L

La-d

JIE 1AL %
HITZ=0 Ad Or T1X* &
)
Overview of Blast Load Analysis
*RAIST 214 2 SFZZ 5t MAfBIE
R NIST 74N L BHHZ St m
LME WEe) 4u 4EuED 2R BT o147 ol
dE A7 P AN
54—2 E o)A 24 U 2 E A2e A Het
Atk ]Xﬂ}\—:‘ E”E']ﬂ' SR T = -|L-'r_/_\.°ﬂ A =78 2- E‘”E‘I '?'Iﬁgl %7} I;lcl tg'i ﬁ?

eold) ol At ABA0E o 94 Heln
onl, o el e gHoRYE WS Has 91 A3 A P4

e
L)
12

5t7] 9%t LxEol digt WS HAE AL At Folth

B3 A Aol %A, FRE A 7hsd AEY F ool & F4S 7PA-L AgETH 2 AAHe 19839
5 TS AuA A3E L S sk, glube= Ho]RE 24 u] thabd Zopabzio|th. 19834 4
A7E 1ol o3t sk5o At ojA o] FrE A 2 18Y ¢F 2,000} =0 Zu %% A3 2peFo| AT
el W F2EY AsE Fofshe Zlol Iod Aotk o2 FAske 631o] AR, 754 A &9
ot adtel F2EY AT ord wf 7P AlgAdol dR7E FHH AT o] A l% Aol et Bl E 5
e W2 B2 doJHE HAst 4T 4 9le H¥ 7HE B SRS W Abzdolth 19959 49 1999« 1|
S R0 R este] FEI JRE A= Aot 3A = eZetmnt Ao AR ARA 919} FAREE AFS
g olgjgt W AJZEEE v]§-of SHoA @ A|oro] ut o]-&3t H2l® HEo] Bu= L, AR 1681, FA4AL 680
Eth oo gt gijter HAFHE &3 FAHAE & Fo| ezt glglen, v 16550 ddsts A&
&ot=t, 53 AFE A5y YR dEFY AlEdol o) &4 Fog AHA dof HlEut 689 FeE HiHrt
e 23T 4 QA Hol, 2 siadels A3 =L (2" 1 Fx). 1988d o= s o83 Auket ghapuot
et of A v tjApe] dig Zete 27t WAy sh=d 2237 0]

B 7 Ao ThA o] wrAlel 2q g Eel Eaas AFEEaL 4000009 o] o] FAbS wettt o] F A AeFS
THoE g A7 thafA AmEct EF o] gt 7] F2 ol g3t HEyrt A 7ted A AAE HetetA

MALEZSE M5 H45(2012,12) BT



HERQN)

gl27F 20019 9 119 w59 FAH F8ollA Ay
9.11 Hlg Abdloltt. H|Y7]E o]&3t o] Hl= AlA
AAlE AES aHA7IAL A4 3,00009 2] APEA;
HAAF oW oLt Ag AR AT|7F FH it
2719 A} g8 A R ESHAE(TIC) Y AHR ol w2
20039 A A oA WA Hels 744401 vk 20059
1,8967, 20089 32157, 20120 A 3,30374 02 8]l
em, 2012 SHA 114 Ate] AP E H2E AuE
| F 2,0397 F 1,08370] EWES RU|R ARSI
ES F7I7F " d S AEEE F 2,039 F 9977 0]

ﬂiIﬂJ o ot ok

US| B Al Y3 13l 844 5ol
wrgol tek BB A Jzel e A4 877 S7bet
gt

2.2 HYFE ©& ¥37E EA

>4,

230 AATA ol F 20 AEA BAL gI3ke] n] A
g Jlzos @ N84 YolHg PESA 1 o
A NEE wHis) Sistel Be dATE 495
o 34 5 SRR AL HwA 27} o =
2ol AR AL Ho|HA, EX A

2 G4 Y3 BEA ol g
F—i%’—’%‘Ol E st xdzgomzi S48t ek ol
la_ W23 o)) e o

o o
o &
wr

o]

L B
=

( r_}i _E”_.
T
A
> rlr

o
2

—Ll rs‘:& olooxe ru oo

2 97 492 ugoz o auAdRe
(FEMA)°ﬂ M A5 g8 E H2(FEMA-429, Terrorism
Risk Management in Buildings, Primer for Design, 2002), 7
25 o224 A7 Z1 u+<YFEMA-426, Reference Manual
to Mitigate Potential Terrorist Attacks Against Buildings,
2003), +EQHE 93t A=E ] %} 2I(FEMA- E155,L156,
Building Design for Homeland Security 2009) 5-& 2713}

58 xapzZs ®esH HM45(2012, 12)

&3l H2 fdol Het

UR) 53 A4 T
=& AAIBAL 9k FH 2ol FHE AR
2 183 A5 A4 A(PDC TR-10-02, Blast Resistant

Design Methodology for Window Systems Designed Statically
and Dynamically, 2012), A&E9] g WA 4 FHH 7]
Z(UFC 4-010-01, DoD Minimum Antiterrorism Standards for
Buildings, 2007) 5-°| it}

3. MA ZEOUMS 2825 ZnlslE siA
st WrE 7| 2o ojst A7}
_]

qol BasHA ==, 7t
Ao % HolHE gt

R
1B ue
i)
e
>

A AT S g e

2% A%Bo] 483 A 5 Yok AT Ao o)

Fat T, A%BO SR e Ao g AP o

7ol A HlE D 2 Sel 4 AR Aloke] it

E3 AFEY L heere] AR AL 4T 4 9

&= wieo] nlRlE A, A4l T2 19 S 4T Sojels of
CERER: B

Technology Corporauon(LSTC)Oﬂ A 7jdkst LS-DYNAZ}= =

2agolth, o] ZRIWL AFH, $74, FEE, I
2 AxY 5 U2 FRolA EY AREEH uAdY, At
Aol ot B4 §uaL WAL e Ropol A
2 9 1% TEY FokekE A 2 244
of Ql=tl A n] oA et ConWepL =19

AA o2 3}= *Load_Blast_EnhacedS /\].310].0:] Em’%i
2 QrEe e gAYl AR, TNTE S/ sl 2
HE W 7HA] 2AFEEE, AUE, XIEEHJ/\} = &



FHADOE QA 9 uhAere S AT 4 ook & o)

HHo oA = Arbitrary Lagrangian Eulerian(ALE)
HE EFA Folg 4~ 9l o, o]& E3t Fluid-Structure
Interaction(FSI) ©. 2 ?— =9 Ax oA A 4 9tk

s

N

3.1, ConWep

ConWep =2 132 n|=k <1}
dolelE Aelsto] chorat 24 Agstel Axerd o vl
At EE A 5 YRS A de 2R IFolt) LS-DYNAC]
A& ConWep 21Ol AL *Load_Blast_ Enhanced
LBE) & %3] Q% A 5 slon, TNTS| 4 9 2
o FHoERRY FREZAY AR FAEAT(Scaled

100000

50000

30000
20000

—— P, psi
—— = Py, psi
----- iYW psi-ms/ib’®
— == W' psi.ms/lb'
— - tyW'Z msfb!®

- W s
— lLJw/\NMJ ﬁ/“}”a

10000

5000 R
3000 .
2000

1000

500
300
200
100

50

30
20

05 — ~' o
03 /
02 ——. 7
0.1 /
0.05 7
0.03 -
0.02
0.01 -

0.005
01 02 03 0507 1 2 3 4567810
Scaled Distance Z = RW'*

20 30 4050 70 100

112 2 Positive Phase Shock Wave Parameters for a
Spherical TNT Explosion in Free Air at Sea Level
(UFC 3-340-02, Fig 2-7)

/ segment normal

. angle of incidence  charge mass, M

,&\ /

"'%\7%\\ . A
r,/ g \’\ e \\/
‘\/bx AN

12l 3 Blast Load Model (Blast Loading in LS—DYNA, Todd
P. Slavik, LSTC)

charge center

R, range (XBO,YBO,ZBO)

Scaled Range: Z=R/M "

Range)S A4tstol JAbehe 8l whArbe & Aikd 4= 9

th1d 2, 3 2.

A %7} fﬂoWﬂ BY w2 494 02 4

&3171 ‘ﬂl of ¢kog 473 ALE7|Ho] H a}] 427t
m] o Zo] A|7hS thEdF 2 glom AubA ol Ao #x
HRE 4 47 & 4 Ak F0)3 HL ConWep?] T
o|El&= TINTE 7]
SAA=E o] &35k TNT ?7}%}% solajof 3ht}.

ALE 71%& eh2ee 71 edejeet 1y v
& Bgsp] Sla 429 s 34 L

url yolch of WHeAL H4le) A

G APl Zo] ASAE whe $HY E 9o
e =

]_

=
EEEERERS

,i?:_lﬂiﬂ"} 71l M A ALt E
gt IR Y AuA] G oM Pz F2ol=
A 5& 7hesteh oA w4l AdRY S AFEA T
F 7 HZo et SaFAG 7HEY o 2 vEH
= UE L et e e § At
Ahs 4& A (l‘j/‘u 4 F=x).

A

2 37] W4iek INT 418 2
2 F4sel que ﬁégaw ek ALE #1470l 27]¢
A37] S el et w
5ol LSDYNAOLA AEHe A S 1
Jgstel BURT 4 otk 371 510 49y
2 obghof At 2 MY Al ol gt

HUJ;_-;

P=Cy+ Cu+ Cyi* + Oy +(C,+ Cou+ Ci*) B (1)

o171, B WA oUAE ou|gtch E£3F TNT |49
ALo= A4 34> & E 9 Johnson-Wilkinson and Lee At
B g A/ (EOS JWL)= AR-g-Rit.

w \ -rRV, Wk
RV'C RQV)e @

A2} Aol Nl AHgtel 3719 AES Aojstu
Z9FE0 *High_explosive_burnZ TNTO] W9} 27|&E 5

AR HPsE H4E(2012.12) 59



HERQN)

— l«— Lagrangian mesh translation

Material moving
/ & deforming - |‘—Materialdeformation
=
Eulerian mesh
T T 17 1T 1717 /(flxed in space)
L ] 7 7 7 ]
= e e e L i
—= g
—f | i i\—-ALE h
Solid material Void or air | AL e Eranalalion (mo:i‘:;)
» el
t = dt et

8 4 2taEX(Qt 22| ALE mi#Q Hlw
(Overview of ALE Method, lan Do, LSTC)

3.352e+06
2.682e+05
2.011e+05
1341406
6.704e+04.
1.443e-16

J8 5 ALE7|Ho| ei-Tmt

Aofgt 4 olck 247 F4E §7] 42} INT sj4i0) 45
-85 Aosh= o] Faghd|, TNT w41eF 7] =417}
TiE BEo LEE P4ANCRA 77 4BAEE
Aos & 4 2o, *Initial_volume_fraction_geometry =
AgotelE TNT Zue A 4 9tk

ConWep, LBE®} Blulste] ALE7|H2 57| Fo] obd
ARkoly % & thE A Y s eeld 4
UCHCLE 5 ), T ARA HlE obd S

2 A 3tHA ConWep, &2 LBES} ] gHibA o] o
gt Alefol it

Té
@
(2
w
'3
&,
® |
7 ASTM STRAIN RATE
yaury ——— RAPID STRAIN RATE
/ / 00025 €, <0.005n./in. APPROX.
v |
0.002 approx. &y
STRAIN,& (in./in.)

Comparison of Conwep and ALE in different size of element
T T T

Method

*0.00214,4.37¢+005) _A_ALE 0.02
0.4 1,00250,4.14e£005) B_ALE 0.05.

’ L _ALE0.04
r D_Conwep
03 .00276,3.24¢+005)

0296,2.706+005)

0.2+

Pressure (E+6)
T
—

0.1

01 L

|
2 3 4

Time (E-03)

1% 6 ConWepzt M+ 27[0f 2 ALEZ|HO| H|w

wheba] 2T Aol A o) Bubals A4bel vl fejat
th. ALE 718 24 Al BEARe JUd mdYs 984
£ Edle 945 HES 41 go] tro] 2 Fou,
FEot wo A7to] 29 HH1Y 6 FR). ®
%59 72)7} goj 4
Hog Z7teta e
o4 2] woﬂf &

O
2 (static stress)2] H]| &, = 54 %7]— 7:]]—,—(dynarmc increase
factor: DIF)E 2]-8-3}o] HAFSE 4= Qlth LS-dynao| A AR-&
7hse AWst 232 nd 2= MAT_72, MAT_159 5,

|
|
|
|
ASTM STRAIN RATE ‘
——— RAPID STRAIN RATE I

|

1

STRESS, f (psi)

0.07<¢,<0.23 in./in. APPROX.

Es

l,/—O.OI to 0.02 in./in. APPROX.

STRAIN,€ (in./in.)

T2l 7 Concrete & steel stress—strain relationship depending on strain rate (TM5-1300)

60 muRzTS H25E MBS (2012, 12)



| zwor 2

9| sy of

ro
2

o

|.40F

e

I
e

.20

130 | = - LR _ i

s
T
L

HE
=
i

SiEisiagannass

o
a4

10k

S5

DYMAMIC INCREASE FACTOR (DIF) .
ULTIMATE COMPRESSIVE STRENGTH OF CONCRETE, fg./f,

i
iE
n—l

o

w? oo - 0.1

STRAIN RATE,# (infin /msec)

Z12! 8 DIF design curve for concrete compressive strength (plotted using TM5-1300 data)

H 1 Typical DIF design values used for analysis of
reinforced concrete elements

Far Design Range Close-in Design Range
Type of Sttess Reinforcing Reinforcing
Bars Concrete Bars Concrete
A AR A AIAR

Bending 117 | 1.05 1.19 123 | 1.05 1.25
Diagonal
Tension 1.00 | NA 1.00 110 | 1.00 1.00
Direct Shear 1.10 | L.00 1.10 1.10 | L.00 1.10
Bond 1.17 | 1.05 1.00 123 | 1.05 1.00
Compression 110 | NA 1.12 113 | NA 1.16
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