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Annomayus

ILlenu. B crathe MpoM3BeNCH aHATN3 U CPABHEHHE PE3YJIBTaTOB CTATHIECKOTO
pacyera 000JI0UeK Ha JIefiCTBUE paclipe/esIeHHON Harpy3ku Tuna coOCTBEHHOTO
Beca. VccnenoBanbl 000JI0YKH IIEPEHOCa C OJMHAKOBBIMH TabapUTHBIMH pa3Me-
paMy 4eThIpeX BHJIOB: IIOBEPXHOCTH II€pEHOCA IENHOH JIMHHUU IO LENHOH,
OKPY>XHOCTH IO OKPY>KHOCTH, DJUIMIICA IO JUINICY W CHHYCOHUIBI IO CHHYCOHIE.
Memoowl. JIns pacueToB NPUMEHSIICS METOJ KOHEYHbIX 3JeMeHTOB. Mccneno-
BaHME NPOBOJMIOCH ISl 000JI0YEK M3 MaTepHaia ¢ XapaKTePUCTUKaMHU YCJIOB-
Horo xene300eToHa. Pe3ynromamut. CpaBHUTENbHBIA aHAU3 PE3YJIbTATOB MOKA-
3a)1, YTO HauOoJiee BBITOJHOE VISl CTPOUTEIBHBIX KOHCTPYKIMH ITOBEACHHE IO
Harpy3Koil JeMOHCTPUPYIOT 000JI0UKU B (popMe MOBEPXHOCTH MEPEHOCA LICITHOM
JIMHUM IO TETTHOM W OKPY>KHOCTHU 10 OKPY>KHOCTH. Hamxynmmmmu amst xkesne3o-
OETOHHOTO CTPOUTEJBCTBA SBISIOTCS 000JIOYKH B (pOpME MOBEPXHOCTH NEPEHO-
ca dIUIHIICA TI0 JUTUIICY. BBISBIEHBI 0COOCHHOCTH HaNPsHKEHHO-1e(OPMUPOBAHHOTO
COCTOSIHUSI IEPEUYHCIICHHBIX 00BEKTOB, PEACTABISAIOLINE HHTEPEC ISl IOTCHIIU-
QIPHOTO BHEJPEHHUS TAKOBBIX B IIPAKTUKY IPOSKTHPOBAHUS U CTPOUTEIHCTBA.

Knrouesvie cnosa: MOBEPXHOCTHU IIPAMOI0O IEPEHOCA; TOHKUEC YIIPYTHUE 000-
JIOYKH,; METOJL KOHCYHBIX 3JICMCHTOB, CTaTUYCCKUI pacuer

BBenenune

O6omouku B (hopMe MOBEpPXHOCTEH mepeHoca
HMMEIOT TIEPCIEKTUBBI ISl IPUMEHEHUS B apXUTEKTYPE
BBHUJY UX 3CTETUYCCKON BBIPA3UTEIBHOCTH B COYE-
TaHUM C MAJBIMHU BECOM B 00beMOM MaTepuaina [16].

Bri6op ob6omodek ¢ OMU3KUMH TaOapUTHBIMH
pa3Mepamul ¥ pa3iMyHON reoMeTpruen 3aHUMaeT yye-
HbIX-MeXaHukoB HauuHas ¢ B.B. Hosoxwioa [1].
MHuorue paboThI TTOCBSIICHBI UCCICTOBAHUIO TaKOH

mpoOJaeMbl, HO MOJABIAIONIee OOJIBIIMHCTBO HCCIIe-
JIOBaHUU pealn30BaHbl IS YKe XOPOIIO U3yIEHHBIX
U 3apeKOMEH/IOBaBIINX ceOsi (OpM, B YACTHOCTH KY-
[I0JIOB HA OCHOBE Pa3IMYHbIX NOBEPXHOCTEH Bpalle-
Hus [1-4]. UMeroTcs Takke UCCIEIOBaHUSA HA TEMY
CPaBHUTENHHOTO aHAJM3a HaTPsHKEHHO-Ie(hOpMUpPOBaH-
HOTO COCTOSIHUSI 000JI0UEK BpalleHHs HEKaHOHHUYe-
ckoit popmer [5-9]. [lomumo 3Toro, It 0OOIOUEK
BpaIeHus: pa3paboTaHbl M anpoOMPOBAHEI HECKOJIb-
KO KpuTepHueB ux ontuManbHocTH [10]. Pabor, mo-
CBSILIEHHBIX BHIOOPY ONTHUMAJBHBIX 000J0YEK Iepe-
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TEOPUA TOHKIX OBONOYEK

Ku B (hopMe MOBEPXHOCTEW TepeHoca, mepeKphIBato-
mue KBaapaTHbli Iuiad. Ilpeamonaraercs, 4To KOH-
CTPYKLIMHU MOTYT OBITh M3TOTOBJIEHBI IIyTEM TOPKpeE-
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TUPOBaHUs, HAHECCHUsT OETOHHOTO PacTBOpa Ha ap-
MaTypHBIE CETKH COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH reoMeTpuu. BbI-
Opans! HOPMBI, KOTOPHIE TEXHOJIOTHIECKH BO3MOKHO
OBLIO ObI M3rOTOBHUTH M3 METATMYCCKHUX CTEPKHEH
WIH CETOK: MOBEPXHOCTh MEePEeHOCa OKPYKHOCTH TIO
OKPYXHOCTH, IIEMTHOM JIMHUU TI0 IIEMTHON JIMHUU, 3JI-
JIUTICA TI0 3JUTUIICY ¥ CUHYCOUABI 10 CHHYCOHU/IE.

1. Hean ucciieioBaHUsA

Ienbto naHHOW pabOTHI SBISAETCS BBIOOP ONTH-
MaJIbHOM C TOYKH 3pEHHs HaNpsHKeHHO-1e(hOopMHUpO-
BAaHHOTO COCTOSIHUSI (POPMBI OOOIOUKH TSI TOKPBITUS
KBaJIpaTHOTO B IUIaHE 3[aHUs pazMepoM 6X6 M U3
xkene3oberoHa. Ha mpumepe Takoro oObmekTa mpen-
MoJIaraeTcsi U3y4nuTh 0COOEHHOCTH paboThl 000I0UeK
YeThIpeX pasHbIX (OpM B BHE MOBEPXHOCTEH mepe-
HOCa, BEIOPATh M3 HUX ONTUMAIbHBIC I PUMCHE-
HUA B IIPAKTUKE CTPOUTEILCTBA, BBIABUTHL HEpaAUoO-
HaJIbHBIE BapHaHTHI, 0003HAYUTh OCHOBHBIE TPYIHO-
CTH, BO3MOXHBIC MPH TPOCKTUPOBAHUHU, U MYTH HX
paspelieHus..

2. MaTepuaJjbl 1 METOIbI

YpaBHEHHUS TOBEPXHOCTEH MPSMOTO TIepeHoca
obmensBecTHRl. OHEM TIPUBOIATCS B uTeparype [11;
12]. [Ipou3BeieHO TeOMETPUUECKOE MOJICITHPOBAHNE
Y KOHEYHO-3JICMEHTHBIN aHan3 000JI0UeK Ha OCHO-
BE€ UETHIPEX SIBHBIX YPAaBHEHUM MMOBEPXHOCTEH.

2.1. Ilogepxnocmo nepenoca uenHou JTUHUN
O YenHou TUHUU

7
r//I[,
s,

Puc. 1. [ToBepXHOCTH IEpeHOCa IIETTHOM JIMHKH 10 LEITHOM JIMHUK
[Figure 1. Surface of translation of catenary curve along catenary curve]

x—b b
z= —a-ch(—)+a-ch(—)—
a a
y—c c
—d-ch (T) +d-ch (E)'
c=b=3ma=d=4657746M, (1)
r1e a ¥ d — mapameTphbl, CBA3aHHbIE CO CTPEJION MOIb-
eMa; b U ¢ — MOJIOBHHA pa3Mepa B IUIAHE BIOJb KO-
OpAMHATHBIX OCEH X M ) COOTBETCTBEHHO.
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Crpena noasema B JaHHOM CIIydae OIpejene-
Ha ¢ HEKOTOpPOi morpemHocThio (mopsaka 1076 m),
IIOCKOJIBKY HE MOJKET OBITh BBIpa)k€Ha B SIBHOM BHUJIE
13 ypaBHEHUS MIOBEPXHOCTH.

2.2. losepxnocms nepenoca okpyscnocmu
no oKkpyscnocmu (mopoud)

Puc. 2. IToBepXHOCTE MepeHOCA OKPY>KHOCTH IO OKPYKHOCTH
[Figure 2. Surface of translation of circle curve along circle]

= (- r3)) (-6 -

0.5 0.5
b\? b\?
t-0-3)) -(=-G))

a=b=6mr1r=1=5M, 2)

r7e a u b — pa3Mepsl B TUTaHE BJIOJIb KOOPAHHATHBIX
oceHl X W y; 71 U r2 — PaIAyChl HAIIPABJIIONICH 1 00-
pa3ytoliei OKpyKHOCTEH COOTBETCTBEHHO.

2.3. Hosepxnocmb nepenoca INIUNCA RO IAUNCY

Puc. 3. IloBepxHOCTH MEpeHOCA IUTUIICA 110 IIHUIICY
[Figure 3. Surface of transition of ellipse along ellipse]

z=f1—b+§- (az—(x—§)2)+

tho=m 2 (= (- 9)).

a=n=3b=m=1c=d=6f=f=1, (3)
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e fi — CTpena MoAbeMa SIUTUIICOB, JISKALUX B TUIOC-
kocTsix y = 0 n y = d; f, — cTpena nmoxbeMa 3JUIMIICOB,
JeKaIUX B INIOCKOCTSIX X = 0 M x = ¢; ¢ u d — pa3me-
pHI B IU1aHE; @, b — TOIYOCH 3JUIUIICOB, OITYYaOIINX-
Csl B CEUCHMAX IUIOCKOCTAMH y = const; 7, n — MOJy-
OCH 3JUIMIICOB, MOIYYarOLINXCS B CEUCHUSX X = const.

2.4. Iloeepxnocmb nepenoca CuHycouovl
no cuHycouoe

= i o= L s

=

Puc. 4. [ToBepxHOCTB NIepeHOCA CHHYCOUBI TI0 CUHYCOUJIE
[Figure 4. Surface of transition of sinusoid curve along sinusoid]

z:c-sin(“jT'x)+d-sin(mT'y),
a=b=6Mc=d=1Mm,

re a u b — JUIMHBI OTPE3KOB, HA KOTOPHIX yYMeIIaeT-
Csl OZTHA TIOJYBOJIHA CHHYCOHUIBI B HAMPaBIEHUAX X
1 ) COOTBETCTBEHHO; C U d — aMIUTUTYAbI CHHYCOUI,.
Kaxxnast o0omouka nMeet pa3mepsl B IDIaHe 6X6 M,
cTpeiy mojabeMa 2 M U TOJIIUHY 8 CM, pacueTHbIE
XapaKTepUCTUKH MaTepualla — YCIOBHOTO jkene300e-
toHa £ = 325Mmna, v = 0.17 O0010YKH OmMHUparoTcs
Ha JKecTKre nuadparmbl, TaKHM 00pa3oM, TI0 BCeM Kpa-
M 3aKperuieHne xectkoe. K o0ooukam mpuioxeHa

=43, 0%
-E31.34€

=T70.813

BHEIIHISI HArpy3Ka TUIIa COOCTBEHHOTO Beca BEIIUYH-
Hoit 10000 H/m?.

MeTonoM KOHEYHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB IIPOU3BEICH
CTaTUYECKHUI pacdeTr 00o10uek. MeToa KOHEYHBIX
AJIEMEHTOB pEaIN30BaH B MPOTPaMMHOM KOMILIEKCE
ANSYS 15 APDL mnpu oMoy 4eThIpeXyTroIbHbIX
anemenToB shell181 [13].

Jnna ctopoHs! sneMenTa 25 cM. Mogens 000-
JI0YKU uMeeT 27%27 =729 y3110B U, COOTBETCTBEHHO,
676 311€MEHTOB, YTO JIOCTATOYHO IS LIeJIEH JaHHOTO
pacuerta.

[TorydeHsr H30M0Ms TIepeMEIIEHUH 1 CUIIOBBIX
(hakTOpOB, a TaKk)Ke AMIOPHI BAOJID JMHHUH, TPOXOMIS-
el yepe3 MeHTpP OOOJIOUKH M CePEeIMHBI MPOTHBO-
JIEKAITUX CTOPOH.

Ha nepBblit B3I/, HOCTPOESHUE SKBUBAJIEHTHBIX
HanpsokeHu (mo Musecy) sl yCIOBHOTO MaTepua-
na 0e3 ydera apMUPOBaHUS HE UMEET CMBICIA, HO Ha
caMOM JIeJie 3TH H30IOJII MOTYT JaTh MPUMEPHYIO
KapTHHY PaCIOIOKEeHHS MPOOJIEMHBIX C TOYKH 3pe-
HUS apMUPOBAHUS 30H, TPEOYIONINX YCUICHUS.

3. Pe3yabTaThl

Janee npuBeseHbI SMIOPHI B CEPEIUHHBIX Ce-
yeHUsMX (TOJOBUHA, TaK KaK CXeMa CHUMMETPUYHAS).
Ha pucynkax smopbl ¥ U30M0JS pa3MEIICHBl B Clie-
JYIOIEM TIOPSIAKE: @ — NI TTOBEPXHOCTH IepeHoca
LIETTHOM JIMHUU 1O IETHOW, 6 — I TOBEPXHOCTH
MepeHoca OKPY>KHOCTH IO OKPY>KHOCTH, 8 — IJIA T0-
BEPXHOCTU MEPEHOCa AIUIUIICA MO 3JUIUICY, 2 — AJA
MOBEPXHOCTH MEPEHOCA CUHYCOUIBI 110 CHHYCOUJIE.

B 000moukax THIIA «IJUIAICOU[ IO SJUIHIICOU-
Iy» U «CHUHYC 10 CUHYCY» BO3HUKAIOT TaKXKe IoIle-
pEUHBIE U TIEPEPE3BIBAIOIINE CHIIBI, COTIOCTABUMBIE C
HOPMAaJILHBIMH.
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il 1.951 1 L] L.3%8 3. 884
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Puc. 5. N11 HOpMaJIbHBIE CHIIBI
[Figure 5. N1 is axial force]
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[Figure 7. Bending moments Mi1]
17.97 #3.138
18,708 80607 r\
13441 ‘- an.341 [ “
11,114 \ 5.7 T ‘
0.7 \ 13,348 ' \
[N L] ‘1 593 { .\‘
31,84 \
4,373 l 11.5843 ‘ \-/
.00, -33.54%
= 161 =36 434 '
=3.420 Fa -48.881
=4.688 \-‘/ -1.337
L 120 .02 L} 1.33 2.66
Hit] 1.8 3 Ll 1.99% i

6 ¢

Puc. 8. Mzrubaromiyie MOMEHTHI M22
[Figure 8. Bending moments >3]
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Puc. 9. U3omomns nporu6os
[Figure 9. Deflection isofields]
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Puc. 10. DxBuBaneHTHBIE HANPSDKEHHS 10 Mu3ecy
[Figure 10. Equivalent stress (von Mises stress) isofields]

TEOPWA TOHKUX OBONOYEK 37



Tupikova E.M. Structural Mechanics of Engineering Constructions and Buildings, 2019, 15(5), 367-373

Tabnuya
CpaBHeHHE MAKCUMAJIbHBIX YCUJIMII U NlepeMeneHu i
[Table. The comparison of maximum stresses and strain]
M N2 M M, uz [0)%) N1z Ok [Oequiv|

Llennas [Catenary] —1886 2448 435 23,45 4,616 - - 51152

Oxpyxnocts [Circle] -1996 —2498 3,34 17,97 5,18710°¢ - - 44900

Omnmunc [Ellipse] +1118/-3684 -3684 -10,87 -61,33 2,117103 592 146 79780

Cunyc [Sinus] —2347 -2190 6.33 31.36 9,18"0-6 — 175 84910
BoiBoabl TOHHOH 000J7I04KH BpameHus / MexIyHapoIHbIA Hayd-

[o pe3ynbTaTaM MPOBEICHHBIX YHCIICHHBIX 3KC-
MIEPUMEHTOB MOKHO CEINATh CIEAYIOINE BEIBOIBI:

— MTOBEPXHOCTH TIEPEHOCA OKPYKHOCTH TI0 OKPYK-
HOCTH Y LEMHOW JIMHUMW MO IICHON MMEIOT CpPaBHU-
TEIHHO MEHBIINE 3HAUYCHUS HOPMAIBHBIX CHJ M MO-
MEHTOB;

— TOBEPXHOCTh TEPEeHOCa CHHYCOWA 0 CHHY-
COUJIC UMECT HAMMEHBIIINIA MPOTUO B LICHTPE M JIOKAJb-
Hble MAaKCUMYMBI MOMEHTOB (MaKCHMYyMBbI pacIiojia-
raroTcs HE B IIEHTPe 000I0UKH);

— BJUTUNC TIO 3JUIMIICY — HAMMEHEEe BBITOIHAS
000JI09Ka TI0 3HAYSHUSIM CHJIOBBIX (DAaKTOPOB, BO3HH-
KalOT pacTATHBAIOIINE, TOTIEPEYHbIe M Tepepe3biBa-
FOIITUE CHJTBL, JUTS KeJIe300eTOHa TPeOyeTcs YCUIICHHOE
apMHpPOBaHUE;

— Bce 00O0JIOUKH WMEIOT 30HBI OOJNBIINX SKBH-
BAJICHTHBIX HAIPSDKEHUH 110 KOHTYPY ONUpaHUs U B
yrinax. Haumenee 3ta npobiiema BeIpakeHa B ClIydac
MOBEPXHOCTH MEPEHOCa OKPYKHOCTH IO OKPYKHO-
cTH, Hanbosee ocTpo (camblie OOJBITHE HATIPSKCHHSI )
y MOBEPXHOCTH TEPEHOCA CHHYCOH/IA 110 CUHYCOH/IE.
Jns >xene300€TOHHOW KOHCTPYKIIMHM 3TO O3HA4aerT,
YTO TOTpeOyeTcsl YCHUIIEHWE apMHUPOBAHHS JJISI BOC-
MPUATUS JAHHBIX HANPSKEHUI.

[lepcriekTUBBI TAHHOTO MCCICIOBAHUS 3aKITHO-
YJaloTCs B JAILHEHIIIEM paCCMOTPEHUH OCOOESHHOCTEH
paboThl TAKUX 000JIOYEK C TOYKH 3PEHHUS yCTOHUM-
BOCTH, IMHAMUKHU U YJAPHBIX BO3ICHCTBHIA.
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Abstract

The aim of the work. The static analysis and comparison of the results for
translational shells under equally distributed load of dead weight are provided.
The shells of the similar general dimensions in plan and rise of four different types:
translation of catenary along catenary, circle along circle, ellipse along ellipse and
sinusoid along sinusoid are investigated. Methods. The finite element method was
applied for the analysis. The research was conducted for the shells of material of
reinforced concrete characteristics. Results. The comparison has shown that shells of
catenary and circle translation surface demonstrate the most advantageous behavior
under loading; the worst results for reinforced concrete were got for ellipse along
ellipse translation shell. The peculiarities of each type behavior were revealed, that is
of interest for their prospective reduction to practice of structural design.

Keywords: translational surface; thin elastic shell; finite element method;
static analysis
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