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Pe3stome: BhIIOJIHAEMOE B COCTABE HAYYHO-TEXHUYECKOIO COMPOBOXKIEHMS CTPOUTENbCTBA HCCJIENOBAHKME B3aUMOIEHCTBUS
[IOZI3€MHOT0 COOPY>KEHHSI ¥ TPYHTOBOIO MACCHBA, B KOTOPOM OHO HAXOAMTCS, OIUPAETCs HA MAaTeMAaTUYECKOe MOJIeJIMPOBAHUE
[TOCPEICTBOM re0TeXHUYECKHX IIPOrpaMMHBIX KOMIUIEKCOB. BO3MOsKHBIE OCaIK1 OCHOBAHUIL, HA KOTOPbIe OnuparTcsa GyHaa-
MEHTBHI 3/[aHUMH, MOMANAIONUX B 00IACTh BO3AENUCTBUS BEAYIIErOCs MO 3€MJIEH CTPOUTENIbCTBA, PACCUUTHIBAIOT, KAK MIPABUIIO,
C IIOMOIIBIO TTporpaMMHOro Komiutekca PLAXIS. daxkruyeckue ocaaky yKa3aHHBIX 37JaHUI IIPU CPAaBHEHUH C pe3yIbTaTaMu MO-
JIeTUPOBAHUS CBUETEIbCTBYIOT O PACXOKAEHHUAX B IIUPOKOM AUAIA30He — OT 3 110 75%. KOHKpeTHbIe BeTUUNHBI IIPeJOTIpeIeis-
I0TCA CII0CO6OM KpeIlIeHrs KOTIOBAHA U IPUHATOM TEXHOJIOTHeH paboT. B craThe aHaIMsupyeTcs COOTHOIIeHHe (paKTUIeCKUX U
pacuérHbIX (10 pasHbIM MOJEJISIM, B TOM yrciie Moaesb Kysnona — Mopa, pasiuyusbie MOquGUKALMK «yIIPOYHSIOIIENCSI» MOIEH
«Hardening Soil Model» kax Hanbosee yacTo MpUMeHAeMble B HAIllel CTPaHe U B CUJLY 9TOTO IIPOAHAIU3UPOBAHHbIE HAUOOIee
JeTaJIbHO B OTHOIIIEHHH UX JOCTOHUHCTB U HEHOCTBTKOB) I[erOpMHLII/Iﬁ CyHIEeCTBYIOIIUX SILHHI/Ifl IIpU MpOBEAECHUU HO6JII/130CTI/I
noazeMHbIX pabot. PaccMoTpensl GakTopsl, Baudionpe Ha gedpopManuu. [IpuBeeHbl YUCIeHHble PACXOKAEHUS I Pa3HbIX
METOIOB U B PA3HBIX IPYHTAX (IIECOK, CYIJIMHOK, IuHa). CHopMyIMpoBaHbl BO3MOSKHBIE IIPUYUHBI PACXOXKAeHu!. Bosbioe Biu-
JHHMe Ha YIOMSHYThIEe OTKJIOHEHHUs OKa3bIBAeT IPUHATAs pacyérHas cxema. COOTBETCTBYIOIIEE MCCIEOBAHNE HA JIeTaJIbHOM
YpOBHE IOTPeHOBAIO0 MATEMATHUECKOTO MOJIETUPOBAHMU S, KOTOPOE IIPOJIeIaHo Ha ITpuMepe paspabOTKU KOTI0BaHA BECTUOIOISA
CTaHUMK MeTPOoIonuTeHa «ByThipckas»y B MOCKBe ¥ HaXOSIIEeroCst PSiiOM 31aHMUSL.

Knouesble cnosa: reoTeXHUYECKUE PACUEThI, PYHTHL, AedopMaryy 31aHmit, KOTJIIOBAH, MOZIEIU IPYHTOBOIO MAaCCUBA, Orpaskiie-
HUe, TI03eMHbIe Pa0OThl, YUCI€HHbIE METOIbI
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Abstract: A study of the interaction between an underground structure and the soil mass in which it is located is based on
mathematical modelling by means of geotechnical software packages. Possible settlement of the foundations that support the
foundations of buildings located within the influence area of underground construction is normally calculated with the PLAXIS
software package. The actual settlements of these buildings when compared to the simulation results show differences in a wide
range from 3 to 75%. Specific values are predetermined by the method of excavation support and the adopted technology of works.
The paper analyses the ratio of actual and calculated (by different models, including the Coulomb-Mohr model and various
modifications of the Hardening Soil Model as the most frequently used in our country and, therefore, analysed most thoroughly
in respect of their advantages and drawbacks) deformations of existing buildings during underground works carried out in the
vicinity. Factors influencing the deformations are considered. Numerical discrepancies for different methods and in different
soils (sand, loam, clay) are given. Possible reasons for discrepancies are formulated. The deviations are strongly influenced by
the adopted calculation scheme. A corresponding study on a detailed level required mathematical modelling, which was carried
out using the example of excavation of a construction pit for the entrance hall of the Butyrskaya underground metro station in
Moscow and a nearby building.
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FEOMEXAHUKA

Geomechanics

BBenenue

CoBpeMeHHAsI CXeMa CIIelUaJIbHOTO COTIPOBOSKIEHUS CTPOU-
TEJIbHBIX pabOT, KaK reo-, TaK U Hay4HO-TeXHUIECKOTO, U persia-
MeHTanus HopM, copepskaruxcs B CIT 22.13330, CIT 120.13330 u
CIT 248.1325800, xapakTepusyoTcst GaKTUYECKUM IIepexoaoM B
reoTeXHUYeCKUX pacyérax CHCTEMBI «IIO3eMHOEe COOpY>KeHHe
— BMeIIAIOIIUI IPYHTOBBIN MACCUB» K YHUCJIEHHOMY MOZENIH-
POBAHHUIO BMECTO QHAJIUTHYECKUX METOJOB, ITPUMEHSIBIIIIXCS
B [IPOIIJIOM B MeXaHHUKe IPyHTOB. Takoe MOneIMpoBaHue IpU-
MEHHUTEJIHO K YIIOMSHYTOIH CHCTeMe BBIIIOJIHSIOT C TIOMOIIBIO
reoTeXHUYeCKUX MmporpamMMHubix Komiutekcos (I1K) [1]. Bozuu-
Karolye IIpU 3TOM PAaCXOXKAEHUSI MEXKIy pe3yIbTaTaMU MoJe-
supoBanust ¢ npuMmenenueM [IK u pakTrnyeckuMu ocagkaMu
ocHOBaHUU (GYHAAMEHTOB 3[AaHUl, TOMAAIUX B 00/1acTh
BJIMSTHUS COOPY>KaeMBbIX KOTJIOBAHOB, KaK IIOKA3aHo B [2], mocTu-
ratoT 20% 111 KperuleHUsI Orpask/IeHUH KOT/IOBAHOB aHKepaMu
1 Kes1e300€TOHHBIMU IIepeKphITUAMU U 30% B CJIyuae pacropok
U3 MeTaUInuecKux Tpyo. [3-7] yKaszaHHble PACXOKIEHUS MO-
I'yT [ONAAaTh B AUAA30H 7...34%. MoHUTOpHUHT 15 00beKTOE [8]
IIPUBOIUT K BBIBOJLY, UTO 3TOT JAUANA30H IIPH PAa3HBIX CII0COOax
KpEeIUIeHUs U TEXHOJIOTUAX padoT B KOTJIOBAHE MOSKET PACILIH-
putbcs Ao 3...75%. A B [9] ipu «cTeHe B rpyHTe» U IPUMeHEeHH!
METa/UTMUECKUX TPYO B COCTABE OrPasKAEHUS OCAIKU AHEBHOI
[TOBEPXHOCTH 38 HUM Pa3IMYAIOTCS [yl PACCUUTAHHBIX U (ak-
TUYECKUX UX BEJIMYUH IIOUTHU BJIBOE.

VKa3zaHHOe UMeeT MeCTO KaK B OTHOIIIEHUH YUCIEHHOTO MO-
JeTUPOBAHMUS, TAK U AaHAJTUTUYECKUX PaCy€ETa.

OcaaKu BO3BOOAUMBIX 3MAHUMA

Omucaunble B [10] mcciaemoBaHUS OCAIOK CTPOSIIETOCS
31-3Ta’KHOTO 3[AHUS [IOKA3aJIH, YTO PACUYETHBIE OCAAKU II0
MeTOny KOHEUYHBIX 371eMeHTOB (170 MM) ITOCTOMHBIM 3JIeMeH-
TapHbIM cyMMupoBanueM (188,41 Mm) 3ameTHO 6oJblie (ak-
tryeckux (Makcumym 113,1 MM, Munumym 71,5 MM, cpeqHsas
97 mm). Oncannoe B [11] cpaBHeHMe 0CaiOK, pACCUUTAHHBIX
a”anutTuvecku, U pakruueckux mo CHull 2.02.01, o CIT 50-101
U METOIOM JINHENHO-1ehOpMUPYEeMOro CJIos1! IIPUBEJIO K BbI-
BOZY, UTO B CJIyuae MPUMEHEHUsI CXeMbl IIOCJIOMHOTO CyMMHU-
poBaHus pasnuuune oueHusaercsd 30%, a Ipyu Ipyrux MeToxax
oHO MHOroKkpaTtHoe [11]. OCHOBHBIMU IIPUYHUHAMU, TI0 MHEHHUIO
aBTOpOB [11], ABNJIOTCA HEIOCTATOYHOCTh UH>KEHEPHO-Te0-
JIOTUYEeCKUX U3bICKaHU (PU3UKO-MexaHnuecKre XapaKTepu-
CTUKHU TPYHTOB TOJIbKO YACTUYHO IOJIyYEHBI HCIBITAHUSIMH,
a B OCHOBY OCTaJIbHBIX [T0JIOKEHBI CIIPABOYHbIE JAHHBIE).

VKa3aHHOe MOATBEP’KIAIOT U JIpyrue ucciaenosatenu [12;
13]. Tax, B [12] mpoieMOHCTPUPOBAHO BIIUSIHHE YYaCTBYIOIIErO
B pacuérax Koaddurmenra [lyaccoHa Ha COOTHOIIEHUE OCA-
KU S OMUHOYHOro GpyHAaMeHTa U IIPUKIIAABIBAEMOI Harpy3KU
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Fig. 1

Effect of the Poisson's ratio on
the settlement function s of
the load p [12]

1 PyKoBOACTBO MO MPOEKTMPOBAHWIO OCHOBaHWIN 3[aHUA U COOPY>KeHUn. M.:
Crtpownmnagat; 1978. 375 c.
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Kpome Toro, B QU3HKO-MEXaHHUECKUX XapPAKTEPUCTHUKAX
IPYHTOB, IOJIYUYEHHBIX B OCHOBHOM HCIIBITAHUAMU B J1a00-
paropuu, He yured abdekT maciiTaba, OTPAXKAOIIUA CBA3b
HCCIIeNyeMOro o6beMa peanbHbIX MATEPUAIOB U UX CBOMCTB
[14]. 3TO0 MOKHO IPOIEMOHCTPUPOBATH HA IIPUMeEPe Pa3THUUMIT
B BeJIMYMHE Y/IEIbHOTO CIEIIEHUS CIa0bIX BOTOHACHIIEHHBIX
[JIMHUCTBIX TPYHTOB, OINpPEe]eHHON B J1a00paToOpu W IIO-
JIEBBIMM UCHBITAHUAMY, B 1,28 pasa, a Moayns gebopMaiiuu
MIpecCHOMeTpOM U mramiamMu — B 1,44...2,5 pas [15].

00630p IpUMeHSIEeMbIX YHCIEHHBIX METOJ0B

leorexnuueckue 3amayu B Poccuu peraroT B OCHOBHOM
MEeTOZOM KOHEUHBIX 3J1eMeHTOB [16—18], mosokeHHbIM B OC-
HOoBY 3apyOexxubix [1IK Kommepueckoro HasHauenus: PLAXIS,
MIDAS, Z Soil u ap. [19]. B HUX npeuMyIIeCTBEHHO IIPUMEHSI-
FOTCSI «TUIIOBbIE» MaTeMaTUUeCKHe MOJIeIU TPYHTA (C OTHeb-
HBIMH Pa3IUYUIMU):

e mogpenb Kynona — Mopa;

e maTpossie mozenu «Cam Clay»;

e pasnuyHble MOTUGUKAIIUU «YIPOUHSIIOIEHCS» MOIETN
«Hardening Soil Model» (unoraa HaseiBaemoit «Modified
Coulomb — Mohr»);

*  MOJENH CKaJbHBIX TPYHTOB.

Uckmouenue cocrasinsger caHkr-rierepOyprekuii 1K «FEM
models», B KOTOpOM IIpUMEHEHA VIIPOUHSIONIASICS BSIZKO-
yIpyroriacTuuecKast Mofgesns rpyaTa [9].

B poccuiickux mpoeKkTax IOBeeHHe HEeCKAJIbHBIX I'PYHTOB
ONUCBIBAETCS MpeuMyllecTBeHHO Mozensimu Kynona — Mopa
u «Hardening Soil Model».

B reorexHuueckux pacuérax yaille BCEro y4acTBYyeT Huje-
aJIbHO YIIPYTOIUIACTHYECKASI MOJIEJIb C IIPeIeJIbHOM II0BEPXHO-
CTBIO, ONKUCBhIBaeMOl KpurepueMm Kysnona — Mopa. [1aBHas ee
LIEHHOCTh IIPUMEHUTENIBHO K POCCUICKUM YCIOBUSIM COCTOUT
B omope Ha PU3UKO-MexaHUYeCKHue CBOMCTBA IPYHTA, OIpe-
JensieMble HUCIBITAHUSIMUZ HenuHeiiHble peKoMeHayemble?
MOJIEJIH BBI3BIBAIOT CJIOKHOCTH, 00YCIIOB/IEHHbIE HeN30eXKHO-
CTBIO OIpeZie/IeHUs XapaKTEPUCTUK o01eil medopMaruu: ce-
KyILLIEro Moayi E sy, pa3rpy3o4Horo monynd E /<, omomeTrpu-
4ecKoro Mouyng E,./¢ 1 HEKOTOPBIX APYIUX, YYaCTBYIOIIUX B
pacuérax C mpuMeHeHHUeM HeJIMHEHHBbIX MOJeJiell TIOBeIeHUS
IPYHTA TOJ, HAarpy3KOoii, He periaMeHTUPYIOTCS B HOPMATHUB-
HBIX JIOKYMEHTax* U JOJKHbI OBITh JOIOJHUTEIBHO BKIIIOUE-
HBI B [IPOrPaMMy U3bICKAHUIA, Oy/Ib TO UH;KE€HEePHO-Te0JI0TuYe-
CKHe WIN re0TeXHUYeCKHe, YTO BO3MOXKHO TOJIBKO B COCTaBe
HAyYHOTO COIPOBOKAEHUS CTPOUTENbCTBA. TakMM 0OpasoM,
YIIPYTOIUIACTHYECKHE MOIEeIIH:

a) He TpeOyIOT 3aTpar Ha AOMOJHUTENIbHbIE JOPOTUE U3bI-
CKAHUS C LEJBI0 IMOJIYUYEeHUs] HEeJOCTAIONIUX MeXaHUYeCKUX
CBOICTB I'PYHTOB;

6) B Cylyuae MPUHATUS UX 110 «CIIPABOYHBIM JAHHBIM» HET
HeOOXOOUMOCTH B 0OOCHOBAHMU MPHHATHIX BEIUYUH, U OT-
CYTCTBYET OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3@ HelpUeMJIeMOe PacXOXKIAeHue
MeXIy pacuéTamMu v GaKTUUECKUM I0JIOKEHUEM el

K OCHOBHBIM HeIOCTATKaM YIPYTrOIUIACTUYECKON MOMAEIN
[20] B mepByIO OYepenb OTHOCSITCS:

2 TOCT 5180-84. 'pyHTbI. MeToApl NnabopaTtopHoOro onpeaeneHns hrusnyeckmx
xapaktepuctuk; FOCT 30416-96. pyHTbl. JlabopaTopHble ucnbiTaHus; CrIl
47.13330.2016. NHxeHepHble n3bickaHust ansi ctpoutensctsa. OCHOBHbIE MOTOXKEHUS.

3 CMIM HOCTPOW 3.27.3-2014. OcBoeHMe MOA3EMHOrO MPOCTPaHCTBA.
KomnnekcHoe nucnonb3osaHve Nofg3eMHoro npoctpadHcTea B meranonucax. URL:
https://docs.cntd.ru/document/554126417 (nata obpawenusa: 24.11.2021); CI
22.13330.2011. OcHoBaHus 3paHuin n coopyxeHun; CI 120.13330.2012.
MeTpononuTteHsl; ClM 248.1325800.2016. Coopy>xeHus noasemHble. [pasuna npoekx-
TUPOBAHNS.

4 TOCT 5180-84. 'pyHTbl. MeToAbl NnabopaTopHOro onpeaeneHns huanyecknx
xapaktepuctuk; FOCT 30416-96. pyHTbl. JlabopaTopHble ucnbitaHus; Crl
47.13330.2016. NH>xeHepHble nsbickaHus ansi ctpoutensctsa. OCHOBHbIE MONTOXKEHUS.



1. Heyuer HeJIMHEIMHOCTH TIPU 0OBEMHOM CSKATUU B OIUCA-
HUM TUIACTUYECKUX CABUTOBBIX MedOpMaIluil, YaCTUYHO IIpe-
ofi0JIeBaeMblil 3aMeHOM B MCXOAHBIX AAaHHBIX Moxyns IOHra
E mopnynem casura G,,, OOHAKO 3TO MPHEeMJIeMO TOJIbKO B CIIy-
Yae peleHus O4eHb OTPaHUYEHHOTO [TepeyHs 3a1ay.

2. Bog mopyna OHra B MOnesp HCXOOUT U3 PABEHCTBA MO-
nyneit nepopManuu TrpyHTA MpPU MEPBUYHOM HATPY>KeHUH
U IIpU pas3rpysKe, B pe3ysbraTe 4ero, HampuMmep, Ipyu Moje-
JINPOBAHUHU OTKOIKHU JHA KOTJIOBAHA IIOJIy4aeTcCsl U3JIHIIHee
pacuérHoe MOJHSITHE ero JHA, IPU 9TOM OKAa3bIBAeTCs, UYTO B
30HEe BBIIIOPA YYACTBYeT IPYHTOBBIM MAaCCUB BOKPYT KOTJIOBA-
Ha. B PLAXIS mig MUHMMH3AUUN YKa3aHHOTO addeKTa peKo-
MeH/IyeTCsI B pacCY€THOM cxeMe JINMUTUPOBATb MaKCHMaJIbHOe
ynasieHre HU3a KOHCTPYKIUU OT TPAHULIBI PACUETHOM CXEeMBL
WIX 3aMEHUTh MOMYJIb IIEPBUYHOrO HArpy>keHus E, MOIyIeM
pasrpysku E,,. bonbiuit Mmoaynb qebopMaiiuy U3BieKaeMoro
rpyHTA BjedeT 3a co60i U3MEeHeHHe CTATUYECKOIl CXeMbl pa-
6OTHI OrpaskIeHus KOTIOBaHa. BesiencTere aToro mpu npakTu-
YeCKUX pacyérax OJHOBPEMEHHO C COKpallleHueM pacyeTHOM
0071aCTH B HUKHEI YaCTH CHIDKAIOT Y/IeIbHbINM BeC U3BjIeKae-
MOTO IPYHTA, 10OUBASICh YMEHbIIIEHHUS BHIIIOPA JHA KOTJIOBAHA
[IPX MOJIEJTMPOBAHUU 3TOTO IIPOIecca.

OnHako, IPOBOAS YKA3aHHYIO OIIepaLMIO IIOCPeACTBOM pas-
I'PY3KH, CJIelyeT YIUThIBATh peasbHOe IIPUCYTCTBUE OIHCHIBA-
emoro addexra B xoze 3emsHbIx pabor. Hanpumep, B [21; 22]
peub uneT O pe3ybTarax U3MepeHus NoAbEéMa JTHa KOTI0Ba-
Ha B wiaHe 36 x 86 M, ry6uHoit 2 =10 M U C eCTeCTBEHHBIMU
OTKOCAMH IIpU €ro oTKomke. HauGompinuii mogxbém 36,2 MM
0Ka3aJICs B LIEHTPAIbHOM YaCTH KOT/IIOBAHA, Y OTKOCOB OH CO-
craBun 21,8 MM, a HepaBHOMEpHOCTh Hoxbéma Onuta 0,00065
(ocpenuénusit mombéM — okoso 0,3% ot h). B [23] ananusupy-
10TCA 3apy0esKHble UCCIeI0OBAHUS B pacCMaTpUBaeMoii 06a-
cru. [TokazaHo, BO3MOKEH MOABEM JJHA KOTIOBAHA BEJIMUMHOMN
0,5% ot h.

WTak, mpuMeM 3a MpeABApUTENbHYIO OIEHKY JOCTOBEPHO-
CTHU IIPU [IPOBEPKeE Pe3yJIbTATOB MaTeMAaTUYECKOTO MOJEINPO-
BaHuA BeuuMHy noxbéma 0,5% ot h (¢ 3amacom Ha pasdpoc
HAJaJbHBIX YCIOBUEL).

JIns mpuMepa Ha pUc. 2 IOKa3aHbl Pe3y/IbTAThl MOZIEIBHOTO
pacuéra noxbéma aHa KormopaHa 40x40mch=6 mM,9Mul12m
B Pa3jMUHBIX IPYHTAX C XapaKTePUCTUKAMHU I10 Tab. 1 mpu
pa3paboTKe IPYHTA B KOTJIOBAHE HA BCIO €ro IIyOuHY WX II0-
3TAIHO.

Table 1

Soil characteristics in
numerical simulation of
excavation bottom uplift
(deformation modulus
E=10000 kN/m2,
dilatancy angle ¢ = 0°)

Tabnuua 1

XapaKTepUCTUKMU rPYHTOB Npu
4YUCNEHHOM MoAEeNUPOBaHUN
nogbeMa fAHa KoTioBaHa
(Mmoaynb aedopmauum
E=10000 kH/m2,

yron gunartaHcum Y = 0°)

FEOMEXAHUKA
Geomechanics

C OCHOBHBIMU TIapaMeTpaMu Mo Tabu. 1 U OCTaJbHBIMU —
o ymonuanuio B [IK Z Soil. O6Hapy>kumoch (cM. puc. 2), 9to
PACYETHBIN MOABEM AHA KOTJIOBAHA IO a0COJIOTHOM BeJu-
YrHEe He 3aBHUCHUT OT A. HOCKOJ'H:Ky pacqéTm IIPOBOOUIINCH I10
eIMHON CXeMe, a U3MEHSUIMCh h, TUII TPYHTA U €ro pacyér-
Hasl MOJeJIb, MOKHO YTBEP>KAAaTh, YTO B pACCMAaTPUBAEMOMI
3ajjaue IepBOCTElIeHHOe 3HayeHHe B OTHOIIEHUU BIIHSHUS
Ha abCOJIOTHYIO BEJIWUYMHY MOAbEMA JHA KOTIOBAHA HMeeT
npungateiii B [IK anroputm pacuera momyas aebopMmariuu
IIpU pasrpyskKe.

2. Pe3ynbraThl pacyeToB IO YIIPOUHSIOIIENCS Mojenu 0e3
yuéTa 3TaHOCTU pa3pabOTKU IPYHTA B KOTJIIOBAHE U I10 YIIPY-
rOILJIACTUYECKOL MOJIeNN OIM3KU MEXIY COOOM.

3. PesynbraTel pacuéros o moaenu Kymona — Mopa garor 3a-
BbIIIeHHYIO (mpruMepHO B 3—10 pa3 B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT h U TUIIA
rpyHTA) abCOMIOTHYIO BEJIMYUHY MOIBEMA JHA KOTIIOBAHA T10
CcpaBHEHUIO C GAKTHYECKUMU NAaHHbIMU [22; 23] mia e —
OPUEHTHUPOBOYHO 3...7-KpaTHOE 3aBbIIlIeHHe, JJIS1 CYTJIMHKOB —
4...9-kpaTHOe, 715 CyIeced u neckos — 5...10-kpaTHOe.
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Puc. 2 Fig. 2

XapakTepucTtuka FnuHa | CyrnuHok | Cynecb | Mecok
KoadhdmumeHnt

Myaccona v 0,42 0,35 0,3 0,3
YaenbHbliit Be vy, KH/M3 19,5 19,5 19,5 19,5
Cuennenue ¢, kH/m2 33 18 1 2
Yron BHyTpeHHero

TpeHns ¢, " 18 22 23

Kpusble Ha pUC. 2 TIOKA3bIBAIOT CJIeIYIOIIEE.

1. Camble Oru3kue K parTudeckuM [22; 23] pacuéTHble IO b-
émpl nHa KomiosaHa (0,25 — 0,5% OT h) mOIy4YeHsl IO MOAeNu
«Hardening Soil Model» m1g mosranHoit paspaboTKu rpyHTa

3aBMCUMOCTb pacyeTHOro
noagbeMa AHa KOT/IoBaHa oT
h no pesynbtatam
MaTemMaTu4eckoro
MoAenupoBaHus:

1 - necok, mopaenb KynoHa —
Mopa;

2 — CYI/IMHOK, TO Xe€;

3 — MuHa, 1o Xe;

4 — necok, mopenb Hardening
Soil 6e3 aTanHoOCTK;

5 — CYr/IMHOK, TO Xe€;

6 — rMuHa, To Xe;

7 — necok, mogenb Hardening
Soil

Dependence of the calculated
excavation bottom uplift on
the h value based on the
results of mathematical
modelling:

1-sand,

Coulomb — Mohr model;

2 — loam, the same;

3 - clay, the same;

4 — sand, Hardening Soil
model without the stage-by-
stage approach;

5 — loam, the same;

6 — clay, the same;

7 - Sand, Hardening Soil
model
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[Tockonbky moznens «Hardening Soil Model» siBnsiercst yco-
BepIIeHCTBOBaHUeM Mojenu KynoHa — Mopa u y4uThIBaeT
3aBUCHUMOCTH MOIYJIS AepOpMAIUH OT HATIPSISKEHHOTO COCTO-
SHUS TPYHTA, IOBEPXHOCTh TEKYUECTHU He IpeoIpe/iesieHa B
IIPOCTPAHCTBE IJIaBHBIX HAIIPSDKEHU, 1 BO3MOYKHBI ee Bapua-
LUK B pe3y/bTare IIaCTUYeCKux aedopmaruii.

Henocrarkamu mozenu cornacHo [20; 24] sBnsrorcs cneny-
IOoIIIHe.

1. Pacxo>xeHre MesKIy UTOTaMH YUCJIEHHOTO MOJIe/INPOBa-
HHUS KOMIIPECCUOHHBIX UCIBITAHUN U aHAJIUTUYECKUMU Pac-
yéraMu, 00yCIIOBIEHHOE, KAaK YTBEPKaaercs B [24], mpesbiiie-
HHEeM 4YHCJIa HeU3BEeCTHBIX HaJl YHCJIOM YpaBHEHUU B 3ajaue
KOMIIPECCHOHHOTO HAarpyskeHusl, U CUCTeMa ypaBHEHUH pas-
pelyMa TOJIbKO IpH ¢ = 0, T. €. MoZieib HauboJiee ajeKBaTHA B
CJIy4ae IecYyaHbIX PYHTOB.

2. Ciabblii IIMHUCTHINA IPYHT TIpH AedopManusax GopMous-
MEeHEeHUs 0TOOPaKaeTcs B PACCMAaTPUBAEMOI MOJIE/I HEKOp-
PEeKTHO.

Pe3ynbraTsl.
BausHue pacueTHOI CXxeMbl

JtoT (aAKTOp OKasblBaeT OOJBIIOE BIUSHHE HA CXOMU-
MOCTb Pe3yJIbTaTOB PACYETOB C PAKTUUECKUMU BEIUUUHAMH.
B [25; 26] oTMeuaioTCs 3HAUNUTEIbHBIE PACXOKIEHUS B BEIMYH-
Hax, nony4yeHHbIX 110 2D u 3D cxemam. Hanmpumep, B [26] B ci1y-
yae MOJEJIUPOBAHUS OOJIBIIENPOIETHIX KOTJIOBAHOB B CKaJlb-
HBIX TPYHTAX [JIS1 MAIIMHHBIX 3aJI0B U TPAHCPOPMATOPHBIX
MOACTAHIIUI MOI3€MHBIX TUIPO3TIEKTPOCTAHIINM, BBISIBJIEHO B
HEeKOTOPBIX MecTax 2...3-KpaTHoe IIpeBhIllIeHNe ITepeMellleHu
npu 2D mocraHoBKe Mo cpasHenuio ¢ 3D 3amaueil, 06bsIcHse-
MO€e OTCYTCTBHEM BO3MOXKHOCTH yUéTa OPUEHTALIMH TPEIIUH B
2D Mopzensax Takux 3amad.

Ing cnydaeB pa3paboOTKU KOTJIOBAHOB B HECKAJIbHBIX
rpyHrax B [25] Ha OCHOBe POCCHUIICKUX U MHOCTPAHHBIX ITY-
6nukanuit cGopMyIUPOBAH BBIBOJ O 3aBBIIEHUN BEIUYUH
0CaJoK Ipu pacuére orpa’kJeHuil KOTaoBaHOB 1o 2D cxe-
Me 110 cpaBHeHUIO ¢ 3D cxemoii. Kpome Toro, ycraHoBieHo,
UTO mepeMeleHus OrpakJeHusl KOTJ0BaHa B IIJIaHe CylIe-
CTBEHHO MEHbIIIHEe B YIJIOBBIX 30HAX, 10 IIHPUHE IIpUMep-
HO 3KBUBAJIEHTHBIX /. ITO HAILJIO CBOE MOATBEPKIEHUE B
[27] npu HabmomeHUSIX 3a MEpeMEeIleHUSIMU OTPakaeHUS
KOTJI0BAaHA B IUIaHEe B Xofe paboT «HyJIeBOro LUKIA» Ha
TOCTUHUYHOM KOMILJIeKce B BapiiaBe: 0OTKOmKa KOTI0BaHA
c h = 11,5 M BeI3BAJIa MAKCUMAJIbHOE IIepeMell[eHHe CTEHbI
orpaxkzaenus 10 MM (mporHo3uposanoch 11 MM), pu aTOM
perepsl 1o yriaaM KOTJIOBaHa CMECTHINCH He 6oJiee ueM Ha
3-4 MM.

O6cysKaeHue pe3yibTaToB.
YucneHHOe UCCIel0BaHNUE Ha IpuMepe
KOTJIOBaHA BeCTUOI0/IS CTAHIIH METPOIOIUTEHA
VKaszaHHOe JeTaJbHOEe HCCIelOBAaHHUE BJIMSHUS DaC4eT-
HOU CXeMbl Ha TOBeleHue Ou3Nekalux 3JaHUui MpoBe-
JIeHO C IIpUMeHeHHueM MaTeMaTU4YecKOro MOJeTUPOBAHUS
paspaboTku KoTIOoBaHA BecTubIons cranuuu «ByTeipckas»
JT1061MHCKO-JIMUTPOBCKOM JIMHUM MOCKOBCKOTO METPOIIO-
JIUTEHA U 3MaHus 10 aapecy yi. Pycraseny, a. 19 (puc. 3).
Teomopdonoruyuecku uccienyemMasi TEppUTOPHUSI IIPEICTAB-
nger coboi GparMeHT MOJOrOBOJHUCTON MOPEHHOI PABHU-
Hbl. [Ipuponueiii penped He COXpaHUIICS BCIEACTBHE ILIA-
HUPOBKU TOPOZCKOI TeppuTOopuu. [eonoruueckoe cTpoeHue
BKJIIOYAeT OTJIOKeHHsI HeCKOJIbKHX CHUCTeM: UeTBepTHUUYHOM,
MeJIOBOM, IOPCKON M KaMeHHOYTOJbHOH. 'maporeosnoruue-
CKHe HCCIeNOBaHus HA [IIyOUHY [0 75 M BBIABUIU 5 BOLO-
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Puc. 3
Mogenupyemblii y4acTok
B paioHe cT. «ByTbipckaa»

Fig. 3
Simulated area near the
Butyrskaya Metro Station

TRPYE S0 K
apge @7MBn
Bapys S8Melom

Fecvors ~tumanonyveceud parper
o calguuey WISIEZ" o2 JIO51991

Puc. 4

Paspes no orpaxaeHuio
KoTnoBaHa BecTtu6ions N°2
cT. «ByTbipckas»

Fig. 4

Cross-section along the
excavation fence of Entrance
Hall No. 2 of the Butyrskaya
Metro Station

HOCHBIX TOPHU30HTOB. B 11€710M B MH>KeHEepHO-Te0JIOTHYeCKOM
OTHOIIIEHUH PACCMATpPUBAaeMas TEPPUTOPUS KIACCUPUIIIPO-
BaHa Kak cioxkHas (III kaTeropus), B reOTeXHUYECKOM OTHe-
cena K III kateropuu.

Bectubomb No2 cranmnmu «ByThIpcKasg» COOPYKaICsI OTKPbI-
TBIM CIIOCOOOM B KOT/IOBaHE /i = 16 M (pa3pes 110 orpaskaeHuto
[IOKA3aH Ha PUC. 4).

OrpaxkzeHue KOTJIIOBaHA IPHHSTO COBEPIIEHHOrO TUIA,
¢ 3arny6aeHueM Oypocekyumxcs ceai (muamerp 830 MM, miar
~ 700 MM) B IOpCKHe IJIMHBI Ha J[BA MeTPa, C YCTAHOBKOIT pac-
MIOPHBIX KpeIUTeHuil (pacCTpesioB U PaCKOCOB U3 MeTaUIhve-
ckux TpyO muamerpom 630...820x8 MM) B 4 apyca, a TakKe
YCTPOICTBOM IIPOJIOJIBHBIX MMOSICOB U3 ABYTABPOBOrO COpTA-
menTa 50B2.
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Puc.5 Fig. 5
Cxema paccTtaHOBKU AedOopMaLIMOHHbIX MapoK (AaHbl BE/TMYUHbI Strain gauge arrangement scheme (the settlement values, mm,
ocafoK, MM, HEKOTOPbIX MapoK no coctosiHuto Ha 30.02.2016 r.) of some gauges as of 30.02.2016 are indicated)

B TeueHue Bcero BpemMeHuU IIPOM3BOICTBA CTPOUTEIBHO-MOH-
TaKHBIX PA0OT IIPOBOAMIICS re0TEXHUUECKUI MOHUTOPUHT CO-
crogHus 3gauud (puc. 5).

BiugHMEe CTPOUTENBHO-MOHTAXKHBIX Pa00OT HA KOTIOBAHE
BecTUO0A CT. «BYTHIPCKAg» U3YUaaoCh B OTHOIIEHUH PACIIO-
JIOXKE€HHOTO BOJIU3U 7-3Ta>XKHOTO 11-TI0ABbe3IHOTO0 SKUIOTO 3/1a-
Husa V-00pasHoii GopMbl B IUIAHE, C IIOABAJIOM U 1-2-3Ta>kKHOI
TIPUCTPOIKOI TeaTpa (CTEHOBas C HECYIIMMH MPOAOIbHBIMU
CTeHaMH) C MOABAJIOM I10J] YacThio rabapura (yi1. Pycraseny,
. 19). 3maHne KapKacCHO-CTEHOBOIN KOHCTPYKIUHU, C HAPYXK-
HbIMHU HECYIIMMHU CTE€HaMHU U BHYTPEHHUMHU KOJIOHHAMU.
[penenbHble qebopMaluu 31aHUsI B pe3y/IbTaTe HOBOTO CTPO-
UTeJIbCTBA YCTAaHOBJIEHBI CcaeAyomuye: ocaaka 20 MM, OTHOCH-

Puc. 6 Fig. 6 TesnbHAs pa3HoCTh ocamok 0,001. PakTuueckue nebopmanuu
PacuéTHas cxema Calculation scheme He MPEeBBICHIN YKa3aHHbIe BeIMYNHbBL MAaKCUMaJbHAS 0CaAKa
MOAENMpPOBaHUS CUCTEMbI of the ‘Entrance Hall 12,5 MM, OTHOCHTEIBPHAS Pa3HOCTh 0canok 0,0014.

«KOT/I0BaH BecTUGIONs — excavation - building’ MaremMaTuyecKoe MOJeIMPOBAHUE PACCMATPUBAEMOR CHC-
3gaHue» B 2D nocraHoBKe modelling in 2D

TeMbl IpoBoAWIach ¢ mpuMeHenueM IIK Z Soil B 2D (puc. 6)
u B 3D (puc. 7) mocraHoBkax. [ oToOpakeHus MOBeIeHUs
IrPpYHTA IIOZ Harpy3Koi npuHsaTa Mozaenb Mopa — Kynona.

=
—
- o
e
f o=
4 p—
g 5
- £
Puc.7 Fig. 7 Puc. 8 Fig. 8
PacuértHas cxema Calculation diagram AGconioTHble NepemMeLyeHns Absolute displacements
MOAeNIMpPoBaHUsA CUCTEMbI of the ‘Entrance Hall B CUCTEMe «KOT/IOBaH BecTubions within the ‘Entrance Hall
«KOTNoBaH BecTuGlons — excavation — building’ — 3[aHue» excavation —
3paHme» B 3D noctaHoBKe modelling in 3D (2D nocraHoBKa) building’ system (2D)
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Jlanee Ha puc. 8—13 nokasaHbl pe3yabTaThl MOIEIMPOBAHUSL.
B Tab1. 2 conocTaBsieHbl MAKCUMalIbHble PACUETHbIE U (PaK-
TUYeCKUe OCAAKH 3IaHus, Ha puc. 14 — To >xe ¢ yuéToMm arar-

Ta6bnuua 2
ConocraBnieHUe pacy&éTHbIX U
chakTUUYecknx ocagok ans

HOCTHU CTPOUTEJIbCTBA.

s

ST

T

Puc. 9
AG6cConoTHbIE NepeMeLLeHns B

cucTeMe «KOT/10BaH BecTubions

— 3gaHue» (3D nocraHoBKa)

Fig. 9

Absolute displacements
within the ‘Entrance Hall
excavation — building’ system
(3D)

T

s

TS

Puc. 10
BepTuKarnbHble nepeMeLyeHns

B CUCTeMe «KOT/I0OBaH BecTubions

— 3gaHue»
(2D nocraHoBKa)

Fig. 10

Vertical displacements

in the ‘Entrance Hall
excavation — building’ system
(2D)

Puc. 11
BepTukasnbHbie nepemMelleHns

B CUCTeMe «KOT/I0OBaH BecTubions

— 34aHue»
(3D nocraHoBKa)

Fig. 11

Vertical displacements

in the ‘Entrance Hall
excavation — building’ system
(3D)
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3paHus no yn. Pycrasenu, a. 19

Table 2

Comparison of calculated and
actual settlements for Building
19 in Rustaveli St.

Ocapka, MM
O6beKkT PacuéTtHasa
I'Ipeneano B NOCTAaHOBKE| pakTnveckas
ponyctumas
2D 3D
Snatme no 20 43 | 13 12,5

yn. PyctaBenu, a. 19

Puc. 12

PacnpepeneHue BepTUKarnbHbIX
rnepeMeLleHuii No 3aaHuio B
cUCTeMe «KOT/I0BaH BecTuGions —
3aaHue»

(2D nocTaHOBKa, §,,,x = 43 MM)

Fig. 12

Distribution of vertical
displacements across the
building in the ‘Entrance Hall
excavation — building’ system
(2D, s, = 43 mm)

i)

i
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e
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Puc. 13

PacnpegeneHne BepTUKarnbHbIX
rnepeMeLLeHuii No 3gaHuio B
cuUcTeMe «KOTNIOBaH BecTubons
— 3aaHue» (3D NocTaHOBKa, S, =
13 mMm)

mEEEGB&!S&g

0 1 2 3 4
Puc. 14
ConocraBneHne pacyéTHbIX U
thakTUYeCKNX MaKCUMasibHbIX
ocapok ansa poma 19 no ynuue
PyctaBenu c y4éTtom aTanHoCcTn
cTpouTtenbcTBa: 1 — nnockas
3apauva; 2 — NpPoCTpaHCTBEHHas
3apava; 3 — AaHHble
MOHUTOPUHIra

Fig. 13

Distribution of vertical
displacements across the
building in the ‘Entrance Hall
excavation — building’ system
(3D, Spnax = 13 mm)

Fig. 14

Comparison of calculated and
actual maximum settlements
for Building 19 in Rustaveli
Street, with account of the
construction phases:

1 — flat problem;

2 — spatial problem;

3 — monitoring data



3akaroueHue

Ha ocHOBaHUY MPOBEIEHHBIX UCCIEA0BAHUI IOJTyYeHbI CIie-
JIYIOIINE BBIBOJIBL.

1. PacuérHasa 061aCTb BIUSHUS CTPOUTEIbCTBA IIPU MOJIe-
JINPOBAaHUU PAaCcCMaTpUBaeMOIi 3a7auu B 2D 1mocTaHOBKe IpU-
mepHO B 1,3-1,5 pasa mpessiiaer chbopMUpOBaBIiyoocs B 3D
[IOCTAHOBKE.

2. PacuérHbple 0caiku pacCMaTpPUBAEMOrO 3/1aHUS B CIIy4yae
2D nocTaHOBKM B MaTeMaTHUUeCKOI Mozienu B 3,3 pa3a mpeBbl-
AT mnosydeHuse B 3D mocTaHoBKe, U B 3,44 paza Gosblie
dakTuueckux.

3. Pacuéruple ocagku 3gaHus 1m0 3D pacuérHo cxeMe mpu-
6usuTeNbHO Ha 4% Gosbiiie GaKTUUECKUX.

B uTOre MO>XHO 3aKJIIOYUTh, UTO OCHOBHBIE IIPUYUHBI pac-
XOSKIEHUSI pe3y/IbTaTOB MaTeMaTHYeCKOrO MOZIeJIMPOBAHMUS B

FEOMEXAHUKA
Geomechanics

1. HemoCTaTOYHOCTb HAHHBIX 00 HMHKEHEPHO-Te0JIOrHYe-
CKOM CTPOEHHHU MacCHUBa.

2. Ilpumensiemsle B ykazaHHbIX [IK pacuérasre momenu (Ky-
smoHa — Mopa, matpossie «Cam Clay», pasauunbie Bapuanuu
«yrpounsioeiics» moxenu «Hardening Soil Model») xapax-
TEepU3YIOTCS BBICOKOI CTEIeHbI0 YCpeNHEeHUs, HealeKBaTHbI
bakTrueckoi paboTe IpyHTa I0J HATPY3KOM U TOIIEXKAT
IIpOBepKe B KOHKPETHBIX HMHKeHepHO-Te0JIOTHYeCKUX YCIIO-
BUSIX.

3. PacueTsl O aHAJIUTUYECKUM 3aBUCHUMOCTSIM MEXaHUKHU
TPYHTOB IIPUBOASAT K 3aBBIIIIEHHBIM 110 CPaBHEHUIO C haKTHye-
ckumu (~ 30-40 %) ocagram 37aHUIL.

4. 3ameTHOe BIHMSIHUE HA KOHEYHBIN pe3yJIbTaT MOIEIUpPO-
BaHMS OKa3blBaeT IPUHATAS B HEM pacuéTHas cxeMa — II0CTa-
HoBKa 3agauu (2D wmu 3D).

sapybeskubix [IK koMmMepueckoro Hasnauenus (Z_Soil, PLAXIS,
MIDAS u T. 11.) C HATYypHBIMHU JAHHBIMHU COCTOSIT B CJIEAYIOIIEM:
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