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AHHoTanusi: CTPOUTEIBCTBO MOJYJIBHBIX 3/1aHUN ABJIAETCS aKTyaJbHBIM HaIlPaBJICHUEM
HCCIIEN0BAHUM B HacTodAlee Bpems. 1Ipu Bo3BeeHNN MOAYJIBHBIX 31aHUK B TPYAHOJOCTYIITHBIX
pailoHax OTAEIbHOE BHUMAHHE CIENYET YIENISAThb PACCMOTPEHUIO CEHCMHYECKHX BO3ACHCTBHM.
IIpu sTom B Poccuiickoii Penepaumn MMEETCS HE TaK MHOTO MCCIEIOBAaHUM, MOCBAIIEHHBIX
paboTe MOJY/IbHBIX 3JaHUI BO BpeMs JMHAMHUYECKUX BO3ACHCTBUIL.

B o1aHHOM cTathe M3ydaeTcs BIMSHUE [apaMEeTPOB MOAYJIBHBIX 3JaHMM Ha
KO3 PHULIMEHTH TMHAMUYHOCTH IIPU celicMUYecKoM Bo3aeicTBuu. [l uccienoBaHus BIUSHUS
KECTKOCTEH JJIEMEHTOB Ha KOA((QUIMEHT JAMHAMHUYHOCTH HCIIOJIB30BAaHA aHAIUTHYECKast
dopmyna ompeneneHuss MepuoAa COOCTBEHHBIX KOJIOAHUH, IOJydeHHas s MOJYJIBHBIX
3JaHMM C ONOPHBIMM CTOMKaMH, JKECTKMMHM BHYTPUMOAYJBHBIMA W  IIAPHUPHBIMHU
MEXMOJYJIbHBIMUA COeUHEHUsIMU. Ha OCHOBE rpaHMYHBIX 3HAYEHUN MOMEHTOB MHEPLIUU CTOEK,
IPU KOTOPBIX MPOUCXOAUT YMEHbIIEHHE KO3PPUIMEHTa NTUHAMUYHOCTH, IIPOU3BE/IEHA OLICHKA
peaNbHBIX KOHCTPYKTMBHBIX PELICHHUN IIPU Pa3IMYHBIX COOTHOIICHHUSAX MOMEHTOB HWHEPLHH
purenst M CTOMKH OJHO-, JIBYX- M TPEXATaXHbIX MOIYJBHBIX 31aHHW. Pa3zmepsl monyneit
npuHSTHL 3x6x3(h) M, Harpy3Ka Ha mepekpbitie — 100 kr/M 1 150 kr/m’.

BeraBiieno, uto npu rpyHToBbeIX YycnoBusx III m IV kareropmm mnpakTudecku Bce
pacCMOTpEeHHblE KOHCTPYKTHBHBIE pEIIEHUS MOMAYJIbHBIX 3JaHUA HMEIT Ko3() UIUEHT
JTUHAMUYHOCTH, PaBHBINA 2,5 naxe i Tpexd3TaxHbIX 3gaHuid. [Ipu rpyHTOBBIX yenoBusx I u I
KaTeropuu  HaOmoJaercs  CHIWKEHHEe  Kodp@uIueHTa  JUHAMUYHOCTH  HEKOTOPBIX
KOHCTPYKTUBHBIX pELIeHUN AJIs 34aHUN BhIlIE OBYX 3Taxel. [Ipu ir00bIX TPYHTOBBIX YCIOBHUSAX
JUIL OJTHOITAKHBIX MOJYJBHBIX 3JaHUM KOd(pPUIMEHT NUHaMUYHOCTU paBeH 2,5. Haubonee
HEY/AYHbIM DPEIICHHEM C TOYKHM 3pPEHHUS CEMCMMYECKOrO BO3JEHCTBHS SIBIECTCA TAaKOE, IpHU
KOTOPOM OTHOLLIEHHE MOMEHTOB UHEPLUU PUTeIIA U CTOMKU MEHBIIE €IUHUIBI.

KiroueBble cioBa: MOAyJbHBIC 3aHUS, CEMCMUYECKOE BO3ZACHCTBHE, KOIPPHUIHECHT
JTUHAMUYHOCTH, TIEPUOJ] KOJIeOaHU
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Abstract: Modular buildings are currently a topical area of research. Erection of modular
buildings in hard-to-reach areas needs special attention to the consideration of seismic loads.
There are not many studies on the work of modular buildings on dynamic impacts in the Russian
Federation.

The paper studies the influence of the parameters of modular buildings to the coefficients
of dynamic during seismic action. Study of the influence of the elements flexibility on the
coefficient of dynamic, an analytical formula for determining the period of natural oscillations
was used. This formula was obtained for modular buildings with corner supported columns, rigid
intramodular and pin intermodular connections. Based on the boundary values of the moments of
inertia of the columns, at which the dynamic coefficient decreases, an assessment of real design
solutions was made for various ratios of the moments of inertia of crossbars and columns of one-
, two- and three-story modular buildings. The dimensions of the modules are set to be 3x6x3(%)
m, the dead load on a floor is 100 kg/m* and 150 kg/m*.

It was found almost all considered design solutions for modular buildings have a dynamic
coefficient is 2,5 even for three-story buildings if there is ground categories III and IV. Dynamic
coefficient decreases for some two-story buildings if there is ground categories I and II. Dynamic
coefficient of one-story buildings is 2,5 for any ground categories. The ratio less than 1 of the
moments of inertia of the crossbar and the column is the worst case of design in terms of seismic
load.

Keywords: Modular buildings, seismic load, coefficient of dynamic, structural period
For citation: V.S. Shirokov Dynamic coefficient of modular buildings during seismic

load. Earthquake engineering. Constructions safety. 2022, no. 4, pp. 23-33
DOI 10.37153/2618-9283-2022-4-23-33

BBenenne

MonynbHOE CTPOMTENBCTBO B HACTOSIIEE BpEeMs SIBISETCS aKTUBHO Pa3BUBAIOIIMMCS
HalpaBJI€HUEM BO BceM MHUpe. MoaynbHblE 34aHHS IIMPOKO BHEIPSIOTCS B MPAKTUKY
crpoutenscTBa B Poccniickoit @enepanuu. [Ipy 3TOM, 32 cYET CBOMX IPEUMMYIIECTB, TAKMX KaK
KpaTyaiiime CpoKu, MPOCTOTa BO3BEAECHUS OOBEKTa M BCECE30HHOCTh MOHTa)Ka, MOJYJIbHBIE
31aHUs 0c000 1eNeco00pa3Ho MPUMEHSTh B TPYAHOIOCTYIHBIX peruoHax [1, 2, 3]. B cratee [4]
OTMEUAETCsl, YTO JJs AapPKTUYECKOW 30HBI KJIACCHYECKHE TEXHOJOTMH CTPOMTEILCTBA
(ckenme300€TOH M KJaJika) HEBBITOAHBI C HOKOHOMHUYECKOW TOUYKHM 3peHus, a HauOoJiee
MPEANOYTUTENBHBIM SBJISIETCS UMEHHO MOJYJIBHOE CTPOUTENHCTRO.

OaHMMH U3 TJIaBHBIX MPOOJIEM CTPOUTENHCTBA B TPYAHOAOCTYIHBIX PETHOHAX C TOYKHU
3pEHHS] CTPOUTEIBHBIX KOHCTPYKLUMM SBJSIOTCS 3HAYUTEIbHBIE BETPOBBIE U CEUCMHYECKHE
BO3JIEUCTBUA. B oOTedecTBEHHON nMTEpaType HAa [aHHBIH MOMEHT HMEETCS HE TaK MHOIO
UCCIeIoBaHUN pabOThl MOAYNBHBIX 3JaHUN MpH ceiicMuyeckoM Bo3zzaericTBuu. Bammanos K.C.
[5] paccmaTpuBaeT BOMpOC CEMCMUYECKON YCTOMYMBOCTH OJHOATAKHOTO 00HEMHO-MOTYJIBHOTO
3laHUs,, KaK CHUCTeMBbl C OJHOM CTemeHbl0 CBOOOABI, T.€., caM OJOK CUMTaeTcs
HenedpopmupyembiMm. Ha ©6aze HUY MI'CY Obumm  mnpoBefeHB AKCIEpPUMEHTAIBHBIC
UCCIIEIOBaHUsI Ha CeHCMUYECKOe BO3JEHCTBHE IOJIHOPA3MEPHOTO JBYXATAXKHOTO (parMeHTra
MOJIYJIbHOTO 3/1aHHs, M3TOTOBJIEHHOro mo TexHosoruu «Kuayd» [6], cormacHO moOIydeHHBIM
pe3yibTaTaM CeHCMOCTOMKOCTh PAcCMOTPEHHOTO 3/aHusi oOecriedeHa NpU 3eMIIETPSCEHHSIX
WHTEHCUBHOCTHIO 7—9 OaIiIoB.

N3 3apyOexnbix aBTOpoB MOkHO OoTMeTuTh Annan C.D., Youssef M.A. u El-Naggar
M.H. [7-9]. Tlo pe3yabTatam MOJAJbHOIO aHalW3a JIByX-, YEThIPEX- M IIECTUITAKHOTO
MOJIYJIbHBIX 37aHui [9] ObUIO YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO OCHOBHAS PEAKIUsS MPOUCXOIHWT TPU TEPBOKH
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gacToTe coOCTBeHHBIX Kosebanuii. Shi F. ¢ coaBropamu [10] paccmMaTpuBaroT ABaIaTUITAKHOE
3/laHUE C pa3HBIMU KOMIIOHOBKaMH Moaysei B miaHe. Shi F. otmedaer, uto crnegyer cTpeMuThes
K CHUMMETPUYHOMY pacronoxeHuo moxynei. Lacey A.W. B paborax [11-13] mpoBoaut
WCCJICI0BAHMS BIMSHHS BBICOTHI 37]aHUSI HA YaCTOThI COOCTBEHHBIX KojieOanuii. Alembagheri M.
C COaBTOpaMH paccMaTpuBaj BIHMSHHE CTEHOBOTO 3allOJHEHUS Ha JUHAMHYECKUC
XapakTepucTtuku moxayiei [14]. Ilo pe3ynbTatam HCCIeAOBaHUM aBTOpaMU YCTAHOBJIEHO, YTO
CEPbE3HO BIIMSACT HA YACTOTHI COOCTBEHHBIX KOJIEOAHUN TOJIBKO MOJIHOE CTEHOBOE 3aI0JIHEHUE, B
Clly4ae 4YacCTHMYHOTO 3alOJHEHHS YacTOThl HM3MEHSUIMCh HE3HAUUTENBHO IO CPaBHEHHIO C
MOy IsIMH O€3 CTEH.

Lenbio JaHHOMW CTaThU SIBJIAETCS U3y4YEHHUE BIMSHUS MapaMeTPOB MOJYJbHBIX 3JaHUNA HA
KOX(OUITMEHTHI JUHAMUYHOCTHU MIPH CEHCMUYIECKOM BO3ICHCTBUU.

Jlis nocTrKEeHMs LIeN ObLTH PEeLIeHBI CICAYIOIINE 3aJaun:

1. OrneHeHbl OCHOBHBIE KOHCTPYKTHBHBIE OCOOCHHOCTH MOJYJIbHBIX 3JJaHHH.

2. [Ipennokena aHanuTHyeckas QopMyna s BbISIBIEHUS TpaHULl 3HAYEHUH
MOMEHTOB UHEPIUH CTOCK, IPU KOTOPBIX KO3()(DUITUEHTHI TMHAMUYHOCTH HAYMHAIOT YOBIBATE.

3. Onenenbl KO3(GGUIMEHTH AMHAMUYHOCTU PEATbHBIX KOHCTPYKTUBHBIX pEILCHHIM

MOJYJIbHBIX 3JaHUM.
MeToabl HcciIeI0BaHUS

B cratee [15] mokaszaHo, 4To i aHanM3a MOIYJIBHBIX 3[aHUI Ha celCMHUYECKoe
BO3JICUCTBUE CHPABEAJIMBO MPUMEHATH KOHCOJBHYIO PACUETHYIO MOJEIb COOPYKEHUS,
npuHATYIO B poccuiickux Hopmax. CormacHo CII 14.13330.2018 ko3¢ duniueHT AMHAMUYHOCTH
fi, 3aBUCSIIMIA OT Mepuoja COOCTBEHHBIX KoJeOaHui, u3MeHsercs B uatepsaie ot 0,8 mo 2,5.
[Tpu 5TOM MOKHO BBIIETUTH TPU OCHOBHBIX 3HA4eHMs mepruoaoB koiebanuii: 0,1 ¢, 0,4 c u 0,8 ¢
(pucynok 1). Ilepuoast menee 0,1 ¢ xapakTepHbl OYEHb KECTKUM COOPYKEHHUSAM, K KOTOPBHIM
MOJyNbHBIE 37aHusl He oTHocaTca. [Ipu mepuonmax kxonebanuit ot 0,1 ¢ mo 0,4 ¢ umu 0,8 (B
3aBUCHUMOCTH OT THIIA TpyHTa) KOA(P(GULIMEHT TUHAMUYHOCTH HMMEeT HauOoJjiblee 3Ha4YeHHE,
paBHOE 2,5, T.€. 9TO HauboJee HeyJauHble 3HAUCHHUS MEPUOJIOB ¢ TOYKU 3PEHUS CEHCMHUUYECKOTO
BO3/ICHCTBUSI.
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Pucynok 1 — I'paduk n3menenus kospdunrenta nunamuarocty no CIT 14.13330.2018: 1 — s
rpyHroB [ u Il kateropun; 2 — nns rpynros Il u IV kareropun

Figure 1 — Graph of the dynamic coefficient change according to SP 14.13330.2018: 1 - for soils
of categories I and II; 2 - for soils III and IV categories
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B cratesx [16, 17] npeanoxxena u o6ocHoBaHa (hopMyiia ONpeaeIeHUs ePBO YaCTOTHI
COOCTBEHHBIX KOJE€0aHUII MOIYJIBHOTO 3[aHUS C OINOPHBIMH KOJOHHAMH, KOTOpas JUIs
MHOI'O3TaXXHBIX 3I[aHI/II71 HUMECT BUA:

1 1 24-E-1,-g
f=7=2_7_[' CZ.G.h3.(1+u)' (1)
Iz'h

rae T — nepuoji KoyeOaHuii;

E — Monyns ynpyrocTtu craiy;

I; — MOMEHT UHEPIUU CTOMKHU;

I, — MOMEHT MHEPLUH PUTEJIs;

[, — mposeT MOyJIsl B HAIIPABJICHUHU OIIPEIeIEHUsI MOJbI KOJeOaHMii;

G — macca, coOpaHHast ¢ IepEKPHITHS;

€ — KOJIMYECTBO ITAXKEH;

h — BpICOTa MOZYJIS;

g — YCKOpeHue cBOOOIHOTO MaJeHuUS.

®opmyia (1) BeIBeZieHA UCXO/1 U3 CIENYIOIIMUX AONYIIEHUN:

1. Moaynau UMEOT OAMHAKOBOE KOHCTPYKTUBHOE PELIECHHUE.

CeueHust BEpXHET0 U HUKHETO pUTelis OJIMHAKOBBIE.

JIMcK nepekphITus (MOKPhITHA) HE AeopMupyeTcs B CBOEH IIOCKOCTH.
XecTKkoCcTh CTEHOBOTO Orpak/I€HUsI HE YUUTHIBAETCSI.

ConpsioxkeHue OJNOKOB ¢ (yHAAMEHTAMM CUHTAETCs IIAPHUPHO-HEMOJIBUKHBIM 110
yrijlaM MOJYJICH.

6. ConpsbkeHue OJOKOB JIpyr € JAPYroM MPHUHATO UIAPHUPHBIM B YIJIOBBIX TOYKaX

TOPU30HTAIIBHBIX PaM.
7. ConpsKeHHs BCeX 3JIEMEHTOB 0J0Ka (CTOEK M TOPU3OHTAIBHBIX paM) APYT C APyroM
MIPUHSTO )KECTKHUM.

Ananmuzupys Gopmyny (1) BUAMM, 4TO 3HAYMTEIBHOE BIMSHHE Ha MEPHOA KoyeOaHuH
3/1aHUS OKa3bIBAIOT F€OMETPUUECKUE MapaMeTphl (CEUEHHUsl FIEMEHTOB, T€HEPAIbHBIE Pa3MephI)
u macca monyied. OCHOBHYIO 4acThb MacChl MOAYJIEH COCTaBISIOT NEPEKPBITHSA, KOTOPBIE B
COBPEMEHHOM CTPOMTEIbHOW MPAKTUKE BBHIIOJHAIOTCA C MpPUMEHEHHEM 3(()EKTUBHBIX
MmaTepuanos. Macca 1 M nepekpbITus (p) 00buHO coctasiser 100+150 K/, IIPU OTCYTCTBUU
KaKoro-aubo Tspkenoro odopyaoBaHMs. Tak Kak IpH YBEJIMYEHUM Macchl MEepuoj KojeOaHui
TaKXe YBEIMYMBAETCS, TO B paMKaxX JaHHOM pabOThl pacCMOTPEHBI HAUXYMALIME BapUaHTHI C
MUHHUMAJIBHON Maccoil.

Pasmepbl Mopayseit  00yciioBIMBaKOTCS — O0BEMHO-INIAHUPOBOYHBIMU  PEILICHUSIMH,
TEXHOJOTMYECKMMH TpeOOBaHUSAMH, a TakKe HOpPMaTHBaMH Ha rabapUTHBIE TPaHCIOPTHBIE
pasMephl, COTJaCHO KOTOpPBIM MaKCHMajlbHblEe pa3Mepbl Ui KpYHMHOraOapUTHBIX TPY30B
COCTABJISIIOT: MO ImupuHe 3,5 M; mo juuHe 12 m; mo BeicoTe 3,9 M. OmHuM w3 HaumOolee
pacIpoCTpaHEHHBIX pa3MepoB MOIYJIS sBisieTcss 3X6%3(h) M, KOTOPBIH U ObUI MPUHAT B JaHHOM
cratee. Takum 00pa3om, Macca, coopannas ¢ nepekpbitus (G), cocraBisetr 900+1350 kr.

3aBUCUMOCTh TepuoJia KOJIEOAHWH OT CEUYEeHUH DJIEMEHTOB YIAOOHO MpPEJCTaBUTH C
MOMOIIbI0 COOTHOLIEHHSI MOMEHTOB MHEPIIMH PUTENS U CTOMKU:

Nk

L
=— 2
r=7 @)
C yuerom (2) moxHO nipeoOpa3oBath BeipaxkeHue (1):
l
G-h3-(1+ 2
T =2 nlch (1+575) 3)
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N3 dopmynsr (3) BHIHO, YTO TEpHOJ KOJeOAaHWUN 3aBUCHT OT BBICOTHI 3JIaHUS H
JKECTKOCTEW puresis U CTONKU. J[7s BBIABIEHUS TPaHUI] 3HAUEHUH MOMEHTOB HMHEPIMH CTOEK,
OpH KOTOPHIX KOI(PPUIIMEHTH JUHAMUYHOCTH HAYUMHAIOT YOBIBaTh, (opmyny (3) MOXKHO
npeoOpa3oBarh:;

l

2. f2 . K3, —2_
4-m%-c“-G-h (1+r-h)
24-E-g-T? '

“4)

11:

Pe3yJ’IbTaTLI HCCICI0BaAaHUA

IIpu moxcranoBke B (opmyny (4) 3HaueHuwit mepuonoB kosebanuit 0,4 ¢ m 0,8 c,
COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX PAa3HbIM TUIIAM IPYHTA, MOKHO MOJIYYUTh TPAHUYHBIE KPUBBIE, IIPH KOTOPBIX
KO3 QHUIMEHT AMHAMUYHOCTU paBeH 2,5. JlaHHbIE KpUBBIC MPEICTAaBICHBl Ha PUCYHKaxX 2 U 3
qns rpyaroB I, 1T u 1II, IV kareropuii, cCOOTBETCTBEHHO, MpU Harpy3kax Ha nepekpoitus 100
kr/M° 1 150 kr/v’.

Ha rpadwukax 2 u 3 nyHKTHpHas JIUHUA IJI1 OJHOATAXHBIX 3JaHUM, IITPUX-TYHKTUPHAS
JUTSL IBYXATQKHBIX, CIUTOIIHAS JJIs1 TPEXATAXKHBIX. J{J1s1 onleHKH K03 (PUIIMeHTOB TUHAMUYHOCTH
pealbHbIX MOJIYJIBHBIX 37aHWA Ha TrpaduKax Tak)Ke OTMEYEHbl 3HAUEHUs, MOJTYYCHHBIE Ha
OCHOBE CEUEHUH 3JIEMEHTOB Moayneu u3 crared [18-26]. [lapamerpsl, a Takke BHIYMCICHHBIC
nepuobl KoueOaHUl paCCMOTPEHHBIX MOAY/IbHBIX 33JaHUN MTPUBEACHBI B Ta0uIe 1.

Tabnuna 1 — [TapameTpsl MOAYIBHBIX 3TAHUIA

Table 1 — Modular buildings parameters

T,c

4 4
Cchlnka Kononna banka I, em™ | L, cm r
1oT. | 23T. | 30T,

[18] HSS200x100x6 C250x100x4 1703 | 1682 | 0,99 | 0,167 | 0,333 | 0,500

[19] HSS150x150x8 | RHS250x150x8 | 1411 | 4886 | 3,46 | 0,132 | 0,265 | 0,397

[20] HSS125x125x6 C200x75x6 643 1179 | 1,83 | 0,226 | 0,452 | 0,678

[21] HSS150x150x8 C250x140x10 1411 | 5048 | 3,58 | 0,132 | 0,263 | 0,395

[22] HSS150x150x8 | HSS150x150x8 | 1411 | 1411 | 1,00 | 0,183 | 0,365 | 0,548

[23] HSS200x200x10 | HSS200x200x8 | 4251 | 3566 | 0,84 | 0,112 | 0,223 | 0,335

[24,25] | RHS150x100x6 C350x100x6 834 5481 | 6,57 | 0,157 | 0,313 | 0,470

[26] I'n. yronox 160x4 [IBennep 16 453 747 1,65 | 0,277 | 0,553 | 0,830
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Pucynok 2 — I'paduk u3MeHEeHHUs MOMEHTA UHEPIIMH CTOMKH, IPU KOTOPOM MPOUCXOTUT
yMeHbIIeHHE K0 (HUITMEHTa TMHAMIUYHOCTH MOIYJIbHOTO 31aHust Uit rpyHTOB | 1 11 kareropun

Figure 2 — Graph of the column moment of inertia change, at which there is a decrease in the
coefficient of dynamism of modular growth for soils of categories I and II
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Pucynok 3 — I'padux u3MeHEeHUSI MOMEHTa HHEPIIMH CTOWKH, TIPU KOTOPOM MTPOUCXOIUT
yMeHbIlIeHHnEe KOdPPUIUEeHTa JTUHAMUYHOCTH MOAYJIBHOTO 3/1aHus /it rpyHToB 111 u IV
KaTeropuu

Figure 3 — Graph of the column moment of inertia change, at which there is a decrease in the
coefficient of dynamism of modular growth for soils of categories III and IV
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JIst MOIYNBHBIX 3IaHUM ¢ KOHCTPYKTHBHBIMHM PEHICHUSIMU, KOTOPbIE HAXOMSTCS BBIIIE
KPUBBIX, MPEACTABICHHBIX Ha rpadukax 2 u 3, koddhpuimeHT tnHaMuIHOCTH paBeH 2,5. [lpu
rpyHTOBbIX ycnoBusx III m IV kareropum nmpakTU4ecku BCE PaCCMOTPEHHBIE KOHCTPYKTHUBHBIE
pelIeHUs] MOAYJIbHBIX 3/IaHUM PAacHoJIararoTCs BBIIIE KPUBOM Ja)ke JUIS TPEXITAKHBIX 3/IaHUM.
[Ipu rtpynTOBBIX ycnoBusix | m Il kareropum HaGmonmaercs cHKeHHE Kod(duumeHTa
JTUHAMUYHOCTH ISl JIBYXATAXHBIX 3[JaHUN C pelieHussMHU corjiacHo [20, 26], misd TpeXdTaKHbIX
3l1aHUi ¢ pemieHusMH corsacHo [18, 22, 24, 25]. Ilpu m1100bIX TPYHTOBBIX YCIOBHUSIX MAJIs
OJIHOATAXKHBIX MOIYJIbHBIX 3/aHUN KOI()PUIMEHT NUHAMUYHOCTU paBeH 2,5. OTAeIbHO CTOUT
OTMETUTbh, YTO Hauboyee HEYJauyHbIM KOHCTPYKTHBHBIM PpELICHUEM SBISETCS TaKoe, INpHU
KOTOPOM OTHOIIICHHE JKECTKOCTH PHUTEINIS K KECTKOCTH CTOMKHU () MeHbIe equHuibl [23]. Tlpu
7<] MpOUCXOIUT JTOBOJBHO PE3KOE YBEINUYEHNE MUHUMAJIBLHOTO MOMEHTA UHEPIIUHU CTOWKH, IPU
KOTOpPOM KO3(h(PULIMEHT TMHAMUYHOCTH MEHbIIE 2,5.

3akao4yeHue

Ha ocHoBe npoBeIeHHOT0 nccaeaoBaHus MOKHO CAENATh CIEAYIOUIUE BbIBOJbIL:

1. JUiss OTHOSTaKHBIX MOJIYJBHBIX 3[JaHUWA TpPU JTIOOBIX TPYHTOBBIX YCIOBHSX, a
Takke npu rpyHToBbIX ycioBusix III m IV kareropum ang 37aHUM BIUIOTH 10 TpEX ASTaxel,
KO3 PHUIMEHT TUHAMUYHOCTH PaBeH 2,5 B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CIIy4acs.

2. IIpu rpyHTOBBIX ycnoBusax I u Il kareropun MMEIOTCS KOHCTPYKTUBHBIEC PELICHUS
MOJIYJIbHBIX 37JaHUM BBIIIE ABYX ATaKEH, /Ui KOTOPHIX KOAXPIUIUEHT AUHAMUYHOCTH MEHbIIIE
2,5. T.e., C TOUKH 3pEHUS CEMCMUYECKOTO BO3JEHUCTBUS MHOTO3TaXKHbIE MOIYJIbHBIE 3JaHUS
0oJsee MPeANnOYTUTEIbHBL.

3. Haubonee HeynauyHoe KOHCTPYKTMBHOE pPELIEHHE — IMPU KOTOPOM COOTHOILLIEHHUE
MOMEHTOB MHEPLIUU PUreNsl U CTOMKU MeHbIIe equHUIbl. CiaenyeT NpoeKTUpOBaTh MOAYJIbHBIE
31aHusg c Oosiee TMOKMMHU CTOWKaMM M 0o0jee JKeCTKUMU pUTeNsIMH, IpPH BBINOJIHEHUU
TpeOOBaHUH 1O MPOYHOCTH, YCTOMUMBOCTH U KECTKOCTH.
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