCHIIHS, BOSHUKAIOIINE B BEPTUKAIBHBIX DJIEMEHTAX C YIETOM
ux 3akperuieHus. s moxenn 1 «3naHne — skecTKast 3a1eIKay MaKCUMallbHbIe U3rH0arolie MOMEHTBI JKeJIe30-
OCTOHHBIX KOJOHH B IUIOCKOCTH XY cOCTaBUIMUA Mmax = 57 590 HM 1 Mmin = —44 669 Hw™m (puc. 2, a). Makcu-
MaJbHbIE N3rH0AOIAE MOMEHTEI B INIOCKOCTH X7 KOJIOHHBI COCTABMIIA M. = 16 762 HM 1 My, = —16 743 Hm
(puc. 2, 6). Kpytsamme MOMEHTHI — Mmax = 806,7 HM 11 Miin = —806 Hwm (puc. 2, 8).

Ha puc. 3 nprBeneHs! MPOAOTIBHBIE CHIIBI CTEPKHEBBIX 3JIEMEHTOB (KOJIOHH) Nmax = 5438 H 11 Nimin =—309 377 H.
MaxkcuMmanbHbIe Tiepepe3biBaromue (momnepednbie) cuiabl B MIOCKOCTH XY Omax = 9154 H 1 Omin = —9407 H
1 B TWIOCKOCTU XZ Omax = 2317 H 11 Omin = 2322 H.
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Tabauya 2 / Table 2
Pe3yabTaTsl 1epopMupoBaHHOr0 cocTosiHUA MoaeJieli / Results of the strain state of the models

ITonnbie mepemenenust A, M, mojeJei / Total translation A;, m, of the models

Mopaeas 2, a (E1=50 MIla) / Mopeas 2, 6 (E2=11 MlIla) /
Mopeas. 1/ Model 1 Model 2, a (E1 = 50 MPa) Model 2, b (E2 = 11 MPa)
A1 =0,0105 M A2 =0,0267 M Ay =0,0319 M

0,0319

0,0105

0,0167 0,0199

0,00658

133

n

0,00999 0,012

0,00395

0,00666

Ouf Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1
.
Dekyd(o,ozm): Total Translation 0,00333

Elemental Contour: Total Translation

0,00797

0,00263
Oul Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1

De d(0,0319): Total Translation
Elemental Contour: Total Translation

) l f1a
qlﬁil”l l‘-l.vll

[

0,00125

Oulf Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 0.000625
De: d(0,0319): Total Translation
Elemental Contour: Total Translation

Oufput Set: Simecenter NASTRAN Case 1
De d(0,0105): Total Translation
Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0,

0,00132 0,00399

0,002

' LI :

0,005

0,00075

0,0005
Oulf Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 0.0002
De: (0,0267): Total Translation 000025

Elemental Contour: Total Translation

=3

806,7

57590, LO70%: [ ]
= ||
19243 || 4201, [ 202,0 |
243, ]
cico 14,04 0333 N
160, o ||
-~ -4173, 201,2
( | 2> [ . |
-19104, -8360, -402.8
Oufpuy Set: Simeenter NASTRAN Case 1 Oufpuy Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 ABEHT Oufpyf Set: Simeenter NASTRAN Case 1 ;
. -31886, . 12547, d . : 604,4
Defbrmed(0,0105): Total Translation Deformed(0,0105): Total Translation De (0,0105): Total Translation
Contour: Bar EndA Planel Moment -44669, | Contour: Bar EndA Plane2 Moment -16734, Contour: Bar EndA Torque -806,0 L
a 0 8

Puc. 2. lebopmupoBanHas Mmozenb 1 «31aHue — )KeCTKas 3aAeIKay:
@ — U3rubaIoIMiA MOMEHT CTEPKHEBOTO 3eMeHTa (KOIoHHbI)'? B miockocTu XV, Hu;
06— H3TM6aIOHIMﬁ MOMEHT CTEPKHEBOI'O JICMCHTA (KOJ'I()HHLI) B IINIOCKOCTH XZ, HM, 8 — prTS[HII/Iﬁ MOMEHT B CTE€PKHEBOM JJIEMEHTE (KOHOHHS), Hwm
Figure 2. Model 1 “Superstructure — fixed-end”:
a — Bar EndA Planel moment/Bar EndB Planel moment'?, Nm; 6 — Bar EndA Plane2 moment/Bar EndB Plane2 moment, Nm;
6 — Bar EndA torque/Bar EndB torque, Nm

s Mmozenu 2, a «3naHue — CBaHBINA (yHAaMEHT — rpyHTOBOE ocHOBaHHe» (E1 = 50 MIla) makcumans-
HBIE M3THOAIOIINEe MOMEHTHI B TNIOCKOCTH XY KOJOHHBI COCTABMIIN Mmax = 142 812 HM 11 Mmin = —142 280 Hm.
MaxkcuMaiibHbIE U3rHOArOIIE MOMEHTBI B IUIOCKOCTU X7, KOJIOHH COCTaBUIN Miax = 22 081 HM ut Mpmin =22 215 Hm.
KpyTsimue MOMEHTBI: Mmax = 6,067 HM 1 Mmin =—5,979 Hwm (puc. 4).

MakcuMalibHBIE 3HA4YCHUS TPOOJIEHON CHIIBI CTEP)KHEBBIX 3JIEMEHTOB (KOJIOHH) Nmax = 37 969 H
U Nmin = —522205 H u mnepepesbiBatomuX (MOMEPEYHBIX) CHI B TUIOCKOCTAX XY— Omax = 24106 H
U Omin = =24 251 H 1t XZ — Omax = 4605 H 11 Omin = —3244 H u3o06paxeHs! Ha puc. 5.

12 JInst HArmAAHOCTH yeunmii B 1e)OPMUPOBAHHOM MOJIENH TUTACTHHYATHIE TOPU3OHTAIBHBIE IEMEHTHI THMA Plate B BHjle LAIKMH-
JPUYECKON 000JI0UKU HYJICBOH raycCOBOM KPHBHU3HBI, IUTUT INIOCKOTO MOKPBITUS ¥ EPEKPHITUS HE TTOKa3aHBbI.

13 For clarity of forces in the deformed model, plate horizontal elements of the Plate type in the form of a cylindrical shell of zero
Gaussian curvature, flat roof slabs and floors are not shown.
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2317,
5438, .
||
|
-112618, = RN |
51970, ” |
|| -
2 -582.4
’ -191321, g ‘ ' ||
230673, ] -1162,
Oufpyyf Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 -270025, . Outpyf Set: Simeenter NASTRAN Case 1 Ouki;t: Slmceljter NASTRAN Case 1 1742,
De: d(0,0105): Total Translation [ ] De! d(0,0105): Total Translation De 0,0105): Total Translation
Contour: Bar EndA Axial Force 309377 || Contour: Bar EndA P11 Shear Force Contour: Bar EndA P12 Shear Force 2322,
a o 8

Puc. 3. lebopmupoBarHas Mozenb 1 «31aHHE — )KECTKAS 3a/ICIKay:

a — TIPOJIOJIbHAS CHJIA B CTEPIKHEBOM 3iieMeHTe (KotoHHBI), H; 6 — nepepessiBatornast (Ionepeynas) cuia B miockoctd XY
CTEPXKHEBOT'0 IeMeHTa (KOJIOHHbI), H; 6 — nepepessiBaromias (IonepeyHas) cuia B INIOCKOCTH XZ CTEp)KHEBOTO dIeMeHTa (KOJIOHHbI), H
Figure 3. Model 1 “Superstructure — fixed-end”:

a — Bar EndA axial force/Bar EndB axial force, N; 6 — Bar EndA P11 shear force/Bar EndB P11 shear force, N;

6 — Bar EndA P12 shear force/Bar EndB P12 shear force, N

) 6,067
142812, [ 22081, | -
|| [ |

35902, = 5470, = 1,55 =
66 O - 2 - 0,0442 -
e | L ol
, -35370, m 25604, ] J -1,461 |

-71007, -11141, -2,967

Ouf Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 106643 Oufbuf Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 16678 Ouf Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 4473
De d(0,0267): Total Translation ’ De d(0,0267): Total Translation ’ De d(0,0267): Total Translation ’ [ |
Contour: Bar EndA Planel Moment 142280, | Contour: Bar EndA Plane2 Moment 22215, | Contour: Bar EndA Torque -5.979 .

a o 8

Puc. 4. [lebopmupoBanHas Mozenb 2, a «3aaHue — CBalHbIA (yHIaMeHT — rpyHTOBoe ocHoBanue E£1 = 50 MITax»:
a — N3rubaroIMii MOMEHT CTEPXKHEBOT'O AJIeMeHTa (KOJIOHHBI) B IockocT XY, Hum;
6 — M3rudaromuil MOMEHT CTEpP;KHEBOTO 3JIeMEeHTa (KOJIOHHBI) B IIIOCKocTH XZ, HM; 6 — KpyTAIHil MOMEHT B CTEPXKHEBOM dJIeMeHTe (koIoHHe), Hm
Figure 4. Model 2, a “Superstructure — pile foundation — soil base £1 = 50 MPa”:
a — Bar EndA Planel moment/Bar EndB Planel moment, Nm;
6 — Bar EndA Plane2 moment/Bar EndB Plane2 moment, Nm; ¢ — Bar EndA torque/Bar EndB torque, Nm

5 5 4605
37969, 24106, | |
[ | ||
172096, = 5972, = 1662, =
-242118 - ,”:- . Il
|| | ||
-312140, 6117 -300.,4
| 6117, . [
-382162, -12161, = -1282,
Oufpuf Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 452183 Oufplf Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 18206 . Oufpyf Set: Simcenter NASTRAN Case 1 2963
Def d(0,0267): Total Translation ’ De d(0,0267): Total Translation - : De d(0,0267): Total Translation oo
Contour: Bar EndA Axial Force 2522205, | Contour: Bar EndA P11 Shear Force 24251 | Contour: Bar EndA P12 Shear Force 3244,
a 6 6

Puc. 5. lebopmupoBanHast MOJenb 2, a «31aHue — CBAHHBIA (yHIaMEHT — rpyHTOBOe ocHoBaHue £1 = 50 MIlax»:

a — TIPOJIONIbHASL CHIIA B CTEPIKHEBOM 3JIeMeHTe (KOIOoHHEI), H; 6 — nepepessiBatomias (IIonepedHas) cuia B Iwiockoctd XY
CTep>KHEBOTo 1eMeHTa (KoJoHHBI), H; 6 — mepepesbiBarommas (onepeyHast) ciia B INIOCKOCTH XZ CTepIKHEBOTO JIeMeHTa (KOJIoHHbI), H
Figure 5. Model 2, a “Superstructure — pile foundation — soil base £1 = 50 MPa”:

a — Bar EndA axial force/Bar EndB axial force, N; 6 — Bar EndA P11 shear force/Bar EndB P11 shear force, N;

6 — Bar EndA P12 shear force/Bar EndB P12 shear force, N

Jnst mozenu 2, 6 «3naHue — cBaifiHbIA QyHAaMEHT — TpyHTOBOE ocHOBaHue» (£1 = 11 MIla) makcumanbHble
M3rU0AIONUEe MOMEHTHI B TNIOCKOCTH XY KOJOHHBI PaBHBI Mpax = 156 413 HM u Mpin = 155 720 Hm. Makcu-
MaJlbHbIE€ U3rHOaroIe MOMEHTHI B INIOCKOCTH X7 KOJIOHH COCTaBUIN Muyax = 34 696 HM u M = —34 829 Hwm.
KpyTsmme MOMeHTBI: Mmax = 6,366HM 1 Min = —6,3 H™ (puc. 6).
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Puc. 6. [lebopmupoBanHas Mozenb 2, 6 «3aaHue — CBaiHbIi (yHIaMeHT — rpyHTOBoe ocHoBanue £z = 11 MITax:
a — M3rubaronnii MOMEHT CTEPIKHEBOro dIeMeHTa (KOJIOHHBI) B iockoctr XY, Hwm;
6 — N3rubaOIMil MOMEHT CTEPIKHEBOT'O JIEMEHTA (KOJIOHHBI) B INIOCKOCTH XZ, HM; 6 — KpyTAIIMil MOMEHT B CTEpP)KHEBOM 3j1eMeHTe (KosoHHE), Hm
Figure 6. Model 2, b “Superstructure — pile foundation — soil base £> = 11 MIla”:
a — Bar EndA Planel moment/Bar EndB Planel moment, Nm; 6 — Bar EndA Plane2 moment/Bar EndB Plane2 moment, Nm;
6 — Bar EndA torque/Bar EndB torque, Nm

20231,

[ | [ |
[ ||
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[ |
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Puc. 7. lebopmupoBaHHas MoJelnb 2, 6 «31aHue — CBaHHBIA (yHIaMEHT — rpyHTOBOE ocHOBaHue £2 = 11 MIlax:

a — TIPOJIONIbHASL CHJIA B CTEPIKHEBOM 3JIeMeHTe (KOIOoHHEI), H; 6 — mepepessiBatomias (IIonepedHas) cuia B Iwiockoctd XY
CTEPXKHEBOT'0 AJIeMeHTa (KOJIOHHBI), H; 6 — nepepe3siBaromias (onepevyHas) Cuiia B INIOCKOCTH XZ CTEPKHEBOTO dieMeHTa (KOJIOHHBI), H
Figure 7. Model 2, b “Superstructure — pile foundation — soil base £ = 11 MIla™:

a — Bar EndA axial force/Bar EndB axial force, N;

6 — Bar EndA P11 shear force/Bar EndB P11 shear force, N; ¢ — Bar EndA P12 shear force/Bar EndB P12 shear force, N

Ha puc. 7 npuBenens! nmpoaonsHast cuiia Nmax = 20 231 H ¥ Nmin = =555 720 H u nepepessiBatomue (1o-
nepednbie) CHTBI B THIOCKOCTH XY — Omax = 25 668 H 1 Omin = —25 869 H 1 B mmockocTd XZ — Omax = 5794 H
U Omin = —5169 H cTep>KHEBBIX 37IEMEHTOB (KOJIOHH).

Oo6cyxaenue

B mocnemHue roapl mpu NMpOSKTUPOBAHUM 3IaHUH M COOPYKEHHI BCE Yallle MCIIOJIB3YIOTCS OOJIBIIEIPO-
JIeTHbIE KOHCTPYKIIMU PAa3IMYHBIX THIIOB. B kauecTBe mpumepa MOKHO IIPUBECTH 3MAHHS C OOJBIIETIPOJICTHBIM
IMJTMHAPO-IUTUTHEIM U IMIMHIPO-TUTHTHO-BaHTOBBIM TIoKphiTHeM'? [37; 38]. PasHooGpasHble KOHCTPYKTHBHEIE
pelIeHNs 3[aHUi YKa3aHHBIX TUIIOB TPEOYIOT IITyOOKOTr0 HH)KEHEPHOTO aHan3a. bojbioe BHUMaHKE yACISAeTC S
nx H/IC non meficTBHeM 3KCIDIyaTallMOHHBIX CTATHICCKUX HArPY30K, a TAaKXKE IMOBEICHUIO TIOJ NEHCTBUEM CHII,
MEHSIFOIIMXCS] BO BpeMEHHU. Pedb, B 4aCTHOCTH, UAET O PACUETHOM MPOSKTHPOBAHHU OOBEKTOB, TpeIHA3HAUCH-
HBIX I CTPOMUTENILCTBA B CEHCMUYECKUX paiioHaxX. B MpOEKTHBIX pacueTax HE0OXOAWMO ydecTh pabdoTy MOA-
3eMHOM YacTH 3/1aHus, COCTOAIIEH 13 QyHIaMeHTa (MEJIKOTO HIIH ITyOOKOTO 3aJI0KEHUS ), B3aUMOICHCTBYOIIE-
rO C TPYHTOBBIMH MAacCHBaMH pazIM4HOW peonoruu. OcoOyro CIIOKHOCTh MPEACTABISIET SKCIEPUMEHTATbHAS
OlIeHKA JMCCUMATHBHEIX (IeMI(UPYIONINX) CBOMCTB IPYHTA, HMEIONIEr0 MHOTOCIONHYIO CTPYKTYpy' > [50-52].

14 TlarenTsr PO Ne 2740506 u Ne 2705689,

15 [Tarent na nonesnyio monens Ne 184676 Ul Poccuiickas ®@enepaus, MIIK GOIN 19/00. YcTpoicTBO uisl ONpeaeieHus Ko-
a¢dupenTa aemnpUpoBaHuUs ChIMyYnX MaTepuanoB u xuakocteit / Cyteipud B.U., Kyxaxmerosa D.P., llunkapenko U.A.; 3asBurtens
Bantuiickuii ¢penepanpHbiii yHuBepcuteT uMeHn Mmmanymna Kanra. Ne 2018125340; 3asen. 10.07.2018; omy6n. 02.11.2018; Ilatent
Ne 2646540 C1 Poccutiickas ®enepanus, MIIK GO1M 7/04, GOIN 3/32. DkcniepuMeHTalnbHasl yCTaHOBKa (CTEH) AJIS U3yYEHUSI MHOTO-
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HCCJ’IGHOB&HI/IH, BBITIOJTHACMBIC aBTOpaMH, HallpaBJICHBI Ha PCIICHUEC YKAa3aHHBIX MHXKXCHCPHBIX 3a1ay. OneIT 10-
Ka3bIBACT, 4TO 3(1)(1)GKTI/IBHBIM HHCTPYMCHTOM KOMINIEKCHOI'O MHXCHCPHOI'O aHaJIn3a MOTYT CIIYKHUTbh IPOCTpPaH-
CTBCHHBIC KOHCYHO-3JICMCHTHBIC MOACIIN SZ[aHI/Iﬁ B CUCTEMC C OCHOBAHHEM U (I)YHI[aMeHTOM.

3akaouenue

Pacyersl mokazany, 4TO YHpPOIIEHHOE MPEACTAaBIEHHE TPAHWYHBIX YCJIOBHH OIOPHBIX KOJIOHH OOJIbIIIe-
MIPOJIETHOTO 3/1aHUS B BHJIE JKECTKOH 3a/le]Ki Ha YpOBHE OCHOBAaHUS MOXET IIPUBECTH K CEPhE3HBIM BBIUMCIIH-
TeJBbHBIM omuOKaM. KOHCTpYKTHBHBIE OCOOCHHOCTH (DyHIAMEHTa, a Takke (PU3UKO-MEXaHWYECKHE XapaKTepu-
CTHKH KOHCTPYKLIMOHHBIX MaTepHaJOB M TPYHTOB OKAa3blBAlOT CYLIECTBCHHOE BIUSHHE Ha HANPSKCHHO-
nepopmupoBannoe cocrostare (H/IC) HanzeMHO# yacTi OOMBIISIPOIETHOTO 3AaHUs C MIMHAPO-TUIUTHBIM TO-
KPBITHEM.

B wacTHOCTH, pacueToM BBIBIISETCS CYLIECTBCHHOE BIMSHHUE IIE€PEPACHpPEACICHNs U3THOA0IINX MOMEH-
TOB B OINOPHOI 4acTH Kapkaca (KOJOHH) Ha OOIIUI Mporud M HaNpsHKEHHOE COCTOSHHE HUIMHAPUYECKON 000-
JIOYKH MOKPBITUS KOHCTPYKLHUH 3aHHUS B CHCTEME C OCHOBAaHHWEM U CBAHBIM (DYHIAMEHTOM.

CymiecTBeHHBIM (DAaKTOPOM SIBIIETCS TAaKXKe pacipenencHue GU3NKO-MEXaHUIECKUMHU CBOICTB PEOJIOTH-
YEeCKHX CJIOEB I'PyHTa B COOTBETCTBHH C T€OJIOTMYECKMMH M3BICKAaHMAMHU. B X0o1e YMCIIEHHOro HCCleI0BaHUS
OBLIO BBISBIICHO, YTO YMEHBIICHHE MOy fedopmariuii rpyHTa £;, MIla, NpHBOIUT K YBETHMUYCHHIO XapaKTEPHUCTHK
HJIC nanzemHO# yacTi OOJIBIICHIPOICTHOTO 31aHUS C MIMHIPO-TUIUTHRIM MOKPHITHEM. Takum 00pa3oM, Ha Ipod-
HOCTb 3JIaHUsI CYILECTBEHHO BIIMAIOT HE TOJBKO JKECTKOCTHBIE CBOMCTBA (DyHAAMEHTa, HO M (DM3UKO-MEXaHUUCCKUE
CBOICTBa TPyHTOBOrO OCHOBaHUS. CTeneHb yKa3aHHOTO BIMSHHUS yKa3bIBaeT Ha HEIOMYCTHMOCThH alpPHOPHBIX
YIPOLICHUI I'PaHUYHBIX YCIOBHM.
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