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HER DU YERE, BEE POZD J5 B 434 0, 59 751 18 5 - A 0 67 B8 12 Sl /N B R o 1ol 5 ) I
J& T POZD/HA M 1R 5t - M 12 fil A M U I AT 5T, AR I 1 48 M ki K 8 £ 1 POZD/ A Al TR B3 - A O 5 245
R 6 MEEIARE . EIRNESE E R, POZD WX T E 50 B9 B 47 in [ 8RR .35, POZD Jy ¢ 1
REATT ST X T SUAS AL TE RN BT T LR B G 2

FURT, [ 8122254 POZD f T 50 T 0 32 8 rp 3 HOG A9 A TR BB - ARCRIEE B9 I 117 i, OF LR 2
h 23 KA AR 2 AT, AT POZD IR J2 T [ 409 f9f7 18 058 1 22 B (OB REATE 50 0 AN 22, R i) 2 1 2 fd gt
YRGB BORESE TAEY S, H ik, A58 i % POZD s 78 05 TR 358 + 2 b 47 2 fol b K i, fF o L
SRR ORI IR RFAE | 58405 AL S0 50 0 0007, A Ay At SR 40 40 B e B o ol 55 0 £ R A2 SR 75 4 TR
H—E NS E K

1 BRTEKRE KL HEEE

1.1 #rRpEa

LS-DYNA £ BRI/ A S A T =F & A0 RHEICHE 2D, 42 filf K~ POZD ¥ 78 4 A TR 5 + 2R i it
SR REBUE BT B IR L L 28R, SO AN L TR EE Rk 6 RS R

YEZ5 % FI*MAT HIGH EXPLOSIVE BURN(*MAT 008) 4 U | 2 45 70 45 (1R 4 245 b4 0 1 285 B | B A
R UL K 1 SR S S 40, SR HIFEOS WL ARZS 7 B R I . HL A L E = 5 1 5 & 10

w w we
=Al1- e mv i1 L |erv 4 & 1
p ( RIV)e ( sz)e % 1

A p WBKERRTT, V IAXHAR, A, B, R, R, w WIRETTRESHL, e HNRER L, TNT JE245 10 Bk S
RO A, Hor p R, Doy A CYHREE, pey 4 CI JE T

£1 HEHRALSE

Table 1 Parameters of explosives'"!

p/(g-cm™) Dey/(km-s™) per/GPa A/GPa B/MPa R, R, w

1.63 0.693 21 371.2001 3231 4.15 0.95 0.3

23 SR FI*MAT_NULL(*MAT_009) 4 #5251, 5% HI*EOS_LINEAR_POLYNOMIAL £k 22 33 0k
SR, HFRBA Ny
p=Co+C i+ Cop + Cap® + (Cy + Csu + Copde )
K Co~Cy WRE T BSEG u=plp,—1, p I7= WU HIE L, p, NHIIRET 2R 25 OB, 28 WA
ZH W3 2,

2 FHRMExBHM
Table 2 Parameters of air'"”!

p/(kg-m™) Co C, C, (0 C, Cs Cs

1.29 0 0 0 0 0.4 0.4 0

SCHERH*MAT_RIGID BHRMEERY, AR AL AT LA L5 L S AR 400 S e 7 4 Ml g e T S P39 A5 TR 1
ZERPIRAS, SR AR DC SR 38, Horh: E S s vEfs s, v A I,
R3I XEMBSHEY

Table 3 Parameters of support materials™!

p/(g-cm™) E/GPa v

7.83 210 0.30
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WK FHH*MAT PLASTIC _KINEMATIC A BHE R FE R Ml KE T, 8055 K BE 2 22 1y 5 AR R A
IR, A RE G R 4 2 50%1, PRI, kB S VR B s AR AL, 2 AR R SRR B F R OE N, BE WS T L
TR, B B0 RS R 36 409, Horb BN T 2L AR, o, Ay JiE IR SR EE

x4 WEMRSH

Table 4 Parameters of reinforcement bar!™!

p/(g-cm™) E/GPa v o,/GPa Fy
7.89 206 0.30 1.724 0.500

IR %E+ R H*MAT CONCRETE DAMAGE REL3(*MAT 072) MBS | JHRs 76 AT [ A 200k 41 1 ek
A RHE R R AR R RS T A 128 AN, i i OCH#E 7 *DEFINE_CURVE i H] LCRATE723 i £k
T2 MR R 10 A8 N o TRBE A S AR S BOBUE DL 35 5P, Horp A WP R SR IE, Ry wyer M HR
PRI BE, Logare N ATEETHFH I RS

x5 REIMESHM

Table 5 Parameters of concrete*!

p/(g-cm™) A /MPa R, /(m/inches) wycr/(Pa/PST) Lepate
2.30 —45.4 3.94x107 145 723
T g JE T IR BE ot S LR AR R, 120 o
TR B AR, AR Y A — B A S kT 100'+Z628S;1'
B PR, R R A BT R AT g O IR —~—2145"
*MAT ADD EROSION, g BpTT
POZD M KR JH LS-DYNA MR FEd ) 2 |
*MAT PIECEWISE LINEAR PLASTICITY % e
FRARE 26 [ 2 2 52 00 5 4 POZD 7 7R IR 25 5 T HY | e
165 Y 1k 552y, AT LS A 1 17 7 - 725 i 2 20} e
S SCRERHIERED, TEAE AL ™ i 77 0 A A A
TR ASZTS POZD AEH N - A8 4k, anfEl 1 05 10 13 20

Strain
1 AERIERT POZD R -1 728 211620

Stress-strain curves of POZD at different strain rates!'*>"

JIi7Rs o T IRB RN £ 28 B g 90 v b RS A B
Al DL AR R R AR 26 i R F7, R A i ST 5 Fig. 1
REASO AHESE ¥ POZD Y7 A 2 5500 A8 5 XNy
1.85, POZD WM B S EUILZ 61, Horb: oy HEIRN J1, G ey Ul

% 6 POZD HIHEXS Y
Table 6 Parameters of POZD'"!

p/(g-cm™) E/MPa v oy /MPa G/MPa

1.02 230 0.4 1.38 3.5

1.2 EFRIE R B EER

AR HE T 07 B 22 03 £ 56F AH 8] N ) ) 40 A7 TR 55 1= (reinforced concrete, RC) %2 #E 47 19 A [6) 255 24 B iy 22 finh
BEKERE, 1E 4 POZD ¥k 7 56 2 1) 2 B X 52 A S B AR 25 SR B0 X 42
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1.2.1 ER I E v

5 UE A 56 37 Hb A B A 2 FTOR, B A TR
- A R O A Y (14 48 T R R A5 O 3 BT
TN BT R N 2.33%, TREE 3R SN C30,
R G A K B 6600 mm, A1 K 5f R 350 mmx
500 mm, #% @ JE)JE N 15 mm, 183 380 mm T A%
JEIE 2 o W E 3(b) B, T f A 2 AR BN : F N 4 %
22 mm (8, A 4 AR E AN 20 mm 1Y AT, B2 A
B4 fif7 =22 8] F4 TR I 60 mm JiS AR 2 )2 4 R Fig. 2 Test arrangement""”
12k 22 mm B TR PRI AT 2 MR ELAR A 14 mm BT, 6] R 60 mm; 2247 6 2 10 o B 45 2 MR
ol 12 mm WA . AR A3 HRB40O 7 AR o A B 1k BY VTSR, 76 Wi 1140 mm 3 Bl 9 247 1
22k 8 mm R4 5 N 4%, B AR 8 mm A AT A] I >4 100 1 200 mm.,

b 175
= ® 85 r—8§

- =
3300 Grid area (1 000) - -
1650 %4 1650
g( HOOT- T T FEEEEET PR T ] [T T
m__ == o] g
S @ HRB400: 022 @ HRB400: @14 “le
| @ HRB400: @20 © HRB400: @12 7 :
3200 3200 ai
\O|

3 e Beat b RO KR s 00 (BA407: mm)
Fig. 3 Dimensions and reinforcement diagram of RC beam (Unit: mm)
FERRE IR P, K25 AR 10 cmx5 cmx2.5 em, JiiE iy 200 g 1 TNT prif 25 P S 46 24, %y
1630 kg/m®, A T8 F 292245 52, IR BET T 2 XRSF R 1000 mmx950 mmx 1300 mm A9 IR 5E + 57
#E,ES EHE T 50 mm 093 B A AR SE R, I 4 PR .

5 [0 ds0 ] 0
250, 450
. o
S EER =
e
g o T 5| [
T S Nt = Famg?AlCA e
A ] I33)
S — 43 —
Yy C( S € <2 }o‘ > v} .
o
B y Ll S A A
(a) Vertical view (b) A-A interface diagram (c) B-B interface diagram

K4 JREE LSS (A7 mm)
Fig. 4 Concrete support platform (Unit: mm)

122 ZEARTER

MR SCHR (131 7 B0 X6 sl S7 400 5977 0 56 - R M b M AT FROT A Y, T8 5 s o ARG 5 TR B 1
e SHE AR SR RBAS 5 RSy o S BB TNT KE25 1R H, SR AL R HiA% B3 H - B4 (arbitrary
lagrange-euler, ALE) Vit [ RS & S i B0 24 | 25 RO I TR B8 T 22 22 Ia] B9 AR B/ o A 7307 >R T 2 L
HARHR > T FI SR BT AT 434, TR BE T 550 RT 10 mmx10 mmx 10 mm; TNT %253 251 4R K 7
&, 7 F RC 3 L, 285 FEZ BT RSE 20 mmx20 mm>20 mm. 43 S RIKE 24 1) A -5 40 7 T o6 + 22
FSZAE A KN Z F s e 2 1 LYY, 35 550 B 2 R MR AR
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TNT explosive

\ 7

/

// //
RC beam Concrete support
K5 RC AT BRI
Fig. 5 Finite element model of RC beam

POZD 7 4 i 1R B - 2% 1 45 F A O AN 52 2%, T AR I 1 1) S W 7 TR B - R L 1 B -
i & HyperMesh #f4:, R e 32 L T 29k POZD M1 # i ] DRAG(Hypermesh X4 H (1) 36 7 5% 411)
W R TE PR B AR 0.2 om BIAT 28 ORI 245 RS T 75 2RI B 7 el S, PR 25 ORI AR 245 00 T A% I T
ALE K&, 555 i T B - 32 K SORE Y A% o s 479 o ZEQRIIE POZD It —Zay 1 00 & (JE &
0.2 cm), 3 7E RC ZJEFF 500 cm 4k (Model A) . TR 250 cm MK HE 250 cm 4k (Model B) . U
103 cm 4k (Model C) ¥ # POZD, 41 6 fI7s .

! 500 | 135

(a) Model A

[P

| 250 ENET

(b) Model B

[l

103 _»IﬁL_
(c) Model C
K6 3 FhARBNE RC HAT BROCH (Hqd: mm)

Fig. 6 Finite element models of RC beam of three positions of POZD coated (Unit: mm)
123 #RENIE

A 2o X B A T A 0 fh g 1 45 2R S BB AR B AR AT 1 RC A BRSNS, B e A (e
BRI IERPE . 1817 Dy 6 kg TNT 4l KT RC RAERBULE R 5 SLPRBIR L BRI X U oL . 6 kg
TNT 2 fl b KT, 8 o5 A 300 08 VT T B T Fe R 36 221 mm (14908 K 7t 5 300008 1 TS 26 £ SR B2 4 1337 mm,
TR TR BT B IR A B O 1450 mm; KR T 6 AR 2 R B T IR M, e 1 AR R HOT IR B
2 AR A3 7 ALY 5 0 T2 S5 2 ot ), ORI AR BRE L R AR 4 ARG BB, T B, 2
TR BE 1 2 A wE P V%

#7068, 16kg TNT T.00 I RC RG] . 5 A8 1 A B (EARE I R S IR 45 R A X Ee o BVA |
A, 3 TOLF RC A RUEAASOR B o 008 T IR I JEE | 1 4% T OO 8 A B g T TR L 11 A fE AR
U5 I 45 SR B 158 22 B AE STV R N, T v 6 % AR DR ZE RN A o ik T BE R Hh T B ) SRR AR i A
R, B v SRS 14 X6 235 SR X A, T 8 (S DL IR oA 3ok B it fn o 7, O HLi SN E] A 0.01 s Y
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JOF R, FHRRFERT ), B RAAT B ) T B sh 455 1k 357, DR, BRSO 2 5 v v 25 b (87 B A 5
PR oL 2N

—r e
'.a‘_ o &

(a) Front surface of test

(¢) Front surface of simulation (d) Back surface of simulation

7 6 kg TNT $&MltiE T RC BEAEUARHULT RS SRR AT
Fig. 7 Comparison of the simulation results of RC beam with the actual damage form under 6 kg TNT

®7 3MIAT RC RO EELSIKELLERIIEL

Table 7 Comparison of RC beam numerical simulation and test results

Midspan Failure length of Failure length of Denth of crater
Mass of displacement front surface back surface p
TNT/kg  Test/ Sim./  Error/ Test/ Sim./ Error/ Test/ Sim./ Error/ Test/ Sim./ Error/
mm mm % mm  mm % mm  mm % mm mm %
6 330 269 184 1400 1337 4.5 1480 1450 2.0 210 221 52
8 900 805 10.6 1470 1412 39 1500 1628 8.5 255 269 5.5
16 Fracture Fracture 1900 1790 5.8 1690 1805 6.8 Perforation Perforation

2 POZD %7 RC FizMIFIERERMER

R 1.2.3 71 H A A AL 40T v A1, 2 AR KE R RC 32 B4 56 1 35 0 BB A 0L 245 2R 5 6 245 A B 4 0
TEIC LAY |, XF POZD & B 7E A A 1Y RC 32 (Model A~Model C) 17 6. 8. 16 kg 3 F T T A9 422 i
FRVEE A
2.1 6kg TNT 1t 1R 4E T POZD ;278 RC RSB R

Kl 8~& 10 43 B4 H T 6 kg TNT T4 F, POZD % 7 75 A [l 7 B (Model A~ Model C) it RC #21f)
BUEA I IRNIE S .

XFF Model A 1M &, 45 AL R T B T B R 35 211 mm B4R KEDT, AR IR BE H R K R
868 mm, ¥ 5k [ e &k 1 52 4F, RA /N X IR BE + & A8 ; i3k 1H 3 ARNAT B2, 53 7 3 4R &A= 521
255 e TE] 1R S A RO O T 2 AR S A /N R AR TE 5 0 T A A AR /N, TR B 1 R TE

7 Model B H, 48 o5 Ab 30 5% T 2 W T Fc R 15 206 mm (19 48 K BT, a0 0 1 TR R R K I K B
744 mm, 5 4R AR B LA SE 4T, P /INHR IR R 4 30 V% 5 AR T 4 AR LA T 2, 2 AR AA SR AR /N R
1 A4 Ay b A EOF s M0l TN A AS AR /DN, B TR e RV

TE Model C F, 5 5 Ab 20 K8 W T B T M R 35 167 mm 1948 ME BT, 100 45 1 TR BE + Bl 30 i K A
712 mm, T8 AR BE 58 4 0 R 3%, IR EE T BT AR TR AR /0N 300 T v E] 3 AR GA A 2, A 2 AR DN Al &
A s TR) LA A L OO, A FE AR 5 G5 0 T O\ A SR A TG i, R R R ER K,
Al A B R P55 A XTAR 2
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(a) Top (b) Bottom

(d) Whole

(c) Side
K8 6kg TNT T.000 F Model A FUI{ERLILE
Fig. 8 Simulation results of Model A under 6 kg TNT condition

|~

(b) Bottom

(c) Side (d) Whole
9 6kg TNT T4 F Model B f%{E #1014
Fig. 9 Simulation results of Model B under 6 kg TNT condition

< 8 7 6 kg TNT /it KE T, Ll RC B2 (RC) A1 3 # POZD ¥ 7 {i & RC % (Model A~Model C)
AW 1T, TR T BRI A SR . BRR TR, POZD X A Al KE T AR U AR H B, LR
X T 8k 1 PR P VE L, 9 H Model A~Model C (PR 37V FH 28 7 3 385, in (76 2680 SR A5 G 140 2% Y ) ) 22
POZD(Model C), HUHR 5 22 (1 J& RAEJE 1R B POZD(Model A) ., (B A5 VE B AY 2, 75 15 B8 1 B IR K 5
1, Model A {7 524, T Model B S 1 H B A0 i R B 50, HF B3k oo 175 200 1) DR IR ] B, 224400 gk T
RIZA Y20 CCHE POZD 33X R S G4 ) , 1 e Bk (8] 52 32 7 I [A] B4, (75 I8 AR TR 4 18 B
AT (A DN TR 9% o SR, F TR AR P () DR, Sk R R AN 23 i ok RS, i DA A 2 SR/
TR E 1 IR
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(a) Top (b) Bottom

(c) Side (d) Whole
B 10 6kg TNT T30 T Model C RYEAMLIL
Fig. 10 Simulation results of Model C under 6 kg TNT condition

®8 6kg INT TR TIMBEAEME REABERMER
Table 8 Simulation results of the front and back surface of RC beam under 6 kg TNT

Model Failure length of front surface/mm Failure length of back surface/mm Depth of crater/mm
RC 1337 1450 221
A 868 Good 211
B 744 Less peeling 206
C 712 Good 167

2.2 8kg INTZMIBIET POZD A B WA R R T R HEBRMULER

B 11~ 13 43045 1 T 8 kg TNT T.4%  POZD ¥ 7 #£ Model A~Model C A {9 IO . JECH6 . ) i
FRAKBIRTEAS

(a) Top (b) Bottom

(c) Side (d) ‘Whole
Bl 11 8kg TNT T.BLT Model A AL {EAR DL,
Fig. 11 Simulation results of Model A under 8 kg TNT condition
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REAEESE . RN T POZDIR AL AN A IR BE L B2 AR L RE

ER

(a) Top (b) Bottom

(c) Side (d) Whole
12 8kg TNT T4 T Model B HY%U{EATILS S
Fig. 12 Simulation results of Model B under 8 kg TNT condition

.
.

(a) Top (b) Bottom

(c) Side (d) Whole
13 8 kg TNT T4 F Model C AYBL{EFEINLE
Fig. 13 Simulation results of Model C under 8 kg TNT condition

29 8 kg TNT b4 VE T JC1R B RC 21 POZD 1 B3 A [\ 57 B IF RC 32 19 BB A5 300 45 S Xk 1
MR, 8 kg TNT T F, Model A~Model C FIAT RS 6 kg TNT T4 F K AR —2, 1Y 15

POZD WY RCR ek, RAETRRIR B POZD WA RCR e 2% o (R, BETIRE K2 T HOREUE, Model A

1 Model B {9 # BT IR 4L 28 LG UR 7 RC IR ZEUR, X R YUEARAS R i . 24 RC R 1 %A ok
PRI (JE L TNT 224 5 A A R ) 422 30 200 8 18 R 75 9% 10 A9 YRR 6 1 BT A2 ) TR, 3k 3] 1 )5 I
B, BT Y2 v R A TR E BT, T R R B IR S ) (5 T Y RC R AR T A TR R B
POZD X i i 3L A ) hy 30 T R8T 1 VR 6 = B e L T A R A 8 i 4, (5 HE 32 ) R sl /), AT
AN G B A S I 1) AR, AR PO R — AR U TR BRI . T R BN Dy 0 T 48 1 1 VR R - B
TGN 2 E 5 KE B 18] 57 2030 2, 53504 Ta] L 1o %) TR 6 = 9000 2 T S K, i o A5 R I 30w a0 0k
AT )RR DT R B AR R, Ik, Model A Fll Model B (B 5T R B L 0 iR 3 RC 2L, 1 DU J& . 2% POZD B,
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BEGTIRE I BEAT I, L ICTR B RC B2, 1516 Ui W DU &) 4. 28 POZD (14 Ji 151 28 2R a2 18 i 308 A T 8
LRI ROR o

®9 Skg TNT LATHMBEAMEBEBERUER
Table 9 Simulation results of the front and back surface of RC beam under 8 kg TNT

Model Failure length of front surface/mm Failure length of back surface/mm Depth of crater/mm
RC 1412 1628 269
A 957 Less peeling 412
B 865 Less peeling 289
C 726 Good 213

2.3 16 kg TNT 3ZfIRIET POZD ;278 RC R HEERLER
& 14~1&] 16 24 16 kg TNT #Zfilki KE T POZD TR AENCHS . JICHR A TS . DU A B RC 2R BEINE A .

(a) Top (b) Bottom

(c) Side (d) Whole
& 14 16 kg TNT T4 F Model A HYEUERELILE
Fig. 14 Simulation results of Model A under 16 kg TNT condition

N . .0,

(c) Side (d) Whole
15 16 kg TNT T.I% T Model B BYSUE A LIS
Fig. 15 Simulation results of Model B under 16 kg TNT condition
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A

(a) Top (b) Bottom

(c) Side (d) Whole
Bl 16 16 kg TNT T3 T Model C [ {EAT L
Fig. 16 Simulation results of Model C under 16 kg TNT condition

210 9 16 kg TNT Ml KE T JCIR 7 RC F2 LA K POZD ¥ AN R0 B RC 32 {14300 4% 1 A1 75 4% 1 %
HAAZE XS L. AT LUE Hi: Model C BN RCR e, 5 6. 8 kg TNT THLHF AN [F], 24 TNT 2 &3 m
1 16 kg BF, Model B {1 [ 25 SR e 22, I HARS R8RS WY dad, 0 A 5 48 1 e DR 38 R AR D % B 5 T
SR ICIRE RC PR E 2, HIFEHYS 8 kg THUHIEL, 24 TNT MR K, SEUER ) ("B (RC 32)
AR T UTE I 32 ), 422300 75 4% 10 VR B6E 1 50 A9 0E ) I5% o6 75 o [ R0 L T8 A9 R 26 = 550 37 g s [ 44
Ko, M5 S04 T R T R MR TS A B . A 16 kg TNT 4% i 45 T Model B B [ S8 22 i A L
Model A ¥ 2%, J& H R i 4 1 1 POZD MR BHER T F 5 BT A TR 5 1 800 52 Jy if i), JE > TNT 4
A F) 16 kg BHREN I S, BF LS I Model B 10 R A5 4% 40 25, 501 RC A Lh, ORI 1
FHRCE HoA o

#z10 16kg TNT LA THEAME BEMBEERMER
Table 10 Simulation results of the front and back surface of RC beam under 16 kg TNT

Model Failure length of front surface/mm Failure length of back surface/mm Depth of crater/mm
RC 1790 1805 Perforation
A 1258 More peeling 482
B 1545 1626 Perforation
C 945 Less peeling 329

3 FERURIET POZD iR 7% RC ZMVAIAEA S5

3.1 FER

H %5 2 19 POZD 7R 7 RC PH Ml AR ME BRI S5 SR, B 45 6. 8. 16 kg TNT #2fil ki Xk & POZD &
7 RC 2211 4 P R

() IETE FFHUEIR . MR U, 78 POZD {4 T IE iR %E 1= 50 AR 5 1 52 0 i [a) 2 K, 323
A TR ST, 200 T A A7 2 ot i 2R, i A BT L BRI

(2) MOTE A P IR o A A K e 4 DB M T R AV FH T BRI 07, Y TNT M iR, B i
W) A0 T YRR ) TR ) SR, ) T A A S i T
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(3) W IR BEIR . 7EIEH POZD BYAR YT, 5 45 i 14 TR B 1 R0 7%, 35 5% 1 O\ 755 25 il o 2, 24
TNT S5/, B LF- 5845, RAT /i TR e+ 0 7% 2R 88 9\ .

(4) BRI PRI IR o 24 TNT 24 f 5 AR, 200 5% v 075 458 1 A G\ AT & 2 7 28 sl O, R v VIR O 1 4
B HBERAR Vi , SR A i IT

P17 R 18 X b T A ) i 7 22 O6) 2 1 300 48 v e SR 3 R BT TR E A 52w . XY TNT 4458 6,
8. 16 kg A}, PUJiE 2% POZD ¥ (Model C) B il [E R B e AL, I HARYE R 43 355 X4 TNT M54
ANEE, JEE B I (Model A) | JEE #B A1 TH S hn [# (Model B) . U JE Al & (Model C) £ 5% 545 v 6 3 5 4
TNT i B, JiC R T0 5 i [ (Model B) FYRLR e 22, PP VE T Hofd, 322802 OR300 1fg 5
245 POZD £ 47215}, 15 K B [ 52 1) 22 7 B[R] RE X 18 K, 5 3808 30 00 A8 T 9 MR DT BE IR, 7 TNT M &= AR K
FITE O R, FARAE 1] RE B B4 vl T .

—=— 16 kg TNT 500 - —=— 16 kg TNT
—A— 6 kg TNT
00 —4— 6kg TNT 450 - g
= g
£ £ 400
£ 1400 =
o0 [~
g 3 350
01200 f El
g % 300
m 1000 as0
800 200 | M\
600 L ! L I 150 : . . ’
RC Model A Model B Model C RC Model A Model B Model C
Coating method Coating method
P17 ASIR] R 7 3O BRI T R K2 5 R K18 NIRRT SO ST R B R
Fig. 17 Influence of coating methods Fig. 18 Influence of coating methods
on blasting length of beam on blasting depth of beam

32 EEBH%%H

FT 3 WRAF T 6. 8. 16 kg T8 I 0% 11 A1 3% IH0 PO B R4 JBE DL B MR TR, 18] 19~ [ 24 D 33t
2 fip kB K 3Lk v RN 1T P A BB A R s

Effective plastic strain
-2.0

-1.8
-1.6
-1.4
(b) Model A -1.2
- 1.0
-0.8
-0.6
(c) Model B - 0.4
-0.2
Lo

(d) Model C
B 19 6 kg TNT 00T S0k THT (1) 45 R AR 2 [

Fig. 19 Cloud images of effective plastic strain on the blasting surface of the beam under 6 kg TNT condition
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Effective plastic strain
2.0
[
-1.6

-1.4
(b) Model A -1.2

-1.0
-0.8
-0.6

(c) Model B -0.4
0.2
Lo

(d) Model C
5120 8 kg TNT Lo T Sk H 1A AV AR 2 ]
Fig. 20 Cloud images of effective plastic strain on the blasting surface of the beam under 8 kg TNT condition

E ! i Effective plastic strain

(a)RC -2.0
-1.8
-1.6
-1.4
-1.2
-1.0
-0.8
-0.6
(c) Model B - 0.4

0.2
Lo
(d) Model C

21 16 kg TNT T4 I GA0AR 1fi A9 5 08 14 vy A 2= (K]
Fig. 21 Cloud images of effective plastic strain on the blasting surface of the beam under 16 kg TNT condition

HRAE POZD i [ 5242 fish k3 KE AU IR 25 2R, 42 bk AF K POZD TR I RC 21 Jy ik S8 3wl 73 g At 2
S8en . R BB R B 3 AR, IR 25 iR o AR RO e J0U gk v 7 A AR AR T, R IR L B
AR A M, B0 W 2R MU R GG e AR P A, ORI TR BE L e 0, RO . B
5847« A0 AR T YR 5 - SR E, T TSR, DN e A B RS AR TR I R, v 1 S A T T R 0 i
TR BE R i v, AF 4200 VR S X H B 1) SR 5 03RS 20 TRERE R I i v, 2R 1 7 AR/ NIE TR I A
Ffy o 7B BB ADRRR TR T B BUE G, A 4 T SRR 2 /N B, v T R 2 i A DB S BT 5 0 T IR
b ERRE, TR U AR T R IR E L v, AR Z W, DA TR, R
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(a) RC
Effective plastic strain

2.0
I- 1.8
16
14
12
1.0
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
(¢) Model B Lo

(b) Model A

(d) Model C
5122 6 kg TNT .00 T G TR A 35 P i AR 2= ]
Fig. 22 Cloud images effective of plastic strain of beam side under 6 kg TNT condition

Effective plastic strain
-2.0
[
-1.6
-1.4
-1.2
-1.0
-0.8
-0.6
-0.4
0.2
(¢) Model B Lo

(b) Model A

(d) Model C
P23 8 kg TNT LU T 2200 Ifl i RO N AE = [
Fig. 23  Cloud images of effective plastic strain of beam side under 8 kg TNT condition
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Effective plastic strain
-2.0
[
-1.6
-1.4
-1.2
-1.0
-0.8
-0.6
-0.4
0.2
Lo

(b) Model A

(c) Model B

(d) Model C
Kl 24 16 kg TNT T80 T Z00 i (14 RSB R 2R 2= ]
Fig. 24 Cloud images of effective plastic strain of beam side under 16 kg TNT condition

- -

i |

—1

(a) Minor damage (b) Major damage (c) Very severe damage
25 POZD ¥ RC BN R S B R TE A5
Fig. 25 Local damage grade of POZD coated RC beams

% F HyperMesh Fll LS-DYNA k{4857 T POZD 7 78 M i IR Bk + 28, #5598 7 AR POZD 48
fLEFASR] TNT 32555 (6. 8. 16 kg) B RC Z2 25 4 1t il AR RN B 03 1% 5, I % A [A] POZD TR B A &
B PPROR EAT T VR4, KR iR KE R POZD 1478 RC RIS T 3 N RS %4, 158 LL T FEE5HE .

(1) Xf POZD % B 48 IS 3B . i HB AT . VU J& 9 RC F2 k47 422 fil 48 0 S0 (E S 00, 2% B Y ) 4 3
POZD 1B AR b, R E B 3, RAE NGRS POZD 1 i [0 R AR 55 25

(2) 7E 6. 8. 16 kg TNT 3 F .00, XF 3 Fjn [l 75 =X A P vk 6E 647 430 #r, & 0L D JH] 4. & POZD Ik
BE B Jom A5 Fe A5 4 TNT XY A58/ B, JEC T [ G 30 AR TOT 5 o [0 L el ) ) 2 SR R o o 15 2
TNT 44 B KT, JRC T R TO0S o [ %) o 1 Ak SR de 22, AR AP VR FH AT L6, PRG3R ik 4 POZD B il J
T B R 0 R B 2 DU ) f 25 1k A POZD B Y 2 £ .

(3) HEfl kR KE R (6, 8, 16 kg TNT 24 i), POZD 147 RC 2 4 il YRR 2 A0 5 1E 181 FF 70w YR . 0 v 7
TR | 75 T 52 B B R DA KB ph DD BRI, JFE SRy 580 0 T 43 DAy B g B8 Ay . o R S 403 AR A BB 3 AR
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Blast Resistance of POZD-Coated Reinforced Concrete Beams
under Contact Explosion

XUE Jianfeng', ZHANG Qiyue®, XU Honghao', WANG Wei?, LIU Tao', XIA Tao'

(1. 660 Design Institute of AVIC Jiangxi Hongdu Aviation Industry Group Co., Ltd., Nanchang 330024, Jiangxi, China,
2. Key Laboratory of Impact and Safety Engineering, Ministry of Education, Ningbo University,
Ningbo 315211, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: In order to obtain the anti-blast performance of polyisocyanate-oxazodone (POZD) coated
reinforced concrete beams under contact explosion, numerical simulation studies were carried out on
reinforced concrete beams of the same size. Hypemesh and LS-DYNA were used to establish the model of
POZD-coated reinforced concrete beams, and the failure modes and damage effects of POZD-coated
reinforced concrete beams under contact explosion were analyzed. The failure mode of ordinary reinforced
concrete beams under contact explosion was simulated and verified, the failure modes and damage
conditions of reinforced concrete beams under different POZD coating positions and different charge
amounts were studied, and the protective effects of different POZD coating positions were evaluated.

Keywords: contact explosion; reinforced concrete beam; polyisocyanate-oxazodone; anti-blast

performance; damage mode
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