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Influence of Span for Deep Underground Arch Structure
on Failure Modes under Blast Loading
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Abstract: The blast load is very important to the construction of underground rock engineering and the de-
fense engineering project. The study on underground structural failure modes under blast loading is always
a hot problem. The underground structure is developing to big span direction. But so far, the study of big
-span deep underground structure’s dynamic response is seldom. The structural mechanics under blast load-
ing is still not known well. So,the nonlinear dynamic finite element procedure of ANSYS/LS-DYNA is
used and the fluid-solid coupling algorithm is selected to study the dynamic response of underground struc-
ture with different spans. The explosion is closed and the detonating distances are changed. The analysis
shows that the mechanics status of big-span is complete changed compared to the small-span one. And also
the maximum stress curves of structures with different spans are obtained.
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Tab.1 Numerical simulation program m
T ) 3 #om B % B
1 6 5 1~5
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3 24 6.5 1~5
4 40 12 1~5
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Fig. 1 Simulation model
1.2 #REsE
1.2.1  JEZ5RM R S8 i

Y25 % Tl MAT-HIGH-EXPLOSIVE-BURN
BRI B ER 2. HAA AR vk A B )
% MAT-PLASTIC-KINEMATIC #% , 4 #fi $8 P
AR JE . AT )25 A8 A B A TR BE - 25 A TR R
FH JOHNSON-HOLMQUIST-CONCRETE #1 5
B, B0 % F MAT-JOHNSON-COOKE ™ k4 k) #61
L, SR 3,

1.2.2  FRICRI o FIR VL i #

PICHI R FH SR B IT solid164 AT, EAK # 5T
R4 DB 2. SR A I (R G OR0 1 ok o A R 0 L AR
YE 25 NE R AR L LA AN Al B 25 4 2= [ 4, th F La-
grange ST K AS Y v A7 16 X 24 B 5T B O 7 I A%
AT 3k R 1 0] R, 2 55 e A AU A AR S R O X 4 24 R
ALE B 3L b 4o ) 45 ¥4 A1 ) 75 2R H Lagrange 4
2, U RS A 7 2 CCONSTRAINED - LA-
GRANGE-IN-SOLID) ™ 3 kb ¥ 4 Foh 4 J5 1] AH . A
FH & DA A I A% R A5 5 Sk 19 3 R HIL



92 ELE TR A RBEMO 2013 4F

R2 MHMHBY

Tab. 2 Material parameter of dynamite

G s H WHA O WHB A WA WEC WITRNRE HEEIET
/(kgem *) /(m+s ') /GPa /GPa R R, 13) /GPa /GPa
1630 6 717 371 7.43 4.15 0.95 0.3 7.0 18.5
*3 EEMBSH
Tab. 3 Material parameter

LR wE B PP I H o EWAR:YE RS i‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁf
B (kg e m™) /10Y Pa /10% Pa /10% Pa
16 A 2 600 5. 00 0.27 1. 17 0.03 2.45
TREE T 2 400 4. 00 0.21 0.48 0.001 5 4. 00
W 7 850 20. 00 0.27 3. 00 6. 75 300
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Fig. 3 The equivalent stress nephogram

of surrounding rock
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Fig. 2 Element division of 24
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Tab. 4 The maximum stress of different structure parts
B /m B /m HIEA R/ MPa HEJE /MPa #tH /MPa H T/ MPa

1 15,—20(13) 33,—75(48) 63,—92(55) —88.2,—205(129)
6 2 16.1,—26(17) 28.3,—29(45) 58, —73(67,) 64.0,—64(54)

5 5.2,—1509.5) 7.0,—25(10.0) 13.2,—18(11. 2) 34.0,—25(20)

1 14,—13(—10) 12,—37(23.5) 61.2,—85(52) —96.5,—222(152)
12 2 15.8,—13.5(—11.5) 11.8,—38(24) 52.0.0,—80(51) 64.5,—65(55)

5 6.2,—10.1(6.7) 6.5,—22.5(14. 1) 12.3,—23(14.9) 33.5,—18.3(27.3)

1 12.8,—7(8.9) 58.2,—16.9(11.2) 35.5,—78(50) —114. 3,—311(101)
24 2 15.2,—5.3(11. 3) 12.5,—48.5(29. 3) 27.2,—175(50.2) 68.2,—72.0(59.2)

5 4.7,—4.2(3. D 4.2,—12.5@8. 1) 8.9,—22.0(14.0) 49.2,—33.1(34.6)

1 2.5,—8(—1.6) —1.48,—1.75(1. 25) 12.5,—56.2(34. 2) —124.0,—335(108)
40 2 3.5,9.5(—1.8) —14.5,—16.2(1.5) 20.5,—76.5(47.5) 63.2,—61.5(54.6)

5 —62.5,—54.5(55.5)  —51.5,—74.2(52.5) 33.5,—82.0(50.5) 65.2,—61.2(54.5)

4 TVBE 43 ) R ST A R T 3R T BT Y B R

EWTT o HRANFERLTT 0 MR KBTI F] to (FE 5 N



Fom

VLT S5 R KA T 5 B X b 485 H B IR T 285 1) 5 T 93

BAED S A B IR EE - BP0 3R B R 48 MPa, iz
SREEA 4 MPa, MRYEELR—FECHEN, X T4 + 4%
i R} O R 2O T

| | = c¢—otang @)
o c MBI R 1. o N EERE A (R R TR EE+
AR ¢ F o, ARYE IR 4, 7T LAAS )

@

CCosp

&

——  ote, —1——

a,

2

P4 BER— N
Fig.4 Moer—Kulun criterion

61563=ccos¢+%(61+03)5in90 (2)
Gt f— O g ZCOSE gy gy
sing 1+sing
FE IE B 52K — FEARHEN]
o1 O3
fo
/%mZLS}mE:L,mJﬁ(IS)/}E‘ﬁ:
1—sing f,
77[0‘1763:fC Gl>62>03 4

R 4, RIEEEMK@ AL,

DRI R 1 m EEBIER, 6 m BEZ
LV S CHNIEATDARE ISP = NE Y b
AR N HE TR HE I e — o = f. BT,
UL HE R A T AR BIR [ IR L BE B R 3
P 1Y R S e TR ot N i P % NG 73 by NP A AP B
HLHETR R 36 KL 85 B S 40 m B, B KA g ik
F| 335 MPa, #ET0 H T 55 A7 0 5 X 35 9% far 2532 $1 7
AR . AR BALRN 5 N ) b Y BE R 40 m B,
HEF AP moy — o, << f., VLI R T 15 8 15 R, 0
T3 A 338 BRAR I R Bt 7 ) IR R U R A SR
.

2) MR B AW K F] 2 m B, 6 m HEHLE
SR BT R T FE K BE AR 2 0 T RN Iy, R, S5 4
TR AR Ay 3,21 X 107", B AT B R A
2. 0X10° MPa, 3 &£ & 300 MPa., It i 40 i 59 % g
R 64. 2 MPa, It LIS Al T A7 T i, 16 BH 25 4 A=
9 J2 55 VI IR .

DY EBIEEIARE 2 m, HEH K 24 m
1 e SO R SV VAN 8 v vl N = = VA VAP IR U AL B D
MASIE . Fe IR (O BT TR 5 BE TR LR & 2
TR,

4) MBS RETRE] 40 mo BRI Y 1 m i, B
AR moy — o< [ HETUAIHE B &b moy — 0, =
Sos HE R AR B 2 SR 0 B DA IR, Y R AR PR R B R R 5
m B, F4E R AR S A R K N T AR SRy B
B /N E N S GEIRIG R YR T BT PR L R A S
ZER RN I R (4, B HE R IS R KL, A
Il 25 T3 R [l s ) AR T 1 KL S5 0 R A T AR A7
PLREIN . SlAh) 25 FR A 1 28 A th Ze &) 5~ 151 6,

100
50F
&
E 0F
R /
Z-50F .'I —4—6m
/ —&— |2 m
100 F ——24 m
—%—40 m
150 L 1 1 1 1
[ 2 3 4 5
AR/ m

5 IR 320 g 2 Al lh 46

Fig. 5 The o curve of vault
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