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1. BBenenune

B mocnennue ronbl mpu NIpOSKTUPOBAHUY CIIOKHBIX 3MaHUM U coopyxeHuil [1-7] kak OoJbIINX MeXaHUYe-
CKHX CHUCTEM BCe 0OJjIblliee BHUMaHUE yAeIsIeTca OlleHKaM MX JTUHAMHYECKOTO TIOBEJEHHs 0]l Harpy3KaMu, U3-
MCHSIOIMUMHCS BO BpeMeHH [8—15]. [Ipu 3TOoM BaKHBIMH TTPOEKTHO-KOHCTPYKTOPCKAUMHU OTPAHHYCHUSIMH SIBIISI-
I0TCsI TIPENENbHO OMyCTUMBIE NeOpMalui U HaNpsDKEHUS B KOHCTPYKTHBHBIX dieMeHTax. HambGomee mocrto-
BEpHBIE OIEHKH MOJAIBHBIX MapaMeTPOB KOHCTPYKIHUH MOTYT OBITh ITOJNyYEHBI SKCIIEPUMEHTAIGHBIM ITyTEM.
C 3T0i1 1IeNbI0 UCTIONB3YIOTCA KOHCTPYKIMUA-TIPOTOTHITBI, CO3/IAl0TCS CIIOKHBIE SKCIIEPHIMEHTAIBHBIE YCTAHOBKU
W M3MEpHTENIbHBIE KOMIUIEKChL. OTHAKO OCOOCHHOCTh IKCIIEPUMEHTANBHBIX UCCIIETOBAHUN COCTOUT B TOM, YTO
UX pe3yJbTaThl OKa3bIBAIOTCS BEPHBIMH JIUIIE AJIs1 KOHKPETHBIX ycaoBuil [16-23]. O6o0mmenue morydyaeMbIx pe-
3yJIBTATOB U WX PACIPOCTpaHEHNE Ha OOBEKTH C HOBHIMH KOHCTPYKTHBHBIMH PEIICHUSMH, Pa3IMIHBIMH Tpa-
HUYHBIMU YCJIOBHSMH, HArpy3KaMH M (PHU3UKO-MEXaHUIECKUMHU XapaKTEPUCTUKAaMH MaTEpHaOB OKa3bIBAIOTCS
BeChbMa 3aTpyIHUTEIbHBIMU. YKa3aHHas IpoOjeMa MOXKeT ObITh pellleHa MMyTeM MH)KEHEPHOTO aHalln3a TpeX-
MepHBIX (3D) KOHEeYHO-31IeMEHTHBIX Mojeneid. OHaKko Heo0X0quMasi TOYHOCTh PacYeTHBIX OIIEHOK HE MOXKET
OBITH TapaHTHpOBaHa anpuopu. [1lo 3Toi mpUYHMHE JIydIIMM BapUaHTOM pEIIeHUS MPOOJIEMBI SBIISIETCS COBMECT-
HOE MCTIOJB30BAHUE PACUETHOTO M IKCIIEPUMEHTAIHHOIO METOAOB HccieaoBanuil [24—27]. KoneuHo-3neMeHTHAS
MOJIeNIb 00ecIeurBaeT HEOOXOMUMYIO TIOTHOTY, KOMIUIEKCHOCTh U MHOTOBAPHAHTHOCTh WH)KEHEPHOTO aHaIn3a
MUTHAMUKY CTPOUTEIHHOr0 00BekTa. MCIONMB3ys pe3yabTaThl SKCIEPUMEHTOB [28, 29], MOKHO OTKOPPEKTHPO-
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BaTh XapaKTEPUCTUKU MOEIH VI TOrO, YTOOBI clesiaTh €e 0ojiee TOYHOH M MaKCHMajbHO IPUCIIOCOOICHHOM
JUISL pacuyeTHOTO KOHCTPYHPOBAaHUS M NMPOTHO3MPOBAHMA IMHAMUKH TMOBEIEHHUS CTPOUTENHHOTO O0BEKTa TOTrO
WJIN MHOTO THIIA.

Hacrosimee nccienoBanye MOCBSILEHO BOIIPOCAM MOCTPOCHUS M aHAIN3a IUHAMUKU IOBEACHUS KOHEUHO-
3JIEMEHTHON MOJEIHM OOJIBLICTIPOJICTHOTO 31aHus ¢ NWIMHAPO-IUTHBIM (LIIT) mokpeitueM. [fenv pabomul 3a-
KJII04anach B OTPaOOTKE METOAMKH MOJAlbHOTO aHalW3a KOHCTPYKLUMH 3[JaHMs KakK OOJBIIOW MEXaHWYeCKOH
CHCTEMBI ¢ OOJIBIIUM YHCIIOM CTeneHeld cBoOoabl. OcoOBIi HHTEPEC K aHATN3y AWHAMHUKH YKa3aHHOTO 00BEKTa
BO3HHK B CBSI3U C HEOOXOIUMOCTBIO BBISBICHUS HaNOOIEe «OMACHBIX» PE30HAHCHBIX 4aCTOT U ()OPM KOHCTPYK-
Ui ykazaHHoro Tumna. Onpene’eHHBIH HAyYHBIM MHTEpec ObUI CBS3aH TaKKe C aHAIW30M YyBCTBUTEIBLHOCTH
TUHAMHYECKUX PEaKIIii KOHCTPYKIIUU K pa3HOOOpa3HBIM KOHCTPYKTUBHBIM N3MeHeHUsM 31anus [30; 31].

1.1. Obuwan xapakmepucmuka 601buIenPoOIEMHO20 30AHUA
C UUTUHOPO-NIAUMHBIM HOKPbIHUEM

lenTpanpHast yacTh 3/IaHUS MPEACTaBIsICT COOOM B TUTaHE NMPSIMOYTOJIBHUK ¢ pazmepamu 40(B) x 84(L) m.
[IpocTpaHCTBEHHBIM MOKPHITHEM IIEHTPATFHONW YacTH BEIOpaHa MOHOIUTHAS JKele300eTOHHAS [UIHHIpHYECKas
000JI0YKa HYJICBOW T'ayCCOBOM KpPWUBH3HBI (1103. 2), MMetomas BeicoTy A =4 M, Tommuuy 6 = 0,15 M u paguyc
KPUBH3HBI, paBHbI R = 52 M. BopToBBIMH 3NIeMEeHTaMU LUIMHAPHUYECKONH OOOJOUYKH SIBISIOTCS JBE TOPLEBBHIC
JKeJIe300€TOHHBIE apKH U MPOJIOJIbHBIE Oallku MPSIMOYTOIILHOTO cedeHus ¢ pasmepamu b = 0,5 M. 1= 0,8 m. Ilo
KOHTYPY 3aHUSl yCTAHOBIIEHBI OTIOPHBIE KOJIOHHBI (T103. 1) KBaZpaTHOTO MOIEPEYHOr0 CEYCHHS C IIaroM 6 M.
BricoTa KOJIOHH B MPOIOJIEHOM HaIlpaBlieHUH (110 AJIHHE MPsMOYTOJIbHUKA) IPUHATA paBHOI 12 M, a B momepey-
HOM HamnpaBlieHUUu — oT 12 1o 16 m.

K menTpanpHO# YacTu 30aHAS C IBYX CTOPOH MPUMBIKAIOT ABYXATAXXHBIE TOMEIIEHHS C TUTUTAMH TUTOCKOTO
MOKpBITHSL. BpicoTa kaxkaoro staka paBHa 6 M. TONIIMHBI jKeI€300€TOHHBIX IUIUT MOKPHITHH U NEepeKpBITHI
(mo3. 3) mpuHATH paBHBIMY ¢ = 0,2 M. [INUTHI Takke OMUPAIOTCS Ha KOJOHHHI (1103. 1), YCTaHOBICHHBIE C LIArOM
1 BbIcOTOM H = 6 M. B mpo1opHOM 1 TIOTIEPEYHOM HAIIPABIIEHUH B IIEHTPE M MO TOPIAM 3IaHUS PACTIOIOKEHBI
nuadparMbl )KECTKOCTH B BHJIE MOHOJHUTHBIX JKeJIe300€TOHHBIX cTeH (1103. 4). Mx tommmHa pasua 0,5 M, 1uHa
6 u 12 M. B kxpaifHUX OMEIICHHUSAX 3/IaHUS PACTIONIO0KECHBI JTU(PTOBBIC MIAXThI. TOIMHA UX MOHOJIMTHBIX JKEJe-
300eToHHBIX cTeH npuHATa 0,5 M. ToNmMHAa MOHONHMTHBIX KeJNe300€TOHHBIX TUIOMIAIOK JISCTHUYHBIX KIIETOK
coctapisiet ¢ = 0,2 M, a TOJIIMHA JISCTHUIHBIX Maprieit — ¢ = 0,22 m [30-33].

Puc. 1. bonsmenponerHoe 3nanue ¢ WUIHHAPO-IIUTHBIM (L) mokpeiTuem:
a — o0Iui BUJI 31aHKsT; 6 — KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHAst Mozieb Ne 1 «3/1aHue — KeCTKast 3a/1ejKay,;
1 — KONOHHBI; 2 — HWIMHApUYECKas 000I0UKa HyJIEBOH rayCCOBOW KPUBU3HBL;
3 — IJINTHI IUIOCKOTO MOKPBITHS U NIEPEKPBITHS, 4 — MPOJOJbHBIE H TIONICPEeYHbIe 1uadparMsl;
5 — snement tuna Rigid; 6 — secTkas 3anenka! onopHoro ysna (master node)

Figure 1. Large-span building with a cylinder — and — slab roof:
a — General view of the building; 6 — Finite Element Model No. 1 “Superstructure — Fixed-end”;
1 — columns; 2 — cylindrical shell of zero Gaussian curvature; 3 — fat slabs and floor slabs;
4 — longitudinal and transverse diaphragms; 5 — Rigid element; 6 — Fixed-master node

! BepTUKalbHbIE JIEMEHTHI: KOJIOHHBI (1103. 1) ¥ auadparmsl (1103. 4) COEIMHEHBI ¢ OMOLIBIO KECTKOro sneMenTa Rigid (1o3. 5).
OnopHsIi (IeHTpabHBIH) y3en 1 (1mo3. 6) 3akperuieH xecTko mo Bcem Hanpasnenusm: TX, TY, TZ, RX, RY, RZ.
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2. MarepuaJbl 1 METOAbI

B pacueTHOM HccnenOBaHMM WCIONB30BaHbl MCXOJHbBIC JAHHbBIC, aHAJTOTHYHBIC AaHHBIM paHee OIMyOIUKO-
BaHHBIX pabor [30-33]. LmmuHapo-TUIMTHOE TMOKPBITHE W KapKac 3[aHWs BBIMIONHEHBI U3 TsDKEJIOoro OeToHa
kimacca B25. PacueTHble XapaKTepHCTHKH OETOHA MPHUHATHI B COOTBETCTBHH ¢ poccuiickumu HopMmamu CII
63.13330.2018 «BeToHHBIE U KeNe300eTOHHbIE KOHCTPYKIHMY. [110THOCTh Tskesnoro Gerona p = 2500 kr/m’
(1. 6.1.1). Moaymb ynpyrocTu Tsxenoro 6etona B25 npu cxaruu u pactsxennu Ep = 30x10°MIla (mpussT mo
tabmuue 6.11), Momayns casura Getona Gj=0,4E,=0,4x30x10°=12x10°MIIa (1. 6.1.15). Kospdurment
Ilyaccona 6etona v=10,2 (m. 6.1.17).

BHemnue mocTosHHBIE M BpeMEHHBIE NOIEpPEYHbIe HArPY3KH Ha MWIMHAPO-IUNIMTHOE MOKPBITHE OOJNbIIe-
TIPOJIETHOTO 3JaHHs IPUHSATH U3 cTaThi [32; 33] (ompenenens B coorsercTeuu ¢ CIT 17.13330.2017° «Kposmm»
u CIT 20.13330.2016 «Harpysku u Bo3zeicTBus» ).

Meton xoneuHbx 3neMeHTOB (MKD) sBnsieTcs yHUBepcalbHBIM CPEACTBOM YHCIECHHOTO WH)KEHEPHOTO
aHanm3a OOJIBIINX MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX MeXaHn4eckux cucteM [34; 35]. OH mo3BosieT KOMOMHUPOBATh B MOJIe-
JIX CTEepKHEBBIe (Beam wm Bar), mnactuauathie (oOonodeunsie) (Plate) m oobemunle (Volume Elements twrma
Solid) xoHeUHbIC 3JIEMEHTHI C Pa3IMYHBIMH AIMPOKCUMHUPYIONIMMH (QYHKIMAMH T0JIei nepememnenuit [36; 37].
B uccnenoBaHumM pacyeTHBIX MOAENEH OOJBIICHPOJICTHOrO 3MaHHUs aBTOPaMHU NMPUMEHEH PacdeTHBIH KOMIUIEKC
Femap with NX Nastran, pealn3yomuid BeChMa IMUPOKHH HAaOOP pacueTHBIX MOAXO0JI0B M METOIOB WHKEHEPHO-
ro aHanu3a. KoHcTpyKkuus 31aHus anmpokcuMupoBana komouHarueil u3 30 348 koHeuHbIX smeMeHToB ¢ 30 469
y3J1aMH C IIECThIO CTENEHSIMH CBOOOIBI B KaXIOM. B KOHEUHO-3JIEMEHTHOM MOJAEIH NPEACTaBICHBI BCE OCHOB-
HbIE KOHCTPYKTHUBHBIE Y3JIbI PEaIbHOIO OOBEKTA.

JuHaMuyeckuil aHaaM3 OCHOBBIBAETCS HAa PEIIEHHHM OOIIEro ypaBHEHHS ABIDKEHHUS HCCIeAyeMON KOH-
CTPYKIMU 3AaHUs (KaK CHCTEMbI CO MHOTHMH CTETIEHSMH CBOOOJIBI), KOTOpOE B MaTpH4YHOI (opme nMmeeT crie-
nytouuii Bua [36]:

[M iy +[Ca}+[K {u}={f®)}, (1)
rae [M ] — MaTpula MacCc KOHCTPYKLIUH; [C] — Marpula AeMnpUpOBaHuUS; [K] — MaTpula >KEeCTKOCTH;
{ f } — W3BECTHBIM BEKTOP BHEIIHEH HATPY3KH, 3aBUCAILUN OT BPEMEHH f; {u} — HEU3BECTHBIN BEKTOP y3J10-

BBIX TEPEMEIICHUI KOHEYHO-3JICMECHTHOU MOJIETH, 3aBUCAIINI OT BPEMECHH. AHAJIOTHYHOE YpaBHEHHUE, TONY-
YeHHOE IyTeM npeoOpa3oBanus (1) U3 BpeMeHHO o0nacTu B 001acTh nepeMeHHbIX Jlamnaca (p) mpu HYJIEBbIX
HaYyaJIbHBIX YCIOBUIX, MOXKHO IIPEICTABUTDH TaK:

(p’ M+ p[Cl+[K]D{X(p)} ={F(p)}, 2)

rae {F(r)} — BexTop BHemmeit Harpy3ku; {X (p)} — BEKTOp OTKIHMKA (PEAKIUH).

JvHamuyeckuil aHanu3 paszzenseTcsa Ha ABa dTana. Ha mepBoM 3Tare BBIMOJHIETCS MOJAIbHbIN aHaln3, pe-
3yJbTaTaMH KOTOPOTO SBIISIOTCS YacTOTHBIE (MOJANbHBIE) XapaKTEPUCTUKN CHCTEMBI: COOCTBEHHBIE (POPMBI U
4acTOThl. PacyeTHOMY aHanmM3y MOJBEPracTcs TAaKKe JOJICBOW BKJIAJ KaXI0H MOJBI B KOJIeOATEeIbHBIN MPOIIECC
(> dexTrBHAT MOTATBHAS Macca).

[ocTpoeHne MaTpuIl KECTKOCTH, MacChl U JIeMII(UPOBaHUs, a TAK)KE BKIIOYEHUE WX B 000OLICHHOE YpaB-
HEHHE JBUKCHHUE CHCTEMBbI MO3BOJIIOT PEIIaTh 3aJlady IO OMPEACICHUI0 YacTOT COOCTBEHHBIX KOJEOaHWU B
cienytoueM Buge [38]:

o] [Mm]]_|-[m] [o]

ONEIMRORTI] .

2 CI1 63.13330.2018. beronnble U *kene306eToHHbIe KOHCTpyKiuK. OcHoBHbIe nonoxkenus [Concrete and reinforced concrete struc-
tures. General provisions]. Akryanu3zupoBaunas pegakius CHull 52-01-2003. Mocksa: Crpoitnadopm, 2019.

3 CII 17.13330.2017. Kposnu [The roofs]. Akryanusuposannas penaxuus CHull 11-26-76. Mocksa, 2017

4 CIT 20. 13330.2016. Harpysku u Bo3zaeiictus [Loads and actions]. Axryanusuposannas penaxuus CHull 2.01.07-85%. Mocksa.
2016.
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CoOcTBeHHBIC 3HAUCHHSI HAXOMATCS ITyTEM PACKPBITHS OMPEICITUTENS CIECIyIONETro BUa:

o] [m]],[-Im] [o]]_
) (el o k)T @

Pemenuem (4) sBisieTcs psa COOCTBEHHBIX 3HAYECHHUHI B BUJIE KOMIUICKCHO-CONPSKEHHBIX Map BUAAA  + i@,

(r = 1=N, rne N — gucio crerneHeit cBo0oIbl), conepkaiimne ko3hOUIMEHTH 3aTyXaHus U COOCTBEHHBIC YacTO-
Thl. KaxkioMy cOOCTBEHHOMY 3HAYCHHUIO COOTBETCTBYET BEKTOP (opMbIL. [locnenHue 3HAUCHUST TaKKe SIBISIOTCS
KOMILTEKCHO-CONPsDKeHHBIMU. COOCTBEHHBIE BEKTOPBI HAXOIATCS ITyTEM PEIICHUS CICAYIOIIET0 YPaBHEHHU:

(A2 [M ]+, [C]+[K]){wy, ={0}-

B Hacrosimeit pabote coOCTBEeHHBIE YAaCTOTHI M (OPMBI KoJeOaHni ObIIM ompeneneHsl MetonoM Jlanmorma
(Lanczos) (B coctaBe mporpaMMHOT0O KoMIutekca Femap with NX Nastran), coueTaromyuM Jy4lllie CBOMCTBA Me-
TOJIa 0OpaTHOH CTENEHH, MOTU(PHULIUPOBAHHOIO MeToaa 00paTHOi crenenu LllTypmana u METOAOB IPUBEACHUS,
Takux Kak Metoa I'mBeHca, meTon Xaycxoiaepa, MoauduimpoBaHHelii MeToa I'uBeHca, MOIU(DUITMPOBAHHBIIA
Meroa Xaycxonzaepa [31; 36].

Ha BTOopoM 3Tane BBIIONHAETCS aHAJIW3 YaCTOTHOTO OTKJIMKA HA yCTAHOBHUBILEECS KOJieOaTenpHOE BO30YXK-
JIeHHe, oTpe/elieHHOe B 4acTOTHOW oOnactu. Ilo cymiecTBy, pedb UAET O YUCIEHHOM JKCIEPHUMEHTE, pean3y-
IOIIEM TEXHHUKY «(a30BOTr0 pe30HAHCa», KOTOpasl 3aKJII0YaeTCsl B IOOUEPEAHOM BO30YKIECHHH pacdeTHON MoJie-
JM Ha KOXKIOW M3 «BAXKHBIX» PE30HAHCHBIX YaCTOTaX U ONPEAETICHUH COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX OTKIMKOB CHCTEMBI
[36]. IIpuoxkenHas Harpy3ka 3agaeTcst B (hopMe BBIHY)KJIEHHBIX YCKOPEHHH W HOCUT CHHYCOMAAIBHBIA Xapak-
Tep. B pesynpTaTte aHanu3a onpeAensoTCs CMELEHMs, CUIIBI U HAIIPsDKEHUS 3JIEMEHTOB. BrIuncnsemMble OTKIMKH
NPEACTaBISAIOT COOOH KOMIUIEKCHBIE YMCIIA, ONpeAessieMble Kak BeIMIMHA U (a3a (110 OTHOLICHHUIO K IPUIIOKEH-
HOHU Harpyske). B aHamu3e 4acTOTHBIX XapaKTEpUCTUK aJbTEPHATUBHBIMU PELICHUSAMH SIBISIOTCS MPAMON U MO-
JaTbHBIA METOMHI [36].

Ipsamvim memodom PeLIaroTCcsl CBA3aHHbIC YPAaBHEHUS ABHKCHUS B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT YacTOTHI BO3ACHCTBUSL.
B ciyuae ¢ nemndupoBanreM, MOICTUPYIONIAM PAacCeSTHUE YHEPTHU B KOHCTPYKITUSAX 3MaHUs, o0mmi kKodhdu-
UECHT CTPYKTypHOTro aemndupoBanuss G u KodQQUIUEHT 3IEMEHTHOTO CTPYKTypHOTO AemndupoBanus G,
oTpeieNiieMbIil B CBOMCTBaX CTPOMTENHHOTO MaTepHaia, (OPMHUPYIOT KOMIUIEKCHYIO MAaTpHIy >KECTKOCTHU Clie-
IYIOLIETO BUAA!

N
[K,]=(+iG)[K]+i) G/[ K} ], (5)
Jj=1
rac [KE] — MaTpuna KXKECTKOCTU KOHCYHOT'O 3JICMCHTA. Takum 06pa30M, B aHAJIM3¢C NpAMOro 4aCTOTHOIo OT-

KJIMKa CTPYKTYPHBII OTKJIMK BBIYHMCIIACTCS Ha NTUCKPETHBIX YacTOTaX BO3OYXKIEHHS IyTeM PEIICHUS CHUCTEMBI
CBSI3aHHBIX MaTPUYHBIX YPaBHEHHH C HCIIOIB30BAaHHEM KOMIUICKCHOW anreOphl. YpaBHEHHS JIBIKCHUS Ha KaX-
JI0fl BXOJHOW YAacTOTE pEMIAIOTCS CIIOCOOOM, AHAJTOTHYHBIM 3aJadye CTATHKH, C HCHOJNB30BAHHEM CII0KHON
apu(METHKH.

Mooanenwiti memoo MCToNb3yeT cOOCTBEHHBIE (OPMBI CTPYKTYpHl. B pesynbraTe ypaBHEHHs ABHKECHHS
pacmanaoTcs, a o0lee aHAIM3UPYyEeMOe MX YHCIIO yMeHbIIaeTcs. IIpu 3ToM pemeHne Ui 3agaHHOM 4acTOTHI
BO3/ICHCTBHS (POPMHUPYETCS IyTEM CYMMHPOBAHHS 3aJaHHBIX MOJATBHBIX OTKIMKOB. @OpMBI MOJI (TOHOB) pac-
CUMTHIBAIOTCS 3apaHee. PacueTHas mpakTHKa TMOKasana, YTO YpaBHEHHs IBHKEHHUS B MOJANbHOH ¢opme ¢ ya-
CTOTHOH XapaKTEPHCTHKOHW pElIaloTcs ropa3fo OBICTpee, B CPABHEHHWHM C PEUICHHEM INPSMBIM METOJO0M, II0-
CKOJIBKY PAacuyeTHOMY aHAIN3y IO/BEPraeTcs Cepusl HECBA3AHHBIX CHCTEM C OIHOW cTemeHbio cBoOomsl. [Ipm
peLlIeHNH paccMaTpUBacMOM 3aaul OBUIO MCHOJIB30BaHO CTPYKTYpHOE JIeMI(pUpoBaHHE, YTO YCTPAHsIO CBOM-
CTBO OPTOTOHAJIBHOCTH (popM. MomanbHBIIl YaCTOTHBIH 1MOX0/] TIO3BOJIMII PEIIUTh CBSI3aHHYIO IPOOIEMy B Tep-
MHHaX MOJAJIBHBIX KOOPJIMHAT C HCIIOJIb30BaHUEM ITPSIMOT0 YaCTOTHOTO MOAXO0/a.

3. Pe3yabTaTsl

B pesynbrare MomansHOrO ananu3a Moaenu Ne 1 «3ganne — jKecTkas 3aJ1e7IKay ObUIH OMPE/IEICHbl 4acTo-
TH f; (I'm) 1 popmer (Mode) coOCTBEHHBIX KOJIeOaHWH KOHCTPYKITUU C YIETOM BCEX IIECTH Y3JOBBIX CTCTICHEH
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cBoOoel: octynatenbHbIX (T1, T2, T3) Baoas oceit X, V, Z, a Takoke BpamarensHbix (R1, R2, R3), Bokpyr yka-
3aHHBIX ocel [31].

Ha puc. 2 s pacyeTHBIX PE30HAHCHBIX YaCTOT JOMOJHUTENLHO YKa3aHbl COOTBETCTBYIONIME d3(PPEKTUBHBIC
MAacchl B IOJIAX OT CyMMapHO# Maccel, mpuHsAToi 3a 1 (100 %).
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o— Cymmapnas macca R2 ¥ien 0 (10) / Mass SUM R2 Node 0 (10)
—— Cymmapnan macca R3 ¥aen 0 (12) / Mass SUM R3 Node 0(12)

6

Puc. 2. Mogenps Ne 1 «3nanne — xectkas 3agenka». [ papuk « CymMmapHbIe Macchbl — MOJBI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOAHMIT»:
a — nepemerenne y3na T1, T2, T3 mo ocu X, V, Z; 6 — nmoBopor B y3ne R1, R2, R3 Bokpyr ocu X, V, Z

Figure 2. Model No. 1 “Superstructure — Fixed-end”. Graphic “Mass Summary — Mode”:
a— T1(X), T2(Y), T3(Z) Translation; 6 — R1(X), R2(Y), R3(Z) Rotation

CornacHo ceiicMuueckuM crpoutenbHsiM Hopmam CIT 14.13330.2018°, neiictByrommum B PO npu pacuere
YCUIIMH B KOHCTPYKLMSX 3JaHUN M COOPYXEHHUI, MPOCKTUPYEMBIX Ul CTPOUTENILCTBA B CEHCMHUYECKUX paiio-
HaX, PEKOMEHAYETCS YUUTHIBaTh (POPMBI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJEOAHWM ¢ CyMMapHOH 3()QeKTHBHON MOIaTbHOU
Maccoii, cocrapisitomiei He meHee 90 % o01Iel Macchl CUCTEMBI [Tl TOPU3OHTAIBHBIX BO3JICHCTBUI 1 HE MEHEe
75 % — nist BepTHKaJIbHOTO Bo3aeiicTBus. [Ipu 3TOM TOMKHBI OBITH YYTEHBI Bce (DOPMBI COOCTBEHHBIX KoJeOa-
HuH, 3¢ dexTuBHAsT MOAambHas Macca KOTOpBIX mpeBbimraeT 5 %. Ha puc. 3 0603Ha4eH ypOBEHb OTCEKAaeMBIX
¢dbopM paccMaTpuBaeMON KOHCTPYKIUH IO KPUTEPUIO MHHUMAaIbHBIX 3(p(EeKTUBHBIX Macc, y4acTBYIOIIUX B KO-
nebGanusax. Mogpl (ToHa) ¢ HanboJiee BEBICOKUMH 3HAYeHUSIMU 3P QEeKTHBHON Macchl cBeaeHsl B Tabn. 1. CooTBer-
CTBYIOLINE UM (POPMBI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJI€OaHNH KOHCTPYKLNH 31aHHS IPEACTABIEHBI Ha pUc. 4-9.

5 CII 14.13330.2018. CTpouTensCTBO B ceificMudeckux paiionax [Seismic building design code]. AxTyamusupoBaHHas pemakiys
CHull 1I-7-81*. Mocksa: Ctangaptuadopm, 2018. 122 c.
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Puc. 3. Monenb Ne 1 «3nanne — sxectkas 3anenkay». I'paduk « b hekTHBHBIE MAacChl — MOJIbI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOAHUII»:
a — nepemerienne y3na T1, T2, T3 mo ocu X, V, Z; 6 — nmoBopor B y31e R1, R2, R3 Bokpyr ocu X, V, Z

Figure 3. Model No. 1 “Superstructure — Fixed-end”. Graphic “Effective Masses Fraction — Mode™:
a— T1(X), T2(Y), T3(Z) Translation; 6 — R1(X), R2(Y), R3(Z) Rotation

Tabnuya 1/ Table 1

Haun6oap1mue MogajabHble 3¢ ¢eKTHBHbIE MACChI KOHCTPYKIUH 30aHus /
The largest modal effective masses of a building structure

HO;;?)‘;S?” Hanpasienue nepememiennsi / | Yacrora fi, I'n/ JddpexTuBHAs Macca/
Direction of movement Frequency fi , Hz | Effective Masses Fraction, %
Number mode
[epememienue mo ocu Z (T3) /
Displacement along Z axis (T3) 2,5279 34,0
1
[ToBopot Bokpyr ocu X (R1) /
Rotation around X-axis (R1) 2,5279 2,6
IMepemenienue no ocu X (T1) /
2 Displacement along X-axis (T1) 2,5825 12,7
IMoBopot Bokpyr ocu X (R1) /
4 Rotation around X-axis (R1) 3,7019 277
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Oxonuanue ma6bn. 1/ Ending of the table 1

HO(“;‘:)I:{SO/HH Hanp.a BJICHHE NIEPEMEIICHHST /| Yacrora fi, '/ DddexTuBHan macca/
Number mode Direction of movement Frequency fi, Hz | Effective Masses Fraction, %
Diplacement long sis (1) | 511489 508
6| Rotation around ¥ ais (R2) 51489 316
Rottion around 2 avi (R3) 51489 20,7
T | Ditplacementalong Zais (13) | 32803 60
16| Displacoment slong Zais (19 | 657 05
2% | Diplacementalong Vaxis 12y | 68054 303
Lo | Rotaion ound s (R2) 70154 29
Rotation around Z axis (R3) 70184 192

0000281

Z -2,47E-6 -0,000658
Ofitpy Set: Mode 2, 2. 58253 He
I ed(0,000788): Total Translation -0,000049

Elemental Contour; T1 Translation

Z
Ofitpry Set: Mode 6, 5.148898 Hz
D ed(0,000878 ) Total Translation
Elemental Contour: T1 Translation -0,000878

-0,000768

-0,0000969

a 0

Puc. 4. Ilepemenienne T1 no ocu X. Mozsl 1 4acTOTH COOCTBEHHBIX KoyebaHmit ne)oOpMUPOBAHHON MOJIENH:
a — Mopa 2, yacrora f2 = 2,58253 I'i, adppextrBHAs cymmapHas macca — 12,7 %;
6 — Mopa 6, gacrora fo = 5,148898 I'i, s dexTrBHAsS cymmapHas macca — 50,8 %

Figure 4. T1 Translation. Modes and frequencies of natural oscillations of the deformed model:
a — Mode 2, Frequency f> = 2.58253 Hz, Mass Frac — 12.7 %;
6 — Mode 6, Frequency fs = 5.148898 Hz, Mass Frac — 50.8 %

0,000134

00000467 =

~0,0000236 000000438

-0,0000216

-0,0000376

Z
Ofitput Set: Mode 1, 2.527898 Hz -
1ed(0,000865): Total Translation -0,000051
Elemental Contour: R1 Rotation

Oftput Set: Mode 4, 3.701951 Hz
D med(0,000877): Total Translation
Elemental Contour: R1 Rotation _0.0000735

-0,0000476

=0, 0000657

a 0

Puc. 5. IToeopot R1 Bokpyr ocu X. @opMbI 1 4acTOTHI COOCTBEHHBIX KOebaHuil eh)OpMUPOBAHHON MOICIIH:
a— Mopa 1, yactora fi = 2,527898 I', s pexruBnas cymmapuas macca — 9,6 %;
6 — Mopa 4, gacrtora f4 = 3,701951 I'nt, s pextuBHAT cymmapHas macca — 27,7 %

Figure 5. R1 Rotation. Modes and frequencies of natural oscillations of the deformed model:
a— Mode 1, Frequency fi = 2.527898 Hz, Mass Frac — 9.6 %;
6 — Mode 4, Frequency fa = 3.701951 Hz, Mass Frac — 27.78 %
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Puc. 6. ITepemenienrie T2 1o ocu Y. Mobl 1 4acTOTB COOCTBEHHBIX KosebaHuit n1eh)opMUpPOBaHHON MOJIENH:
a— Mopa 16, yactora fis = 6,597294 T'n, apdexruBHas cymmapHas macca — 30,5 %;
6 — Mopa 24, yactora f24 = 6,80543 I'y, a¢pexTuBHas cymmapHas Macca — 30,8 %

Figure 6. T2 Translation. Modes and frequencies of natural oscillations of the deformed model:
a — Mode 16, Frequency fic = 6.597294 Hz, Mass Frac — 30.5 %;
6 — Mode 24, Frequency f24 = 6.80543 Hz, Mass Frac — 30.8 %

00000758 0000958
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-0,0000867 -0,000443

7
Oftpny Set: Mode 25, 7.018378 Hz -
D ed(0,00462): Total Translation -0,000676
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Set: Mode 6, 5.1 48898 Hz
ned(0,000878): Total Translation
Elemental Contour: R2 Rotation -0,0001 41

-0,000114

13 h=

a 9]

Puc. 7. IToopot R2 Bokpyr ocu Y. @opMbl 1 4acTOTHI COOCTBEHHBIX KoJicOaHH 1e(OPMUAPOBAHHON MOIEITH:
a — Mopa 6, gacrora fo = 5,148898 ', addexTuBHAsS cymmapHas Mmacca — 31,6 %;
6 — Mopna 25, gacrora f25 = 7,018378 ', 3¢ dexTrBHAsS cymmapHas Mmacca — 2,9 %

Figure 7. R2 Rotation. Modes and frequencies of natural oscillations of the deformed model:
a — Mode 6, Frequency fs = 5.148898 Hz, Mass Frac — 31.6 %;
b — Mode 25, Frequency f25 = 7.018378 Hz, Mass Frac — 2.9 %
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ed(0,00112): Total Translation
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Puc. 8. Ilepememenne T3 mo ocu Z. MoJb!l 1 9acTOTHI COOCTBEHHBIX KoJieOaHUH 1eOpMUPOBAHHON MOAEIIN:
a—Mona 1, gactora fi = 2,527898 I'i, 3¢ pekTuBHAs cymMmapHas Macca — 34 %;
6 —Mopa 7, gacrorta f7 = 5,280518 I'ni, apdpexTrBHAs cymmapHas Mmacca — 6 %

Figure 8. T3 Translation. Modes and Frequencies of Natural oscillations of the Deformed model:
a — Mode 1, Frequency fi = 2.527898 Hz, Mass Frac — 34 %j;
6 — Mode 7, Frequency f7 = 5.280518 Hz, Mass Frac — 6 %
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Oftpnt Set: Mode 6, 5.148808 He Ofpnt Set: Mode 25, 7.018378 Hz
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Defamed(0,000878): Total Translation Deétapmed(0,00462): Total Translation
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Puc. 9. IToopot R3 Bokpyr ocu Z. @opMbl 1 4aCTOTHI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJeOaHUH 1eOPMUPOBAHHON MOJIENH:
a— Mopa 6, gactora fo = 5,148898 I'r1, s pextuBHAsT cymmapHas macca — 29,7 %;
6 — Mopga 25, wacrtora f25 = 7,018378 I', a3 exTuBHAs cymmapHast macca — 19,2 %

Figure 9. R3 Rotation. Modes and frequencies of natural oscillations of the deformed model:
a — Mode 6, Frequency f¢ = 5.148898 Hz, Mass Frac — 29.7 %;
6 — Mode 25, Frequency f2s = 7.018378 Hz, Mass Frac — 19.2 %

B mporecce npoekTrpoBaHus 34aHUST COOCTBEHHBIE YaCTOTHI U (DOPMBI MOTYT CITY>KUTh OCHOBOW IUISL OIICH-
KM BIUSHUS COENMHEHHS 3aHUS C IPYTHMMH CTPOUTEIHHBIMU KOHCTPYKIMAMH, a TAKXKe ISl ONTHMH3ALNN €r0
JTUHAMHYECKOTO noBeAeHus. [Ipu aToM MOXKeT pemaThbest psi MpaKTUYeCKH BaKHBIX 3afad. Hanmpuwmep, B ciydae
MOIU(HKALNHU CYIIECTBYIOIIEro MPOEKTa 3AaHUS BaKHBI BIMSHUS KOHCTPYKTUBHBIX M3MEHEHHH Ha JTUHAMHUKY
CUCTEMBI B LieJoM. UHCIeHHBIN aHaIn3 KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHON MOAETN MOXET MoKa3aTh, KaKhe MOJalbHbIE Ma-
paMeTpbl B HauOOMbILEH Mepe U3MEHSIOTCS BCIEACTBHE NPUHATHIX U3MEHEHHH KOHCTPYKUMH. bosnbioe npakTu-
YEeCcKOe 3HaYCHNUE MOXKET UMETh OTCTPOMKA CHCTEMBI OT BO3MOXHBIX PE30HAHCOB.

Omnpenenenue MOJAIBHBIX NAPAMETPOB CHUCTEMBI (PE30HAHCHBIX YacTOT U COOCTBEHHBIX ()OPM) MO3BOJISIET
HIPUCTYIHTH K O0Jiee MOTHOMY M3YyUEHHIO €€ AMHAMHYECKOTO MOBEACHUSI. AKTYaJIbHOCTh IPUOOPETAIOT OLECHKH
peaxuuii KOHCTPYKIMY Ha Harpy3Kd JUHAMUYECKOro xapakrepa. Hampumep, ocoOblil HHTEpeC NpOeKTUPOBILINKA
MOXeT OBITh CBSI3aH:

% C ompejieNieHheM MaKCHMAJIbHBIX YCKOPCHUI 1 HANPSHKEHUH B KOHKPETHBIX TOUKAX KOHCTPYKIIHH B DKC-
TPEMAaJIbHBIX YCIOBUSAX HArpy>KeHUs (CEHCMUUYECKHEe U BETPOBHIE BO3/ICHCTBHS);

% C BBIABJICHHEM NPEOOIIAI0NINX PE30HAHCOB B PEAKLIUSIX CUCTEMBI,

% BEJIMYMHOI U XapakTepoM AedopMalMii Ha TOW MM MHOM 4acToTe KOJIeOaHUH U JIp.

B kauecTBe mpumepa MpHUBEACHBI PE3yIbTaThl YAaCTOTHOIO aHAJIM3a TapMOHHYECKOTO OTKIHMKA MOJIENU
«37IaHHe — KecTKas 3a]elkay. BHEIHAs eMHUYHAs HATpy3Ka (B BUJE eIMHHUYHOTO ycKopeHus lg = 9,8m/c?)
NPUKJIaapIBaIach B HEHTPaIbHOM Touke (y3en 1) oCHOBaHMSA, CTSHYTOH C OMOPHBIMH TOYKaMU KOJIOHH IpH TO-
MOIIM cTepykHed Trmma Rigid, mociemoBaTenbHO TI0 HampaBieHuto ocelt X, Y, Z. Ha puc. 10-24 npuBeneHbI 3aBH-
CHUMOCTH T'apMOHHMYECKHX OTKIMKOB B BUJE aMIUIMTYIHBIX 3HaYeHUH peakTwBHbIX cui (H) u peakTuBHBIX MO-
meHTOB (HM™M) B omopHOM y3ne 1, a Taxke HampsHKEHHH B XapaKTEPHBIX TOYKAaX KOHCTPYKLHHU OT YaCTOTHI BBI-
HYX/Ialoliel Harpy3ku. YacTtoTa BEIHYKIAIOIIEH CHIIbl M3MeHsuiach B auana3oHe ot 0 mo 8,5 I'm. O6mwmii kosd-
¢unueHT crpykrypHoro nemmndupoBanus npuanMaincs G = 0,05. Jlanee npeacraBieHbl pe3yabTaThl IHHAMAYEC-
CKOT0 pacueTa OONbILENPOJIETHOTO 3AaHuUsl IUIMHIPO-TUIUTHOTO MOKPBITUS Ha TAPMOHUYECKOE BO3JEHCTBUE IO
ocam X, V, Z.

3.1. Eounuunoe zapmonuteckoe gvinydicoarouiee yckopenue no ocu X

Ha puc. 10 nokasan rpaduk «OmnopHast cuna, H — gacrora, ['», KOTOpBIH IEMOHCTPUPYET OIACHBIE OT-
KUK 1o ocsiM X, V, Z. Tlpu vactore 5,1489 ' makcumanbHast onopHast cuiia o ocu X cocrtasuia 503 491 kH.
AmHanoruyHo, ¢ rpadukom «OnopHeif MoMeHT, HM — gactoTta, I'm» (puc. 11).

Cyns 1o pe3yibpTaTaM MoJanbHOro ananu3a [31], Hanboee onmacHEIME COOCTBEHHBIME (POpMaMHU BIIOJIb OCH
X sBisitorest Mode 2 ¢ addextuBHOM Maccoii 13% u coOcTBeHHO# uacToToi f, = 2,58253 't u Mode 6 ¢ s dek-
THUBHOU Maccoii 51 % u codcTBeHHOM YacToToH f> = 5,148898 't (cm. puc. 12).
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B ocsax (T1)X, (T2)Y, (T3)Z ot 4acTOThI IPUIIOKEHHOM HArpy3KU.

Figure 10. Harmonic Load AX. (T1).X, (T2)Y, (T3)Z Constraint Force (Node 1) vs Frequency
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Puc. 11. M'apmonndeckas Harpy3ka 1o ocu X. 3aBUCHMOCTb OIIOPHOTO MOMEHTa y37a |
B ocsax (R1)X, (R2)Y, (R3)Z or yacTOTHI PUIIOKEHHOW HArpy3KH

Figure 11. Harmonic Load AX. (R1)X, (R2)Y, (R3)Z Constraint Moment (Node 1) vs Frequency
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Puc. 12. Haubonee onacHbie cOOCTBEHHBIE ()OPMBI B 3[JaHUU 10 OCH X:
a — Mopa 2; addextuBnas macca — 13 %; f> =2.58253Hz;

6 — Mopna 6; abdexTuBHas macca — 51 %; fo = 5.148898Hz
Figure 12. The most dangerous Modes in the building along the X-axis:
a— Mode 2; Mass FRAC — 13 %; f2 = 2.58253Hz;

6 — Mode 6; Mass FRAC — 51 %; fo=5.148898Hz
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Jlanee mpuBeneH rpaduk «Yckopenue, M/c> — gactora, ['» ams y31a 857 B KonoHHe U y31a 22 194 B -
TUHApUYeckor obonouke (puc. 13). I[Ipu MakcumanbHO# wactote 5,01649 'y 06onouku y3na 22 194 momydyeHo
yckopenue 26,1289m/c* =2,7 g. Jlnsg KONOHHBI y371a 857 HpH MakcHMalbHOM yactota 5,23853T1 yckopeHne
coctasuno 189,309 m/c? = 19 g. Ha puc. 14 npesicTaBieH YacTOTHBIH OTKINK HATIPSDKEHHS B BEPXHHUX M HIDKHHX
BOJIOKHAX IMJIMHAPHUYECKON 00OJOYKM HYJIEBOM raycCOBOM KpHUBHU3HBEI B y3i1e 22 194 ¢ MakcuMalbHBIM Tepe-
MmenreHueM 0,000788 m 1 koJI0OHHHI B y371€ 857 ¢ MakcumanbHbIM niepemenenueM 0,000878 m.
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Puc. 13. 'apmonndeckas Harpy3ka o ocu X. 3aBucumoctsb yckoperus mo ocu (T1)X y3mos 857, 22194 ot wacToThI
Figure 13. Harmonic Load AX. (T1)X Acceleration (Nodes: 857, 22194) vs Frequency
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Puc. 14. 'apmonudeckas Harpyska 1o ocu X.
3aBUCHMOCTB HaNpsDKeHHUs B KosioHHE (857), 06onouku (22194) ot yacToTh

Figure 14. Harmonic Load AX. Bar Stress (Element 857), Plate VonMises Stress (Element 22194) vs Frequency

3.2. EOunuunoe 2apmoHuueckoe 8vlHyxycoaroujee yckopenue no ocu Y

B nmanHOM pacdete k omopHOMY y3iy | mpritokeHa rapMOHWYECKas CHila 1o ocu Y ¢ yckopenuem 1 g. Ha
puc. 15 u 16 uzo0pakens! cneayromue 3aBucuMoctu: «OmnopHas cuna, H — wactota, ['m» u «OnopHslil Mo-
MeHT, HM — wacrota, ['m». Ha puc. 17 — onacusie dopmer (Mode 16 1 Mode 24) u uX 9acTOTBI COOCTBEHHBIX
KoJIeOaHU 1o OcH Y, KOTOpbIe B JalbHEHIIEM ONpeAeisiFoT MAKCUMAaJIbHBIA YaCTOTHBIA OTKIIMK YCKOPEHHS H
HanpspkeHus B y3nax 740 u 772 KOJOHH.

Ha puc. 18 u 19 npuBeneHsl MakcHMalbHBIE OTKIHKH ycKopeHns (616,547 m/c’ = 63 g) ¥ HOpPMAIEHOTO
Hanpspkenus (136750 kH) xononn B y3nax 740 u 772 npu yactote 6,67627 I'n. Ilo cytu rpaduk «yckopenne —
4acTOTay SIBJISETCS PAcUeTHBIM KO3 PUIMEHTOM ANMHAMUYHOCTHU 3 — OTHOIICHUE 3HAYEHUH AMHAMHYECKOTO K
CTaTUYECKOMY pacueTy (OTHOLICHHE YacTOThI BO30YKIAIOIIEH CHITBI K YaCTOTE COOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOAaHMIA).
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B ocsax (T1)X, (T2)Y, (T3)Z ot 4acTOThI IPUIIOKEHHOH HArpy3KU.

Figure 15. Harmonic Load AY. (T1).X, (T2)Y, (T3)Z Constraint force (Node 1) vs frequency
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Puc. 16. 'apmonmdeckast Harpy3ka 1o ocH Y. 3aBHCHMOCTb OIIOPHOTO MOMEHTA y371a [
B ocsix (R1)X, (R2)Y, (R3)Z ot yacToTHI NPUIOKEHHON HATPY3KH

Figure 16. Harmonic Load AY. (R1).X, (R2)Y, (R3)Z Constraint moment (Node 1) vs Frequency
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Puc. 17. Hau6onee onacHbie coOCTBEHHBIE (YOPMBI B 3[aHUH 110 OCH Y:
a — Mopa 16; s dextusnas macca — 30,5 %; fis = 6.597294Hz;

6 — Mopa 24; s dextuBHas macca — 30,8 %; f24 = 6.80543Hz
Figure 17. The most dangerous Modes in the building along the Y-axis:
a — Mode 16; Mass FRAC — 30,5 %; fis = 6.597294Hz;

6 — Mode 24; Mass FRAC — 30,8 %; f24 = 6.80543Hz
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Puc. 18. 'apmonnyeckas Harpyska 1o ocu Y. 3aBucuMocTb yckopeHus 1o ocH (T2)Y y3nos 740 u 772 oT 4acToThI
Figure 18. Harmonic Load AY. T2 Acceleration (Element 740 and 772) vs Frequency
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Puc. 19. 'apmonnyeckas Harpy3ka o ocu Y. 3aBHCHUMOCTb HanpspKeHHs y3710B 740 1 772 OT 4acTOTHI
Figure 19. Harmonic Load AY. Bar EndA PI1 Bend Stress (Element 740 and 772) vs Frequency
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Puc. 20. "'apmoHnyeckast Harpy3ka 1o ocu Z. 3aBUCUMOCTb aMIUTUTYIbI CUJIbI OIIOPHOTO y31a /

B ocsix (T1)X, (T2)Y, (T3)Z ot 4acTOTHI MPUIIOKEHHOH HArPY3KU
Figure 20. Harmonic Load AZ. (T1)X, (T2)Y, (T3)Z Constraint force (Node 1) vs Frequency
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Puc. 21. 'apmonndeckast Harpy3ka 1o ocu Z. 3aBHCUMOCTb OIIOPHOTO MOMEHTa y37a [
B ocsix (R1)X, (R2)Y, (R3)Z or yacTOTHI NPIIOKEHHON HArpy3KH.

Figure 21. Harmonic Load AZ. (R1).X, (R2)Y, (R3)Z Constraint moment (Node 1) vs Frequency
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Figure 22. The most dangerous Mode 1 in the building along the Z-axis;
Mass FRAC — 33,8 %; fi=2.527898Hz
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Puc. 23. 'apmonunyeckast Harpy3ka 1o ocu Z. 3aBUcUMOCTb yckopeHus 1o ocu (T3)Z y3mna 31360 ot yactoTs
Figure 23. Harmonic Load AZ. T3 Acceleration (Node 31360) vs Frequency
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Figure 24. Harmonic Load AZ. Plate VonMises Stress (Element 31360) vs Frequency

4. O6cyxnenue

B HacrosmeM ucciaenoBaHUM BBHITIONHEH aHAW3 COOCTBEHHOW M BBIHYKICHHON BHOpalMu KOHCTPYKIIMH
HAJ36MHON YacTH OONBIIETPONIETHOTO 3/IaHUS C UJIMHIPO-TUIMTHBIM TOKphITHEM. llpn 3TOM OmOpHBIE KOH-
CTPYKTHBHBIC 3JIEMEHTHI (KOJIOHHBI U TUadparMbl )KECTKOCTH) 3IaHHUS UMEJH JKECTKYIO 3a/IeJIKy Ha YpOBHE 00-
pe3a ¢pyHnamenTa. [lonydeHHbIC TaHHBIE MOTYT XapaKTepU30BaTh TMHAMUYECKOE MMOBEACHUE PeaIbHON CHCTEMBI
JIUIIG B IEPBOM TPUOITMKEHUH.

Kak n3BecTHO, CymiecTBeHHOE BIUSHIE HA PE3yNbTaThl pacyeTa IWHAMHUKH 3/aHUS OKa3bIBAIOT TPaHUYHBIC
YCIIOBHSI, ONpEieTisieMble CBOMCTBAMH OCHOBaHUS (TPYHTa Ha TUIOIIA/IKE CTPOUTENLCTBA) U PyHAaMeHTa (MENKO-
TO WM TIIyOOKOTO 3aJI0KEHUS ), B3aUMOJIEHCTBYIOIIETO C TPYHTOBBIMU MAacCHBaMU pa3iuyHoi peonoruu [30;
31]. ITo aTO¥ pUUYMHE Ha CIEAYIOIMIEM dTalle HCCISAOBAHNN aBTOPHI INIAHUPYIOT MIEPEUTH K pacdyeTaM ITOTHOH
cucteMbl — Mojenu Ne 2 «31anne — (QyHAaMeHT — ocHoBaHHe». OCO0YIO CI0KHOCTh MPU 3TOM MPEICTABIISACT
y4eT (hM3UKO-MEXaHUYECKUX W JUCCHITATUBHBIX (IEeMI(UPYIONINX) CBOHCTB IPYHTA, KOTOPHIC JOKHBEI OBITh
YYTEHBI MIPY BBITIOJTHEHUH PACUETOB BBIHYXICHHBIX KOJIEOAHWH KOHCTPYKTHBHBIX PEIISHHH paccMaTpUBAEMBbIX
3MaHUN TP CEMCMHUYECKNX Harpy3kax. YKa3zaHHBIC CBOMCTBA MOTYT OBITh OTPEIEICHBI JIUIIH C TIOMOIIBIO KOM-
TUIEKCA HKCIEPUMEHTAIbHBIX HccienoBanuil [24-29, 39-63]. BBox B pacueT ymnpolIeHHBIX (ampUOPHBIX) Ipa-
HUYHBIX YCJIOBH, HE YYMTHIBAIOIIUX CBOWCTBA U XapaKTEPUCTUKH PEabHBIX (PYyHAAMEHTOB U TPYHTOB, MOXKET
MPUBOINTH K CEPHE3HBIM OIMMOKaM. DKCIIEPUMEHTAIbHbIE MCCIEI0BAHM TOMOTYT YTOYHUTH MapaMeTphl pac-
YEeTHOM MOJIeNT KOHCTPYKIIUH, CAeNaTh MOJENb 0oJiee MPUTOAHOMN A MIPAKTUKH PacYeTHOTO KOHCTPYHUPOBAHUS
3JIaHUM YKa3aHHOTO THUIIA.

ITockonpKy pacdeTHOE KOHCTPYHPOBAHHE CBSI3aHO C MHOTOBAPHAHTHBIM TIepeOOpPOM BO3MOKHBIX KOHCTPYK-
THUBHBIX PEIICHUH 11eJ1IeCO00pa3HbIM SIBJIIETCS MpeoOpa3oBaHue (YIPOILECHUE) pACUCTHONW CXEMbI 31aHus 0e3 To-
TEpU TOYHOCTH PE3ynbTaToB [64]. DdPeKTUBHBIM pElIeHHEM MOXKET OKa3aThCsd NPUMEHEHHE BHEIIHETO Cymep-
JJIEMEHTa Ha TPaHUIIEe MOJ3EMHOM YacTH 3aHUs C €ro HaJ3eMHON 4YacThio. J|OTONHHUTENBHBIM YIPOIIEHHUEM
MOXXET CTaTh HCIIOH30BAHUE OTPAaHMYCHHOTO YHCJIA PACUCTHHIX Y3JI0B (0000IEHHBIX Macc), paclpeaesIeHHBIX
M0 TMOKPBITHIO 3/IaHUSl C TaKUM PacyeToM, YTOOBI TOJydaeMas NpeoOpa3oBaHHAs PacyeTHas CXeMa C MaKCH-
MaJIbHOH TOYHOCTBIO OTCIIEKHUBAJIa MOAALHBIE ()OPMBI B JMANTa30HE «OMACHBIX)» PE30HAHCHBIX YacCTOT.

5. 3akiaouenue
1. IIpuMeHeHre YHCIEHHBIX METO/OB, PEAM30BaHHBIX B COBPEMEHHBIX NpOrpaMMHBIX Komiuiekcax CAE-
KJIacca, TO3BOJIAET MOIYYUTh OOOCHOBAaHHBIC OICHKH JWHAMHKH ITOBEICHUS KOHCTPYKIIMU 3JIaHHS C IAIHHIPO-

IIJIATHBIM IMMOKPBITUEM KaK OOIIBIION MEXaHUYECKON CHCTEMBL.
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Kyxaxmemosa O.P., CymbipuH B.M. CTpouTenbHas MexaHuka MHXEHEPHbIX KOHCTPYKLMiA 1 coopyxeHuit. 2023. T.19. Ne 5. C. 469-490

2. B pesynbrare MOJAILHOTO aHATN3a KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHOW MOJIEITH 37aHUs TIOy4eH CIIEKTP €€ COOCTBEH-
HBIX (PE30HAHCHBIX) YAacTOT, a TAK)KE COOTBETCTBYIOMNX 3 dekTuBHBIX Macc. [lomyueHHbIe OIICHKU MO3BOJISIFOT
HCKIOYUTh BO3MOXHBIC ONIMOKH PAcYCTOB BBIHYXKJICHHOW BHOpAIMM KOHCTPYKIIMH 3aHHS MOJATbHBIM METO-
JIOM, CBSI3aHHBIE C MPOTTYCKOM psifia 3HAYMMBIX e¢ PopM COOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOAHMIA.

3. Pe3ynbTaThl JAHHOTO MUCCIIEIOBAHUS MOTYT OBITh YUTEHBI IPU MPOCKTUPOBAHUN U MOJAM(UKALIUY 3TaHUi
YKa3aHHOTO THUIIA.
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