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Abstract

Dispersion is a numerical simulation method specially used to solve the problem of discontinuous
medium, which is mainly used in geotechnical engineering and foundation engineering. In the field
of existing building reconstruction, because the main material of masonry structure is the combi-
nation of brick and mortar, which has typical discontinuous characteristics in structure, this paper,
taking the tunnel Kiln structure as an example, attempts to use the Dispersion to model and analyze
the masonry structure, and provides a feasible calculation and simulation idea and method.
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Figure 1. 3D Dispersion model of local
structure of tunnel kiln
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3. MElEEESH

AR 249 5 18 2 BRI AT U 45 SR, VP 159 2 S A% 9 P IR B MU0 FI5R%, AP IRIAS] M3.3 )i 5 22
K.

1) W HESHIUE

MRS SRR 15 B 18 B s MEAS R E SHURSRIE IR AR E=1057("% . iR#E
I SIS R VP 58 SR M3.3 19 BIRD K s A5 B E = 2881.6 MPa .

THRALE: S0 RERK [ 1 U IR SRR LU EUE, AR S ba FLEL 0.24.

ABIBE: RARIERR(E), RBUEB). A0 =FRRAR B=E/[3(1-2v)], THHARIRE
B YIHE & G = 1847 MPa .

BIUIRR: RAEHIERRE). UBEG). W) =HRRARG=E/[2(1+v)], IHERE
PBIYI & G =1162 MPa .

W KRR B 2 07 RS R N T J1HL 1 MPa,  FEHE AL 357,

PUHL R E : 2% Hamid [2]H1 Chukwunenye [2 4% #8055 ZHX50 fr i CIIPURL R E AR A f,, = 0.58 f1, »
HorpH s RS £, Z 8 1GI98-2010 (MIHIRb AL & EEBCTH AR (3] 5.1.1 B 5 P b S 1 i+ 5
AR S, =k [, ARG, k NREUEL R 5.1 WA S k (&R, R T K
PR s B =GORAT R, ACHRERANE LR ESATRUE Y 1.25,  f,, =4.125MPa ,
f,, =1.18 MPa .

2) WETHESHIUAE

FRMEAR R S XA EEE EDA18 2 A R B SPURRRE £ AR E = 446717 . fRIEDL
Wy S A% VP 8 5B MU0 453 BA% 155 E = 7413.4 MPa .

ARG S35 REAK [ 1 AR Bl 1 STk b SEI S IR AS LU BOE , 73 21 HA LEF I8 ME N 0.1645, AR Uh:
AR LLE 0.17,

PR RARFPERR(E) B ®B). W =FRKAAR B=E/[3(1-2v)], i+ BRI
HIBI DI & G = 3744 MPa .

BIUIRE: RAEHEBRE). BUIBEG), MW= RAARG = E/[2(1+v)], iHHEEI
BT DI & G = 3168 MPa .

R A B 207 R E RS I N T JJHL S MPa,  FEEEAI 357,

PIHIRIE: 5% Cheema [41F1 Klinger [4]4% MBS 2RI T UM LHBRE AR N /1, =0.415f, , FL
RS ARAEE £, 21 GB5101-2017 (KR45I@eE) (514 6.3 SMREEHZATRIR 3, HLHE S wE i
JEVPE S PO AT I, TSR] MU0 R4 RITHLIRSE £ =1.06 MPa .

4. RPIFBTAREITE
LR TR, SN AT KR ) BT S AR | TR

Table 1. Dispersion calculation parameters and results of brick strength MU10 mortar strength M3.3
# 1. BE58E MUL0 A58 E M3.3 BHTHESHRITEER

PR GRS SRR (MPa) YA L (ARSI (MPa) BIVIROR(MPa) % J1(KPa) BEF A () DUALHRIE(MPa) S{ERIE (MPa)

T MU10 7413 0.17 3744 3168 5 35 1.06 7413

ik M3.3 2882 0.24 1847 1162 1 35 1.18 2882
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B E ST AN, RIS 25 Rl 2~4 Bs, 72 ZZ Stress 7~ 3 BN /7, Z-displacement
FonTEEALFE, Max.Prin.Stress RN R TS o MUTFRGE ST R B P T8 7 25 44 1) i 1 ) Y0 [ A
0~210.8 KPa; ¥ /77 Fl7F 200~369.3 KPa; B /AL LETE 0~2.2173 x 107 m, MK 5 L4 ] 51,
F BRI R AELE T B A b B M HETOUR RS 9O HE S PO AR e s, (R R AR HOIER
DA A R S5 R R E

Z7 Stress
2.1083E+05
2.0000E+05
0.0000E+00
-2.0000E+05
-4.0000E+05
-6.0000E+05
-8.0000E+05
-1.0000E+06
-1.2000E+06
-1.4000E+06
-1.6000E+06
-1.8000E+06
-2.0000E+06
-2.0767E+06

Table 2. Calculation results of vertical stress of local structure
2. BEERBEMBEENNITEER

Z7 Stress
2.1083E+05
2.0000E+05
0.0000E+00
-2.0000E+05
-4.0000E+05

- -6.0000E+05
-8.0000E+05
-1.0000E+06
-1.2000E+06
-1.4000E+06
-1.6000E+06
-1.8000E+06
-2.0000E+06
-2.0767E+06

Max. Prin (Min. Compression) Stre

3.6930E+05
3.5000E+05
3.0000E+05
2.5000E+05
2.0000E+05
1.5000E+05
1.0000E+05
5.0000E+04
0.0000E+00
-5.0000E+04
-1.0000E+05
-1.5000E+05
-2.0000E+05
-2.5000E+05
-2.5443E+05

Table 3. Calculation results of maximum principal stress of local structure

E 3. BREERBEARAENHEER

Z-displacement
0.0000E+00
-2.0000E+06
-4.0000E+06
-6.0000E+06
-8.0000E+06
-1.0000E+05
-1.2000E+05
-1.4000E+05
-1.6000E+05

-1.8000E+05
-2.0000E+05
-2.2000E+05
-2.2173E+05

Table 4. Calculation results of vertical displacement of local structure

4. BEERBEREEMBITEER
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Z7Z Stress
5.5101E+05
0.0000E+00
-1.0000E+06

~ -2.0000E+06
-3.0000E+06
-4 0000E+06
-5.0000E+06
-6.0000E+06
-7.0000E+06
-8.0000E+06
-9.0000E+06
-1.0000E+07
-1.1000E+07
-1.2000E+07
-1.3000E+07
-1.4000E+07
-1.5000E+07
-1.6000E+07
-1.7000E+07
-1.7508E+07

Joint Slip
Symblo: cube

' Slipped (past)

- Slipping now
. Tensile failure

Table 5. Structural failure simulation results

5. CERIRIAEIEE R

5. REIEHITHIFER

B HOT IR BN SR PR G5 B B B A I [ FRHERS P R AR AL, s SR BIREIY RE AT B,
IS AN T AR AR R o S8 8 8 X L P T B S MO AR B AT BRI, B R IR R e e e R i 8 R A
PR RO R 5 R i B o

IR B3R5k, AT B I AR S 01 B T A o R (R EAT T LA ALL, BT RS K
R 2~4 FR, BOABHLESR A 6~11 FTR.

ZZ Stress
5.4710E+05
0.0000E+00
-1.0000E+06
-2.0000E+06
-3.0000E+06
-4.0000E+06
-5.0000E+06
-6.0000E+06
-7.0000E+06
-8.0000E+06
-9.0000E+06
-1.0000E+07
-1.1000E+07
-1.2000E+07
-1.3000E+07
-1.4000E+07
-1.5000E+07
-1.6000E+07
-1.7000E+07
-1.8000E+07
-1.8157E+07

Joint Slip

Symblo: cube

i Slipped (past)
Slipping now

.~ Tensile failure

Table 6. Structural failure simulation results of case 1

6. TJL | SEMEEREILE R
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ZZ Stress
5.5537E+05
0.0000E+00
-1.0000E+06
-2.0000E+06
-3.0000E+06
-4.0000E+06
-5.0000E+06
-6.0000E+06
-7.0000E+06
-8.0000E+06
-9.0000E+06
-1.0000E+07
-1.1000E+07
-1.2000E+07
-1.3000E+07
-1.4000E+07
-1.5000E+07
-1.6000E+07
-1.7000E+07
-1.7548E+07

Joint Slip

Symblo: cube
Slipped (past)
Slipping now
Tensile failure

Table 7. Structural failure simulation results of case 2

7. T 2 SRR R EE R

Table 2. Calculation parameters and simulation results of failure simulation under working conditions 1 and 2

F2. IR 2 BIFMREITE SR RENLER

PEE T apmasg  CMEBER L0, WREE BIUIEE SE V] FBEBRAIC) Pl E

(MPa) (MPa) (MPa) (KPa) (MPa)
W MU7.5 6959 0.17 3514 2974 35 35 0.90

Wi - M2.5 2282 024 1463 920 0.76 35 1.03
W MU7.5 6959 0.17 3514 2974 35 35 0.90

i a M2.4 2205 0.24 1413 889 0.73 35 1.00

Table 3. Calculation parameters and simulation results of failure simulation under working conditions 3 and 4

F# 3. TR 3. 4 BEMRETES B RIEIER

MRS T SR WMEEMPa) AL AREIE(MPa) FUIEEMPa) WERSI(KPa) FEEHEAM() HidhiiSE(MPa)

Tt MU7.5 6959 0.17 3514 2974 3.5 35 0.90

b4 M2.3 2128 0.24 1364 858 0.70 35 0.98

Tt MU7.5 6959 0.17 3514 2974 35 35 0.90
Vg

w4 MI1.8 1732 0.24 1110 698 0.55 35 0.87

BADGEW: i RIRb IR G S5 2 o I PR 25 MU7.S Fl M2.5 B, 2 2 AT AR R A 7E P (35 4 v
BRAMN . TR R ES . SO B S IS AR AT RO AL, WA RSB . B J5 380 IR SR s P S5 21,
MWPIBRFEER Y M2.4 I, PL5 OIS B kb b )R B A NV LR BSR40 SR A
MI1.8~M2.3 JulH A, #t5PIIEARSZHAL 1 A A Ra BRI eREE 08 M1L.T 1, Bt5 R
B A A2 T AR R O OR S A 22 M i 5 b i 5l P2 S5 2 o 55 M6 N, 3615 O 0 A 52 12 AR R 8 e 22 i
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MR AR AR BR3P 5

ZZ Stress
1.1005E+06
1.0000E+06
0.0000E+00
-1.0000E+06
-2.0000E+06
-3.0000E+06
-4.0000E+06

 -5.0000E+06
-6.0000E+06
-7.0000E+06
-8.0000E+06
-9.0000E+06
-1.0000E+07
-1.1000E+07
-1.2000E+07
-1.3000E+07
-1.4000E+07
-1.5000E+07
-1.6000E+07
-1.7000E+07
-1.7327E+07

Joint Slip
Symbol: cube
i Slipped (past)

Slipping now
Tensile failure

Table 8. Structural failure simulation results of case 3

B 8. T 3 SR EILER

77 Stress

1.0867E+06

0.0000E+00

-2.0000E+06
-4.0000E+06
-6.0000E+06
-8.0000E+06
-1.0000E+07
-1.2000E+07
-1.4000E+07
-1.6000E+07
-1.8000E+07
-1.8056E+07

Joint Slip
Symbol: cube

Slipped (past)
Slipping now
Tensile failure

Table 9. Structural failure simulation results of case 4

B 9. TR 4 SEHIBIREIMLER

Table 4. Calculation parameters and simulation results of failure simulation under working conditions 5 and 6

F4a. TR S, 6 BIFMRBITE SR RENER

MRS T SREEE MR MPa) JHRALL AP E(MPa) BIVIRE(MPa) N JI(KPa) EEEM() HidisEE(MPa)

Tt MU7.5 6959 0.17 3514 2974 35 35 0.90
.
i M1.7 1651 0.24 1058 666 0.52 35 0.85
Tt MU7.5 6959 0.17 3514 2974 3.5 35 0.90
N
i M1.6 1569 0.24 1006 633 0.48 35 0.82
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77 Stress
l 3.7290E+06

-6.0000E+06
-8.0000E+06
-1.0000E+07
-1.2000E+07
-1.4000E+07
-1.6000E+07
-1.8000E+07
-1.8922E+07
Joint Slip
Symbol: cube

I Slipped (past)

Slipping now
Tensile failure

Table 10. Structural failure simulation results of case 5

B 10. TR 5 SEMmIFRIIER

Z7 Stress
9.5707E+05
5.0000E+05

Joint Slip
Symbol: cube
Slipped (past)
Slipping now
Tensile failure’

Table 11. Structural failure simulation results of case 6

11. T 6 FEAIRIRRIIER

6. &it

ASCLIIR SR BETE 2, VRGN AR T 2R B BT X2 R AN SRR 7 5 M A g AT T
MRk, HEIRICEERZ G R, R E AR PR AR 5 50 R HEAT PR, SRV 454
PRI (R FE B B 28 R IR RSB B I 5 i, BRI — PR S5 A T AT RO T SR B A0 R e D5 s o

SEH

(11 XUBEAK. WARGE R AR 32 TP RE IR FT[D]: [ 22008 50). Kb WiRI K%, 2005.

[2] Hamid, A.A. and Chunkwunenye, A.O. (1986) Compression Behavior of Concrete Masonry Prisms. Journal of Struc-
tural Engineering, 112, 605-613.

[3] BRUPGEEFRI =P ARG, WL UEEIZERHRA . JGI98-2010 [E FAT WARHECHISIRD S L & L& T RUFE D [S].
Jemt: AR T L, 2010.
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