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AHHOTAUMA

ObocHosaHue. B HacToslLee BpeMs B OTEYECTBEHHBIX M 3apyberHbIX aBTOMOOMNAX HapAgy C TOYEYHOW CBapKOM BCce
LUMpe MCMOMb3YITCA HOBbIE TEXHONOrMK COEQVHEHUN — KneeBble. MccnefoBaHye NpoYHOCTU COEQMHEHUSA, A TaKkKe BAuA-
HWUA CKOPOCTM AedopMaLmm 1 TONLUMHBI KNIEEBOr0 CNOA NMPY YOAPHOM Harpy»KeHUW Ha napaMeTpbl COeAMHEHWUA B aBTOMO-
bune ABNAETCA aKTyanbHOM TEXHUYECKOMN 3afjauel.

Lleny pabomesr — vccnenoBaHWe NpU YAAPHOM HarpyXeHWU BAMAHWA CKOpOCTU AedopMaumu U TOMLLMHBI KNeeBoro
C/10A Ha NapaMeTpbl KNEEBOr0 COeAMHEHMA (MPOYHOCTb, AedopMaLmMmM U Ap.), @ TaKKe OLEeHKa 3¢PEKTUBHOCTM Npeanarae-
MOro MoAMGMLMPOBaHHOIO MeTofa KanmMbpoBKU ANA MOLE/W KIEeBOro oA Ha NpuMepe Tpy64aToin KOHCTPYKLMM, 4acTo
NPUMEHAEMOM B CUIOBBIX 3/IEMEHTax aBTOMObUNA.

Mamepuanel u Memodel. IKcnepuMeHTaNbHbIE UCCIEO0BaHUA BbIMOAHEHbI NPY YOAPHOM HarpyXKeHUM CO CKOpOCThIO
yaapa 6,66 m/c (npu oceBoM ypaape) u 6,87m/c (npu bokoBoM yrape) rpysoM maccoi 22,3 Kr. MogenmpoBaHue ycnosui
paboTbl ocylecTeieHo B nporpamMMe LS-Oyna, 4To No3BOAMNO UCCNEAOBaThb HanpAKeHo-AedopMUPOBaHHbIE COCTOAHMA
(HLC) cKneeHHbIX TpybYaTbIX KOHCTPYKLMIA U OLLEHUTL NOMPELLHOCTb MOLENMPOBAHUA.

Pe3synomameoi. Ha 6a3e npoBefeHHbIX 3KCMEPUMEHTANbHBIX M PAacHETHBIX UCCRefoBaHUIM ANMHA paspyLUEHUA KIeeBoro
CoA NMpY YAApPHOW HarpysKe B CTaNbHbIX KOHCTPYKLMAX, coefuHeHHbIX KneeM Henkel EP 5055, Kopoye B cOeAMHEHMAX
C TonWuHoW Kneesoro cnof 0,5 MM, YeM B coeiMHEHUAX C TONLUMHOM Kneesoro cnoA 1 M. 06wian nedopMauma ckneeH-
HOM KOHCTPYKUMM Npu GOKOBOW yOapHOM Harpyske C TOMLMHOW KneeBoro cnofA 1 MM MeHblUe, YeM C TOJLLMHOW CrioA
0,5 MM, T. K. KNeeBoiA C/Ioi NornoLlaeT YyacTb 3Hepruu. lpy oceBoi yaapHOM HarpysKe OTAMYMA He3HauWTenNbHbI. [TorpeLwu-
HOCTW MOLENMPOBAHMA KEeBOro COEAMHEHWUS NPY YAAPHOM Harpy*eHWM Bbiin CyLLLECTBEHHO CHUMEHBI 33 CYET NpUMe-
HEHMA NpeLNoXKeHHOro MoaUdULMPOBaHHOr0 MeToga KannbpoBKM CBOWCTB KNEEeBOr0 C/OA C Y4eTOM BIMSHWUSA CKOpOCTU
AedopMaLMm 1 TONLLMHBI KNEeBOr0 CNOA B KOHEYHO-3/IEMEHTHOM Mogenu (Ha 15%).

3axnoyerue. TpakTMYeCKan LiEHHOCTb UCCNEOBAHWA 3aKMI04YaeTCcA B NPeAnoKeHHoW MoauPULMpOBaHHOW MOJENM,
YUMTLIBAKOLLEN BNIMAHME CKOPOCTM AedopMauun W TOMLLMHBI KNEEeBOro CNOA MPY YOapHOM HarpyweHWM Ha napametpbl
COEVHEHWA U NO3BOMAIOLLEN NOBLICUTb TOYHOCTb PACUETOB, @ TaKKe B PEKOMEHAALMAX MO HaWUTyYLLIEMY 3HAYEHMIO TON-
LUMHBI KNEEBOro CN0A B CKNEEHHBIX KOHCTPYKLUMAX aBToMobUe.

Knwoyessie cnoasa: LS—Dyna; KOHEe4HO0-3/1eMeHmHas ModerTs; HanﬂJtCE’HO—ae¢0pMUp060HHOB COCMOAHUE; K/eedoe coedUHeHUue;
HGHU6POBKO ceolicma mamepuarna.
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Study of the effects of deformation rate and adhesive
layer thickness under impact loading on parameters
of adhesive joints in a vehicle

Yi Liu, Roman B. Goncharov, Valery N. Zuzov

Bauman Moscow State Technical University, Moscow, Russia

ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: At the present time, new technologies of joints — adhesive joints — are used more and more widely along
with spot welding in domestic and foreign vehicles. Study of the joint strength and the influence of deformation rate and
the adhesive layer thickness under impact loading on the parameters of the joint in a vehicle is a relevant technical task.

AIMS: Study of the influence of deformation rate and the adhesive layer thickness on the adhesive joint parameters
(strength, deformation, etc.) under impact loading as well as evaluation of the efficiency of the proposed modified calibration
method for the adhesive layer model on the example of tubular structure, which is often used in the strength elements
of a vehicle.

METHODS: Experimental studies were carried out with impact loading at the speed of 6.66 m/s (the axial im-pact)
and 6.87 m/s (the side impact) with the mass of 22.3 kg. Simulation of operating conditions was performed in the LS-Dyna
software that made possible to study the stress-strain states (SSS) of adhesive-bonded tubular structures and to estimate
the simulation error.

RESULTS: Based on experimental and calculated results, the length of the adhesive layer failure under the impact loading
in the steel structures bonded with the Henkel EP 5055 adhesive is shorter in the joints with the 0.5 mm thick adhesive layer
than in the joints with the 1T mm thick adhesive layer. The total deformation of the bonded structure at the side impact loading
for the 1 mm thick adhesive layer is less than for the 0.5 mm thick layer, as the adhesive layer absorbs some of the energy.
For the axial impact loading, the differences are insignificant. Errors of adhesive joint simulation under impact loading have
been reduced significantly (by 15%) with using the proposed modified method of calibrating the adhesive layer properties
considering the influence of the deformation rate and the adhesive layer thickness in the finite element model.

CONCLUSIONS: The practical value of the study lies in the proposed modified model, considering the influence
of the deformation rate and the adhesive layer thickness under impact loading on the joint parameters and making possible
to improve simulation accuracy, as well as in recommendations for the best value of adhesive joint properties in adhesive-
bonded vehicle structures.

Keywords: LS-Dyna; finite-element model (FEM); stress-strain state; adhesive bonding; calibration of material properties.
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BBEOEHWUE

B cnyyae aBapuitHOro CTONKHOBEHWS B aBTOMobGune
4acTo BO3HMKalOT 6onbluve AedopMaumu, B TOM uuchne
“3-3a paspyLUeHUin B MeCTax ero CoeJMHEeHUN, YTO CTaBUT
nof yrpo3y be3onacHoCTb naccarkupoB. B HacTosLee Bpe-
MSl B OTEYECTBEHHbIX U 3apyberkHbIX aBTOMObUNAX Hapamy
C TOYEYHON CBAPKOM BCE LUMPE MCMONb3YIOTCA HOBbLIE TEX-
HONOrMK coefuHeHUn — Kneesble [1, 2].

/3BecTHO, YTO CBOMCTBA KNEeBbIX COEUHEHUI 3aBUCAT
OT TOJILLIMH KNEEeBOro CNos U oT ckopocTu aedopmaumin. Ha-
npvMep, B UccriefoBaHuu [3], nocne NpoBeaeHUA UCMbITaHUA
MNPV KBa3WCTaTUYECKOW HarpysKe Ha pacTAXeHWe COeaMHEH-
HbIX AeTanew (MNacTuH) BHaXNeCT ¢ PasnYHbIMU TONLLMHAMM
KneeBoro cnos bbiN CAeNaH BbIBOS, YTO MPOYHOCTb CTPYKTYPbI
CHUKaeTcA npu bonee TONCTLIX KneesblX crosx (puc. 1).
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Puc. 1. [padmK 3aBUCMMOCTM paspyLLaloLLLel CUAbl OT TOLLMHBI
KNeeBoro C/osi NPY KBA3WUCTaTUYECKOM HarpyHeHUM.

Fig. 1. The graph of destructive force vs. adhesive layer thickness
under quasi-static loading.

B pabote [4] pnA perkMMa Harpy:eHWA BepTUKaNbHOM
YOApHOW Harpy3KoW COOTBETCTBYIOLUME YPaBHEHMA ANA MO-
AEN1POBaHWA PaspyLUEHUA KOHCTPYKLMM CHayana 6binu
MpoaHanu3vpoBaHbl aHanUTUYecKu U Aanee 6binm nop-
rOTOBMEHbl AaHHble ANA pacyeTa B nporpamme LS-DYNA
C KOppeKuUMei HEeKOTOpbIX 3HAYEHUW Ha OCHOBE aHanW3a
pe3ynbTaToB IKCMEPUMEHTANbHBIX UCCeJ0BaHUM, YTO NO-
3BOSIUNO MONYYUTb B UTOME HEMMIOXYIO TOUHOCTb.

0fHaKo, KaK MoKasbIBaloT UCCNe0BaHUS NAacCMBHOM be3-
OMacHOCTW TPAHCMOPTHbLIX CPEACTB, XapaKTep HarpyeHuA
3HauMTENbHO 60Mee COMKHbIN M MHOr006pa3HbIiA, YeM TOJMbKO
KBa3WCTaTUYECKME HArpy3KW, W HamnpaBlieHbl OHW He TOSb-
KO NEpneHAMKYNAPHO HanpaBfieHUI0 TONMLMHBI KNeeBoro
cnon [5]. Moatomy cywecTByeT He06X0OMMOCTb B AanbHeN-
LUMX UCCNEN0BAHWUAX CTPYKTYPHOM MPOYHOCTW, HKECTKOCTU
1 aBapUMHON NPUrOOHOCTM KIEeBbIX COBAMHEHUN B TPAHC-
MOPTHBIX CPEACTBAX C YYETOM 3TUX 0COBEHHOCTEN.

LIE/Tb PABOTbI

Lenblo naHHOM p360TbI ABfiAeTcA wuccnegosaHue
B/IMAHMA CKOPOCTU ﬂeq)OpMaLLVIM N TOJNLWKMHbI Kneesoro
CNnoA Ha napaMeTpbl KieeBoro coeguHeHUA (I'IpO‘-IHOCTb,
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AedopMaumy U Op.) NpU YAAPHOM HArpyeHum, a TaKkKe
oueHKa 3QQeKTMBHOCTM npegnaraemMoro Moguduumpo-
BaHHOM0 MeToAa KannMbpoBKM ANA MOJENN KNeeBoro cros
Ha npuMepe Tpy64aToi KOHCTPYKLMM, YacTo NMPUMEHAEMON
B CUNOBbIX 31EMeHTax aBToMobunA.

3apauu 3ToM paboTbl 3aKNMIOHAIOTCA B CleayloLLeM:

1) npoBepeHMM 3KCnepUMEHTanbHbIX UCCNeA0BaHUM
ONA NOyYyeHna AaHHbIX 06 oblien gepopmaumm ckne-
eHHbIX KOHCTPYKLUMIA 1 HIC B KneBoM cnoe npu yaapHbIX
Harpy3Kax, COOTBETCTBYIOLLMX aBapUMHbLIM /1A aBTOMO-
bunei, 1 BepudMKaLMM pPacyeTHOro MOAENMPOBAHHUA;

2) YTOYHEHWW BNUAHWA TOMLLMHBI KNEEeBOro CNOA, a TaKMHe
BMMAHUA CKOPOCTM AedopMaLumM Ha MPOYHOCTb KOH-
CTPYKUMM Ha base aHanu3a pesynbTaToB 3KCMepUMeH-
TanbHbIX U3MEPEHUN;

3) oueHKe pasHbIx cnocoboB KanMbpoBKK NPY MOAENMPOBa-
HWW KNeeBbIX COeAMHEHNIA N0 NOrPELUHOCTU pe3ynbTaTos
pacyeToB MpU YAapHbIX Harpyskax no Tpy6uaTtom KoH-
CTPYKLMM B NOMEpeYHOM 1 NpoA0SIbHOM HanpaBieHMsX.

3KCNEPUMEHTAJIbHOE
UCCJIEAOBAHUE

OpHol M3 npegnoyvTUTENbHBIX 30H B aBTOMobwie
[JIA UCNOJNb30BAHUA KNEeBOro COEAMHEHUS MOMET OblTh
COeIMHEHME MeXay NaHenAMM U 371IeMEHTaMM KapKacHOro
TMNa (Hapy*KHble M BHYTPEHHWE MaHenu KamnoToB, [ABepew,
KpblleK bararkHuKa v ap.). Mpu ¢poHTaNbHbLIX CTONKHOBE-
HWUAX aBTOMObMNen OedopMaLmaA TaKUX INIEMEHTOB MOXKET
MMeTb NPEUMYLLIECTBEHHbIA XapaKTep B BUOe CMATUSA, 0Ce-
BOM0O CXaTuA 1 U3ruba.
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Puc. 2. lpuHUMnranbHan cxeMa sKCNepUMeHTa.
Fig. 2. Schematic diagram of the experiment.
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JKCNEepUMEHT NpOBOAMACA MPU YOAPHOM Harpy*eHWum
B COOTBETCTBMM C MOCTaBMIEHHbIMM 33afavamu. CxeMa aKc-
MepUMEHTa UM 3KCMEPUMEHTANbHOM YCTaHOBKM MOKa3aHbl
Ha pwc. 2.

O6paseL, MofnyyeH CKNEUBAHWMEM MPAMOYrONbHOIO OT-
KpbITOro npouna oMera-obpasHon GopMbl C JIUCTOM,
KaK nokaszaHo Ha puc. 3. TonwmMHa BCeX 31EMEHTOB CO-
ctansAeT 1 MM. Takne KOHCTPYKLMM LLUMPOKO UCMONb3YIOTCA
B KabMHaX U1 Ky30BaX KOMECHBIX MALLMH.

25/1

Kieepoe coelnHeHne

Puc. 3. ®opma obpasua AnA 3KCNepUMEHTOB.
Fig. 3. Shape of the specimen for experiments.
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TonwwmHa KieeBoro cnoA 3afaBanack B [BYX BapuaHTax —
0,5 MM 1 1 MM — KoTopble SBNAKOTCA 0OLIMHOM TOSLLMHOM
KNeeBoro Cros, UCMonb3yeMoro B aBTOMOOMNECTPOEHMM.

B KauectBe KneeBoro Martepuana 6bin BblbpaH
Henkel EP 5055. 3T0 BbICOKOMPOYHbIA KOHCTPYKLMOHHDIN
KNnem, KOTOpbIM MOXHO WCMONb30BaTb ANA CKEUBaAHWA
KOHCTPYKLMIA aBTOMOOMNEN KaK M3 CTanu, Tak U U3 aioMu-
HWEBLIX CMNaBOB MM KOMNO3WUTOB. OCHOBHbIE NapaMeTpbl
npeacTaBfeHbl B Tabn. 1.

[nA vcnbiTalnia 6bin BbIGpaH rpy3 Maccom 22,3 Kr, KoTo-
pbifi cBOHOAHO NafaeT ¢ BbICOTHI 2,26 MeTpa. IHeprua yaapa
paBHa 495 [I. B utore cKopocTb yaapa no obpasuy B Mo-
MEHT KacaHWA cocTaBnifet 6,66 M/c. Mpu 3ToM cTaBunach
3afjaya CornacoBaHuA C PerKUMaMM UCMbITAHWIA Ha MaccuB-
Hyto 6e30macHoCTb.

WcnbiTaHnsa npoBoamnuck OnA OBYX PEHMMOB: OCe-
BOW yaap M nonepeyHbi (bokosoi). MNpy oceBoM ypape
HUXKHAA YacTb [eTanu HecTKo QUKCMpyeTca, yaap npu-
X0OMTCA B BEPXHIOKW YacTb Tpy6nbl. Mpu 6oKoBOoM ynape
NPOTUBOMONOMKEHHbIE KOHLbI TPYObl BAOMb OAMHHOM CTO-
POHbI 3aKPENnAIOTCA, a yaap NPUXOAUTCA B LiEHTPanbHYIo
obnactb.

06pa3ubl nocne UCMbITaHWUI Ha 0CEBYIO YapHYI0 Harpys-
Ky MOKa3aHbl Ha puc. 4. TonwmHa cnoa Knea B obpasuax:
a-05mMM, b-1,0mm.

U3 atux doTtorpadmin BUOHO, YTO CKNEEHHAA KOHCTPYK-
LMA NoJBeprKeHa paspyLLEHMIO KIeeBOro C/ioA B BEpXHeN
yacTu. [nvHbI paspyLueHnA KNeeBoro Cnos, KoTopble omnpe-
LEeNANVCb BU3YanbHO, NPUBEAEHEI B Tabn. 2.

Ta6bnuua 1. MexaHudeckue cBolicTea kneesoro Matepuana Henkel EP 5055
Table 1. Mechanical properties of the Henkel EP 5055 adhesive material

Mapka Henkel EP 5055

MnoTHoCTb 0,9 r/cM?
MpoyHocTb Ha paspbiB (DIN 1465)

HuskoTeMnepaTtypHoe oTBepAeHME 18-22 MMNa
BeicokoTeMnepaTypHoe oTBepHaeHue >20 MMa
Wcnbitahme Ha otcnamanme (DIN EN 1SO 11339 MaKcuManbHan Harpyska Ha eiMHULY WWPUHBI, >1 H/Mm
MPUNOXKEHHOW NpY pa3feneHnn)

WcnbitaHue Ha yaapHoe oTcnamsanve (/SO 11343 MakcMManbHaA Harpyska Ha eauHULY WUPKHBI, >15 H/mMm
MPUNOKEHHOW NpU pa3feneHunm)

Mogaynb ynpyrocTu 1500 MMa

Tabnuua 2. 30Hbl paspyLLUEHWA 1 U3MEHEHUA A/IMH 06pa3LLoB NPU 0CEBOM yOapHOW Harpy3Ke
Table 2. Failure zones and specimen length changes after axial impact loading

[nvHa 30HbI paspyluenus, MM

DOnuHa obpasua, MM

WcnbiTyeMblit 0bpasel B neBoit yacTu obpasua B npagoit yacTu obpasua nepen nocne
yAapom ynapa
ot ao ot ao
TonwwuHa cnoa knea 0,5 MM 0 260 0 230 500 488
TonwmHa cnos knes 1 MM 0 290 0 400 500 485

DOl https://doi.org/10.17816/2074-0530-108818
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Puc. 4. 06pasubl nocie MCMbITaHWI Ha OCEBYI0 YOapHYI0 Ha-

TPY3Ky.
Fig. 4. The specimens after the axial impact loading tests.

KoHTaKkTHaA cvuna npu yaape vM3MepAnach Aatumkamy,
U ee U3MeHeHWe NOKa3aHo Ha puc. 5.

MaKcuManbHoe 3Ha4YeHWe KOHTAKTHOM CUbl COCTaBAAET
10 643 H. MpuunHa noABneHMA [OBYX MUKOB 3aKJll0YaeTcA
B TOM, 4TO MOJIOTOK MOC/e ydapa NOAnpbIrMBaeT BBEpX,
a 3aTeM CHOBa NajaeT Nof AEeNCTBUEM CUTbl TAMKECTH.

Ona n3mepexna negopMaumm KOHCTPYKUMM Bbinv Bbl-
bpaHbl TPU TOYKM Ha KOHCTPYKLUMMW. PacnonoxeHue Touek
MOKasaHo Ha pwc. 6.

C noMoLLbo TEH30METPOB, NMPUKIEEHHBIX K NOBEPXHOCTM
KOHCTPYKLMM, 6bIM NoflyyeHbl AegopMauun OA Kampoom
13 Tpex Touek (puc. 7).

Kak BMOHO U3 NpuBEAEHHbIX Bbile AaHHbIX, 061acTb
Pa3spyLLEHWA KNIEEBOr0 C/IOA KOHCTPYKUMWU C TOMLLMHOW
KneeBoro cnosi 1 MM 6ofibLUe, YeM Y KOHCTPYKLMM C TON-
WmMHoM Kneesoro cnosa 0,5 MM, a pedopmauma B obnactu
MaKCMMAaNbHbIX 3HAYEHUN Y KOHCTPYKLMKU C TOMLLMHOM
KneeBoro cnoA 1 MM CyLLECTBEHHO BbILLE, YeM Y OpYrux
KOHCTPYKUMWA. 06Lian nedopMaLmA KOHCTPYKLMM Mpu oce-
BOM yOapHOW Harpyske C TONLLMHOM Kneesoro cnoA 1 MM
He oTAMYaeTcA oT JedopMauun C TONLUMHOWM KNeeBoro
cnoA 0,5 MMm.
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Puc. 6. PacnonomeHue ToueK ana u3MepeHna fehpopMaLmn KoH-
CTPYKLMM.
Fig. 6. Location of points for measuring the structure deformation.
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Puc. 7. [ledopMauma ToueK npu oceBoM YAapHOM Harpy3ke B KOHCTPYKLMM C TOJILLMHOM Kneesoro cnos: @ — 0,5 MM; b — 1 MM,
Fig. 7. Point deformation under axial impact loading in the structure with the adhesive layer thickness of :a — 0.5 mm; b — 1 mm.
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Puc. 8. 06pa3ubl nocne UCnbiTaHUi Ha GOKOBYIO YaapHYI0 HAarpy3Ky: @ — To/LLMHA Kneesoro cos 0,5 MM; b — ToNLLMHA KeeBoro cios
1,0 Mm.

Fig. 8. The specimens after the side impact loading tests : @ — the adhesive layer thickness is 0.5 mm; b — the adhesive layer thickness
is 1.0 mm.

Tabnuua 3. Mecra pa3spyLueHusi U U3MeHeHWA JJIMH 06pa3LoB Npy HOKOBOW yAapHOM Harpy3Ke
Table 3. Failure locations and specimen length changes after side impact loading

[nuHa 30HbI paspywenns, MM DOnuna obpasua, MM
WcnbiTyeMbiii o0bpasew, B neBo# yactu obpasua B npaBoii yacTu obpasua nepea nocne
yaapom yaapa
or 1o or 1o
TonwwmHa kneesoro cnod 0,5 MM 90 150 40 190 500 435
TonwwuHa Kneesoro cnos 1,0 MM 0 300 180 420 500 453
12 000
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e 8000
3
§ 6000
&
E 4000
2000
) I BN | n
-2000
0 0,005 0,01 0,015 0,02 0,025 0,03 0,035 0,04
Bpems, ¢

Puc. 9. /3MeHeHWe KOHTaKTHOM Cvibl Mpu 6OKOBOM yaape.
Fig. 9. Contact force time-domain changes during side impact.
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Puc. 10. [ledopmaumu obpa3LioB npu 60KOBOM yaape: a — TONLLMHA KneeBoro cos B obpasue 0,5 MM; b — ToNLWMHA KneeBoro cos
1,0 MM.

Fig. 10. Deformations of specimens during side impact: a —the adhesive layer thickness of the specimen is 0.5 mm; b — the adhesive
layer thickness of the specimen is 1.0 mm.
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Banku nocne bokoBoro ynapa nokasaHbl Ha puc. 8.

[nnHbI 30H pa3pyLUeHWA KNeeBOro COBOUHEHMA Y Kiiee-
HbIX KOHCTPYKLMI NpuBefeHbl B Tabn. 3.

Kak BUAHO M3 npuBefeHHbIX BbILE JaHHbIX, pa3pyLue-
HUe KNeeBOro COeAMHEHWA B KOHCTPYKLMM C TOMLLUHOM
Kneesoro cioA 1 MM 6bonee cepbesHoe, YEM C TOMLLMHOM
0,5 MM. KoHcTpyKummM ¢ bonee TONCTbIM KNEeBbIM CHOEM
bonee noaBepKeHbI pa3pyLUEHUIO KNEEBOr0 CoA (MK ero
nonHoMy pactpeckuBanuio). OgHako gedopmauma usrmba
CKNEEHHOM KOHCTPYKLMM ¢ TonwmHoM 1,0 MM MeHbLUe, YeM
¢ TonwmHow 0,5 Mm.

KoHTaKTHas cuna npu ynape Take U3Mepanach gatyu-
Kamu (puc. 9).

Ha puc. 10 nokasaHbl rpa¢uku M3MeHeHU aedpopMa-
LMK, 3aMepEHHBIX C MOMOLLbI0 TEH30METPUYECKUX AaTyM-
KOB, HaKNEEHHbIX B TPEX TOUKAX 06pasLioB NPy UCMbITAHMAX
npu 60KOBOW y[ApPHOM Harpy3ke.

Kak BUAHO M3 NpuBeAEHHbIX BbILLE IKCNEPUMEHTASbHbIX
pe3ynbTaToB, MUKOBaA KOHTaKTHaA CWNia OCTaeTcA Npak-
TYecku noctoAHHoOM u coctaendAeT 10 925 H. OcHoBHas
obnactb gedopMaLymM HaxoOMTCA B LIEHTPE, T. €. B MecTe
yoapa. Ha gByx KoHuax o6pasuoB (B 30Hax onupaHus)
He BO3HMKaEeT 3HauMTeNbHbIX AedopMaLyi.

MOJE/NUPOBAHUE

RNEEBOI0 COEAUHEHUA
MOOWOULNPOBAHHBIM METO0M
KOPPEKLIUW CBOWUCTB KNEA

B MPOrPAMMHOM OBECINEYEHUU
LS-DYNA

BaHeMwen 3amayei MccnenoBaHUA KNEeHbIX aB-
TOMOOW/BHBIX KOHCTPYKLUMI NpW yAape ABAAETCA TaKoe
MOAeNnpoBaHue 3TUX COeAMHEHWMN, KOTOpoe MO3BOAWUT
NPOBOAMTL ANMTENbHbIE N0 BPEMEHM pacyeTbl, TEM He Me-
Hee Kak MHOroBapWaHTHbIe M C NofyveHneM TpebyeMoii
TOYHOCTW.

0HUM U3 Hanbonee NOAXOAALLMX C 3TUX NO3ULUIA AB-
NIAETCA MeTOL KOPPEKLMK CBOWCTB KieA B Modenu [6].

Bnuaxne ckopoctu pedopMauum Ha xapaKkTepucCTUKM
a[ire3aMoHHOr0 CN10A onucaHo B muccnenosanun [7]. Mocne
yyeTa BNMAHWA CKOPOCTM AeopMaLMmM Ha CBOWCTBA Kiee-
BOro MaTepuana, COOTBETCTBYIOLLME KIOYeBLIE NapaMeTpbl
MONY4YeHHOr0 afresMoHHOro CioA Heobxo4MMO BapbUpo-
BaTb CNeayioLmMM 06pasoM:

()
J=J, lele)
lg(e)
Ig(&)

roe J — ¢aktuueckan sHepruA paspylleHus; J, — CTaH-
[apTHaA 3HepruA paspyLleHus; € — pakTMUEeCKan CKOpoCTb
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AedopMaumnu; €; — CKOpocTb fedopMaLnmn, Npu KoTopon
OMpeRenAKTCA CBOWCTBA MaTepuana; 0 — pakTMYeCKni npe-
Aen TeKy4ecTn npu cKkopocTn fedopMauuu €; o, — npegen
TEKY4eCTU Npy U3MepeHnn no ctaHgaptam [8-10].

B pabotax [11, 12] 6bin0 UccneaoBaHO BAMAHME TONLLM-
Hbl KNEEBOr0 CNOA Ha ero NPOYHOCTb. B YacTHoCTM BbIABNE-
HO, YTO NpYU MOLENMPOBAHWM KMEEBbIX CI0EB, IAe pasHuLa
MeXay GaKkTU4eCKon U MOAEeNMpyeMoii TONLLMHOM KNeeBoro
C/OA CYLLECTBEHHAA, YTO MOMKET CU/IbHO MOBAMATL Ha TOY-
HOCTb MOJeNVpoBaHuA. MeToR KOppPeKTUPOBKKM MpeAnona-
raet cnegyloLee:

E,=E,-H/
csOa _GOb '
Eta :Etb Hh

roe E, E, — mopynb [0Hra knea ¢ MogenuposaHHow (a)
n dakTuueckon (b) TonwmHamu; H, h — MofenvMpoBaHHan
¥ daKTMYecKan TONLUMHA KNeeBoro Cof; Oy, Op, — Npeae-
Nbl TEKYYECTM 3/IEMEHTA C MOJEIMPOBAHHON U PaKTUYECKOM
TonwmHamy; E,, E,, — Moaynu 3aTBepAieHnA anemMeHTa ¢ Mo-
LOENUPOBaHHOM U (aKTUYECKOW TOSLLMHAMM.

MpennaraeM 06beAWMHUTL 3TU Ba MeToa KanubpoBKM

cnegylowmm obpasom:

Eath-%

- 8
Coa =O0s lg(e,)

E, =E, %

MeTopn 6yneM Ucnonb3oBaTh Kak Npu MOAenMpoBaHnUM
0CeBbIX, TaK M NoMNepeyHbIX yAapoB ANA KOHCTPYKLUMM, UC-
Monb3yeMoM B IKCMIEPVUMEHTE, C Liefblo OLLEHKM NOrpeLUHo-
CcTel MOAENMPOBaHWA KaKk C KanubpoBKoW, Tak 1 6e3 Hee.

MogenvpoBaHu1e NpoBoAMAM B MPOrPaMMHOM KOMIEK-
ce LS-Dyna. Pesynbtathl npefcTasnedbl Ha puc. 11. 3oHbl
paspyLUEHUs KNEeBOro COEAMHEHWS MPU OCEBOM yaape
B 3KCMepUMeHTe MoKasaHbl Ha puc. 11, a. [Insa pacyeTHoro
onpeneneHns MecT paspyLieHWA COeAMHEHUA ObiNo Bbl-
MOSIHEHO MOJeNMpOBaHWe C NpeanaraeMoin KanubpoBKoM
(puc. 11, b) v 6e3 kanubposkm (puc. 11, c). [Ans oueHKM
BMIMAHWA TOJILLMHbI KNEEBOr0 CNOA U CKOpPOCTU AedopmaLuu
6bII0 NPOBEJIEHO TaKKe MOLENMPOBaHUE TOMBKO C Y4ETOM
ofHoro ¢axTopa: ckopoctu aedpopmaumm (puc. 11, d) u Ton-
LUMHBI KNeeBoro coefuHeua (puc. 11, e).

U3 puc. 11 BuaHo, YTO pesynbTaThl MOJENUPOBaAHUA
K3M c npegnaraeMoi KannbpoBKoii NapamMeTpoB MaTepua-
fla C y4eTOM BAIUSHWA CKOpOCTU AedopMaLvu U TONLLMHBI
KneeBoro cnoA Hambonee 61M3KM K 3KCNEPUMEHTaNbHBIM
pe3ynbtataM. Mogenb 6e3 KanubpoBKM WMMeeT 6onbLuyio
PasHMLY MO CPaBHEHMIO C IKCMEPUMEHTANbHBIM pe3ynibTa-
TOM. Ecv yunThIBaTh TONBKO BNMAHME CKOPOCTY fedopMa-
UMM WU TONLLMHBI KNIEEBOTO CJI0A, TO A/IMHA paspyLUeHuA

257



258

TRANSPORT
AND TRANSPORT-TECHNOLOGICAL SYSTEMS

[zvestiya MGTU «MAMI»

1

30HEI paspymeHHa
30HEI paspyIIeHAA
30HBI paspyIICHHA
30HBI paspymeHHA

30HBI paspyIIeHHA

30HBI paspylIeHAA

Puc. 11. 30Hbl paspyLleHA KNeeBoro COeAUHEHUA: @ — B IKCMEPUMEHTE; b — NpWU MOOEeNUPOBaHUM C NpefiaraeMoi KanubpoBKoi;
€ — Npy MoAEeNMpoBaHWUY 6e3 Kannbposkw; d — NP MOAENMPOBAHMM C Y4ETOM BIUAHWA TOMBKO CKOPOCTM fedopMaLmy; e — npu Moje-
NMPOBAHMM C YYETOM BAIMAHMA TONBKO TOMLLMHBI KIEEBOr0 COEAMHEHNA.

Fig. 11. Failure zones of the adhesive joint: a — in the experiment; b — in the simulation with the proposed calibration; ¢ — in the simulation
without the calibration; d — in the simulation with considering the deformation rate influence only; e — when simulating with considering

the adhesive joint thickness influence only.

KneeBoro cioa 6o 6onblue, MM60 MeHbLLE, YeM daKTUYe-
CKaA AnuHa.

Conocraeutb HIC atnx K3M, ouenntb pacnpegenenue
HanpAXeHnn 1 aegopMaLmin B HUX MOXHO no puc. 12 1 13,
Co0TBETCTBEHHO. Ha puc. 12 n 13 TaKe OnA cpaBHeHMA
npeAcTaBneHbl pesynbTaTbl MOAENMPOBaHUA TOMBKO C yuye-
TOM OJHOr0 BAMAIOLLEr0 (aKTopa: CKopocTv dedopMaumu
(puc. 12, ¢, puc. 13, €) 1 TOMWMHBI KNEEBOr0 CoeaNHEHUA
(puc. 12, c, puc. 13 d).

Kak BuAaHO M3 puc. 12, HanpAMKeHWA cocpefoToYeHb
B OCHOBHOM B 30HE KOHTaKTa C YapHUKOM U B 30HE HUMKHEN
onopbl. KpoMe TOro, 3HaYeHWA MaKCWMMaslbHOr0 Hampse-
HMA oaMHaKoBbl (06a 278 Ma).

Effective Stress (v-m)
2.780e+02 _
2. 5020+02 _
2. 2240402
1. 946e+02
1.668e+02 |

Effective Stress (v-m)
2.7800402 _
2. 5022402 _
2. 2240402
1. 9460402
1. 668e+02

Ha puc. 13 gna kaxpgoro pesynsTtata nokasaHbl pac-
npenenexva gedopmaumii Tpybuaton KoHCTpyKumm: (1) —
B (pOHTaNbHOM HanpasneHuu; (2) — B 06nacTy KoHTaKTa
C YAapHWKOM; (3) — B 0611aCTM KOHTaKTa C OMOpOA.

Kak BugHo 13 puc. 13, MakcuManbHasA gedopMauma B He-
KanubposaHHo K3IM coctaenser 1.82, a MakcuMarbHas ae-
dopmaumna B kanmbposaHHon K3IM — 1.26. [ina mogenu ¢ yqe-
TOM BNIVAHWUA TONBKO TONLLMHBI KIIEEBOrO CNI0A MaKCMMarbHaA
pedopMaumna paeHa 0.32, a ¢ y4eTOM BAIMAHUM TOMBKO CKOPO-
ctn gedopmaumm — 1.48. OcHoBHbIE AedopMaumm cocpeoTo-
YeHbl B 0671aCTM KOHTaKTa C YAAPHUKOM WM OMOpoA.

[nuHbl 0bnacTelt ¢ paspyLLeHHbIM KNEeBbIM CIIOeM, No-
Nly4eHHble pacyeTHbIM MyTEM C MOMOLLbI0 pa3HbIX MeToL0B

Effective Stress (v-m)

. 2. 7800402 _
; ' 2.5020402 |
i:

Effective Stress (v-m)
2. 780e+02 _
2.511e+02 _
2. 242e+02
1. 974e+02 :I
1. 705e+02 _|

1. 436e+02 _

2. 224e+02

1. 9460+02
1. 668e+02 |
1. 390e+02 _
. 112e

Puc. 12. PacnpegeneHne HanpsyeHUU TpyBHOM KOHCTPYKLMIA C TOMLLMHOM KieeBoro coeauHenus 0,5 MM npu 0ceBOM yaapHOM Ha-
rpyxenuu K3M: a — ¢ npegnaraeMoit KanubpoBKoif; b — 6e3 KanmMbpoBKM CBOWCTB KIIEEBOI0 MaTepuana; ¢ — C Y4eTOM BIIMAHUM TOJbKO
cKopocTu JedopMauuy; d — ¢ y4eTOM BAMAHWA TONBKO TOMLLUMHBI KNEEBOr0 COeAUHEHUA.

Fig. 12. Stress distribution of the tubular structure with the adhesive joint thickness of 0.5 mm under axial impact loading of the FE
model: a — with the proposed calibration; b — without the calibration of adhesive properties; ¢ — with considering the deformation rate
influence only; d — with considering the adhesive joint thickness influence only.
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Puc. 13. Pe3ynbrathl pacnpenenequnii ge¢popMaLmm Tpyb4aTon KOHCTPYKLMIA C TOMLLMHOM KneeBoro coefnHenns 0,5 MM npu ynapHoM
HarpyxeHuu K3IM: a — 6e3 kannbpoBKu; b — ¢ npeanaraeMoi KanvbpoBKoI CBOICTB KNEeBOM0 Matepuana; ¢ — € Y4ETOM BAMAHWM TONBKO
cKopocTu gedopMauuy; d — ¢ y4ETOM BAMAHWA TONBKO TOMLLUMHBI KNEEBOM0 COEAUHEHNUA.

Fig. 13. Results of strain distributions of the tubular structure with the adhesive joint thickness of 0.5 mm under impact loading of the
FE model: @ — without the calibration; b — with the proposed calibration of adhesive properties; ¢ — with considering the deformation rate
influence only; d — with considering the adhesive joint thickness influence only.

Tabnuua 4. 3oHbl paspyLueHna U gedopMaumnin 06pasLoB C ToNLWMHOW Kneeoro cnoA 0,5 MM npu MofenMpoBaHUM ¢ KanubpoBKom

Mnpy 0CEBOM YAapHOM Harpyske

Table 4. Failure zones and deformations of components in axial impact loading simulation with the calibration

[1nMHa 30HbI pa3pylueHus, MM
OnuHa obpasua

YcnoBus nonyyeHuA pe3ynbTaTtoB

B neBoii yacTu obpasua

B npaBo# yacTu obpasua nocne yaapa,

MM
ot Ao ot Ao
JIKcnepmMeHT 0 260 0 230 488
MogenupoBaHme ¢ KanmbpoBKoM 0 248 0 234 482
MogenvpoBaHue 6e3 KanubpoBKK: — NepBas 30Ha 0 230 0 254 473
— BTOpaA 30Ha 264 500 290 500
MogenupoBaHme ¢ KanmMbpoBKOM C Y4ETOM BIMAHUA 0 386 0 386 474
TONBKO CKOpOCTU AedopMaLum
MopnenupoBaHue ¢ KanMbpPOBKOW C y4eTOM BAMAHUA 0 204 0 210 481

TONIbKO TOJLLMHbBI KNneeBoro cnoA

KanubpoBKM M 6e3 KanMbpOBKM CBOICTB KNeA U 3KCnepu-
MeHTaNbHO, 6bIN M3MEPEHbI U CBEAEHbI B TabJ. 4.
CpaBHeHWe 3TUX pe3ynbTaToB NOKa3bIBaeT, YTo NPy oce-
BOM YAapHOM HarpyeHun NorpeLuHoCTb pe3ynbTaToB Mo-
AeN1pOBaHUA C WUCNONb30BaHWUEM KanuMOpPOBKM CBOWCTB
MaTepuana C y4eToM TOMLMHbI KNEeeBoro CNof U CKOpo-
cTn gedopmaumm coctaBnseT 3,5%, npu MogenMpoBaHum
6e3 KanubpoBkum — 70%. Ecnu KoppeKTupoBaTb CBOM-
CTBa MaTepuana C Y4YeTOM BAMAHWUA TONIbKO CKOPOCTM

D0l https://doi.org/10.17816/2074-0530-108818

AedopMaLmm, norpeLHoCTb MoJenMpoBaHuaA paBHa 58,7%,
a eCnu yuuTbiBaTb TOBKO BUAHWE TONLUMHBI KNEeBOro
coeamHeHna — 15,5%. C TOYKM 3peHWUA U3MEHEHMA OMWHbI
[eTanei, NorpeLlHoCTb pe3ynbTaToB MOAENMPOBaHUA CO-
CTaBfIAET: C MCMOMb30BaHMEM Kanubposku — 1,23%, be3 Ka-
nmbposku — 3,1%. [ina K3M c kannbpoBKoW C y4eToM BInA-
HWA TOMbKO CKOpoCTW AedopMaumu norpeluHocts — 2,87%,
a ansa K3M ¢ KanmMbpoBKoM ¢ y4eTOM BANAHUA TONBKO TON-
LLMHBI Kneesoro cnod — 1,43%.
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30HBI pa3spyIIeHHA
30HEI pa3pymeHHA

Puc. 14. Pe3ynbtathl MogenupoBaHuA npu 0CeBOM YAapHOM
HarpysKke QNA KOHCTPYKLMU C TOMLLMHOM KneeBoro cnos: @ —
0,5MM; b—1 MM.

Fig. 14. Results of the axial impact loading simulation for
the structure with the adhesive layer thickness of: @ — 0.5 mm;
b-1mm.
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M3 npuBeneHHbIX Bbille pe3ynbTaToB BMAOHO, YTO WC-
nonb3oBaHVWe MeTOLOB KanubpoBKM CBOWMCTB MaTepuana
C YY4eTOM BNIMAHMM TOJNLLUMHBI KNEEeBOro C/0A U CKOPOCTU
nedopMaumum B KIM MoeT NOBbICUTL TOYHOCTb MOAENM-
poBaHus.

[anee 6bI110 NpoBeieHO MCCeoBaHME MOMPELLHOCTEN
MOJENMPOBaHNA C UCMONb30BaHMEM METOA0B Kanmbpos-
KM ONA KOHCTPYKLUMM C pasHOM TOMLLMHOM KNEeeBoro cnos
Mo CPaBHEHMIO C IKCMEPUMEHTOM. Pe3ynbTathl Mogennpo-
BaHUA ANA KNEEeHbIX KOHCTPYKLMIA C pasfIMuHOMN TOMLUMHOM
KNeeBoro /10l NPy 0CEBOM YAApPHOM Harpy:eHuu rnokasa-
Hbl Ha puc. 14,

InvHa paspyweHna Kneesbix cnoes, 06wan gedgopma-
LMA KOHCTPYKLMI U 3HEPrUA MOrNOLEHNA KNeeBoro Criof,
Mony4YeHHbIe NO pe3yfbTaTaM pacyeTa B NPOrPaMMHOM KOM-
nnexkce LS-Oyna, npuBefeHbl B Tabn. 5.

AHanu3 noxasbiBaeT, 4To CpeaHAA NOrpeLlHOCTb A/INHbI
pa3pyLUeHNA KNeeBOro CoeAMHEHNA NpU 0CEBOM yaape Co-
ctaBnfet 3,5% nnA o6beKTa C TONLMHOW KNeeBoro ciof
0,5 MM 1 7,9% ana TonwuHel 1 MM. lMorpewHocTs B 06-
e pedopMaumm KneeHon cTpyKkTypbl coctaenaeT 1,23%
onsa cnoa tonwmHon 0,5 MM mn 0,2% onA cnos ToNLMHON

Tabnuua 5. 3oHbl paspyLLeHua, NepeMeLLeHNA U SHEPrUA NOrNOLLEHUA NPYU MOAENMPOBAHNM NPY 0CEBOI YAAPHOM Harpy3Kke
Table 5. Failure zones, displacement, and absorption energy after axial impact loading

30HbI paspyLlieHua Kneesoro cnod, MM ﬂJWIHa aetanu, MM 3Heprm|
B nesoii yac B npaBoit yac norMolena
Nesou Hactu Npasou Hact KneeBoro cnos
CKneeHHaA KOHCTPYKLMA ofpasia ofpasisa nepen nocne 109 T
yAapom yaapa
ot no ot no
TonwwuHa Kneesoro cnos 0,5 MM 0 248 0 234 500 482 248
TonwwuHa Kneesoro cnof 1 MM 0 325 0 385 500 486 325
10
? 6
w
©
§ —
a’ o
e
2
g o
= 2 WA\
& ) W w/\/\f“/ v
0 A I I I /\'\ I
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Puc. 15. KapTHa M3MeHeHUI KOHTAKTHOMN Cuibl MeXAY YAAPHUKOM M KOHCTPYKLIMEN NpW 0CEBOM YAAPHOM HarpysKeHuMm.
Fig. 15. The time-domain changes in the contact force between the striker and the structure during axial impact loading.
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1 MM. TornoLleHHan aHeprvA KieesbIM COEM NpU ero Ton-
wyHe 1 MM Mpy 0CEBOM YapHOM HarpyxeHum Ha 23,69%
BbiLLe, YeM npu TonwmHe 0,5 MM.

N3MeHeHWe KOHTaKTHOM CUbI MeKy YAAPHUKOM U KOH-
CTPYKLMEN BO BpEMA 0CEBOI0 YAapa, MoayYeHHOE B pe3yb-
TaTe pacyeToB, NMOKa3aHo Ha puc. 15. MorpewHocTb pesynb-
TaTOB MOfENMPOBaHMA cocTaBnseT 6,32% no cpaBHEHWIO
C IKCMEPUMEHTOM.

KapTuHbl pacyeTHbIX eopMUPOBaHHbIX COCTOAHMI 06-
pa3LoB Np1 6OKOBOM yAape MoKasaHbl Ha puc. 16.

N3MeHeHMe KOHTAKTHOM CUNbl MEXAY YAAPHWUKOM
M KOHCTPYKLMEN Bo BpeMA HOKOBOro yaapa, mosyyeHHoe
B pe3ynbTare pacyeToB, NoKa3aHo Ha puc. 17. MNorpewHocTb
pe3ynbTaTtoB MOAENMPOBaHUA cOCTaBNAET 6,69% no cpaBHe-
HUIO C 3KCMEPUMEHTOM.

[OnuHa paspywenua kneesbix cnoes, oblas aedpopma-
LA KOHCTPYKLMI W 3HEprvA NOrfoLLeHna KNeesoro cros,
nony4eHHble Mo pesynbTaTaM pacyeTa B NPOrpaMMHOM KOM-
nnexce LS-Oyna, npuseaeHsl B Tabnuue 6.

AHanu3 nokasblBaeT, YTo CpeHAA NOrpeLwHOCTb JJIHbI
pa3pyLUEHWA KNeeHOro coefuHeHWA npu 6OKOBOM yaape

Tom 16, N8 3, 2022
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i | 3oHEI paspymerua
T

Puc. 16. KaptuHbl pacyeTHbiXx Ae¢OpMUMPOBaHHBLIX COCTOAHWM
06pa3LioB npy 6OKOBOM yHape Npy TOJLLMHE KNEeeBoro Cnos: a —
0,5MM; b—1 MM,

Fig. 16. Images of simulated deformed states of specimens after
side impact with the adhesive layer thickness of : @ — 0.5 mm;
b-1mm.
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Puc. 17. KapTiHa U3MEHEHW KOHTAKTHOM CUMbl MEHIY YAAPHUKOM M KOHCTPYKLMEN Npu BOKOBOM YAapHOM Harpy:eHuu.
Fig. 17. The time-domain changes in the contact force between the striker and the structure during lateral impact loading.

Ta6nuua 6. 30Hbl paspyLLeHUs, NepeMeLLEHUA U 3HEPTUA NOTNOLLEHWA NPy HOKOBO yaapHOW Harpyske
Table 6. Failure zones, displacement, and absorption energy after side impact loading

30HbI pa3pylleHuAa Kneesoro cnod, MM ﬂJWIHa aetanu, MM
B . o JHeprua
CKneeHHan KOHCTPYKUMA NeBON HacTi B MpaBou actu nornowieHua
PyKu obpasua obpasua nepen nocne -
ynapom | ynapa 107 Iw
oT no oT no
TonwwmHa Kkneesoro cnosa 0,5 MM 225 282 225 282 500 442 258
TonwuHa Kneesoro cnoA 1 MM: — nepBaA 30Ha 0 165 0 165 500 455 278
— BTOpas 30Ha 358 500 388 500
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cocTaenfeT 9,5% oA 06beKTa C TOMLLMHOW KNeeBoro cios
0,5 MM 1 8,85% ana TonwmHbl 1 MM. lMorpelwHocTb 06-
wen pedopMaumm KneeHom cTpykTypbl coctasnaet 1,61%
ona cnoA TonwwmHon 0,5 MM 1 0,044% nnA cnos TonwwuHowm
1 MM. TornoLeHHan 3HepruA KneeBbIM CIOEM NpU ero Ton-
WmrHe 1 MM npu 60KOBOM YAapHOM HarpyeHun Ha 7,19%
BblLLIE, YeM Npu TonwmHe 0,5 MMm.

BblBOAbl

1. TpoyHOCTb CKEEHHOM KOHCTPYKUMM NpU YOApHOM Ha-
TPY*KEHUM 3aBUCUT OT CBOMCTB KNeA, TOMLLMHBI KNleeBo-
ro coeIMHEHWA W CKOpPOCTM AedopMauum.

2. KoMbWHMPOBaHHBINA yYeT BAMAHUA TOMLLMHBI KNEEeBOro
COEZIVUHEHMA U CKOpPOCTU AedopMaLym npu Kanubposke
[aeT HaUMYYLWKI pe3ynbTaT Mo TOYHOCTUM MOJENMpOBa-
HWSA (C y4eTOM 0JHOro GaKTopa NorpeLHoCTU Mogenu-
poBaHuA 6onblue Ha 15%). Micnonb3oBaHWe KanubpoBKM
MaTepuana KneeBoro COEOUHEHMA C Y4eTOM ABYX dak-
TOPOB NO3BOAAET C XopoLuen TouHocTbio (1-10%) Mope-
JIMpOBaTh pa3pyLLeHUe KNeeBoro cnod u gedopmaumio
KOHCTPYKLMW NpU YOAPHOW HarpysKe.

3. [nvHa paspywweHua KneeBoro cnoa npu yaapHoW Ha-
rPy3Ke B CTabHbIX KOHCTPYKLMAX, COEAUHEHHBIX KNEEM
Henkel EP 5055, Kopoye B COEAMHEHMAX C TOMLLMHOM
kneesoro cnofA 0,5 MM, ueM B coefuHeHusAx C Ton-
WmrHoW Kneesoro cnoA 1 MM. [lpu atoM pnuHa pas-
PYLUEHWA KNEeBOro C/oA B COEQUMHEHUAX C TONLLMHOM
Kneesoro cnoA 0,5 MM npu 0ceBoW Harpy3ke yMeHb-
wunack Ha 28,99%, a pnvHa paspylieHWUs KNeeBoro
cnosi npu 6GOKOBOW yAapHOW Harpyske yMeHbLUMNACh
Ha 61,11% no cpaBHEHMIO C TOJLLUMHON KNeeBoro Cnos
1 MM. 370 MOMET BbITb CBA3AHO C TEM, YTO BHYTPEHHEE
paspylueHue bonee BepoATHO B bonee TONCTLIX COAX.

4. 06wan nedopMaumMa CKNEEHHOM KOHCTPYKLUMK npu 6o-
KOBOW yOapHOM HarpysKe C TONLUMHOW KNEEBOr0 C/0A
1 MM MeHbLLE, YeM ¢ TonLKHoK cnosa 0,5 MM, T. K. Knee-
BOM CNIOM Mornowiaet 4actb 3Hepruu. [lpu oceson
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