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PACHET CKBO3HOIO TMAPOTEXHUYECKOIO COOPYXEHUA
HA BO3JENCTBUE LLYHAMU C NPUMEHEHVUEM COBPEMEHHDbIX
BbIMUCJIUTEJIbHBIX CPEACTB

CALCULATION OF OPENED-THROUGH HYDRAULIC STRUCTURE
FORTSUNAMI IMPACT USING MODERN COMPUTING TOOLS

IIpu mpoBefeHNM HATYPHBIX SKCIEPUMEHTOB IO MOJENIMPOBAHNIO BO3/e/iCTBMSA BOMHBI L[yHAMI Ha TUPOTeX-
HIYeCcKoe COOpy>XeHIIe, BRITOTHEHHBIX B OIpefie/IeHHOM MacIiTabe, ¢pusideckas MOJeNb He TO3BOJIACT OIPeIeNUTh
TlepeMelleHNe U HATIPSDKEHNA B OT/[eIbHBIX 97leMeHTaX TUIPOTEXHIIeCKOTO COOPY KeHIIs, 4aCTOTHI KomebaHmit. [laH-
HBIIl HeJlOCTaTOK PM3MIeCKOll MO/ YCTPaHACTCS TIPI BEIIOTHEHNI TOTO YKe SKCIIepUMeHTa C TOMOIIIBI0 CPefiCTB
COBpeMeHHOTO MPOTPaMMHOTO ofecIiedeHNsI, KOTOPBIMI MOXKHO COBMECTHO peIIaTh PaslTMYHOTO POfa 3afadiL
B paccmarpuBaeMoM ciydae 3TO MOfieIpOBaHMe IIPollecca HaKaTa BOJHBI IyHaMH, pacueT COOPY>KeHNs Ha JaHHYIO
HarpysKy 1 pacueT Ha IPOYHOCTD, )KeCTKOCTb TM/IPOTEXHIYECKOTO COOPY>KeHMs], TO eCThb OfIHOBpeMeHHOe pellleH!e
3afaun BeraycnTenbHoll ruppopuHamyky (CFD analysis) n 3agaun MexaHMKM JleopMIpPOBaHMSA TBEPHOTO Tema
(transient structural). [Ipu coBMecTHOM pellIeHNN TaHHBIX ABYX 3ajlad pelllaeTcs OOl BOIPOC — BOMPOC MpOU-
HOCTH, YK€CTKOCTI J YCTOMYMBOCTH KaK OTAEMBHBIX 9/IeMeHTOB JAHHBIX COOPY)KEHMIA, TaK I CUCTEMBI B IlefioM. Tak,
B JJaHHOII CTaTbe pacCMaTpMBaeTCs pacyeT CKBO3HOTO TU/IPOTEXHNYECKOTO COOPYIKEHN Ha BO3lefiCTBIe HATPY3KI
OT IIyHaMN C TIpMMeHeHVeM COBPeMeHHOTO IIPOTPaMMHOT0 obecIiedeHnss — MporpaMMbl Ansys 19.2. PaccuntsiBae-
Moe TUAPOTeXHIYeCKoe COOpyKeHIIe TP efCTaBIsgeT co60il 0OBIYHYI0 paMHYI0 KOHCTPYKIUIO, TIOTPY>KeHHYIO B BOJY.
ITomo6HOTO pofla COOPY>KeHNS CIy>KaT B KadecTBe MIPCOB, IIPIYATIOB, YCTpaBaeMbIX BJONb Oepera 6o OKOIO
HeTO, a TAK)Ke B aKBaTOPUIL.

Kniouesvie cnosa: 1yHamu, 6op, 4nceHHOe MOJEMMPOBaHIe, SKCTpeManbHble Harpys3KW, O0COOble HaTpPY3KIL,
HeCTaI[OHaPHBIe BO3/[e/ICTBIA, BEIUIC/IITEIbHAS TU/IPOANHAMIKA, MOJEMIPOBaHIe (I3ITIECKIX IPOIIECCOB, MOfie-
NMpOBaHNe IIyHaMI, MeTOAbI OIpefle/ieHNs Harpy3oK oT 6opa (IlyHaMn), COTIPsKeHHBIe pacdeThl.

When carrying out full-scale experiments on modeling the impact of a tsunami wave on a hydraulic structure, the
physical model allows determining neither the displacement and stresses in individual elements of the hydraulic structure
(HS), nor the frequencies of oscillations. This disadvantage of the physical model is eliminated when performing the same
experiment using modern computing software, in which various tasks can be solved together. In the case considered, it is
modeling of the tsunami wave run up process and calculation of the structure, respectively, for this load and the strength
and stiffness of individual elements of the HS, which is a simultaneous solution of two problems: computational fluid
dynamics (CFD) analysis and solid deformation mechanics (transient structural task).As a result, simultaneous solving
of these two tasks solves a common issue, that is acute when calculating the HSs in tsunami hazardous areas, namely,
the issue of strength, rigidity and stability of both individual elements of the HS and the system as a whole. The study
considers the calculation of an open-through HS for the impact of a tsunami load using modern software, namely the
Ansys 19.2 program. The calculated HS is a conventional frame structure submerged in water. Such structures serve as
piers or berths arranged along or near the shore, as well as in the water area.

Keywords: tsunami, boron, numerical modeling, extreme loads, special loads, unsteady impacts, Computational
Fluid Dynamics (CFD), modeling of physical processes, tsunami modeling, methods for determining loads from
boron (tsunami), coupled calculations.
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BBenenne

IIpn pacyere TIUAPOTEXHMYECKOTO COOPY-
xenus (I'TC) mpocToit KOHCTPYKTUBHOM [4-6,
8,9] dopmbl Ha JeiicTBMe HArpy3KM, BbI3BAH-
HOJI I[yHaMl, B KayeCTBe OCHOBHBIX (QOpMYI
711 KOZIMYECTBEHHOI OLIEHKM BeTUYNMHBI CYM-
MapHOV CUJIBI WM ABI€HNUA JOCTATOYHO BOC-
MIOTb30BATHCS MMEIOIVMUCS B AEMCTBYIOMINX
HOpMax WM PeKOMeHaanusax popmyaamu’.

Bo Bpems pacyeta I'TC c/10XHOTO KOHCTPYK-
TUBHOTO McnonHenus [1, 2-4, 8, 10] nmpuxoput-
Cs BBOAWUTDL DsAJ OIpPEefie/IeHHbIX NOMYILeHMNIT,
YTO B CBOI OYepenp TpeOyeT MCIONb30BAHNS
MO PAaBOYHBIX KO3 PNIIMEHTOB NPV HETOYHOC-
TSAX VHTEPIPEeTAUNM PACIETHBIX CXeM OTHOCH-
TETIbHO PabOThI PeasbHOTO COOPYIKEH.

JlaHHBIX HEMOCTATKOB /MIIEH YMC/ICHHBIN
sKcnepumenr [1, 2, 5, 6, 10], KOTOpBIT MO>XXHO
MIPOBECTM IIPY IIOMOIIY CIIeIVIA/IN3VPOBAHHOTO
MPOrPAMMHOTO 00eCreyeHns..

B pmanHHOI cTaTbe C LENbI0 MPAKTUIECKOTO
npumenenns coppemensoro I10 (Ansys 19.2) B
pacuere peanbHbIX cIOXHBIX ['TC 61T paccMoT-
peH pacuer ycnoBHoro ckosHoro I'TC. K xon-
CTPYKTMBHBIM 0co0eHHOCTsM ganHoro I'TC cro-

! CIT 292.1325800.2017. 3gaHus ¥ COOPY>KeHNS B I[yHaMIIOIIaCHBIX
paitonax. IIpaBmta npoexktuposanust. CII6., 2016. 69 c.

Phase 2 Volume Fraction
Contour 1
1.000e+00

7.500e-01

5.000e-01

I 2 500001
0.000e+00

UT TIPeXJie BCErO OTHECTM TO, YTO JAHHOE IIPU-
JajIbHOE COOPYXKEHNe SABJISAETCA COOPY>KeHUeM
3CTAKA/IHOTO TUIIA, T. €. COOPY>KeHNs, Y KOTOPOTO
BepXHee IUINTHOE CTPOEHME OMMPAETCs HemoC-
pencrBeHHO Ha cBaiHOe morne [7]. Tlomo6HOTO
pOma COOpY>KeHMsI MOTYT MCIO/Mb30BATbCA KaK
B IPa)XJAHCKOIL, TaK 1 B BOEHHOI cdepe.

MeTonpl1 CccIemOBaHMA

Teomerpuss u pasmepst I'TC mokasanel Ha
puc. 1. Ha puc. 2 npepcrasiena pacyeTHas MoO-
nmenb miaa panbHenmero CFD-ananmmsa 1mmo Bo3-
IeVICTBMIO BOTHBI IIyHAMM B OTHeTbHOM MOZYTIe
Ansys Fluent nmporpammsr Ansys Workbench.
Pacumdposka Ha3BaHMII TPAHUYHBIX YCTIOBUIA
(cm. puc. 2) mpuBepiena B Tab. 1.

Jlanee, BBINIONMHUB MOAENMMPOBaHNE HaKara
opyHO4HOI BonmHbl yHamy Ha ['TC, 6pum 1mo-
nydeHbl pesynbraTbl CFD-anammsa. [JanHble
pe3y/IbTaThl IPefiCTaBIeHbI HA PIUC. 3.

JJaHHBIMM pe3ynbTaTaMy SIBJIAIOTCS U3Me-
HeHMst o6beMa daspl 1 (BOfbpI) Ha OMpe[eneH-
HBIX IIarax BpeMeH! B KOHKPETHOM KOHEYHOM
aneMeHTe (CM. puc. 3), CIyXaleM i aHaIu3a
KOPPEKTHOCTY TPOBEEeHNSI 3ayMAaHHOTO 9KC-
HepUMeHTa.

ANSYS

R1%2

19008

reeo

Puc. 1. MonepeuHoe ceueHne ckBo3zHoro ['TC
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Phase 2.Volume Fraction
Volume Rendering 1

1.000e+00

7.500e-01

5.000e-01

2.500e-01

0.000e+00

f ANSYS
R19.2

Puc. 2. OnpepgeneHie rpaHUYHbIX U HAYANTbHbIX YCIIOBUIA peLlaemMoil 3ajaun

Ilocne BbIMONMHEHUA MOJENMMPOBAHUA Ha-
KaTa BOJIHBI U COIOCTAB/IEHNS IOTY4YE€HHbIX U
nporosupyembix pesynbratop CFD-anammsa
BBIIIOJIHAETCS HOBBII COBMECTHBINI pacyeT
mopyneit Fluent Flow (Fluent) u Transient
Structural. TTogo6HOrO posma pacuer emie Ha-
3bIBACTCA CTPYKTYPHO-XKUIKOCTHBIM aHa/IN-
30M. B manHoOI 3ajade mpuHAT IPAMON METO,
(6ormee MpPeNNOYTUTEIHHBIM HPUHATO HPIMOE
CONpsDKEHMe, TaK KaK COIpsDKeHMe o0macTeit
MEXaHVKI ¥ BBIYMC/TUTEIbHON TMAPOAHAMYUKA
OT/INYAETCA BBICOKOV HENVHENHOCTbIO U JIy4-
11e BBIYVCIAETCA Yepe3 OFHOKPATHOE PellleHne

Tabnuya 1
paHNYHbIe ycnoBuA pacyeTHON Mogenu

Ne mos. | HaumeHoBaHue
Ha TPaHIYHOTO
puc. 2 YCIIOBIASL

[TapameTp rpaHIYHOIO
yC/1oBMA

1 |Velocityinlet | Twm rpaHIYHBIX YCTOBUIT BOTH
OTKPBITOTO KaHa/a; YpOBEHb
CBOGOJTHOI TIOBEPXHOCTY BOJIB;

IIapaMeTpbI BO/IHbI IIYHaMI

2 |Pressure outlet |YpoBeHB CBOGOMHOIT TOBEpXHO-
CTY 11 OTMeTKa JIHA BOJIbI

3 | Atmosphere AtmocdepHOe JaBneHMe Ha

CBO6OILHYIO ITOBEPXHOCTD BO/IbI

4 |Wall Tum moBepXHOCTM OCHOBaHVIS

I'TC (yuer 11epoxoBaTocTi)

IIPU VICIIO/Ib30BAHMM COIIPSDKEHHOI GOpMy/n-
poBknu). Peanmsauys paHHOrO Meroja Ipef-
CTaBJIeHa Ha puC. 4.

Crout OTMETUTb, 4YTO [jId YIPOLIEHUS
Y YCKOPEHMA MPOoLecca pacyeTa JAaHHOM 3a/1a4n
B KadecTBe Marepuana ansi I'TC 6pin BeIOpan
0eTOH CO CIefyIomyMY ITapaMeTpaMi, YKa3aH-
HBIMI Ha pUC. 5.

[Tocne renepanyy CeTKM KOHEYHBIX 3/I€MEH-
TOB U 3aJaHVIS BCeX HEOOXOIVMBIX IPAaHNYHBIX
YCIIOBUIA (puc. 6) BBIMIOTHIETCS COBMECTHBIN
pacder IByX pacueTHbIX MOZYIIEN.

Pe3ynbrarsl 1 06cyKmeHne

PesynpraramMmm CONps>KEHHOTO pacyeTra AB-
NATCA M3OMONA  IepeMelieHuli, KOTOpbIe
IIpefCTaB/IeHbl Ha PUC. 7.

B xome conocraBnennsa pesynbratoB CFD-
ananmsa u Transient Structural BugHO, 4TO B MO-
MeHT BpeMeHM T = 1,05 ¢ IpOMCXOANUT KOHTAKT
BonHbl nyHamu ¢ I'TC. Kax cnencrsue, Ha u3o-
NO/IAX TepeMeIeHNII 3HaYeHne TOPU3OHTaIb-
HOTO IepeMelIeHNA JOCTUTAeT MAKCYMATbHBIX
BE/TNYNH (fmp = 0,022 mm). Ha manbHedimmx
BPEMEHHBIX IIarax HaO/IOlaeTCsl YMeHbIIeHye
a0COMIOTHOV Be/MYVHBI TOPVU30HTA/IBHBIX IIe-
peMeIeHNMIl, YTO CBA3AHO C YMEHbIIEHNEM KI-
HeTUYeCKOI SHePTUY BOTHBI IIyHAMIL.
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ngrs

T=035c¢

T=0"7c

T'=1,05¢

T=1l4c

IT=175¢

Puc. 3. Pesynbtatbl CFD-aHanm3a. Hakat BosiHbI LlyHamm Ha ['TC
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Cmpoumeanaﬂ MexXdHUKa u pacdem coopy)KeHud

Fluid Flow (Fluent)

Fluid Flow (Fluent)

Transient Structural

System Coupling

Puc. 4. Cxema pacueTa CTPYyKTYPHO-KUOKOCTHOTO aHan3a K COBMeCTHOMY pacueTy Mogynei Fluent Flow
(Fluent) n Transient Structural

A B D |E
) T4 Material Field Variables Table
3 A Density 2300 kam~-3 |
4 |B T sotropic Elastidty
5 Derive from ‘foung's Modulus and Poisson. .. :I
6 Young's Modulus E+10 Pa hd
g Poisson's Ratio 0.18
8 Bulk Modulus 1,5625E+10 Pa
9 Shear Modulus 1.2712E+10 Pa

[17151 TOTO YTOOBI OLIEHUTH KOPPEKTHOCTB I10-
JIy4eHHBIX Pe3y/IbTaTOB IlepeMeleHnit (B JaH-
HOM C/Iy4ae PacCMOTPUM MaKCUMa/lbHOE TOpU-
3oHTanbHOE nepemeiiene B cBae ['TC), Bbimon-
HUM aHAJIOTMYHBIN PY4YHON pacdyer. 3a pacder-

Puc. 5. MexaHnuecKne xapaktepuctnku matepumana 'C

5.000

10.000 (m)

0.000

2,000

4.000(m)

Puc. 6. KoHeuHo-3nemeHTHasa cxema 'TC ¢ 3agaHHbIMY FPaHUYHBIMU YCJIOBUAMMN

HYyI0 cxeMy npuMeM [1-o6pasnyto pamy (puc. 8),
Harpy>keHHYI0 pPaBHOMEPHO pacIipefielleHHOM
HArpysKoil ¢, M COCPEeNOTOYEHHOIl Harpys-
Koit F,. B mepBoM ciyvae Harpyska g, BbI3BaHa
IefICTBMEM BOJIHBI IIyHAMM Ha BePTUKATbHYIO
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T'=035¢

T=0,7¢

T=1,05¢

T=14c

T=17¢

¥

Puc. 7. Cxema pacnpegeneHuin nsonosen nepemeLleHmnn
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OTopy, BO BTOPOM — Harpyska F, Bbi3BaHa fieii-
CTBMEM BOJIHBI IIyHaMM Ha IZIMTHYIO YacTh I'TC
(puc.9).

YnomsHyTas paHee paBHOMEPHO pacIpefie-
JleHHasl HarpysKa ¢, ONpefeAeTCs CeyIoNM
obpasom [1]:

@ = Zepibon» (1)
I/ie g, — YCPEIHEHHOE TI0 BBICOTE KOMOHHDI
naBreHre oT nyHamu (pasHoe 90 Ila); by,
mypuHa onopsl ['TC (paBHas 0,4 m).

Benmunna cocpenoTodenHoit Harpysku F,
OIIpefieIsieTCs CIenyoIyM o6pasom [2]:

By = gcp2bhrm’ (2)
I/ie gcpp — YCPEHEHHOE TI0 BRICOTE ITUTHOI Ya-
ctu I'TC naBnenue or nynamu (pasHoe 45 I1a);
b — mar onop I'TC (paBusiit 12,0 m); A, — BBI-
cora mmtHoit yactu ['TC (paBnas 0,4 m).

3a HemsBeCcTHbIE IepeMelleHus MpUMeM f),
f, — mepemenienus ot q, u F, COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B pesynbprate pacuera cTaTtMyecky HeOI-
pemenmMMoil paMbl HOMYYWINCh ClIeAyIoliue
3HayeHus mepememenuit: f = 0,00518 mm;
£, =0,01495 mm. CymMmapHOe TlepemelieHue Ipu
stoM f = 0,02013 Mm. A6ComOTHasE moOrpen-
HOCTb IIO/Ty4EHHBIX 3HAYEHUI IIepeMeLeHMiA
PYYHBIM CIIOCOOOM ¥ TPV TIOMOILY IIPOTPAMMBI
cocrasmna 2,4 %.

Ecnmu cuymMrarh HONMYCTMMON IIOTPEIIHOCTD
B 5 %, TO IO/Ty4eHHbIe KOMIIBIOTEPHBIE Pe3y/ib-
TAaThl MO>KHO CYUTATh JOBOIBHO TOYHBIMU. ITO
3HAYNT, YTO IPY IIOMOLIV IIPOrPaMMbI MOYXXHO
OIIpefe/ATh TaKue MapaMeTpsl, KaK HOpMajb-

EJ

EJ Ef

Puc. 8. PacueTHasa cxema ['TC. E=3-1010Ma; J=0,002133 m*

Hble VI KacaTelbHble HATIPSDKEHUS B CEYeHUN OT-
menbHbIX 3neMenToB I'TC, Hanpumep, a1 mpo-
BEpKU IIPOYHOCTY OeTOHA M IT0f160pa apMaTyphl.

Ecnu roBopuTh 00 MTEPALMOHHBIX TTIOXO0AX
B PelleHN) HEeIVHEeMHBIX 3a4a4 CTPOUTENbHON
MeXaHMK!, TO JJAaHHBII pacyeT SBAETCA Iep-
BBIM IIpUOMIVDKEHVIEM, Y, IOCKO/IBKY B JaHHOM
KOHKPEeTHOM pacyeTe MHOIVMMM IapaMeTpaMiu
pacyeTHOIT CxeMblI OBIJIO pellieHo TpeHeOpedb,
TO CTOUT BBIIETUTH OCHOBHBIE MOMEHTBI, KOTO-
pble CTOUT OTHOCUTD K IIePBOMY NPUOTIVDKEHNIO
(1-s1 mrepanus) un x 6onee TOYHBIM (n-s UTe-
pauus), C y4eTOM TOTO, YTO JAHHBIE PAaCYeThl
MOXXHO BBIIIOTTHATb IIPY MTOMOLIY ITPOTPaMMBbI
Ansys 19.2 u 6071ee COBpeMeHHBIX BepCUil IaH-
HOJ1 IporpaMMbl. JlaHHBIe ITapaMeTphl NpuBe-
IeHbl B Ta0II. 2.

BoiBogbl

HecmoTpss Ha HecoBepIIeHCTBO IIpefCcTaB-
JIEHHOTO B CTaThe pacyeTa, OH 00/ajaeT mpak-
TUYECKOJ I[eHHOCTbI0, MOXXET IPUTOLUTbCS
pu BBIOOpe MecTa CTPOUTENbCTBA Oymyliero
I'TC, xora HeOOXOAMMO OLIEHUTH MTPUOTUKEH-
HO HJIC coopyxeHus u TeM caMbIM BBINOJ-
HUTb CEPUI0 MPOOHBIX PACUYETOB, CBSI3AHHBIX
C OOIBIIMMY BBIYUCTUTETbHBIMU 3aTPaTaMIU.
B nmanHOII cTaTbe KpaTko chOpMYIMpOBaHA Me-
Topguka pacyeta Mopckux I'TC ¢ npumeHeHnemM

Puc. 9. Cxema onpepeneHns Harpysok g, 1 F, Ha pacueTHyio
cxemy (M-o6pazHyto pamy)
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Tabnuya 2

ConocrtaBneHue napamMeTpoB pacy4eTHbIX CXeM B 3aBNCMMOCTHN OT I'IPVIGJ'IVI)KEHIIIH

Pacuer B 1-M npubmkenun (1-s1 utepaius)

Pacuer B n-M npubmokeHnu (1-s1 uTepaius)

1 |IIpuHsaTo abcomoTHO xecTKoe 3amemterne cBait ['TC

YdeT e OpMaTUBHBIX CBOJICTB TPYHTOB OCHOBAHIS

YdeT MUHeIHO fUaTpaMMBI 3aBICHMOCTI
HaIpsDKeHst/ feopMaryy 6eToHa

YdeT HenMHeTHOM AMarpaMMBl 3aBYCUMOCTI
HaITpsDKeHst/ lepopMaryu 6eToHa

OTcyTCTBIE BOSMOXKHBIX JOOABOYHBIX BUOPAIINIL

BbI3BAHHOI'O 3€EMJIETPACEHNIEM

3 | (xomebaHmit) TPYHTOB OCHOBaHIS BO BpeMs I[yHaMI,

Hamrdue BO3MOXXHBIX J06aBOYHBIX BUOpAI i
(kome6aHMIT) IPYHTOB OCHOBAHVISI BO BpeMsI ITyHaMI,
BbI3BAaHHOTO 3eM/IeTpsiCeHIeM

Paccmorpenne ynapa opmHouHoI BonHb! 0 I'TC.

PE30OHAHCOB OT HAJIOXKEHVIA CEPpUIV BOTH

4 VcxmioueHa BOSMOYKHOCTD BBIIB/IEHNSI BOSHIMKHOBEHIIS

Paccmorpenne ynapos cepuit BormH o I'TC ¢ mienmpro
BbIAB/IEHN S BO3HMKHOBEHNS Pe30HAHCOB OT HaJIOXKeHNU A
cepuy BOIH

COBPEMEHHDBIX CpE€NCTB BBIYMC/IUTE/IbHON TeX-
HVIKY Ha IIpUMepe pacyeTa KOHKPETHOTO COO-
PY>X€HN, 9TO MOXET CTaThb HEIZIOXVIM IIOAPYI-
HBIM MHCTPYMEHTOM [/14 MNPOEKTMPOBIINKOB,
KOHCTPYKTOPOB, 3aHMMAOIMNXCA Ppe€aTbHbBIMUI
00BEKTaMM CTPOUTETIbCTBA.
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