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OLEHKA SHEPI'MU ITIOIVIOIIEHUSA
IMPEOOXPAHUTEJIbBHBIX
ITPOTUBOKAMHEITAIHBIX BAJIOB
C YYETOM X KOHCTPYKIIMOHHbIX
U 'EOTEXHUYECKHUX ITAPAMETPOB
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Annomauus: TIpoBeneHO orpeesieHne BAUSIHUST OCHOBHbBIX (DM3MKO-MeXaHNUIECKUX XapaKTe-
PUCTUK IPYHTOB, BXO[SIINX B KOHEUHO-3JIEMEHTHYIO0 Monesb Mopa-KyioHa, Ha nipeenbHyO
9HEPTrUIO MOIIOIIEHNMST TPOTMBOKAMHENaIHOTO MPeIoXpaHUTeTbHOTO Basia. O1ieHKa BbITTOTHS-
Jlach MyTeM CO3/IaHKst 6Ga30BOV MOJEM 10 pe3y/IbTaTaM paHee MPOBEeNEeHHbIX UCCAeTOBaHNA,
YTO TMO3BOJIMJIO OTIPENEATh MEPBUUYHbIE TeOMETPUUYECKIe TTapaMeTpbl KOHCTpyKiun. [laree
ObLIO TIPOBEZIEHO MOJEIMPOBaHNUE C MMOC/IENOBATEIbHBIM M3MEHEHMEM (U3UKO-MeXaHUYeCKIX
XapaKTepUCTUK IPYHTOB U (puKcatmeii sHeprun 06I10MKa, Py KOTOPOI abCcomoTHast Aedopma-
1M1 TPYHTA NMPeIOXPAHUTETHbHOTO Bajia TOCTUTAET 3HAYEHUS €r0 ITyOMHbBI, UTO PaBHOCUIIBHO
paspyIIeHNI0 KOHCTPYKIMK. Moe/MpoBaHe BbIMIOJTHEHO B MTPOrpaMMHOM KoMmiIliekce Plaxis
3D myTem TPWIOXKEHMsI TUHAMMUUECKOW Harpysku ¢ saryxanuem Ha 10% kaxmpie 0,025 c,
YTO TO3BOJISIET ChIMUTMPOBATH TOIVIOIIEHNE SHEepTUy O6JIOMKa MpeIOXpaHUTENbHbIM BajioM
C TOCTeNeHHbIM 3aTyxaHueM. 1o pesynabraTtaM UMCJIEHHOTO MOJAEIMPOBAHMUS MPU TOMOIIN
MporpaMMHOrO Koma B cpeme Python 6b1710 mogo6paHo onTuMaibHOE YpaBHEHUE Perpeccumn
¢ koaddumentom merepmuuanyu R2; paBubiv 0,963, KoTOpoe CBSI3bIBAaET IITyOMHY MTpenoxpa-
HUTEJIBHOTO Basia 1 (PU3MKO-MeXaHMYeCKMe XapaKTePUCTUKM IPYHTA OTCHITNIKY C ero SHepTuei
noriorienys. CXOAMMOCTDb Pe3y/IbTaTOB UMCIEHHOTO MOIEIMPOBAHMS 1 PACUETHBIX 3HAUEHUI
cocraBmia 97,5%, 4TO MO3BOJISIET MCITOIH30BaTh AAHHYIO (DOPMYITY M1JIsT OLEHKY MPeebHON
SHePruu TOIJIOIIEHYSI TPOTUBOKAMHENaAHbIX TPeIOXPaHUTETbHBIX BaJIOB.

Knrouesste cnosa: xamHeraj, 0610MOK, OTKPbIThbIe TOPHbIE pabOThI, YMCIEHHOEe MOIEeIMPOBa-
HIe, TIpeIoXpaHnTebHbIN Bajl, Plaxis 3D, Python, mpoekTupoBanue, moaenb Mopa-KysoHa.
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Abstract: The study determined the influence exerted by the main physical and mechanical
properties of ground, included in the finite element Mohr-Coulomb model, on the energy ab-
sorption capacity of an anti rockfall barrier. First, a reference model was constructed using the
earlier research results, which produced the primary dimensions of the structure. Then, the
modeling involved gradual changes in the physical and mechanical characteristics of ground
with recording of an impact energy such that absolute deformation of the safety barrier reached
its depth, which is equal to failure of the structure. The modeling was performed in Plaxis 3D,
with dynamic loading with an attenuation by 10% every 0.025 s, which simulated impact en-
ergy absorption by the safety barrier with a gradual attenuation. Using the numerical modeling
results and a Python code, an optimum regression equation was captured with a coefficient
of determination R2 0.963. The equation connects the depth and the physical and mechanical
properties of a safety barrier with its impact absorption energy. Agreement of the modeling and
calculation results is 97.5%, which allows using the formula for estimating limit energy absorp-
tion capacities of anti rockfall barriers.

Key words: rockfall, stone, open pit mining, numerical modeling, safety barrier, Plaxis 3D,
Python, design, Mohr-Coulomb model.
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BBepeHue

MpoTrBOKaMHenagHble Gapbepb! Npea-
CTaBNStOT COBON KOHCTPYKLMM, 0becneyn-
BatOLLie TOPMOXKEHME FOPHbIX Macc, coLues-
LUMX C eCTECTBEHHbIX U MCKYCCTBEHHbIX
cknoHoB [1]. CoBpeMeHHble NPOTUBOKaM-
HenagHble 6apbepbl MOXHO KnaccuduLm-
poBaTb MO CeayoLUM KpuTepuam [2 — 6]:

* KOHCTpyKUMs bGapbepa — orpaxge-
HWS CETYATOro TWUMa UMM FPYHTOBbIE Mpe-
LOXpaHUTENbHbIE Basbl;

* MaKCMMasnbHas KMHeTUYecKas sHep-
rusi 06110MKa, KOTOpPYHo Gapbep MOXET Mo-
rnoTuTb 6e3 paspywenus — po 100 kx,
po 8500 kx n po 20 000 k.

C TOuUKM 3peHust KOHCTPYKLMM Ha ce-
FOAHALLIHWM AeHb CYLLeCTBYeT 3 TMna npo-
TUBOKaMHenaaHbIx bapbepos (cM. puc. 1):

* HerHylliMecss — >KecTkue orpaxgje-
HWS CEeTYATOro TUMA, 3aKPENeHHbIE Ha He-
MOABUXKHbIX OMOpax, MakCMMalbHasl 3Hep-
rua nornotuerHnsa oo 100 kOx;

e [MHaMu4yeckue — rubkue Gapbepbl
M3 MNNETEHOWN KONMbYY>XHOMW CETU, 3aKpen-

NeHHble Ha MOABMXHbIX OMopax C Jono-
HUTENbHLIMU TPOCOBLIMU KPEMIEHUSMU,
MaKCUMalbHasi SHEpPrus MOrNOLLEHUS 40
8500 k/Ox;

* MnpefoXpaHWTeNbHble Basbl — apMo-
FPYHTOBasl KOHCTPYKLUS, MPeaCcTaBstoLLas
Co60M HacbIMb, aPMUPOBAHHYHO reOCHHTE-
TUYECKUMU UM KOMMO3UTHLIMU MaTepu-
anamu, MakcMManbHasi 3Heprus nornoLle-
Hua go 20 000 kOx.

B paboTe nposesneHo uccnegoBaHue
BO3MOXHOCTEW MUCMOJIb30BaHWUs Npeaoxpa-
HUTENbHbIX BasioB, YTO 0BYCNOBNEHO UX
Manou U3YYEHHOCTbHO, a TaKXKe TeMm, YTo
OHW XapaKTepu3yHTCs HaubosbLLIMMM 3Ha-
YeHUsSIMM MornoLLaeMon 3Heprumn. Mccne-
[OBaHUWE NMPOBEAEHO C YYETOM paHee Mony-
YEHHbIX Pe3ynbTaToOB MO MOLENMPOBAHUIO
LBUXKEHWS 06/10MKOB FOPHbIX NMOPOA, B NPO-
rpammHoM komnnekce RAMMS: Rockfall
[7]. Ona pacuyeta 6bIn MPUHAT 06MOMOK
3KBUMBaNeHTHon dopmbl, Maccon 2700 kr
n obbeMoMm 1 M3, Ero xapakTtepucTtuku, no-
NyYEeHHble B pe3yNibTaTe YMCIEHHOTO MO-
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Puc. 1. TunoBble KOHCTPYKUMM YNaBAMBAOLUMX 6apbepPOB: HErHyLmics bapbep (a); AMHaMu4eckuii bapb-

ep (6); npeaoxpaHuUTeNbHbIN Ban (B)

Fig. 1. Typical designs of catching barriers: rigid barrier (a); dynamic barrier (b); safety embankment (v)

AenvpoBaHus, npueeaeHbl B Tabn. 1 [7].
MakcrManbHag BbICOTa OTCKOKa 06/10MKa
paBHsieTca 5,4 M, MakcMManbHash KUHETU-
yeckast aHeprums 813 k.

Co3paHue KOHEUYHO-3/IEeMEHTHOM

Mopenu npefoxpaHUTeNbHOro Bana

[ns co3paHns KOHEYHO-3N1IEMEHTHOM MO-
Lenv Bana TpebyeTcs onpeaenvTb reoMeT-
pUYECKMe XapakTepucTUKU CaMoro Bana:
BbICOTY h, WWMPUHY b, rnybuHy d, a Takxe
Yron 3anokeHusi OTKOCHOW YacTu o [8—
12]. CxeMa npenoxpaHuUTeNbHOrO Bana npeg:-
CTaBneHa Ha puc. 2.

BbicoTy bapbepa onpesnenvm ncxoas u3
MaKCMMaJsIbHOM BbICOTbl OTCKOKa 06/10MKa,
koTopas paBHsietcs 5,4 m [7]. CnepoBa-
TeNbHO, BbICOTa Bapbepa A0/MKHa BbiTb He

b

MeHbLLe [aHHOro 3HaveHus. Onsa cospa-
HWSI MEPBUYHOM MOAENU MPUMEM BbICOTY
pasHon 6,0 M. LLnpuHy Bapbepa Bo3bMeM
paBHOW yaBOeHHOM BbicoTe (12 M), rnybu-
HY — MOJIOBMHE BbICOTbI (3 M).

Takxe Ang co3paHUS KOHEYHO-3ne-
MEHTHOM Mojaenun TpebyeTcs onpeaenunTb
XapaKTepUCTMKY FPYHTa OTCbINKKW Npeno-
XpaHuTenbHOro Bana. B kavecTse rpyH-
TOBOM MoLenu npuHsita mozens Mopa-
KynoHa.

Dur3mKo-MeXaHUYECKUE XapaKTEPUCTU-
KW rPyHTOB OMpeAeneHbl B COOTBETCTBUM C
npunoxxeHvem A CIM 22.13330.2016 «Oc-
HOBaHWS 30aHUI U COOPYXKEHWUMN. AKTyanu-
3upoBaHHas pepakums CHwull 2.02.01-83».
YnenbHblii Bec rpyHTa ¥ 16 kH/M?, mo-
nynb HOHra E 44 MIla, koadduumeHT

Puc. 2. leomeTpuyeckue xapakTepUCTUKU NPenoxXpaHNTeNbHOro Baa
Fig. 2. Geometric characteristics of the safety embankment
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MyaccoHa v 0,33, yoenbHoe cuennexHue ¢
45 klMa, yron BHyTpeHHero TpeHus ¢ 34°.

Mpu pacyeTe NPUHATO LONYLLEHWE, YTO
BCA KMHeTMuYeckas 3Heprus obnomka E
(cm. Tabn. 1) nepexogut B paboTy medop-
Mauumn A, rpyHTa.

E =A,=813k0x. (1)

B 3Tom cnyvae cpenHsis cuna, npuno-
YKEHHasl K MOBEPXHOCTM MpesoXpaHUTeNb-
HOrO Bana, ONpenenseTcs CeayLWmUM co-
OTHOLLIEHWEM:

Aur 813-10°
d

roe d — rnybuHa npefoXpaHUTENbHOMO
Bana, M.

Torpa 3HayeHue cpegHen cunbl F =
=271 kH, a naBneHue Ha rpyHT

F=

=271 kx, (2)

P= g =244 xH/ M, (3)

roe S =1,11 M — nnowanb KoHTaKkTa 06-
JIOMKa C MOBEPXHOCTbIO NPesoXpaHUTENb-
HOro Bana.

Harpyska 6yaeT 3a1aBaTbCsl Kak AMHa-
Muyeckas ¢ 3aTyxaHueM Ha 10% kaxable
0,025 ¢ — Takum obpaszom bymeT UMUTH-
pOBaTbCs MOMMOLLEHME 3HEPruM Npeoxpa-
HUTENbHbIM BaJIOM.

Pacnpenenenve gedopmaumm rpyHTa
MO HampaBlEHUIO MPUIOXEHUS Harpy3Ku
NpencTaBieHo Ha puc. 3.

MakcmManbHoe 3HaueHne aedopmaumm
cocTtaBuno 17,7 cM, cnenoBaTenibHO, paspy-
LUeHWEe He HaCTYnuo; LaHHOEe 3HayeHue
nedopmaumMn NpuHATO 3a 6a3nCHbIN ypo-
BEeHb MpY NPOBEAEHUUN YUCTIEHHOTO Mofe-
NNPOBaHMSI.

U3yueHne BAUAHUSA U3MeHEHU I
$pU3nMKO-MexaHMUYeCKUX
XapaKTepUCTUK FPyHTa

OTCbINKMU Ha gedopmauumio

npeaoxpaHUTENbHOro Bana

Ha cnenytowem 3Tane pacyeToB npo-
BEAEHO UCC/IeA0BaHME BIUSIHUS U3MEHE-
HUS PU3MKO-MEXaHUYECKUX CBOUCTB MPyH-
Ta OTCbINKW NPeLOXPaHUTENbHOMO Basa Ha
ero abcontoTHyto aecdopMaLuio no Hanpas-
NEHUIO NPUNOXKeHUs Harpysku [13—16].

B 1abn. 1 npuBeaeHbl 3HaveHUs husu-
KO-MEXaHWYECKMX XapaKTepUCTUK MPYHTOB,
MCMO/b30BaHHbIE MPU YNCIEHHOM Moje-
NINPOBaHUMU.

Ha puc. 4 nokasaHo pacnpeneneHue
fedopMaummu rpyHTa npefoxXpaHUTenbHO-
ro Bana ro Harnpas/eHUIO MPUIOXKEHUS Har-
PY3KU NpW YAENbHOM CLENIEHUU, PaBHOM
15 kH/M2.

= Maimum vaue = 0,1768 m (Eement 95 atNode 1230)
Minimum valoe = 0,02443m (Bement 81 atNode 203)

Puc. 3. PacnipegeneHune gegopmarmm rpyHTa NpeaoxpaHUTEIbHOrO Basa o HarpasieHUIo MPUIOXKeHNUs Ha-
rpyskv npu d =3 m, c =45 «klla, E =44 Mla, ¢ = 34°,v = 0,33
Fig. 3. Isolines of soil deformation of the safety embankment in the direction of load application at d = 3 m,

c =45 kPa, E =44 MPa, ¢ = 34 deg., v = 0,33
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Mpacdumk 3aBUCMMOCTM abCONOTHOM Je-
cdopMaummM rpyHTa NpeaoxpaHUTeNIbHOro
Bajia OT €ro YAeSbHOro CLenaeHus npes-
CTaBneH Ha puc. 5.

Mo pe3ynbTaTam YMCNEHHOMO MoZeNu-
POBaHMWSi MOXXHO CAENaTb BbIBOA, YTO U3Me-
HeHWe YAeNbHOro CLenieHns OKasbiBaeT
60bLLIOE BAMSIHME HAa CMOCOBHOCTbL Npeao-
XpaHWUTeNbHOrO Basa MOr/owaTb KUHETU-
YyecKyto aHepruto obnomkos. ObycnosneHo
3TO TeM, YTO Maslble 3HaYeHUs YAENbHOro
CLEMN/IEHUs XapaKTepU3yrT HECBSI3Hble
FPYHTbI 1, KaK CleacTBue, 6ombLuas YacTb

Tabnuua 1

0bbeMa MpesoxXpaHUTENBHOMO Banla He yda-
CTBYET B MOI/IOLLEHNM SHEPTUM OBIOMKaA,
YTO XOpOLUO BUAHO U3 puc. 4, roe 6onb-
LIas YacCTb rPyHTa He noaBepykeHa aedop-
MaLumsM.

Ha pwc. 6 npencTaBneHbl U30nMHUM fie-
cbopMaummn rpyHTa npesoxpaHUTeNbHOro
Basla MO HanpaBleHUIO MPUIOXEHUS Ha-
rpy3Ku Npy MUHUManbHoM Moayne FOHra,
pasHoM 14 MIa. pacumk 3aBUCMMOCTH
abcontoTHoM pgecdopmaumm rpyHTa npeno-
XpaHuTenbHoro Bana ot moayns HOHra
npescTaBneH Ha puc. 7.

XapaK'repMC'ruKu rpyHTa Anasa 4YncieHHoro MogesinposaHus

Soil characteristics for numerical modeling

Fny6uHa XapaKTepUCTUKU FpyHTa
Bana, M rpyHT yaenbHoe cuen- | Mopynb FOHra, | KoapdUUMEHT | yron BHYTpeHHero
neHue, klMa MMa MyaccoHa TpeHus, rpag.
3 15 44 0,33 34
3 20 44 0,33 24
3 25 44 0,33 34
3 30 44 0,33 34
3 35 44 0,33 34
3 cynecu 40 44 0,33 24
3 M NecKu 45 44 0,33 34
3 3/110BMa/IbHbIE 45 14 0,33 34
3 45 19 0,33 34
3 45 24 0,33 24
3 45 29 0,33 34
3 45 34 0,33 34
3 45 39 0,33 34
3 LebeHb 45 44 0,22 34
3 bpekums 45 44 0,27 34
3 CYFIMHOK 45 44 0,4 34
3 45 44 0,33 20
3 45 44 0,33 25
3 45 44 0,33 30
3 cynecu 45 44 0,33 40
2 M ecky 45 44 0,33 34
3/1t0BMaA/IbHbIE ]
1 45 44 0,33 24
4 45 44 0,33 34
5 45 44 0,33 34
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p Mamu vaue = 1,168 m (Bement  atNode 23)
Mirmum vale = 0,198 m (Bement 8 atode 1131)

Puc. 4. PacnipegeneHme gegopmarmm rpyHTa NpeaoxpaHUTEIbHOro Basa o HanpasieHUIo MPUIOXKeHNUs Ha-
rpysknnpud =3 m,c=15«klla, E =44 Mlla, ¢ = 34° v =0,33

Fig. 4. Isolines of soil deformation of the safety embankment in the direction of load application at d = 3 m,
c=15kPa, E =44 MPa, ¢ = 34 deg., V = 0,33

Kak BmAaHo 13 puc. 7, UaMeHeHne Moay-
ns KOHra 6e3 mnaMeHeHUs ko3ddULMEHT
MyaccoHa, 4To paBHOCWMIBHO U3MEHEHUIO
MPOYHOCTHBIX XapaKTePUCTUK FPyHTa, He
OKa3bIBaeT CUJIbHOTO BAWSIHUSA Ha foedop-
Mauuu.

Ha pwuc. 8 npenctaBneHbl nsonuHum ae-
cdopMaummn rpyHTa NpeasoxpaHUTeNlbHOro
BaJla MO HanpaBleHUIO MPWUIOXEHUS Ha-
rpy3Ku MpyY MUHUMANbHOM KO3(dULMEH-
Te lNyaccoHna, pasHom 0,22.

pacuk 3aBMCUMOCTM abcontoTHOM fe-
dbopMaL MK rpyHTa NpefoxXpaHUTENbHOTO

140

Bana ot ko3tdduumenTa lNyaccoHa npep-
CTaBJieH Ha puc. 9.

Kak BuaHO 13 puc. 9, nsmeHeHue Ko-
adbduumeHTa MyaccoHa He oKka3biBaeT 3Ha-
YUTENbHOrO BANSHUS Ha 3HadYeHus aedop-
Mauuu.

Ha puc. 10 nokazaHbl M30AMHUKN fOe-
cdbopMaummu rpyHTa npesoxpaHUTeNbHOro
Bajla MO HanpaBNeHUO MPUNOXKEHUS Ha-
rpY3KW NPU MUHWMaJIbHOM 3Ha4YeHUU yrna
BHYTPEHHErO TPeHusi, pasHoMm 20°

paduk 3aBucMMocTu pecdopmaumm ot
yrna BHYTPEHHEro TpeHUst M300pakeH Ha
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YaenoHoe cuennexune, KH/m?2

Puc. 5. Mpauk 3aBucumMocTu abcontoTHOM AeopMaLmm rpyHTa oT YAeNbHOro CLEMNIEHUSs
Fig. 5. Graph of the dependence of absolute soil deformation on specific adhesion

29



=2 Maxinum vaue = 0,273 m (Bement 7 at ode 1266)
Mimum value = 0,07513 m (Bement 67 atNode 21)

Puc. 6. PacripegeneHne segopmarmm rpyHTa NpesoxpaHUTENIbHOMO Basa o HanpasieHUIO MPUIOXKeHUs Ha-
rpyskunpnd =3 m,c=45«klla, E =14 Mlla, ¢ = 34° v =0,33
Fig. 6. Isolines of soil deformation of the safety embankment in the direction of load application at d = 3 m,

c=45kPa, E =14 MPa, ) = 34deg., V = 0,33

puc. 11. Kak BugHo u3 puc. 11, ymeHbLueHne
yrna BHYTPEHHEro TPEHWsI COOTBETCTBYET
3HaUUTENbHOMY pOCTy Aedopmauuun. ITo
00yCNOBNEHO TEM, YTO YroNl BHYTPEHHEro
TPEHMS XapaKTepu3yeT CNOCOBHOCTb MPyH-
TOB COMPOTUBAATLCS CABWUIOBbIM fedop-
maumsam [17 —20].

JononHutenbHo ons Kaaoro Habopa
BXOLHbIX NMapaMeTpOB, NMPeACTaBIEHHbIX B
Tabn. 1, 6b110 NpoBeLEHO MOAENNPOBaHME
C MOBbILLEHNEM 3Heprumn 0biIoMKa, Nnoka ab-
contoTHas pedopMaLms npenoxpaHUTeNb-
HOrO BaJla HE CPaBHSIETCS C €ro rnybuHon,

32‘

Ab6contoTHasa gedopmaums, Cm
= N N N N N w
[o:] o N - [«)} (o] o

=
(o)}

=
H

YTO MO3BONSIET OLEHUTL NPEeLebHOE 3Ha-
YeHue KUHeTMYEeCKOW 3Heprum obnomka,
KOTOPYHO MOXET MOrNOTUTbL MpesoxpaHu-
TeNbHbIV Ban 6e3 paspyweHus. CeoaHas
Tabnuua pes3ynbTaToOB YMCIEHHOIO MOAe-
NIMPOBAHUS SHEPTUU MOTNOLLEHNS Mpeno-
XPaHUTENbHbIX BaJIOB NpUBEAEHa B Tabn. 2.

Ha ocHoBaHUM 3Ha4YeHWI, MONYYEHHbIX
Mpv MOMOLLM YNCIEHHOTO MOAEIMPOBAaHMS,
M nporpamMMHoro koga B cpege Python
6b11 Mpon3BeAeH Noabop ONTUMaNbHOro
YpaBHEHUSI pPerpeccuu, KOTOpoe CBs3blBa-
€T rnybuHy npepoxpaHuTeNbHOro Bana d

14 19 24

29 34 39 44

Mogaynb HOHra, MMNa

Puc. 7. Mpamk 3aBucumMocTu abcontoTHoOM Aegpopmaumm rpyHTa ot mogyns FOHra
Fig. 7. Graph of the dependence of absolute soil deformation on Young's modulus
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197,45

1491

] Maxinum vaue = 0,17%0 m (Eement S5 a ode 1230)
Mirimum vl = 0,02603 m (Bement 67 atNode 21)

Puc. 8. PacnipegeneHme gegopmarmm rpyHTa NpeaoxpaHUTEIbHOrO Basia o HanpasieHUIo MPUIOXKeHNUs Ha-
rpyskn npud =3m,c=45«klla, E=44 Mla ¢ =34°,v = 0,22

Fig. 8. Isolines of soil deformation of the safety embankment in the direction of load application at d = 3 m,
c =45 kPa, E =44 MPa, ¢ = 34 deg., v = 0,22
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KoapdpuumeHT MyaccoHa

Puc. 9. Mpapmk 3aBucumMocTy abCcontoTHOM AepopmaLimm rpyHTa oT koagpguumeHTa MyaccoHa
Fig. 9. Graph of the dependence of absolute soil deformation on Poisson'’s ratio

@ Maxinu vae = 0,476 m (Sement 22t Node 1267)
Mimum valve = 0,05210 m (Bement 41 atNode 1172)

Puc. 10. PacnpeseneHue aegopmaumm rpyHTa npensoxpaHUTesIbHOro Bana ro HarpaBaeHUIO MPUIOXEHNS
Harpysku npn d =3 m, c =45 «kflla, E =44 Mla, ¢ = 20°, v = 0,33

Fig. 10. Isolines of soil deformation of the safety embankment in the direction of load application at d = 3 m,
c =45 kPa, E =44 MPa, ¢ = 20 deg., v = 0,33
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Puc. 11. I'pagpmk 3aBUCUMOCTM abCONOTHOM AegopMaLmy rpyHTa OT Yi/ia BHYTPEHHErO TPeHUs
Fig. 11. Graph of the dependence of absolute soil deformation of the angle of internal friction

Tabnuua 2

PesynbTatbl YyncneHHoro MogennMpoBaHUsl SHEPrum NMorsIoLLeHNsl NPeaoXpaHMTEeNbHbIX BasoB
Results of numerical modeling of energy absorption of safety embankment

Fny6uHa XapaKTepuCTUKU FpyHTa 3Heprus
Bana,M | rpywT |ymenbHoe cuen-| Mopynb  |Ko3(hULMEHT| yron BHyTpeHHe- | MOT/IOLEHNA
nenme, kMa |KOHra, MMa| TyaccoHa | ro TpeHnus, rpaa. |6aPbepa, kMx
3 15 44 0,33 34 6027
3 20 44 0,33 34 8255
3 25 44 0,33 34 9564
3 30 44 0,33 34 10 553
3 35 44 0,33 34 11 578
3 cynecu 40 44 0,33 34 11 682
3 | nneaw 45 44 0,33 34 12 384
3/110BMaNb-

3 Lol 45 14 0,33 34 11 492
3 45 19 0,33 34 11 991
3 45 24 0,33 34 12 168
3 45 29 0,33 34 12 248
3 45 34 0,33 34 12 318
3 45 39 0,33 34 12 348
3 LebeHb 45 44 0,22 34 12 271
3 bpekums 45 44 0,27 34 12 328
3 CYT/IMHOK 45 44 0,4 34 12 448
3 45 44 0,33 20 6487
3 45 44 0,33 25 8482
3 ynean 45 44 0,33 30 10 749
3 N Necku 45 44 0,33 40 14 935
2 3/1t0BUasb- 45 44 0,33 34 4027
1 HbIE 45 44 0,33 34 595
4 45 44 0,33 34 22 946
5 45 44 0,33 34 38 695
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[M] n du3mKo-MexaHMYecKkne xapakTepu-
CTMKM rpyHTa (Momynb HOwra E [MIa],
ko3dduumeHT MNMyaccoHa v, yaenbHoe cuen-
nexue c [kla], yron BHyTpeHHero TpeHus
Y [rpan.]) ¢ ero sHepruen nornoLueHus,
3HaueHWe KoahdULMEHTa AeTepMUHALUM
R? coctasuno 0,963. YpaBHeHue umeeT
B, MOJIMHOMA BTOPOW CTeneHu, koaddu-
LMEHTbI AN MOACTaHOBKM MPUBELEHbI B
Tabn. 3.

Adef

the E+k, vk, @+ky,-d®+
+k,,-d-c+k, -d-E+k, -d-v+
thyy d-@+k -’ +k-c-E+, (4)

=S-d-(ky+ky-d+k -c+

thoy €V Ak, CQ+k,E?+
they E-vtke, E-@+k, v+

+hyy V- @k, -(pz)
roe S — niowanb KOHTakTa 06/10MKa C Ba-
nom, pasHas 1,1 m?

Mo dopmyne (4) 6bin NponsBeneH pac-
YeT 3Hepruy MOrMOWEHNa AN KaXaoro
Habopa BXOAHbIX AaHHbIX, CpaBHEHWE Mnpea-
CTaB/eHo B Tabn. 4.

CxoauMoCTb pesynbTaToB YMC/IEHHOO
MOZE/IMPOBaHUS M PACUYETHbIX 3HAYEeHWUN
coctasuna 97,5%, uTto asngetca mocTa-
TOYHbIM A1 OLEHKM 3Heprum nornotle-
Hus bapbepa 6e3 NpoBeAeHUs YNCIIEHHOTO
MOLEMPOBaHMS.

3aknoueHune

B pe3ynbTate npoBeaeHUs YNCIEHHOMO
MOZLENNPOBaHNS NMPesoXpaHUTENbHbIX Ba-
noB B nporpaMmHom komrnekce Plaxis 3D
onpeAeneHo, YTo Haubonbliee BAUSIHUE
13 HU3UKO-MEXAHNUECKUX XapaKTEPUCTUK
FPYHTOB, BXOASLUMX B KOHEYHO-3/IEMEHT-
Hyto Mogenb Mopa—KynoHa, Ha sHepruto
MOr/IOLLEHUS MpPefOXPaHUTENbHOIO Bana
OKa3bIBaeT yAe/IbHOe CLEMN/eHWe, a Hau-
MeHbLLUee BMsiHNE — koadbduumeHT MNMyac-
coHa. CnepoBaTenbHO, NpY NPOEKTUPOBa-

Tabnuua 3

Kos¢ppmumeHTbl noacTaHoBKM ans
YpaBHeHUS 3Heprumn noraoLeHuns
Substitution coefficients for the absorption
energy equation

KoadduumeHT| 3HaueHune PasmepHocTb
k, -8150,913 KH/M?
k, -0,386 kH/(m-M?)
k. 0,340 KH/(xMa-M?)
k. -0,030 | KkH/MMa-m?)
k, -14,381 KH/M?
k, -0,094 kH/(rpaa.-m?)
k., 1911,141 KH/(M-M-M?)
k. -16,328 kH/(M-kMa-m?)
k., 17,052 | kH/(m-MrMa-m?)
k,, ~43,270 cH/(m- )
kmD -13,390 kH/(M-rpag,.-m?)
k, -6,704 | kH/(kMa-kMa-m?)
k. 13,639 | kH/(kMa-MMa-m?)
k. 647,036 | kH/(xMa-m?)
ke, 7,343 | kH/(kMa-rpag.-m?)
k., -2,832  |kH/(MMMa-MMa-m?)
k., 632,777 | kH/(MMa-m?)
kEw -5,142 |kH/(MNa-rpaa.-m?)
k,  [111420,377 KH/m?
kvw -488,987 kH/(rpag.-m?)
K 8,118  |kH/(rpaa.-rpaa.-Mm?)

HWUM JAaHHOrO BMAA BapbepoB pekoMeHAy-
eTCs noabvpaTb FPyHTbl C MaKCMMalbHO
BO3MOXXHbIM YAE/bHbIM CLIEMIEHNEM, MO0
npeaycMaTpuBaTb MEPOMNPUSATUS MO yBe-
NINYEHUIO CTEMEHM CBA3HOCTU FPYHTOB My-
TEM BHECEHUS OpraHMYeCcKMX UM Heopra-
HUYECKMX BSXKYLLMX BELLECTB.

Ha ocHoBaHWW BblllecKka3aHHOro cie-
LYET, YTO MpW NPOEKTUPOBAHUU MPOTUBO-
KaMHenaAHbIX MPeAOXPaHUTENIbHbIX Ba/IOB
CnenyeT noabupaTb MPYHTbI OTChINKM C MaK-
CUMasbHbIM 3HaYEHMEM YLENbHOro CLen-
NEeHUs!, @ UMEHHO T/IMHbI U CYTTIMHKU, YTO
MO3BOIUT ONTUMU3UPOBATb Pa3Mepbl KOH-
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Tabnuua 4

CpaBHeHne pe3ynbTaTtoB YAC/ZIEHHOIO MoAe/IMPOBaHUS SHePrun nNoraoLueHns

npepoxpaHUTeNIbHbIX BaJioB U pacH4eTHbIX 3HayeHuH

Comparison of the results of numerical modeling of the energy absorption

of safety embankment and calculated values

Fny6uHa XapakTepucTUKM rpyHTa DHeprus nornoLLeHus
Bana, M Bana, kI
rPYHT | yAesfibHOe | Moaynb | Ko3ddu- | yron BHYTpeH- | pe3y/ibTaTbl | pacyeTHble
cuenneHue,| HHra, LUMEeHT | Hero TPeHWus, | MOAENMUPO- | 3HAYEHUA
KH/m? MMa | MyaccoHa rpaa. BaHus
3 15 44 0,33 34 6027 6354
3 20 44 0,33 34 8255 8119
3 25 44 0,33 34 9564 9548
3 30 44 0,33 34 10 553 10 643
3 35 44 0,33 34 11578 11 402
3 cynecu 40 44 0,33 34 11 682 11 826
3 v necky 45 44 0,33 34 12384 | 11915
3N10BU-
3 anbHbIE 45 14 0,33 34 11 492 11 475
3 45 19 0,33 34 11991 11902
3 45 24 0,33 34 12 168 12188
3 45 29 0,33 34 12 248 12 332
3 45 34 0,33 34 12 318 12 335
3 45 39 0,33 34 12 348 12196
3 LwebeHb 45 44 0,22 34 12 271 13284
3 6pekums 45 44 0,27 34 12 328 12 328
3 CYFNUHOK 45 44 0,4 34 12 448 12 448
3 45 44 0,33 20 6487 7142
3 45 44 0,33 25 8482 8481
3 cynecn 45 44 0,33 30 10749 10227
3 N neckm 45 44 0,33 40 14935 14935
2 3Nt0BK- 45 44 0,33 34 4027 4314
1 anbHbIE 45 44 0,33 34 595 536
4 45 44 0,33 34 22 946 23338
5 45 44 0,33 34 38 695 38 583

CTPYKLUMM U 136eXaTb LOMOSHUTENbHbIX
MeponpuaTUI MO YKPEMNIEHUH, YTO Cy-
LLLeCTBEHHO CHU3WUT UTOrOBble pa3Mepbl U
CTOMMOCTb KOHCTPYKLMU.

Tak>xe BbIBEAEHO YypaBHeHME, KOTOpOe
MO3BOJISIET OLIEHUTb MpefeNlbHY SHEPruto,
KOTOPYH MOXET NMOrNoTUTb NpefoXpaHu-
TeNbHbIV Ban 6e3 paspywenus. Mpu no-
MOLLM AaHHOMO ypaBHeHUs, 3Hast HU3MKO-
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MexXaHUYeCKUe XapakTepuCTUKM rpyHTa,
KOTOpbIM OyAeT MCnonb30BaH Ans OTCbin-
KW, U MPOrHO3MpPYeMble 3HaYEeHUs MaKCu-
MaJilbHOM KUHETUYECKOW 3HEPrMmn obiomka,
MOXHO MogobpaTe ONTUMaNbHY Fnybu-
Hy d npenoxpaHuTenbHoro Bana. BoicoTy
NpesoXpaHUTENIbHOTO Bania h ciefyeT Has-
Ha4aTb MCXOAS U3 MaKCMMalbHOM NMPOrHo-
3MpYeMOM BbICOTbI OTCKOKa 0610MKa, yron



3a/10)KEHMS1 OTKOCHOM YacTW O, HE AO/KEH  Jla b onpenensieTcs MHAMBUAYaNbHO AJ1S
NpeBbiWaTb Yrosl BHYTPEHHErO0 TPEHMSI  KaXkAoro NpoeKTa B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT 30HbI,
rpyHTa, LUIMPUHA NPefoXPaHUTENbHOMO Ba-  KOTOPYHO C/ieAyeT OrpagamuTb OT 06/1I0MKOB.
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EY/AN—

OTIEJIBHBIE CTATBA TOPHOI'O NH®OPMAILIMOHHO-AHAJINTUYECKOI'O BIOJUIETEHS
(CIIEOUAJIbHDBIN BBIITY CK)

TEODKOJIOTUS. CBOPHUK HAYUHBIX CTATEN MOJIOJIBIX VUEHBIX
(2025, Ne 3, CB 5, 100 c.)

B c60opHMK BOLLM CTaTbM MOMOABLIX YUeHbIX, paboTatoLLMX B 061aCTM reoskonormu. TemMaTuka craten
MocCBsLLEHa LUVIpOKOMy prry aKTyaJ'IbeIX I'IpO6J'IEM B O6}'IBCTVI ynpaBneva 0oTX04aMu ,D,O6b|‘-WI MUHepasbHO-
IO Cbipbs U €ro nepepaboTku, OLEHKM 6e30MacHOCTH 406bIBAEMbIX YIei B YaCTV COAEPXKAHUS B HUX MOTEH-
LMaNbHO-0MACHbIX 3/IEMEHTOB M PUCKOB CAMOBO3ropaHus, pa3paboTKy MeTPOoIornyeckoro obecrneyeHms ois
KOHTPO/IS U3MEpPeHUIA MoKasaTener 6e30MacHOCTM yrien U 0TXOAO0B, @ TaKKe NepcreKTUBHbLIM TEXHONOT UM
yNaB/MBaHWUS NapHUKOBbIX ra3oB.

GEOECOLOGY. COLLECTION OF SCIENTIFIC ARTICLES BY YOUNG SCIENTISTS

The collection includes articles by young scientists working in the field of geoecology. The topic of
the articles is devoted to a wide range of topical issues in the field of waste management of mining and
processing of mineral raw materials, assessment of the safety of mined coal in terms of the content of po-
tentially dangerous elements and risks of spontaneous combustion, development of metrological support
for monitoring measurements of safety indicators of coal and waste, as well as promising technologies for
greenhouse gas capture.
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