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Hcropus cratbu AnHoTanust. [Tpe/icTaBleHbl pe3ybTaThl MOJATBHOTO AHATN3a KOHEYHO-IIEMEHTHBIX
INoctymuna B penaximo: 19 cenrsadps 2022 1. Mojesell OOJBIIEPOIETHOrO 30aHUs € LMIMHAPO-IUIUTHLIM OKPLITHEM KaK GOJIb-
Hopa6orana: 28 Hos0ps 2022 1. HIOM MEXaHMYECKOM CHCTEMBI. PacCMOTpEHBI CIIEAYIOIIME POCTPAHCTBEHHBIE MOJIE-
I[Npunsra k myonukamuu: 4 gexabps 2022 r. m: 1) 3maHue C JKeCTKOM 3aJeNKOi OMOPHBIX KOJIOHH HA IMOBEPXHOCTH TPYHTA;

2) 3maHue — CBalHbIA (D)yHIaMEHT — TPYHTOBOE OCHOBaHHe. Llenp uccnenoBanus —
BBIIIOJIHUTH CPABHUTEINILHYIO OLIEHKY PEe3YJIbTaTOB MOAAIBHOIO aHAINW3a KOHCTPYK-
LMY OOJBIIETIPOIETHOTO 3AaHUS ¢ Pa3HBIMU TPAHHYHBIME YCIOBHAMH U (H3UKO-
MEXaHNYEeCKMMH CBOMCTBAMU T'PYHTOBOIO OCHOBaHWs. MopaibHbId aHamu3 Gomblie-
MIPOJICTHOTO 31aHUS C IWJIMH/IPO-IUTUTHBIM TTOKPBITHEM HPOBOJWIICS ¢ MPUMEHEHUEM
nporpammHoro komrmuiekca CAE-knacca Femap NX Nastran, peanu3syomiero
METOJl KOHEYHBIX 3JeMeHTOB. COIOCTaBIEHBl YacTOTHI U (OPMBI COOCTBEHHBIX
KoJeOaHHI KOHCTPYKIIMU TIPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX MOJIENIeH, MOTyYeHHbIE Ha MOIEIISIX
tuna | 1 2 KOHCTPYKIUH 31aHUs ¢ OOJIBIISTIPOIETHHIM IMIIMHIPO-TUIUTHBIM I10-
KpbITHEM. MOJanbHBIA aHAM3 MOJIENH 2 MOKa3all BIUSHHUE (U3HKO-MEXaHUYECKHX
CBOICTB TPYHTOBOTO OCHOBaHHS Ha XapaKTEPHCTHKU COOCTBEHHOH BHOpaIuu

KOHCTPYKIIUH. B TICPCIEKTUBE MPEATIOIAracTCA IMPOBECTH ,HI/IHaMI/I‘IeCKI/Iﬁ aHaJIn3
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Modal analysis of a large-span building with different boundary conditions
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Article history Abstract. The authors present the results of a modal analysis of finite element
Received: September 19, 2022 models of a large-span building with a cylindrical-and-slab roof as a large me-
Revised: November 28, 2022 chanical system. During the numerical study, the following spatial models are
Accepted: December 4, 2022 considered: 1) superstructure — fixed-end; 2) superstructure — pile foundation —

soil base. The purpose of the study is to compare the results of a modal analysis
of the design of a large-span building with different boundary conditions, physi-
cal and mechanical properties of the soil base. Modal analysis of a large-span
building with a cylindrical-and-slab roof was carried out using the Femap NX
Nastran CAE-class software package implementing the finite element method.
The authors compare the frequencies and modes of natural oscillations of
the construction of spatial models obtained on models of types 1 and 2 of the large-

span building with a cylindrical-and-slab roof. As a result of the modal analysis
of model 2, the influence of the physical and mechanical properties of the soil
base on the characteristics of the structure's own oscillation was revealed.
In the prospect, it is proposed to conduct a dynamic analysis of a large-span
building with a cylindrical-and-slab roof for seismic effects.
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Beenenne

BonbmenponerHsie 3aanus ¢ nuauHAPO-IUTHRIME (L{[1) 1 muaIuHAPO-TUIMTHO-BAHTOBBIMU TTOKPBITUIMHU
OTJINYAIOTCS HETOBTOPUMOH apXUTEKTYPOil M CIIOKHBIMU KOHCTPYKTHBHBIMHU pemternsamu’ [1-12], 4To mo3BomsieT
OTHECTH UX K KaTETOPUM YHUKAJIbHBIX. PacueTbl KOHCTPYKUUI 34aHUM yKa3aHHOIO TUIIA HA IPOYHOCTb, YCTOM-
YHBOCTh M BHOpAIMIO TPEOYIOT CEPbE3HOTO IMOJX0/a K MOCTPOCHHI0 pacueTHOW moxaenu. [locnemuss momkHa
C JIOCTATOYHOH TOYHOCTBHIO U IOJIHOTOM OTpaXKaTh XapaKTEPUCTHKU HANPSKEHHO-Ie()OPMUPOBAHHOTO COCTOSI-
ausa (HJC) u ocoOeHHOCTH JMHAMUKY TTOBEACHHS PEATbHOTO 00BEKTa MO JEHCTBHEM IKCIUTYaTaIlMOHHBIX Ha-
TPpy30K. YKa3aHHbIM TPeOOBaHUSM B HAWOOJBIICH Mepe YIOBICTBOPSICT MPOCTPAHCTBEHHAs KOMOWHUPOBaH-
Hasi KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHAs MOJIEb MEXaHUYeCKON CHCTEMBI «3llaHhe — (DyHIaMeHT — jKecTkas 3aaenka» [13].
YKka3aHHbIE MOJENH CBSI3aHBI C TOCTPOCHHEM W PEUICHHEM CHUCTEMBI pa3pellaloniixX ypaBHEHHH JOCTATOYHO
GompIioro mopsiaka. OgHAKO MPUMEPHI UX YCIICITHOTO PEIISHUS MHOTOYHUCIICHHHI [ 14—34], 9TO CBUIETENHCTBYET
0 3HAYUTENBHBIX JIOCTHKCHUSX COBPEMEHHON MH(POPMATHKH M BBIYUCIUTEILHOW MEXaHUKH. BmecTe ¢ Tem mpu-
OpHUTET B MPAKTUYECKOM HCIOJIH30BAHUU JOJKEH OBITh OTIaH MOMEISAM, IPU MOCTPOSHUH KOTOPHIX BHIITOIHS-
I0TCsI 11eNiecoo0pasHble M JOMYyCTHMBIE YIIPOIICHHS. B paccMarpuBaeMoM cilydae pedb UIET O PACUETHBIX CXeMax
3llaHUI, B KOTOPBIX OMOPHBEIC TOJ3EMHBIC KOHCTPYKIMHU XapaKTEePHU3YIOTCsS aOCOIMIOTHOW JKECTKOCThIO. BBon
JKECTKOW 3aJIENIKM OMOPHBIX KOHCTPYKIUH B TIOCKOCTH TPYHTa CYIIECTBEHHO COKpPAIAET MOPSIOK pa3peliaro-
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el CUCTeMBI YpaBHEHUI KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHOW MOJIENH, YMEHBIIAeT TPYJOEMKOCTh U 00IIee BpeMs MHOTOBa-
PUAHTHOTO pacdyeTHOro aHajau3a. Bo3HuKaeT Bompoc, AOMyCTHMO JIM YKa3aHHOE YIPOIISHNUE MOJEH MPH aHaIn3e
JMUHAMHKH MTOBEICHUST KOHCTPYKIWU 3/IaHUsl paccMaTrpuBaeMoro tuma. OTBET Ha MOCTaBJICHHBIA BOIIPOC MOXKET
JlaTh COMOCTAaBUTEIbHBIN aHATU3 MOJHON U YIPOIIIEHHON MOoenei.

B [35] paccmoTpeHa KOHCTPYKITHs OOJBIIENPOTIETHOTO 3aHUs ¢ HMIUHAPO-TNIUTHBIM ITOKPBITHEM, TIPO-
aHAJIM3UPOBAHO BIIMSHHUE TPAHUYHBIX YCIIOBUH HA €ro HaNpsHKEHHO-IeopMUpoBaHHOE cocTosiHue. [l pacuera
3naHvst ¢hOPMHUPOBAHBI CIEAYIONINE MOJIeNH: 1) yrIpoleHHas Mo/ieb ¢ a0COFOTHO )KECTKUM OCHOBaHUEM, KOTO-
PYIO YCIOBHO Ha30BeM «3JaHHE — JKECTKasl 3aJIeTKa»; 2) MOJENb «3Manne — CBalHbIN (DyHIaMEHT — TPYHTOBOE
OCHOBaHHEY» SIBISCTCS HanOoJee IMOJIHOW Hjealln3aliedl paccMaTpUBAEMOrO CTPOMTEILHOTO OOBEKTa, BBITIOJN-
HEHHOI1 C yUeTOM TpeGOBaHMiA IeHCTBYIONMX HOPMATHBHEIX JOKYMEHTOB?,

Ha npaktrke TpyI0eMKOCTh IIOCTPOCHHUS U aHAIN3a MOJEIH 2 «31aHue — CBalHbIN (DYyHIaMEHT — TPYHTOBOE
OCHOBaHHE» OKa3ajach 3HAYMTEIBHOH. [IOpSIOK COOTBETCTBYIONIMX €l MaTpHI] KOI(QPHIMEHTOB >KECTKOCTH H
MAacChl OMPEACIACTCS HEe TOJILKO OOJNBIIUM YHCIOM KOHEUHBIX 3yieMeHTOB (KD) Haj3eMHON 4acTu U CBaitHOTO
(dbyHIaMeHTa, HO B 3HAYUTEIILHON Mepe OOJBITUM YHCIIOM conpsbkeHHBIX KD rpyHTOoBOTO Maccusa [13; 35].

B xo/1e npenBapUTEIbHOIO pacueTa CTATHKM KOHCTPYKIIMU 3[IaHUS C IMJIMHAPO-TUIMTHBIM TIOKPBITUEM BBISB-
JICHO CYIIECTBCHHOE BJIMSHUE (DU3NKO-MEXaHHMUECKUX XAPAKTEPUCTHK IPYHTA, a TAKXKE IEOMETPHUYECKUX IMapa-
MeTpoB cBaiiHoro (pyHmamenta Ha H/IC HanzemHol yactr. JIOTHYHBIM MTPOJOIKEHNEM YKa3aHHOTO YHCICHHOTO
WCCIIEJIOBaHUS SBISIETCA paccMOTpeHne (OopM M 9acTOT COOCTBEHHBIX KOJI€OaHWIA MPUHATHIX MOJEeH ¢ pas-
HBIMHU TPaHUYHBIMU YCJIOBUSAMHU. Pe3ynbpTaThl pacuera Ha ceiicMH4Yeckoe BO3ZEHCTBHE IUIaHUpYyeTca MpeacTa-
BUTH B CIIEAYIOIIEH cTaThe.

Lenp HACTOAIIETO WCCIENOBAHUA — ONPEAETUTh BIUSHIE CBAWHOTO (yHAaMeHTa B (GU3NKO-MEXaHHIECKUX
CBOWCTB TPYHTOBOTO OCHOBaHHs Ha ()OPMBI U YACTOTHI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJEOAHWH OOJNBLICTIPONIETHOTO 3/IaHHS
C IWJINHAPO-TUTMTHBIM TTOKPBITHEM. J[7Is1 TOCTHXKEHHMSI TOCTABIICHHOM 11EJTU PEIICHBI CICIYIOIINE 3a]a4u:

— c(hopMHUPOBaHBI MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIE KOMOMHUPOBAHHBIE KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHBIE MOJIENIN OOJBIIEIIPOIET-
HOTO 3/IaHUs C Pa3HBIMU TPAHUYHBIMU YCIOBHSIMU;

— BBINIOJIHEH MHOTOBaPHAHTHBIA MOJIAJIbHBIN aHAIN3 KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHBIX Mojienie 1 u 2;

— COMOCTAaBJICHBI COOCTBEHHBIE YaCTOTHI (POPMBI KOJICOaHH yKa3aHHBIX MOJIETEH;

— OTIpeNIeJIeHO BIMSIHAE CBafHOTO (pyHAaMeHTa M (U3NKO-MEXaHHIECKUX CBOHCTB TPYHTOBOTO OCHOBaHUS
Ha (HOpPMBI U YACTOTHI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOAHWN HAA3EMHON 4YacTH OOJBIICTIPOSICTHOTO 3[IaHUS C IIMIHMHIPO-
TUTUTHBIM TTOKPBITHEM.

O0uas xapakTepucTuKa 00JIbIIENPOJIETHOTO 3TaHUSI
¢ IMJIHHAPO-IIUTHBIM MOKPBITHEM

Haozemnasn wacmo 30anus (puc. 1, a). LlentpanbHas 4acTh 34aHUs MpeACTaBiIseT coOOl B IUIaHE HPSMO-
yroibHUK ¢ pazmepamu 40(B)x84(L) M, IO KOHTYPY KOTOPOTO PACIIONIOKEHBI KOJOHHHKI (1103. 1) KBaapaTHOTO
CeueHus ¢ maroM 6 M, MX BBICOTa B IPOJOJIFHOM HAIpaBieHWH (IO JUTMHE MPAMOYTOJIbHUKA) NpuHATA 12 M,
a B MOMEpPEeYHOM HampasieHu# (1o mupuHe) — 12—-16 M. [IpocTpaHCTBEHHBIM MOKPBHITHEM LEHTPANBHONW YacTH
BEIOpaHa MOHOJIMTHAs Kelle300€TOHHAs LWIMHIpUYECcKash 00O0JI0OYKa HYJIEBOW rayCCOBOW KPHBHU3HBI (T103. 2),
BBICOTOH /1 = 4 M, TommmHOK 6 = 0,15 M u pamnycoM KpUBU3HEI R = 52 M. BOpPTOBBIME dJIEMEHTaMH IVTHHIPH-
YeCKOil 00O0JIOUKH SIBIISIFOTCS IBE TOPLEBBIE JKeJIe300€TOHHBIE apKH U MPOIOJIbHBIE OAlIKU MPSIMOYTOJIBHOTO Ce-
yeHus ¢ pazmepamu b = 0,5 M £ = 0,8 M. [To GokaM ¢ IByX CTOPOH K MOMEIIEHHIO ¢ 00O0JOYKOH MPUMBIKAIOT
JIBYXATaKHBIE TIOMEIICHNS C IDIUTaMHU TUIOCKOTO TIOKPBITHSA, BBICOTA KaXIOTO dTaka paBHA 6 M. TONIIMHEI Xe-
71€e300€TOHHBIX TUIMT MOKPBITHHA W mepekpelTuit (mo3. 3) mpunATel ¢ = 0,2 M. [InuTel onmparoTcs Ha KOJIOH-
HBI (1103. 1), yCTaHOBJIEHHBIE € IIArOM U BBICOTON H = 6 M. B Mpo0nsHOM M ONEpEeYHOM HAMpaBlIeHUSIX B LEHTPE U
0 TOPIIaM 3[aHUS PACTIONOKEHBI TUAPpParMbl )KECTKOCTH B BH/I€ MOHOJHUTHBIX JKEI€300€TOHHBIX CTeH (TM03. 4).
Wx Tommuna pasHa 0,5 M, qrHa — 6 U 12 M. B kpaitHux 010Kax 3MaHMs pacioIoKeHbl TH(TOBBIE TaxThl. To-
HIMHA WX MOHOJIUTHBIX KeJe300eTOHHBIX cTeH mpuHsATta 0,5 M. ToJIuHa MOHOJIUTHBIX JKEJIEe300E€TOHHBIX TUIO-
1Ia10K JIECTHUYHBIX KJIETOK cocTaBisieT ¢ = 0,2 M, a TOJIIMHA TECTHUYHBIX Mapiuel — ¢ = 0,22 m [36; 37].

Tloozemnasn wacmo 30anus (puc. 1, 6) IpeACTaBIIeT COOOW TPYHTOBBIM MacCHB (T103. 5), TOBTOPSIONTHH
¢dopmy OoublIenposieTHOTO 31aHus B TuiaHe. [lof kaxaol KoloHHOMH (1103. 1) YCTPOCHBI OTHENBEHO CTOSIINE MO-
HOJIUTHBIE KeJIe300eTOHHBIE CBaifHbIe (yHAaMEHTH B JOpMe KOHyca ¢ OOKOBBIMU M HM)KHUMH IEOHEBBIMH 00-

2 CI1 22.13330.2011. OcHoBanus 31aHKi M coopykeHuii. AkTyanusuposannas peaakuus CHull 2.02.01-83*. M., 2011. 166 c.
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pazoBaHmsMH (1103. 6). OpHTHHANBHOCT M HOBH3HA (YHIAMEHTA MOJTBEP)KJICHA MATEHTHOW JKCIEpPTH3OI .
[Mon xene300eTOHHBIMU OyioKaMu (1103. 4) 3[aHUsI, COCTOSIIMMH U3 TuadparM (CTeH), TMPTOBBIX IAXT U JIECT-
HUYHBIX KJIETOK PacHoJIOKEHbI KyCThl U3 YKa3aHHBIX cBail. B [38—42] onucana TeXHOIOTHs U3TOTOBIECHUS CBaMi-
HOW KOHCTPYKLMH YKa3aHHOTO THIIA; IPEACTABICHBI PE3yJIbTaThl YUCICHHOTO HCCIEIOBAHUS: NPOYHOCTHBIX U
JIeQOpMaOHHBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK CBAHHON KOHCTPYKLUHUH C YYETOM Pa3HBIX (PH3MKO-MEXaHUYECKUX CBOWCTB
TPYHTA; JaHO CpaBHEHHE HANPSKEHHO-Ae()hOPMUPOBAHHOTO COCTOSHUS YKa3aHHOM CBau C aHaJIOTMYHBIM COCTO-
SHUEM CBall Ipyrux BUIOB M (GOpM, IPUBEACHBI METOABI UX pacueTa [43]. B xone uccnenoBanus MpUHATHI Clie-
IyIOIIe TeOMETPHUYECKHEe TapaMeTphl CBan: OO BEpXHUN AMaMeTp CBafHOW KOHCTPYKIUH 1,2 M, HIDKHUI ee
muametp 0,6 M. HikHee meGHeBoe pacuiupeHre BHIIOIHEHO B popMe Iapa AuaMmeTpoM D pasMepoM OKOJIo 2 M.
JnuHa ctBona cBan L = 10 M. BeicoTa MaccuBa rpyHTa npuHsaTa H = 16 m.

Puc. 1. KoneuHo-351eMeHTHBIE MOJIEIH OOJIBIICTIPOICTHOTO 3AaHHS C LIMINHPO-TUIUTHBIM TOKPBHITHEM:
a—wmonenb | «3nanue — xecTkas 3a1enka; 6 — MozeNb 2 «31aHne — CBaiHbIA GyHIaMEHT — TPYHTOBOE OCHOBAHHEY;

HaozemHas yacmoy: 1 — KOJOHHBI, 2 — IWIMHIpPUYECKas 000JI0YKa HyJIEBOI rayCcCOBOW KPUBU3HBI, 3 — IPOJOJIBHBIE M IOIIEPEYHBIE THadparMsl,
4 — IUTATBI INTOCKOTO TOKPBITUS ¥ IIEPEKPBITHUS; NOO3eMHAs Yacmb: 5 — TPYHTOBOE OCHOBAaHHE, 6 — CBAHBIN (DyHIAMEHT (yCIIOBHO HE II0Ka3aHBbI)
Figure 1. Finite element models of a large-span building with a cylinder-and-slab roof:

a —model 1 “superstructure — fixed-end”; 6 — 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)

MarepuaJjibl

B pacueTHOM HcceOBaHUM HCIONB30BAaHbl UCXOTHBIC JaHHBIC, aHATIOTUYHBIC JaHHBIM paHee OITyOJIHKO-
BaHHBIX padoT [35].

Haozemnasn wacmy. LlUAMHAPO-TUINTHOE MOKPBHITHE M KAapKac 3[JaHUS BBIIOJIHEHBI M3 TSDKEIOTO OeTOHa
kiacca B25. Pacuernrie xapakrepucTuku 6eroHa npuHaTh B coorBeTcTBHM ¢ CII 63.13330.2011 «beToHHEBIE 1
XKeNe300eTOHHbIe KOHCTpyKIum»®. TInoTHOCTS Tskenoro 6eTona p = 2500 kr/m® (1. 6.1.1). HavansHeli MoayIih
YIIPYTocTH Tsxkenoro 6etona B25 npu cxxaruu u pactsxennu E, = 30x10° MITa npunst mo tabmume 6.11, Mo-
aymb casura 6erona Gy = 0,4E, = 0,4:30-10° = 12-10° MITa (m. 6.1.15). Kosddurment Iyaccona (ko3¢ puiu-
€HT TonepevHoi aedopmannn) 6etona gomyckaercs npuauMats v = 0,2 (1. 6.1.17). Koapduunent nuneitnoi
TEeMIIepaTypHOH OedopManuy TsKeaoro OeToHa Mpu M3MEHeHHMH Temneparypsl oT —40° mo +50° npuHUMAOT
ope = 1-10° °C™! (11. 6.1.18). HopMaTHBHOE M pacueTHOE CONPOTUBIIEHHE TSKEIOT0 GETOHA HA OCEBOE CKATHE
kiacca B25 nns mpeaenbHOro coCTOSHUS BTOPOH TPYIIBL Ry, = Rpser = 18,5 Mlla (Tabn. 6.7). PacueTHoe co-
NPOTHBJICHUE TSDKEJIOro OETOHa Ha OceBoe CxkaTWe Kiacca B25 s mpenesbHOro COCTOSHUSI IEPBOW TPYIIIIBI
Ry = 14,5 MlIla (Ta0mx. 6.8).

Iloozemnasn wacmy. MarepuanoM JUis MOHOJHMTHOH KeJIe300€TOHHOW CBa KOHWYECKOH ()OPMBI MPHHAT
TSDKenbIi OeToH kiacca B15. Bee xapaktepuctuxu 6etona npussitsl o CIT 63.13330.2011 «beronnsie u xemne3zo0e-
TOHHBIE KOHCTPYKLMM». PacueTHoe compoTuBieHHE O€TOHA Ul MpENeNbHBIX COCTOSIHUIM IEPBOW I'PYMIIBI NIPH
knacce 6erona B15 no npouHocTr Ha cxatue R, = 8,5 MIla (ta0un. 6.8); pacueTHOE CONPOTUBIIEHHE OETOHA IS

3 Tarent PO Ne 157318.2015. KoHCTpyKIMsi MOHOJIMTHOM 5KeNe300€TOHHOM cBan KoHnueckoi Gpopmel / Kyxaxmerosa J.P., Ca-
noxHUKOB A.U. 2015. Bron. Ne 33. 7 c.; Ilatent P®D Ne 154795.2015. KoHCTpyKUUMS COeIMHEHUS BEPXHETO CTPOCHHS 3CTaKaIbl C MOHO-
JUTHOI cBaeit-o6onoukoii / CanoxuukoB A.U., Kyxxaxmerosa D.P. 2015. Bron. Ne 25. 7 c.

4 CIT 63.13330.2012. BeTOHHBIE U KENE300ETOHHbIE KOHCTPYKIMU. OCHOBHBIE MOJOMKEHMS. AKTyalu3UpOBaHHAS PENAKIMS
CHull 52-01-2003 ¢ usmenenmsimu 1. M., 2015.
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TIPEACTBHBIX COCTOSHIIN BTOPOH TPyIIBI IpH Kilacce 6eToHa B15 mo mpounocTy Ha cxkathe Ryser = 11 MIla (Tadm. 6.7).
Monyns ynpyroctu 6etona npusst E, = 24-10° MIla (tabn. 6.11). 3HaueHne MoAy/Is caABUra 6ETOHA MPUHSITO
paBabIM G, = 0,4E, = 0,4-24-10° = 9,6-10° MIla (m. 6.1.15), koadourment Ilyaccona v = 0,2 (m. 6.1.17).
[Tox HIKHUM KOHIIOM CBaW PacCIONIOKEH IMEeOHEBBIN map auamerpoM D = 2wm. lllebenp nmpuHAT rpymmsl A 1o
I'OCT 8267° ¢ Mmoxynem ynpyroctu E = 350 MITa (ta6x. 3.2)° u xoadpunuentom Iyaccona v = 0,3.

B pacueTHOM aHanmu3e UCMONB30BAaHBI J1BA THIA OJHOPOAHBIX TPYHTOB. VX pacueTHbIE XapaKTEePUCTHKH
npunsaThH cormacuo CIT22.13330.2011":

— gapuanm I — TPyHT OJHOPOJHOIO OCHOBAHMS: MECOK YETBEPTHUYHOIO OTJIOXKEHHUS, CPEIHEH INIOTHOCTH
(xoapuuuent nopucrocti e = 0,45) ¢ moaynem pedopmauuu E; = 50 Mlla, yriioMm BHYTPEeHHETO TPEHUS
¢1 =40°, ynensubiM crierieHueM ci = 3 klla (tabn. b.1) u koadpdunmenrom [lyaccona v = 0,35 (tabmn. 5.10);

— gapuanm 2 — TPYHT OJHOPOJHOI'O OCHOBAHUS: IIECOK YETBEPTHYHOI'O OTJIOXKEHUs, IbIIEBATHIA (KO3(¢-
¢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 (tabmn. 5.10).

Baemniaue BepTHKanbHbIE (IIOCTOSIHHBIC M BPEMEHHBIE, BKJIIOYas CHETOBBbIE) HATPY3KH HAa LIUIMHIPO-
IJTUTHOE TOKPBHITHE OOJBIISIPOIIETHOTO 3MaHusi ONpuHATH u3 [37; 38] U ompenelneHbl B COOTBETCTBUU C
CII 17.13330.2017 «Kposu»® u CIT 20.13330.2016 «OcHOBaHUS 3aHHIT U COOPYKEHHT» .

MeTtoanl

Meton koHewHbIX dneMeHToB (MKD) sBisieTcs yHUBEpCaTbHBIM CPEACTBOM UYHCIEHHOTO WH)KEHEPHOTO
aHayM3a OOJIBIIMX MPOCTPAHCTBECHHBIX MEXaHHUUECKUX cHUcTeM. OH MO3BOJIsET KOMOMHUPOBAThH B MOJE/SAX Ha-
nexHble crepykHeBble (Beam u Bar), mnactuHuarteie (o6onmoueunsie) (Plate) m o0bemusie (Volume Elements tvma
Solid) koHEeUHBIEC 7IEMEHTHI PA3TMIHBIME AMIIPOKCUMHPYIOIMIME (YHKITHSAMHA ITOJeH mepeMenieHuii. B mcce-
JIOBAaHUM PACUYCTHBIX MOJENICH OOJIBIICPOJICTHOIO 37aHUs NPUMEHEH pacueTHbId kKomiuiekc Femap with NX
Nastran, peanu3yrmuil IIMPOKUii HA0OP PACYCTHBIX MOAXOJIOB U METOJIOB MHKEHEPHOTo aHanu3a. J[is pacyera
COOCTBEHHBIX 4acTOT U (hopM KoneOaHuii ucronb3yercs Mmeton Jlanmoma (Lanczos), codeTaromnuii Tydiime CBOHCTBa
MeTO/a 00paTHOH CTereHH, MOIU(HUIIMPOBAHHOIO MeTo/1a 0OpaTHOU creneHu LlITypmMana 1 METOIOB TIPUBEACHUS,
Takux Kak Metoj ['mBeHca, Mmeron Xaycxoizaepa, MOTU(GUIIUPOBaHHBIN MeTon ['MBeHCa, MOAM(HUIIMPOBAHHBIM
Meroa Xaycxonaepa [44—48].

PesynbTarhl

[Ipu BBIMOJHEHUHM MOZAJIBLHOTO aHAJIKM3a MPUMEHEHBI JBE MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIC KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHBIC MO-
Jienyd OOJBIIEIIPOJIETHOTO 3aHKs ¢ Pa3HBIMU TPAaHUYHBIMU yCiIoBUsAMU [35]: momens 1 «31anne — xecTkas 3a-
JlenKa» ¢ abCONOTHO JKECTKUM OCHOBAaHHEM; MOJIENb 2 «3/1aHue — CBalfHBIN (yHIAMEHT — TPYHTOBOE OCHOBa-
HHUE» ¢ MOAYJIeM JedopMalyu TpyHToBoro ocHoBanus £, = 50 Mlla (Mozenb 2, a) u ¢ MoayseM qedopMariu
E, =11 MIla (Monens 2, 6). Beieyka3aHHble KOHEUHO-3JIEMEHTHBIC MOJICTIH UMEIOT CIICAYIOIINE XapaKTePUCTHUKY:
Mozenb 1 Bkmrouaet 30 348 KOHEUHBIX JIEMEHTOB, COCTHIKOBAHHBIX B 30 469 y3nax; mozaens 2 — 1 421 209 sne-
MeHTOB U 1 989 721 y31moB (HanOONBIINN TTOPSIOK pa3pelIaoliell CHCTEMBI ypaBHeHUH cocTtaBm 5 600 292).

[NocnenoBatenbHOE omnpenencHre GOpM U YacTOT COOCTBEHHBIX KOJeOaHUI KOHCTPYKIIMH 37aHUS YXKE Ha
HAYaJbHBIX dTarmax pa3pabOoTKH MOJETH MOMOTaeT BBISBHTH OOJBITMHCTBO He()OPMaIbHBIX OIIUOOK MOJIEIHPO-
BaHMs. COMOCTAaBUTh XapaKTepHbIC HU3MIHE (HOPMBI M YaCTOTHl COOCTBEHHBIX KoJieOaHmit Moaenei 1 1 2 MOXHO
o Tabuie.

Ha puc. 2 u 3 npencraBieHsl TpaduKy pacueTHBIX 3aBUCUMOCTEH «CyMMapHbIC MacChl — MOJIbI COOCTBEH-
HBIX KoJIeOaHU», a Takke «3(PPEKTUBHBIE MacChl — MOJBI COOCTBEHHBIX KoeOaHuit» st Moaenu 1 «3manme —
JKeCTKas 3ajaenkay. ['papuk Ha puc. 2 BU3yaJU3UPYEeT OXBAT CYMMAapHON MaccChl OOJIBIICTIPOJICTHOTO 3IaHUS
C ’KECTKOH 3aJIeNTKOH C y4eToM (hopM COOCTBEHHBIX KOJEOAHUH sl IMHEHHBIX MMEPEMEIICHHI U yIII0B MOBOPOTA
oTHOcHUTENbHO ocelt X, V, Z. Ilpu munueitHom nepememennu T1 (Boons ocu X) oxBaT cyMMapHOU Macchl Mass
SUM mogenu 1 B quamazone yactoTsl oT 0 1o 20 'y (161 dopma) cocrasmr 90,16 % maccer Momenu, [tst iepe-

3 TOCT 8267-93. LlleGenb u rpaBuii U3 IIOTHBIX TOPHBIX IIOPOJ I CTPOUTENBHBIX pabot. Texuuueckue ycnosus. M.: Toccrpoit
Poccuu, 1993.

¢ MeToruecKne peKOMEHIALMK TI0 MOBBILIEHHIO KauecTBa JOPOXKHBIX OCHOBaHMii 3 mebHA pasnuunbix nopos / Coro3 JOPHUU.
M., 1980.

7 CI 22.13330.2011. OcHoBanus 31aHui M coopyxkeHuii. AkTyanusuposannas peaakuus CHull 2.02.01-83*, M., 2011. 166 ¢.

8 CIT 17.13330.2017. Kpoenu. Akryamusuposannas peaakuus CHull 11-26-76. M., 2017

9 CIT 20. 13330.2016. Harpysku u Bo3aeiicteus. AkTyanusuposannas peaakuus CHull 2.01.07-85*. M., 2016.
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memmennit: T2 (Bgons ocu V) — Mass SUM = 83,42%, T3 (Bmons ocu Z) — Mass SUM = 59,93% (puc. 2, a).
AmnanornuHblii TpaduK MOKa3aH Ha pHC. 2, 6, Te 0XBaT CyMMapHOW MaccChl BCETO 3/IaHUsI ¢ y4eToM moBopoTta R1
BOKpYT ocu X paBeH 71,16 %, na noBopota R2 Bokpyr ocu ¥ u R3 Bokpyr ocu Z — 56,71 u 83,45 % coorBet-
CTBEHHO.

PesyabTaThl pacyera cOOCTBEHHBIX KOJIe0aHU
Results normal modes

Yacrortsl fi, ', cOGCTBEHHBIX KoJIe0aHuii Moaeeii /
Frequencies fi, Hz, of natural oscillations of the models
®Dopmbl /
Mode
Mopgean 1/ Mogpeas 2, a (E1 =50 MIla) Mogpeasn 2, 6 (E2=11 MIla) /
Model 1 Model 2, a (E1 =50 MPa) Model 2, b (E2 =11 MPa)
f1=2,527898 f1=1,492509 f1=0,93039
0,000865 . 0,000528 . 0,000529 =
||
] ||
1 0,00054 . 0,00033 0,000331 =
0,000432 . 0.000264 0,000265 =
0,000324 0,000198 0,000198 |
0,000216 0,000132 0,000132
Ouksjﬁ Mode 1, 2.527898 Hz T Oufput Set: Mode 1, 1,492509 Hz _ Cufpf Set: Mode 1, 0.93039 Hz
Dol 6525 ekl St : Def8ngd(0,000528): Total Translation ~ C-000066 DefSrmgd(0,000529): Total Translation 0,0000662
RS e T T 0, Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0. Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0,
£ =2,58253 £ =1,679839 £=1.218615
0,000836 0,000359
0,000788 = .
2 0,000452 B 0,0005 0.000224 i
0,000394 I 0.000418 0,000179 ||
0,000295 0.000313 0,000135 o
. 0,000157 0,000209 0,0000897
Oul Set: Mode 2, 2.58253 Hz 2 0,0000985 i O Set: Mode 2,1.218615 Hz :
1(0,000788): Total Transl g Oufpu Set: Mode 2, 1.679839 Hz 0,000104 De (0,000359): Total Translation  0,0000448
Contour: Total T 0, Del d(0,000836): Total Translation Elemental Contour: Total Translation
Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0, 0,
f3=3,449787 f3=2,01596 f3=1,289648
_ 0,000399 . 0,000644 .
= - f
3 0,000561 [l 0,000249 i 0,000402 .
0,000449 ! 0,0002 g 0,000322 .
0,000337 = 0.00015 - 0,000241
0,000225 0,0000998 ) 0,000161
Set: Mode 3, 3.449787 Hz Out up Set: Mode 3, 2.01596 Hz
De 0.000898). Total Trans] 0,000112 : ) Oufyif Set: Mode 3, 1.289648 Hz —
Elemene Contou. Totol Trarslation. . Defa2ed(0,000399): Total Translation 0,0000455 Def (0,000644): Total Translation, " 050>
), Elemental Contour: Total Translation o, Elemental Contour: Total Translation o
f4=3,701951 fa=2,157223 f4=1,532623
0,000877 . 0,000634 0,000807 .
] ||
w54z I
0,000548
| 0.000396 0,000505 -
4 oose B
[ 0,000317 0,000404
0,000329 3
0.000238 0,000303
0,000219
Ougpuf Set: Mode 4, 3.701951 Hz 0.00011 0,000158 0,000202
Def d(0,000877): Total Translation > .
E]emer?ﬂl Contour: Total Translation o Ouforgr Set: Mods 4, 2.157223 Hz 0,0000792 Ouf Set: Made 4, 1.532623 Hz 0,000101
g Del d(0,000634): Total Translation De 0,000807): Total Translation N
Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0, Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0,
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Oxonuanue maon. / Table, ending

Yacrotsl fi, ', cOGCTBEHHBIX KOJIeOaHuii Moaeneii /

®opmbl / Frequencies fi, Hz, of natural oscillations of the models
Mode Mogeas 1/ Mogeas 2, a (E1 = 50 MIIa) Moneas 2, 6 (E2 = 11 MIIa) /
Model 1 Model 2, a (E1 = 50 MPa) Model 2, b (E2 = 11 MPa)
£ = 4,505066 fi=2,923043 fi=2,43373
0,00085 . 0,000387
0,000877 . .
5 0,000548 = 0,000531 i =
0.000438 || 0,000425 - i
0,000329 0,000319 0000145 g
0,000219 0,000213 0,0000968
Oufpyr Set: Mode S, 4505066 Hz, .
DefSrmigd(0,000877): Total Translation Rio0oLy g“ “fsj(tbl‘gggg;’ %9313_?_43 I—{z{ 0,000106 g:k;;(‘-olggg;;‘)lﬁﬁﬁ:&m‘m 0,0000484
El ital Contour: Total Translat ¢! . . lotal lranslalion ) ? 3 »
crtental Foniour Tl Tanstion 0, Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0, | Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0,
fo=5,148898 fo=3,233619 fo=2,451672
0,000858 0,000386
0,000878 . . =
6 0,000548 = 0,000536 0,000241 =
0,000430 I 0,000429 -
|| -
0,000329 0000322 0,000145
0,000212 0,000215 0,0000966
o»ieﬁ Set: Mode 6, 5.148898 Hz , Onifpuy Set: Mode 6, 3.233619 Hz 2
_ 0,00011 e . : 7
000 10, T Tl Defbimgd(0,000858): Total Translation 0,000107 g:g;:&fggg;%f;ﬂféﬁaﬁm 0,0000483
= Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0. Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0,
f=5,280518 £ =3,508300 f=2,532257
0,000875 0,00049
000112 gy = .
-
7 0.000703 I 0,000547 [ 0000306
00562 I 0,000438 . 0,000245 -
0,000422 0,000328 - 0,000184 —
i 0,000281 0,000219 0,000122
g‘c] ;;:;gg;ﬁ;j‘i—;fﬁ;ig:ﬁm 0,000141 Oufpug Set: Mode 7, 3.508309 Hz Ouf Set: Mode 7, 2.532257 Hz 0.0000612
Elemental Contour: Total Translation . Def d(0,000875): Total Translation 0-000109 Detérngd(0,00049): Total Translation 4
) Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0 Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0,
f8=5,520917 f3=4,50695 f3=2,637183
0,0002 . 0,000431
0,000972 . L =
8 0,000607 . 0,000125 i 0,000269 =
( .-.‘..\w. 0,0001 0,000215 -
|| | ]
0.000364 0.000075 0,000162
0,000243
. g 0,00005 0,000108
Ouf Set: Mode 8, 5.520917 Hz . L
Dj?,‘f,?dm,omm ) Total Translation 0.000121 I g: uf S§fb%f§ffﬁ§f)$f;§§mn T Ouffulr Set: Mode 8, 2.637183 Hz 0.0000539
Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0 3 . . & De d(0,000431): Total Translation
: Elemental Contour: Total Translation 5 Elemental Contour: Total Translation o,
fo=5,820593 fo=4,521478 fo=2,709601
0,0015 . 0,00046
0,00102 .
9 0,000635 0,000288

0,000508
0,000381
0,000254

0,000127

Ouffult Set: Made 9, 5820593 Hz
De d(0,00102): Total Translation

Elemental Contour: Total Translation

0,

0.00075
0,000563

0,000375
Oufpuf Set: Mode 9, 4.521478 Hz

Def d(0,00317): Total Translation 0,000188
Elemental Contour: Total Translation

0.

0000173

0,000115

0,0000575

O Set: Mode 9, 2.709601 Hz
Def d(0,00046): Total Translation

Elemental Contour: Total Translation 0,
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—e— CymmapHas Macca R1 V3ei 0 (8) / Mass SUM R1 Node 0 (8)
—o— Cymmapnast macca R2 V3ex 0 (10) / Mass SUM R2 Node 0 (10)
—e— Cymmapnast Macca R3 V3en 0 (12) / Mass SUM R3 Node 0 (12)

o

Puc. 2. Mogens 1 «3nanue — xxectkas 3aaeika», rpadpuk « CyMMapHbIe Macchl — MOJIbI COOCTBEHHBIX KOIEOaHHI»:
a —nepemerenue y3na T1, T2, T3 mo ocu X, V, Z; 6 — nosopor B y3ne R1, R2, R3 Bokpyr ocu X, V, Z
Figure 2. Model 1 “Superstructure — fixed-end”, graphic “Mass Summary — Mode”:
a—T1, T2, T3 Translation in the X ¥, Z axes; 6 — R1, R2, R3 Rotation in the )X, ¥, Z axes

I'paduru «DddexTruBHAST CyMMapHas Macca — MOJBI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJeOaHMA» I TUHEHHBIX TIepeMe-
menuit T1 no ocu X, T2 no ocu ¥, T3 no ocu Z u noBopotoB R1 Bokpyr ocu X, R2 Bokpyr ocu ¥V u R3 Bokpyr
ocH Z IEMOHCTPHUPYIOT OMACHBIC (POPMBI U YACTOTHI fmax COOCTBEHHBIX KOJIeOaHMi Moaenu 1 «31aHue — jkecTKas
3amenka» (puc. 4). Hambomnee omacHbIMH (opMaMH COOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOAHWH 1O TEPEMEMICHUSM SBIISIOTCS
¢dopma 1 st T3 no ocu Z ¢ apdexTuBHON cymmapHoit Maccout 34,72 % u dopma 6 T3 no ocu Z ¢ 3¢ dexTus-
HOU cymmapHoil Maccoii 51,33 % (puc. 4, a). dns moBopora onacHeiMH OynyT ¢opma 6 mmst R2 Bokpyr
ocu ¥V (32,21 %) u R3 Bokpyr ocu Z (29,6 %) u popma 4 s R1 Boxpyr ocu X (27,96 %).

JlanHbple rpaduKM yKa3bIBAIOT Ha OMAacHbBIC (POPMBI M YacTOTHI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOAHMIA 3JIaHUS MPU I1e-
pememenusx T1(X), T2(Y), T3(Z) u yrmoB moBopoToB oTHocuTenbHO Kaxnaoi ocu R1(X), R2(Y), R3(2).
Pe3ynmbTaThl COOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOAHWUN ONMPEACIIOT MOBEACHHUE KaKIOW KOHCTPYKIMM W 34aHWS B IEJIOM TIpU
JMMHAMHYECKUX Bo3aeicTBusx. Jlanee Ha puc. 5—8 mpencraBieHbl aHATIOTWYHBIE TpaQuKu IS Mozened 2, a
u 2, 6 «3maHue — cBaliHBIH (QYHIAMEHT — TPYHTOBOE OCHOBAHHE» C Pa3HBIMH MOAYJISIMHU JedopMariuii
Ey=50Mllau E, =11 MIla cOOTBETCTBEHHO.
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o

Puc. 3. Mogens 1 «3manue — )xecTKas 3aaeiKay, rpapuk « IPPEeKTUBHBIE MaCChl — MOJIBI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJIEOaHUIN»:
a —nepemerenue y3na T1, T2, T3 mo ocu X, V, Z; 6 — nosopor B y3ne R1, R2, R3 Bokpyrocu X, V, Z
Figure 3. Model 1 “Superstructure — fixed-end”, graphic “Effective masses fraction — mode™:
a—T1, T2, T3 translation in the X, Y, Z axes; 6 — R1, R2, R3 rotation in the X, Y, Z axes
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—o— Cymmapnas Macca T2 V3ein 0 (4) / Mass SUM T2 Node 0 (4)
—e— Cymmapnast macca T3 ¥V3ex 0 (6) / Mass SUM T3 Node 0 (6)

a

Puc. 4. Monens 2, a «3naHne — CBailHbIA (HyHIAMEHT — IPYHTOBOE OCHOBAHHE),
E1 =50 MIla, rpadux «CyMmMapHBIE MacCHl — MOJBI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJIEOaHUI):
a — nepemeienue y3na T1, T2, T3moocu X, ¥, Z
Figure 4. Model 2, a “Superstructure — pile foundation — soil base”, E1 = 50 MPa, graphic “Mass summary — mode”:
a—T1, T2, T3 translation in the X, Y, Z axes
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Puc. 4. Mogens 2, a «3nanne — cBaifHbIi (yHIAMEHT — TPYHTOBOE OcHOBaHMe», £1 = 50 MI]a,
rpapuk «CyMMapHBIE MACChl — MOJBI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOAHUI» (OKOHUAHUE):
6 —noBopor B y31e R1, R2, R3 Bokpyr ocu X, V, Z
Figure 4. Model 2, a “Superstructure — pile foundation — soil base”, E1 = 50 MPa, graphic “Mass summary — mode” (ending):
6 —R1, R2, R3 rotation in the X, Y, Z axes
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—— Dddexrunas Macca R2 ¥V3en 0 (9) / Mass FRAC R2 Node 0 (9)
—— DddextuBHag macca R3 Y3en 0 (11) / Mass FRAC R3 Node 0 (11)

o

Puc. 5. Mogens 2, a «3nanne — cBaifHbIi (yHIAMEHT — TPYHTOBOE OcHOBaHMe», £1 = 50 MI]a,
rpaduk «IPPeKTHBHBIE MacCH — MOJBI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJIEOaHU»:
a —nepemerenue y3na T1, T2, T3 mo ocu X, V, Z; 6 — nosopor B y3ne R1, R2, R3 Bokpyrocu X, V, Z
Figure 5. Model 2, a “Superstructure — pile foundation — soil base”, E1 = 50 MPa, graphic “Effective masses fraction — mode”:
a—T1, T2, T3 translation in the X, Y, Z axes; 6 — R1, R2, R3 rotation in the X, Y, Z axes
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o

Puc. 6. Monens 2, 6 «3nanue — cBalHBIA (yHIAMEHT — IPYHTOBOE OCHOBaHHEe», £2> = 11 MIIa,
rpaduk «CyMMapHbIe Macchl — MOJIbI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJIEOaHHN»:
a —nepememenue y3na T1, T2, T3 mo ocu X, V, Z; 6 — mosoport B y3ne R1, R2, R3 Bokpyr ocu X, V, Z
Figure 6. Model 2, b “Superstructure — pile foundation — soil base”, E2 = 11 MPa, graphic “Mass summary — mode”:
a—TI1, T2, T3 translation in the X, Y, Z axes; 6 — R1, R2, R3 rotation in the X, Y, Z axes
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a

Puc. 7. Monens 2, 6 «3nanue — CBalHBIA (yHIaMEHT — IPYHTOBOE OCHOBaHUEe», £2> = 11 MIIa,
rpaduk «IddexTHBHBIE MacChl — MOIBI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJIEOaHMID)
a —nepemeinenue y3na T1, T2, T3moocu X, ¥V, Z
Figure 7. Model 2, b “Superstructure — pile foundation — soil base”, E2 = 11 MPa, graphic “Effective masses fraction — mode”:
a—T1, T2, T3 translation in the X, Y, Z axes
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o

Puc. 7. Mogens 2, 6 «3nanne — cBaitHbIi (yHIAMEHT — TPYHTOBOE OcHOBaHMEe», £2 = 11 MI]a,
rpaduk «IpPeKTHBHBIE MacChl — MOIBI COOCTBEHHBIX KoJeOaHuUD» (oxoHuanue)
0 — moBopot B y31e R1, R2, R3 Bokpyr ocu X, V, Z
Figure 7. Model 2, b “Superstructure — pile foundation — soil base”, £2 = 11 MPa, graphic “Effective masses fraction — mode” (ending):
6 —R1, R2, R3 rotation in the X, Y, Z axes

Oobcyxnenue

B mocnenHue roapl Npu MPOESKTUPOBAHUY 31aHUI Bce OObliee BHUMAHUE YJIENsIeTCS JUHAMUKE MX TIOBe-
neHus. Peub, B 4aCTHOCTH, UIET O PaCUETHOM MPOCKTHPOBAHUHM OOBEKTOB, MPEIHA3HAYCHHBIX U CTPOUTEIIb-
CTBa B CECMHYECKHX pailoHaXx. B MpoeKTHBIX pacueTax HEOOXOANMO YUUTHIBATH PadOTy MMOJ3EMHOM YacTH 31a-
HUS, coCcTosIIeH U3 (pyHIaMeHTa (MEIKOTO MU ITyOOKOTO 3aJI0)KeHHs), B3aUMOJIEHCTBYIOIIETO ¢ TPYHTOBBIMHU
MaccUBaMH Pa3lIn4HOM peosiorur. OcoOylo CIOXKHOCTh MPEACTABIIET 3KCIIEPUMEHTANbHAS OLCHKA JUCCUIIa-
TUBHBIX (AeMndupyomux) cBoicTs rpynta'’ [49-51], KOTOpble MOMKHBI OBITH YUTEHBI IPH BHINOJTHEHHHU pacye-
TOB BBIHYK/ICHHBIX KOJIEOaHUH CTPOUTENBHBIX OOBEKTOB MPH CeHCMHUYECKHX Harpy3kax. Bmecte ¢ TeM ompene-
JIeHHe MoJ COOCTBEHHBIX KOJIE€OaHUHM Tarkke MMeeT OOJBIIOE MPAKTUYECKOE 3HAYCHUE, TIOCKOJIbKY YKa3aHHbIE
MOJBI XapaKTepu3yloT GpyHIaMEeHTAIbHBIE YIPYTO-MacCOBbIE CBOMCTBA KaK OTAENBHBIX KOHCTPYKTUBHBIX (par-
MEHTOB, TaK M BCETo 3AaHus B 1enoM. KpoMe Toro, Mosl COOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOaHMIA UCTIONB3YIOTCS B AHHAMUYEC-
CKUX pacdeTax pa3IMyHOIo BHIA, HAPHMEP B pacdeTax BBIHYXICHHBIX KOJeOaHUH KOHCTPYKUMH MOAATbHBIM
METO0M. Pe3ynbpTaThl MOAOOHBIX pacdeToB (peakiuyu Ha AMHAMHYECKHE BO3JIEHCTBHUS) OKa3bIBAIOTCS BEChbMa
YyBCTBUTEJIbHBIMHM K TPAaHHYHBIM YycClIOBUsAM. [103ToMy BBOJ B pacueT yNpOLIEHHBIX (APUOPHBIX) TPAaHUYHBIX
YCIIOBUH, HE YYUTHIBAIOIIUX CBOICTBA M XapaKTEPUCTHKH (YHAAMEHTOB U IPYHTOB, MOXET NMPUBOAUTE K CEPb-
€3HBIM OLIMOKaM.

3akiaouenue

I'pannyHbIEe yCcIOBUS OKA3bIBAIOT CYLIECTBEHHOE BIUSHHUE Ha (JOPMBI M 4aCTOTHI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOaHMI
HaJ36MHOH 4aCTU 3[aHUs C LWIUHIPO-IUIMTHBIM IIOKPBITUEM. YUET B pACYETaX >KECTKOCTHBIX U MHEPLMOHHBIX
CBOICTB MOJ3eMHO# YacTH (OCHOBaHUA U (pyHAaMEHTa) 3MaHus TIPUBOJIMUT K CYIIECTBEHHOMY U3MEHEHHIO YacTOT U
¢dopm ero cobcTBeHHBIX Kosebanuii. OTcroa nNpeHeOpeKeHUE MOI3EMHON YacThi0 M MOJCIUPOBAHNE €€ BIUSHHUS
JKECTKOH 3aJIeTIKOM MOKET MPUBECTHU K CYHIECTBEHHBIM OIIMOKaM TUHAMHYECKOTO aHAIN3a KOHCTPYKLUH 3aHUSL.

19 TTarent P® Ne 184676. YcrpoiicTBo st onpenesicnus Koddduimenta neMnpupoBanus Chlly4uX MaTEpUalioB U XKUIKOCTEN /
Cyteipus B.1., Kyxaxmerosa 2.P., Illunkapenko M.A. 2018. bron. Ne 31. 7 c.; ITatent P® Ne 2646540. DkciepuMeHTaNnbHasi yCTAHOB-
Ka (CTeHA) 111 M3y4YeHHs MHOTo(pakTOpHOHW 3aBUCUMOCTH Kod(duuueHra nemnpupoBaHUs CBaW NPH B3aMMOJCHCTBHH C TPYHTOM /
Cyteipun B.U., Kyxaxmerosa 3.P. 2018. Bron. Ne 7. 9 c.; [latent PO Ne 2699311. Criocob onpeneneHus AeMI(pUPYIOMUX XapaKTepH-
CTHK XHIKOCTEH U chimyunx marepuanos / Kyxaxmerosa O.P., Cyreipun B.U., Illuakapenko U.A. 2019. brom. Ne 25. 11 c.
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CymecTBeHHOE BIHMSIHAE HA PE3YJIbTAThHl aHAIHN3a THHAMHUKH OKa3bIBAIOT (DU3UKO-MEXaHNIECKHE CBOMCTBA
TPYHTOB. B X07€ 4ncIIeHHOTO MCClieOBaHUs BBISBICHO, YTO YMEHBIICHHE MOIYIs nedopmanuii rpyHTa E;, Mlla
MOJKET MPUBOIMTH HE TOJbKO K YMEHBIIICHUIO 3HAYCHHUI COOCTBEHHBIX YaCTOT f; 3[1aHUsA, HO U K U3MEHEHHIO T10-
pSAIKa CIIETOBAHUS XapaKTePHBIX HU3IMHUX (POpM COOCTBEHHBIX KoJIeOaHMH (TIOTepEeUHBIX, MTPOIOIBHBIX, OPTOTO-
HAJNBHBIX, KPYTWIBHBIX). Hu3mmMu gopmMaMu coOCTBEHHBIX KOJIEOAHUH SBISAIOTCS (POPMBI MIOKPHITHS IIEHTPAIb-
HO¥ YacTH 3[JaHus, TO €CTh IMIHMHIPUICCKON 000JI0UYKH HYJICBOM rayCCOBON KPUBU3HBEI.
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