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Abstract

Explosion after penetration of a warhead in an underground structure generally causes
considerable displacement, breakage and extensive damage to the target. Therefore, in
order to reduce the damage effect, it is required to design an underground structure
protection against penetration. In this study, major factors for improvement of
penetration protection performance of reinforced concrete underground structures
using applied element method are divided into strength (concrete UCS) and density
(concrete thickness, reinforcement layers, reinforcement diameters, reinforcement
spacings). Based on these major factors, this study performed numerical analysis of
simulation of dynamic response by penetrators under various conditions and analyzed
the results. The results of this study are expected to be used as basis materials to
improve penetration protection performance of reinforced concrete underground
structures.

Keywords: Penetration, Protective design, Reinforced concrete underground
structure, Applied element method, Extreme loading for structure
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KA

TFTM 5-855-10l|4= = 7 e RS E SA AiteiA ik Ao A28 E s &4
FELE A5 AASIA A= SAND97-2426 H Ao 32 35019tk Young, 1997). Eﬁoﬂ M=
TM 5-855-1 = SAND97-2426 H A oA ZEAH 02 Agst o] JFe i BH (P2 E LX)
O EA T A A (ZARE 45735) D Wi (ZH B E S|, Fo 05 S, H2o] A7, do] vzt
2) 2t TE Akl ‘ﬁ%@ 8fstal 71 9tolof| tistod =53iet.
olgg A2 I E FxE0] WA TS EA51] flaliAl= LS-DYNALF AUTODYNZ-2 hydro-code S
o-g5h= o] Yrta{olu} mely Bl sfAlof g ARt e glo] W adt eho] glo B g F Ao A= H|w
A w2 FAATNE &5 5 Y= 3-8 24 H(Applied Element Method, AEM)-S THEA]0] High @224
HE F220] &40 IR EE ASshe it 7R o= &8st 2 AolA= AEM2 &85
O

Extreme Loading for Structures (ELS) £~ E9J|o](Ver. 6.0, Apphed Science International jit) S &85t 5

Al S1E 3851 Aol sfslont, 780 257 WAL LAY A1 F22A= 0
RS Apolo] 27 3 4ol o) 15 % R 20N £ 20k 45 . Ao

AEM=2F7H]ot 0 K. Meguro W-E 0] 1990 H] SHERE| AEM¥H o] &S Aok WHAA $HoH
AEMTH §5 A1 41= 20000 S8E7E2] o]o|A $iet. 2000\t $HHRE] SA7ER] o2 et 9 AFAA
=°] AEM ¥ Fofo] A AutE st AEM-2 37| A4 33 (progressive failure), A|%]

= 54 515 (dynamic loading), @3}t S]5(blast detonation), =4| S-S(material impact) ©2OF 5oll4] Z
FSHA| A+t Solth AEM 7S o835 4] 23] 514 9] 789 57124 21 515 cyclic loading), 82 S5 (static
loading), %] 5}&{dynamic loading) ]| &J5l] F+Z2-=2] A4l 53] S T2 A6HN O™, AEM 7|H-2 o8

254 of% oAl o] A = A Xslko] QI7HE 9ol =0 AFd = Attt B]E AEM= o1&
SH 515 sl Al 0] B 2= 0] o F B Ul Sfefo] 715 S8 77 FHEEe | e mol avtE 2AIs)
© Q75 F& S oM, AEMS o8t =4 F& A9 B¢ F= A& EAE FEEe] S
o Fx=0] Hh= mof g 3kE FAohe 95 Akl oLt Al&0] EAE el SEohe Aol Wk A
= IR0l 90 o] ol AR E 2000 H] 7HA= 52 51, A4l -5 2okl A A o8 A7t
o]Folx o™, 2010t Bl = 7|&9] 4 5%, dA4f 51 o Qo '} 515 9 B4 F-& o] AEM
< oAdof] 83t AEE FFAIFHTHMeguro and Tagel-Din, 2000, 2001; Ramancharla and Meguro, 2002,
2006, Asprone et al., 2010; Kernicky et al., 2014; Johns and Clubley, 2016; Salem et al., 2016; Khalil et al.,

2017; Cismasiu et al., 2017).

53] AEMS S8 24| 55 FAiholA o] 739 vl w A Zefjof] A7 gshA| o] o] 2L @It Salem et
al. (2016)2 3D AEM ©|2 ndlg $R8510] 2011 FUE iz off TAYSE 2utn| 2 Q18] WK Tsuyagawa

ot m{o 24
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bridge)°| 5% /= EASIH o™, s A W] wl(pier)7 8- E w] 2Aum] 550 2F 6.6 m/s 4
o7 FASILE Khalil et al. (2017)2 3D AEM ©]2 2Elg &-85}0] Tl 57 T= Z2E(Single Well
Observation Platform, SWOP)& A&t 5 Adto] 21, 5, 10 knot)S 751 SWOP 1322|534
= 3712 A|0]12%(3,500 tong 41| AAISHS 171, 3,500 tong A18E] 52415-4 QI7E, &S A A[ok= nhd
(pile)y 2] HAT 57 ADE Hro] Z4telAS %1886}, Cismasiu et al. (2017)< 3D AEM ©|& H&-Z &
g56}0qd 3712 F5F(compression, tension, mixed model) 2] A-EH 2| E AT B A|(shear wall) 5= L@ H &
Sle-HPE I, ] ol 9 R, < HEl o] Aol AiE g537t 5 5 2319 A det Hlsto]
AEM ©] & Rdlo] dZZA 2| EQ| mjy] 7F 5o a4 0 & AR 4 Q32 S]Is:

AEM-Z 220 HIAY 52 sliAlol| 2-87VssbH, B o] v, ZH2E ma, H-o] ol digt ar2f7t
7hs otz 7g4lo] ik Eoh, Ao A B Al FEE 84S THo| FEO] ARt AeMd-S Hoj
™ 5] ZIege]] tfet sfjAle 218 ol -] RIegxt vk Al K-S H A= 5hx] ¢kl sljAlo] 7Hssith AEM
2 oA o] o] Bl w22 84S0 A= HslelH, Q452 Q4 9ol B E o] e A
FHolA O] 2] it = 7| O] ek AxEo] ofs] AAH A 0= 7HISITE AEMOIA] ZH7te] Q4=
32HA0] EE] A1 et FdE 7 A= B HAY FET 5 AT 3D AEM A 0] B = A &
AR FEES Bt 47, 53, 61 A5 B T3 08 T BYgst a4 Qlrk ZF Q4523719 |

oy

o O

[e:

3
2 Aol 2-85h= ELS AZEQol=-5-8 84 2 7IHhe & ARRfH o] =2 St slgx24 slof 229
EIRER} BIATE dlSscks pAlolA 2 agolth ELS T2 132 8 A(element) 2t 84 Afo]o] 2
J Aad). Jd AT g4 Afolo] 53, HPE, A2 AHE e, &
7P o £ Higt e arb g glom e He Fohe 842 1o dFERolRt e
& A QIAEN. 84F dEskE 2T 2 fEHA ATV HT AT

Nl

4 et 8 A4 A=) /442 LFERATHASI, 2010).

3.0 REY

d

12 Aok AFSRTELS 21312 AEM2 7[5E0 & ghE0i7] A5y, 2| X6t Bilols, BAlT =3
P9 51 e ol w2 o Sk RS Ao asEe] YEAZ Rgsh, 24219 a45e
H F]of| B E|o] Q= AEHAA 17]9] 2] A8 (normal spring) ¥} 2712] AT A= (shear spring)
AT A0 FAslo] LS 7 4E Aske AT 04 Aole] 33, WPE U A Aee
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3.1 A2 A @al Ol ool SAL

Fig. -2 ELS T2 73] Ao A AR 5= 232 E 9 Az o] 1A R o] Sl HyE Exaso|tt Fig,
1(a)8] ZH2E FRE2 ZI2E YR &Y, 524 HIE 5= HEHSCH, Fig. 1(b)e] 2 4%
gl Hro] BA%] 5150] A5} AHH] 9 Bauschinger AT1E 112slo] AL

1 Ao A= Hanckak et al. (1992)014] S35t A4 2T 2 E BEA A ALRH Rdl FAke
FUH TAISIATKFig. 2). Fig. 2(a)2] ¥ 2K penetrator) 2] 73-- 219 214 2174 25.4 mm, 24| 20] 143.7
mm (A oA F ogive nose)] A0l 42.1 mm)°lH, FFE 0.5 kgo|th. THEAR] AE-2 T-250 o4
(maraging steel )= A-8-5F59TE. Fig. 2(b) 2] ELEI = E BA 0] -2 9] A= 610 x 610 x 178 mm (712 x
AE x EA)olH, HL] 21742 5,60 mmo|1l BLe] AL 76.2 mm.O= v = 2l

Stress | Stress |

Tenzion
[ N oy J'_—-—
legl
'CU[TLI.FTL‘S-EIUI]
Stram
Tension " Strain
.y
Compression
LY
(a) Concrete (Okamura and Maekawa, 1991) (b) Reinforcement (Ristic et al., 1986)
Fig. 1. Axial stress-strain relationship
410
12.7Q 12.70
I B S B B B
= LRI
N OO ISV RN IV VRN Lol
101.60 42.10 T T T T PP
‘ | SEREREE bbb
e (S Y I I RN N R Ll
& S L ] g |
S O IS N IS S bbb
R B
T Tttt T PP A
| A i
76.20 178
(a) Penetrator (b) Reinforcement concrete target

Fig. 2. Model geometry (Hanchak et al., 1992)
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3.2 B s 2| 2

ELS T2 75e F-golo] BRI E T2 Tl e s of Bid-de 2lsh] Slsl 2 AollA]
AHEERE mEo] 212142 95517] 9150 Hanckak et al. (1992)014] S35t 9@ A4 A2 2|E HeAd 4
W= 2-g510] vl - BASIHT) Fig. 32 ELS T2 131 -850 Hanckak et al. (1992)°]14 4=3¥s1%%l A

A AEETE AN AFGE BEA E HIETE 84 4t AT S50 R(Fig. 3(a))°l
o, T Yo WA A ERE EAISHAFig. 3(b). £ Aol B2 E B9| B¢ 217} RFT
2 Wall 2 Hgsto] ARl oW WEA7F AU k= F4:2] mesh 2715 the F-2o] HIs) o4 o &2 w]As}
A 95t sl AU g FPAIA O, THEARE 8-node® HHS 5T sl AL B
Sh= A7 F0.120]™ time step= 10° %2 4751t

(a) Penetrator and reinforcement concrete target (b) Schematic example of protective performance
analysis

Fig. 3. Generation of full model

TEAE 48 MPa, 140 MPa 45735 7H A Z A E BAS V02 300~1,000 m/s O] YA FE5T
(V)2 HALEIQI 01, Table 1 @ Table 20] YA wh2 THEAO] ZHabT(vr) ATRES TASI0H,
Table 1 @ Table 2014 A1 ZIHGES Fig. 4(a) 2 Fig. 4(b)ollA] 122 = Q1% 4= QItt. Table 1 ¥ Fig.
4(a)®] 48 MPa®] Y EE 71 %35’—3315 TR o)A AF| e HSEANE 2 o] Ao At AE
Ao} vl wste] Pl 0 2 oF 4% A w0 FHRELE AlolE HoFglom, T 4] it A2 vet vl
alo] Bt 0 2 oF 9y, JIo| AL 2ol S HoF=lr}. T3 Table 2 W Fig. 4(b)2] 140 MPal] YE =S
7R AEEAYE AT S|4 AR AF5E0E 2wl Al Aibe A Euet vlusto] BdAo®
oF 4% F O THRALE Zfol 5 HolFglom, TE 7 olA dite AAdne} vlusto]
O] ZHRAEL Lol S B3]t

o

4 0= oF29% A

0.
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Table 1. Comparison of test data and numerical result (48 MPa reinforcement concrete target)

Impact velocity, Vs [%] 381 434 606 746 749 1058

48 MPa concrete test data

(Hnchalc et al., 1992) 136 | 214 | 449 | 605 | 615 | 947

Residual velocity, Vr Numerical result
133 238 471 600 610 960
[%] (48 MPa concrete)
Young’s equation result
168 238 432 580 583 901
(48 MPa concrete)

Table 2. Comparison of test data and numerical result (140 MPa reinforcement concrete target)

Impact velocity, Vs [%] 443 522 587 743 998 1058
140 MPa concrete test data
171 265 368 544 842 947
(Hanchak et al., 1992)
Residual velocity, Vr Numerical result
’ 166 283 367 535 760 960
["] (140 MPa concrete)
Young’s equation result
22 211 300 483 757 901
(140 MPa concrete)
1200 900
—e—48 MPa con. test data (Hanchak etal . 1092) 800 —e— 140 MPa con. test data (Hanchak et al., 1992)
1000 H —aNumerical result (48 MPa con.) _ —#—Numerical result (140 MPa con.)
\E 5 Young's equation result (48 MPa con.) “E 700 —0—Young's equation result (140 MPa con.)
= 800 = 600 F
£ 600 | &
2 2 400 F
2 400 F Z 300 F
= =
= S 200 -
Z 200 f @
= = 100 |
0 Il Il 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Impact velocity, Vs [m/s] Impact velocity, Vs [m/s]
(a) 48 MPa reinforcement concrete target (b) 140 MPa reinforcement concrete target

Fig. 4. Comparison of test data and numerical result

A7) ol A=) ASANE Sl & o x]5]1A A= 48, 140 MPa L5 -5 UotA| A @A x}e} vl st
4% F50 2 ZFFEE 2jolE HolFal 9135 ¢F &= 9l o, 5 A4 A= 48 MPa ELEA | E o4 4
2 AZ A4 9%, 140 MPa Ao|A] 29% 2 ZA 2| E QFE731 0] Z7193ke X yhfjg7tsl= A5ko|

= Ao g e A4 oA Aol & FFE FA] & Zl o2 wokdT,
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4. NE s A2t

FHES] A5 = oF50] 25T S WS 55 3 (strain rate effect)o]] et ks HHom 232
Eo| 3ot o] 152 MR E 58 Hols 29 ZAYES U574 71T ol #4-20% oV 5
Jbe 7w o] 22l S AL ST 248 FAGRE, 217 2alEe) 39 47 62 A 55 glo] £
Aa7] o] AHFE © 2 2428 MPa HI91e] YE7HEE AFBEHE Ho] 28T A0 2 Lol Ik, w2

L

elE 0] Am A Zits

3 )
Wo/d 5ol vl YRS gRlIsk] flol dubAQl STzl E-85h=20 MPa "HelolA 207 : 23
2 E JollA B-8E= 140 MPa 77k2] 2Z2gksto] el sflAlS Z1846e]T.
Fig. 5= 474 55 oV 2AR|E Y5735=(20~140 MPa)yE 7H #210] 300~1,100 m/s 8] £ 2 SE?T
: 178 mm, A TEZ< 3 layer, E 2178: 5.69 mm, EL vt
2:76.2 mm). | 2F THATE A Aot A AJA|SH 2]5= Table 30 FEstoirt. e 5= Sk Aok 2
AE USSR ZFEREET} Rl @do] WSt o, EH2E 4S54T 20 MPa
A Z7 e wlmbet B84 O] ZER &= RS A AT ol A= ©F 29 mysH] A4St A 0 & LERGTH300 m/s 2
3} A)9)). ZAEE7T AIFEHAP projectile), EEENAP bomb), HFEA7FEEHSAP bomb)ol] FHO 2 EfAH
785 T gubd o= FHRE AL O] Aol vhlgehs Ao & AEA ATHTM 5-855-1, 1986).
o|2fet A= Fig. 504 2A R E Q| 7t F245] S7Fd v *ERE o Ao JA o g A7) ke A4
= HolF= At -fARt Aafeial whehe

1200

—a— UCS 20 MPa
1000 & UCS 40 MPa
—e— UCS 60 MPa
0 UCS 30 MPa
800 || = ucsioompa
8- UCS 120 MPa
—e—UCS 140 MPa

Residual velocity, Vi [m/s]
[}
[=1
(=]

200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Impact velocity, Vs [m/s]

Fig. 5. Uni-axial compressive strength effects on concrete (20~140 MPa)
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Table 3. Uni-axial compressive strength effects on concrete (20~140 MPa)

] Residual velocity, Vr [%]
Concrete strength [MPa] Impact velocity, Vs [7%] -
Vr - numerical result [%]

300 152

500 438

20 700 654
900 864

1,100 1,064

300 0

500 419

40 700 642
900 830

1,100 1,038

300 0

500 406

60 700 615
900 785

1,100 1,031

300 0

500 403

80 700 581
900 760

1,100 983

300 0

500 359

100 700 533
900 756

1,100 979

300 0

500 348

120 700 519
900 739

1,100 923

300 0

500 208

140 700 494
900 711

1,100 908
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ZAYE G 57| weh ERE L oA Ak=20 MPa ZH 2 E oA BHE 0= 44 m/s, 40
MPa Z2|E JYof|A B2 2 2 100 m/s, 60 MPa | E ol A W20 & 103 m/s, 80 MPa =1 E
B Aol HA 22 97 m/s, 100 MPa ZAZE F oA B2 2= 84 m/s B 120 MPa ZAZE FHf|A 3
A0 & 49 n/s THRHE S O] HAPF e = 2 0 = UERHTH300 nv/s A} A|9]). HREE g 1
H2=20~60 MPa 1 7HA] S7F5IEE7F60 MPa 111 0 5-0]] 42} ThA] Eo|Eq= Z 0 & UElyith B3t 55 &
T7HELASH L w o] of 2] AL E 7 A O e S5 g TH] HAke WEAR S E S A
71t whet A45300~500 m/s) E et 74599 94(900~1,100 m/s)ollA] ZER 7] o] wo| Zol= At Uehyith

AR o=, Aoht2E0] WS 2 5 FIAN717] floliile ZAHEL S EE SV Aol W
S TP EF Ewol Hohe & o 4 Lo, A EL SR ST s Ate] Tl

[)
AAIE WA St HA o' FEE7 = vha s o= wrtE,

ool
o

]

rfr o
o
fl

4.2 232|E FHof| hE I

Fig. 62 94 5 olAko] ZH2E FA|(150~450 mm) X FH 2 E 4=75(20~140 MPa)S 7H E2]0]
300~1,100 my/s©] < 2 5T PEARe] At Asolrh(ET mHEES 3 layer, Bl 273: 5.69 mm, H
U7 EA: 76.2 mm). o2 A oA Auket THAE AJAIRE 2= Table 40l 2|53

HE 5E &% el EFRES] FAV SVR WA IREETT Hashs 2 0® e
1,100 m/s 1ol ZA 2 E G543 S0l mhE THe Ao 1HR& 5 g o] WAk EA R ES FAVL 5
712 AL AR 2 0 2 Vet 292 E $77F450 mm Y o §H4| 9] RE T 7Hasko] 292E £
A7F 150 mm w2t oF 5.28) o Wo Ao 2 Lepit

1200
—& Thickness 150 mm_ UCS 20 MPa
—&- Thickaess 150 mm, UCS 80 MPa
-8 Thickness 150 mm, UCS 140 MPa
1000 | -2 Thickaess 250 mm, UCS 20 MPa
—&- Thickness 250 mm, UCS 80 MPa
@ Thickness 250 mm_ UCS 140 MPa
—&— Thickness 350 mm. UCS 20 MPa
800 | —o Thickness350 mm,UCS 80 MPa
-8 Thickness 350 mm, UCS 140 MPa
— Thickness 450 mm, UCS 20 MPa
—0- Thickness 450 mm, UCS 80 MPa
600 | o Thickness 450 mm, UCS 140 MPa

400 r

Residual velocity, Vr [m/s]

200 r

0 E ;
200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Impact velocity, Vs [m/s]

Fig. 6. Thickness effects on concrete (150~450 mm)
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Table 4. Thickness effects on concrete (150~450 mm)

) ) Residual velocity, Vr [%]
Concrete thickness [mm] - UCS [MPa] Impact velocity, Vs [7%] -
Vr - numerical result [7%]
150 - 20 213
150 - 80 300 0
150 - 140 0
150 -20 679
150 - 80 700 598
150 - 140 520
150 -20 1,056
150 - 80 1,100 996
150 - 140 945
250-20
250 - 80 300
250 - 140
250-20 602
250 - 80 700 456
250 - 140 371
250-20 1,022
250 - 80 1,100 899
250 - 140 815
350-20
350 - 80 300
350 - 140
350-20 513
350 - 80 700 0
350 - 140 0
350-20 962
350 - 80 1,100 735
350 - 140 621
450-20
450 - 80 300
450 - 140
450-20 361
450 - 80 700 0
450 - 140 0
450-20 823
450 - 80 1,100 517
450 - 140 246
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1,100 mjs T2 2AE £ Z710] whe PERfe] ARAE 714 JeRe RarE 0] &4 27}
[e]

3 Al
300 m/sY 79 A FAYES] FA7F150 mm oW, ETFE A= 7120 MPa o] El=
T3h WEAFO FESE 700 m/s Y 7% A ZA 2 E S FA71250 mm oY, 232 E ¢S54 7180 MPa
ot B2 ZAES FAI7}350 mm o, EH B E ¢4=%
PWEAY] FEHE7F,100 m/s Y 79 F| A ZAEL] F771 350 mm oV, 222 E 4574 E7F80 MPa ©]
[e]
Jo

m
A
S,
{
N
[\ @)
()
3
o
oz
il
e
Sl
o,
o
ra
it
i)
ju|
=)
A,
=)
0

A 50 R E 0] EA7F450 mm o), 2B E Q7720 MPa oA} Bl= Ao 2 ELh
= Bl'd @ofA AlgE ZH 2 E gto]d 9] 79 it 0 2 glo]d O] F74l=300 mm o}do|H, 2ol 9
=26 MPa o442 2 A E|ItHMa and Jang, 2006). T=EA] 2174 25.4 mm, AA40] 143.7 mmE =
[e)

I (o]
i

o) PEA} A A5G 7 B Folido] S5 A oF 300 mis o tHe] F B4 ol BEA 3 e
A58 7T A0 ZETK250 mim - 20 MPa 7lo]40] ).

Fig. 72 44 45 ool E 14 S5(1~3 layer) 2 E3 2| E AE75(20~140 MPa)E 71 4 0f 700
Avfo|thZIE FA|: 178 mm, - 273: 5.69 mm, B 8 Z7HA:
76.2 mm). ]2} T E 4 Aol I E AMA|SH4=2]= Table 51| 2|51t Fig. 72] A2t Aol S5
4571700 nys Y o A 05 Spo] i W RS 2ol oF 35 m/s AR YERGTH20 MPa2] 735
2 1~3 layer FH755 B2} 47 m/s, 140 MPa2] 74-%- 1~3 layer

ZEFSE AR} 27 ms).
F3tFig. 79 S AT ollA] FE 571700 mis QD wf Ao] 1l ST layerd ] dEAEE 57t

[e)
(20~140 MPa)°]l TH2 H ZHRET ZFol= 113 m/s (579~692 m/s) 0] 0 H, o] mlE 55712 layerd ™
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UZASAE 57H20~140 MPa)©ll ThE Het R4 Aoli= 112 mJs (561~673 m/s)0L0H, H20] 1k
25713 layerd 1] Y5 USE S7H20~140 MPa)oll T2 B ZER-E5E 2Foli= 108 my/s (552~660 m/s) 2=
LERATE. ELS S8 4o g 40| i 47t S71ete] et gt IR0 2jo) 7} uiAlobA] EolEx

Aoz Vehgrt

800
700 R
600
E .........
= 500
S
>. N reinforcement 1 layer, UCS 20 MPa
=
5 400 | I reinforcement 2 layer, UCS 20 MPa
<)
T; reinforcement 3 layer, UCS 20 MPa
= 300 | @reinforcement 1 layer, UCS 80 MPa
_‘g B reinforcement 2 layer, UCS 80 MPa
2 200 F Qreinforcement 3 layer, UCS 80 MPa
B reinforcement 1 layer, UCS 140 MPa
100 | = reinforcement 2 layer, UCS 140 MPa
@ reinforcement 3 layer, UCS 140 MPa
o L RS

700
Impact velocity, Vs [n/s]

Fig. 7. Layer effects on reinforcement (1~3 layers, Vs = 700 m/s)

Table 5. Layer effects on reinforcement (1~3 layers)

Number of steel layer - UCS [MPa] Impact velocity, Vs [%] Residual ve.locny, Vr %]

Vr - numerical result [%]
1-20 692
2-20 673
3-20 660
1-80 567
2-380 700 549
3-80 520
1- 140 579
2 - 140 561
3-140 552
1-20 1,052
2-20 1,100 1,033
3-20 1,016
1-20 1,465
2-20 1,500 1,444
3-20 1,419
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Fig. 8-2 sl A3} Aol A AZE7=7120 MPa¥ 1 700, 1,100, 1,500 m/s SE2 oA 2] HLo] u] &
Zpo] w2 RS H| Wt Ao|thETZE FA|: 178 mm, E A7: 5.69 mm, E 827t 76.2 mm).
Fig. 82] A3lollA] 700 m/s FE&TollA] He] o] E5<o] T JHRE 1 ZFo]= 32 m/s (660~692 m/s)©| 1L,
1,100 m/s =& oA F0] mjEE24o0] 2 ZERE T 2Ho]=36 m/s (1,016~1,052 m/s)$.2™, 1,500 m/s
ZEET oA ALO] njB2Smo] 2 ZERELT Zol=46 m/s (1,419~1,465 m/s)= LFEPSTE sl 2 Aol A
FESLIL 7R wek RbREE Zfolrt ulHlsHA| 7ok Aeel e AoE e oH, ol 27 &
57t Z71te] whet 2R |Ate] Adigho] Azt AR = A o2 wrk,

1600

1500 —&—reinforcement 1 laver, UCS 20 MPa

1400

—a—reinforcement 2 layer. UCS 20 MPa

1300

~B—reinforcement 3 layer. UCS 20 MPa

1200

1100

1000

Residual velocity, Vr [m/s]

900

600 : :
600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600

Impact velocity, Vs [m/s]

Fig. 8. Layer effects on reinforcement (1~3 layers, UCS = 20 MPa)

$71 s Aitee FHE Wl 2AR|ES] dSUSTE TR A RS niRle gl E2el uE
ST 5712 e ARl n|Ae FIE of 3u B 2 2l o2 Uepdth At o2 ddo] njis 50 &

Fig. 95 238 EQ] d&U=73 7120 MPadd o] Ae] 217 9] 57KD10~D35)°] 2 GRS 700~1,500
m/s9] FESTOA AR T At 2HREE Aotk 2L E S| 178 mm, E HiKH4: 76.2 mm).
ole} Tl sl Axket TAH AAISH =X]+= Table 69 2latch
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1600

1400

1200

—4—D 10, Reinforcement 3 layer, UCS 20 MPa
——D 16, Reinforcement 3 layer, UCS 20 MPa
—8-D 22. Reinforcement 3 layer. UCS 20 MPa

—e—D 29, Reinforcement 3 layer, UCS 20 MPa

——D 35, Reinforcement 3 layer, UCS 20 MPa

1000

800

600

Residual velocity, Vr [m/s]

400

200 r

600

800

1000 1200
Impact velocity, Vs [m/s]

1400

Fig. 9. Size effects on reinforcement (D10~D35)

Table 6. Size effects on reinforcement (D10~D35)

1600

Designation - Nominal dimension [mm] - Impact velocity, Vs [%] Residual ve.locity, Vr [%]

Volume percent [%] Vr - numerical result [%]
D10-9.5-0.69 668
D16-15.9-1.92 639
D22-222-3.74 700 572
D29 -28.6-6.21 415
D35 -34.9-9.24 89
D10-9.5-0.69 1,035
D16 -15.9-1.92 1,012
D22-222-3.74 1,100 954
D29 -28.6 - 6.21 839
D35-34.9-9.24 235
D10-9.5-0.69 1,452
D16-15.9-1.92 1,429
D22 -222-3.74 1,500 1,388
D29 -28.6-6.21 1,235
D35 -34.9-9.24 501
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Fig. 99] s A dellA BE SEET Kol H9] 27 o] Z71gtel weh JR&ert ask= 20E
gl 4= 9tk FE4 700 m/sY W D352 D10 A3 ARESH ) ZERA T 2jo)= °$ 579 m/s (89~668 m/s)
FEolPom, TE4T 1,100 m/sY T D352 D10 AEE AR of THRE I 2Fol= 2F 800 m/s (235~1,035
m/s) 55 o]0, FEET 1,500 m/sY © D359} D10 S AR m) R T ZFoll=2F 951 mys (501~

1,452 m/s) o= o]t

A7) ol Aias S o H2o] A7 9] 7= Aokt EREe] Wl o ds el 44 ol o
& ol Ao = e, G823 oA 5S D5517] oA 217 35 mm ode] o|FEES S8
Shi= Zlo] FHTh

.5 Z2o| H27+AH0|| 2|5t Hek

- OO
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Fig. 10. Spacing effects on reinforcement (@150~@300)
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178 mm). ole} T oA Aol A AJAIGE 4-2]+= Table 701 A 2]ot ATt HLo] viIbA-S At A5+
Zzoi A A 82 0= AR e Eo] vl HI9IE Aleste] Aslt

Ewg

Table 7. Spacing effects on reinforcement (@150~@300)

) o ] Residual velocity, Vr [%]
Spacing [mm] - Designation Impact velocity, Vs [%] -
Vr - numerical result [7%]
@150 - D10 671
@250 - D10 674
@300 - D10 685
@150 - D22 632
@250 - D22 700 657
@300 - D22 671
@150 - D35 397
@250 - D35 599
@300 - D35 641
@150 -D10 1,087
@250 - D10 1,092
@300 - D10 1,099
@150 - D22 1,057
@250 - D22 1,100 1,073
@300 - D22 1,087
@150 - D35 880
@250 - D35 1,031
@300 - D35 1,063
@150 -D10 1,491
@250 -D10 1,493
@300 -D10 1,497
@150 - D22 1,457
@250 - D22 1,500 1,472
@300 - D22 1,491
@150 - D35 1,297
@250 - D35 1,423
@300 - D35 1,456

Fig. 10@), Fig. 10(b) 3! Fig. 10(c)= 232]=] AFUS77120 MPagd o 2177 D10, D22, D35 &
AHEE o) o] BiEEA Q] 7K @150, @250, @300)°] T2 AFRE 700, 1,100, 1,500 m/s Q] FEST A
o] sjA Aotk Fig. 10(a)2] A 27 D10 ] FEE7F S7 ekl whet d29] vl 4(@150~@300)°1
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T2 R O] ZFol= 14 m/s (700 m/s 77F, 671~685 m/s), 12 m/s (1,100 m/s 7}, 1,087~1,099 m/s) 2 6
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6. Ao v A O] St Ao =] W oA s ol & IS v|AA] Zoks Ao = s, d
AR SRS ol B 2 =8-S E 4 S 20 = UEldT

7. & AeA= AR 3710 AL E 3125 E-goto] HAkelalS 218et & AitE kEoto] e At E &
0] 7]5elA] Wi, A}, Wi o e of g MSSg el 2t £ ATolA wafstx] £k A] ol
HpE0] AshtEE WY oA sel iRl 92 55 571 A& ol JeA N = s Aoz
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