2085 FH2W
2021 4 6 A

JUINR AR HARBRAAR)

Journal of Guangzhou University ( Natural Science Edition) Jun. 2021

Vol.20 No.2

N EHS:1671-4229(2021)02-0086-10

PO PR 155 i 905 4 580 R AP B4
5K I B

7R EART RSB, J7AR T 510006)

W OE. ARSI, RS B P A A CaR i K SRR ATE] T IR, Bk, R R 0
R AR R KB G RARE BFE  ENR G —, RA LSRG RAS. AFEATRRBRIERT AL A48
HTHOREBET —Ad SREMEARN P RAG RS AP 2GRSO AL XA SFR @
AP AL AT 7 G A AT, A B S A AUR 69 P AR B R . R R A TR L 4 AT B LS-DYNA 42 4k 64 2 B
RELEZARBERMESG AT R, LT RAG RGP EAGREER —TATHEF AR FRLER
F, WAL M AR RV AR T 0 6 SR R AR T AL B B M AR o O R R e A A2 A R
REER: BT R PARGRY, MAERE; a0k KM

FE4%ES: TU312. 1 XERFRED: A

Numerical study of net type blast wall for blast load mitigation

ZHANG Xiao-cong
(School of Civil Engineering, Guangzhou University, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: As a passive protective measure, the blast wall has been proven to be effective for structur-
al protection. In recent years, much effort has been dedicated to improving the economical efficiency
and aesthetic feeling of protective barriers. Based on the concept of wave interference, the fence type
blast wall and net type blast wall were proposed to resist the blast loads. Numerical simulations are
carried out to compare the effectiveness of the fence type blast wall and net type blast wall. The em-
pirical blast loads and air domains are combined in the adopted numerical method. The simulation re-
sults show that net type blast wall performs better than fence type blast wall in overpressure reduction,
but worse in impulse reduction.

Key words: blast loads; fence type blast wall; net type blast wall; protective effectiveness; numeri-

cal simulation

iy A5 i 10 AR H AR S G S L R
R TT X i S N B R — o 1 2 A By
AN (SR o el TR k) O p S N A (TR QT
S IAE S ST L A AR A r 28 OBl A 355l LB
PR > 408 H AR @ 5, NSt 7 — 2 10
Bl 3 S 5 I i o 2o A R R O ) A F AR
(o F A D0 Py B A 1 0 B, AT IR T H AR 31
W E PR KR RE R L At i T A
XF 28 5y, By AR TE ZE T A R Uk 24 75 21 T L

PR FH. PRI, AN W e 77 Al et 1) 153, £ Gk 3
Tt 2T AR RMAME R G — , it A

TH S5 [ A2 5 A LR HOR N RTTF R 1 4% Tl
TR 75 4% 45 , 33K 28 (75 438 i 42 Ji L m] 3y S A B
Hibia SRR 25 H LA RO BY By 4 i 3 2. Ho, 52
ATy ) ) A 1 O — 358 20 A D 1
Bl ARSI I 25, A 22 4 0 R L R ok
SCHE KT U R J2 T 78 7 A DU 4B e D

{EEB AN SKBEER(1995—) , B Bl +-#F 5% 4k . E-mail ; zhangxiaocong@ e. gzhu. edu. cn
SI3ckga: SKRIBEHR. DBy R AP SR B A T ] T MR 24l ( B ARBL4R) ,2021,20(2) :86-95.



511

SR RIE « ) B )y ki By 7 A0 R (B 87

AR B IAR R LA S 254 5 R e i A2 2 AR LA
AR BRI S BB RO | Hedni
AN[RIREHE I 22 TR AR ELA R S B BE A T AE.

Zong % ST AR AISFEMMER S T
—HEPPA A B Y B B B R BT, T A AR
PAEFEGRG P = 18] A AH ELAE T, 8% 5 X8k AR
XD RE R 1 A AE, AT A B8 e B3 A SR )
SeER AP AT YR A BB, UER T i
TR 017 45 St 6 D/ it AR K Ay 28 AT P

O B T PR AT 1
TU Hdi BE T, 3 3 TR DI B 1 0 22 [ gk
St (R B4 A S A 22 A (EL R 2R X 1R 2R 7 A B
AL LB TR AT BEAT , IS P R A F
FFAY EARIUE Y 100 mm, X -5 9 7Y 57 4k Jis 16 5% P
LA B 22 . IR, AR BE 5T A B REAT AT
SRR A R, 2L 20 mm R HEAR B AR R,
PASR R JEE AT S By T 5

ARSCHCRE T P 70 5 45 Bk 5 90 1 7 I A Ja A
[F]— B0 PR g8 A R Dl 5, AT X 1) 2 I kg
5t 1O B 3P ORAE A, O3 L 90 I B AT T
ST

1 BAEAR A oy & or

L1 HEFENE

TERSAEASEAL, o, G 3 o B Sk I 2% 4300
P (R i, RTS8 i DI A A 28 20 A
AT 17 488 85 4 B35 47 A RO PE A L DA 3750 A 0
SO ER R A 1R

P) y

Positive Specific
Impulse

Negative Specific

/ Impulse

~

Iy Lyt

r

Positive
duration 74

Negative
duration #;

11 SR A R R
Fig. 1 Typical blast pressure profile of gauges

P Shi a3 A P DAL, Q3 PR S M K Ay 2801
JHIUITRIEE SR P 7R 32 14 e R s 5t (% IO If % ¢ =
b4 5 I AP o D) S Ao A K R L X R [] ) AR

P =[P - ) e R

(] Yo SO0 B 280 (G I e 2 4 2 A A
TR L AR )

FH] LS-DYNA #{4:f) LBE/ALE J5 % 174K
(R, LB 5 P 43 R A B B : O T K-
gery' " YL 43 3, B R A A AT 6 1A 4R A
F I 534 3 QLA — B BE 45 S 0 4 1F
FIF ALE 2R (1) 22900 J0R 6300, o A0 I 16 2
SR SR R D 0 AR A TR
DL, LBE/ ALE 73 FU 5 %0 45 1 Jo Bl — o 3
PR 28 AR AT A, AT 8 4 B S /. 7
LBE/ALE R0 rf, 28 A I 070 10 i 2 1 98 UK
JH B2 ( Ambient layer) , M AT DL HEHi 283 20 57
TSR (SRR RS

1] T [T 1 9 1 ( 687« CONSTRAINED _
LAGRANGE_IN_SOLID) , ] LJ X6 &5 k4 5 48 4 % 14
A P A7 A0, M TAT S 00458 A0 U0 119 52 35 4%
S ST A % R 4 I RS A
ALE 28 BT 45 4 T 52 (9 4 L 0, 5 0 1)
I, 2354 R AR B ) PR AR L T 2 TR 4%

1.2 BESENHE

P 2 SR 2 . 1.0 kg TNT 424
ML T A ) T B HEAT AT 25 A A K B 58
EEE I 3.1 m 4.0 m 2.0 m. Hy FARAY %
Pt R s 1/2 SERE, B 2.0 m FE A0 28 SO
R AR A SEE S 4.0 m, @K 1.0 m, 5
VEZG PR OB B 20 1. 25 m. 1E BT RRES IS J7 0. 25
m.0.75 m.1.25 m 1.75 m }2 2.25 m 3545 & T
S AN W A B 0. 25 mu A TR R A
(0, BTG 4 D/ZH, Horf, D i A i d
JE RS H N AR ES 75,5 A5 6, D/H 43
Hk0.25.0.75.1.25 1.75 #1 2.25, 3 T1-T5
PRFEBHRES 5 10 S I . BT Y 2 1T 1%y [
SETLIL, ARG T o K AF 10 14 2 S R 5l A 7
X , A7 2 T I 15 R R R b R iJS 7E
T} A 2 TS5 TG S S 30 5, L3k B A48 TG PR
BB R TR G ) o AR 7 R A
RTS8 A Ny NN 5111 O a7 S5 2 b T IR N
i AL



88 JUINREE S CH AR AR

%520 &

2.85m

LO.ZSmN

K2 RN

Fig.2  Sketch of numerical model

TEASCHY B b, B RS 1 BEJE R 4.0 m, 15
JER L0 m, SYEL RO IR B 125 mo 2545
FREIPF B ROR 5 B BT RS 00 R
AR AR AT M X £ S B L B AR
) T T TR IR o A [T

23R BRAR AR TR LR R R 3 ) ¢
T MAT _NULL & S, R 25 J7 72 38 o OC # 5
*EOS_LINEAR_POLYNOMIAL % X, 28 5 B I6 1Y
Fesm ik an (1) fros

p=Co+Cu+Cu’ +Cy’ +(C, +Cqu+Ci’ e

(1)
A ,u=p/py =1, Ko, p Hl py 5390 19 25 AE 2
TS 220 FHAI) 46 B 220 () 5 32 5 e R SRR AR 23 S
BE;HECO=Cl=C2=C3=C6=0,C4=C5=y -
1o AR Ry = 1. 4R 2 BT 6 TR 53
%4 101. 325 kPa, %55y 1. 225 kg/m’, DI
S8 T ) TR AR R B DA S 15 C R AR B bR
T

450.0 e
400.0 N 30 mm
350.0 o\ =G0

§ 3000 \\\

2500 \\\

E 2000 | \\

B1s0.0 | T T
100.0 | e

l—%‘
50.0
0.0 : : - - -
150 200 250  3.00  3.50
W) 024 PG 19 2R /m
(a) & He I fE

1.3 PIAs s st it

S E A B PR ROT, EU 8T 3 RN R Y
235 S R T, B 60 mm 30 mm DA% 15 mm 7E H
B2 TOL T AT A R, WK 3. B 1.0 kg
TNT K 24 Hb 7 E2 A5 1) TR 7 o0 A 28 sl
JE P RN 3.1 m 4.0 m 12,0 m. (T
BEARLAXIAR I, A S 172 SEE, B 2.0 m 9E )
s BRI T, JER B HEZ5 P 15 m 2.0 m,
2.5m3.0m K& 3.5 mAbAE TS5 AN, B A
I 0.25 m BRI R ETBON [ E i A, DA
DL T X R AR IR P B S IG5 e R 1 X R A
AR B X BRI A b3R5 2 A 28 2 T
BB TC R A, L3k BB TG BR R 23 < s iy
ROR. B 3 AT LU Y, 28 SR RUST 1 28 4 X o
SE A AN, v 7E 30 mm R4 I 2 Uk
ST A AR A% R A2 A B U i T
TP PEREA R , ZE I 15 mm S 28 A% RT

140.0 +15 mm
1200 - s\ :30 mm
- _\a\ 60 mm

100.0
és 80.0 -
Py
i L
£ 60.0

40.0

20.0

0.0 . . . :
1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50
W R 2y P I B R/m
(b) s

B3 R sk ik s

Fig.3 Mesh convergence test results



513

SR RIS « (50 7 By kit it By 4 O B A AL 89

1.4 #EEIHE

A AR BB R A B s g R ok
I UE AL (4 L . 4 BRI 30 1 A B %
(F4) UL 0 kg TNT X230 i ki (19 T 00 £ 47
OrpT, A R R R SE R 0 3.1 my
6.0 m f12.0 m. iy FHREBIXARIE, e dsr 1/
2 GEHE, B 3.0 m FE A 2 UL B AT iy AR )
GERES 6.0 m, =N 1.0 m, 5525 i (1 S
1,25 m FRASPREAE R BAR Y 20 mm A ]
W2 10 mm. BERY R LA [ E 1 5, LA
b X HE A B S BRGE 5 R Y ) RS Bk, A7 3R
TN BE A X B i B 5 b 3R LR AR I A R I ) 3
HICIETI T, LUK BB TCBR R 28 I AR -
HT 45 R 114 O J3E X g K Ay 28k 199 3 5 4 SRS i A
R TR SR 5 488 5 0 T A, BT B85 AR 43
HIBEHUR S 0.8 m 1.8 m F12.8 m fy 3

160.0 =175

1200 | \\

$100.0 |

2 \

o 80.0

= 600 | \.\\\

e e
400 g
200 +
0.0 . : :

0.8 1.8 2.8
34 J5 2§ D/m
(a) 78 R IEAL

T, 0 A 8 e WAL 5 i ) X B 25 SR AN T S
F7s. LS T LU Y I ) oo 25 28 5 3 25
SRW BT eI B 5 T 45 R A LR 1, (5
3 AN AR 22 7 11.5% LA, A TTIE B 1 4
TRLE TOTIN Si i H K Ao 28007 T ) VRS 7

&

B4 R FETRA R B

Fig.4  lllustration of field test with single layer of circular
steel poles
90.0 =37 R
80.0 + H (e B
70.0 T~
! IF “\\\
600 S
5500 S
~
1F 40.0
=300
20.0 -
10.0
0.0 . . :
0.8 1.8 2.8
3% J5 25 D/m
(b) Mt

KIS HRIEUESS
Fig.5 Model validation results

2 HEZR

FE 1.0 kg TNT 124 i ff 2 45 1) T 00 1, FUAK
T TR 577 b 5 A TR 7 R X it i g A Ay 2 )
L O], AT T 1o T2 575 k8 ik #9977 37 80 R A
M, RIS FE B 4 B4 0 M. 28 R
T R 3.1 m 4.0 m HM12.0 m. T
RIS FRIE , RS 172 FERE, Bl 2.0 m SR =S
AR R AT B AR BRSSO 4.0 m, RO
1.0 m, 5FEZ5 PO R HTES 20 1. 25 m. £E By 1 b
JE0.25m.0.75 m 1.25 m 1. 75 m ¢ 2.25 m 4y
BIARE T 5 AN IR BE X 0. 25 m. O T
TR AL E, 5l A TSR 49 E D/H, L, D
S A i e B L Ay 7 R B 1 R, 5 I

SR D/7H SRy 0.25.0.75.1.25 1. 75 .2. 25, 3F
FIT1-TS AARB B RE 5 B9 5 A D s AR A T 5%
THT TR A ] 7 300 5, LA 0L T 0 88 1 I8 14 e Sk B
G PRI A X BRI, A 3 T A A BRI A
M5 A e R B R O R A LK #)
BEAYTC R R 23 IR AR v, 4P 2R Bl 44 Bk
AT ELAE N 20 mm , FF[R]HET A 10 mm (AR 23
B ROF =33% ). XIPA2 BURI7 £ 355 R 1) 754 By H4 sk
T, AR 28 B 300 L 37 R0OR B 3 R
PO Il R St A R, 4 P J )
RE AT TR BE FEBE0 L. O PRAIERS FL i 21 19
T I7 H 5 1) P B0 S AT 25 i 3 0 5 4 R TR 9 A
S PR — 20, Gad TR E T 5 B R B4R
Y92y 15.8 mm, ST [E] #5 REFF ] 2 O 21,6
mm, U1 6 Fr7s.



90 JUINR 22 AR H AR AR

%520 &

(2) JAAL Bkt
Bl6  fra Iy 5 100 2 Byt A L R R 1A

Fig.6  Configuration of fence blast wall and net blast wall

2.1 MEpRE SR pRIER R iPRUR T
P 7 FIE 8 o35l 25 T 1 TR g gk Bk g 4P A Y
77 HR IR (1 3550 i k2 K ey 800 LA 2R IR 7.8 AT LA
Fif 5 Atz LU, R RS 4

A TR 5 g it ot LI T DX G R A A 2R A — SE R

Tﬁﬁ@ﬁﬂ%’%;@l@ﬂﬁﬁ‘%%ﬁ%)ifm ﬁrm“{ﬁﬂﬁ
TR T A R B 5, (2 X — L i &
4500 =~HHESY
4000 + 3P R B B R
3500 | \ =R
23000 |
\2500 . \
@2000 . \t\
Hiys00 | Su
5
1000 | \\k\ ~ \'\\1
500 \b‘t‘\,\‘_ —
0.0 - - '
025 075 125 175 225
D/H
(a) /8 JTIAAH
&7
Fig. 7
100 -« [ B B
9 PR IR RN
80 r
70 |
£ 60t e —
&’3" 50 | L /r’—ﬁ—l
§ ol —
sﬁ 30t
20 |
10
0
025 075 125 175 225
D/H
(a) BT IRR

(b) WAL Bl

D/H B34 I 0858 s ORI, W BBy i
XS J 000 e (L D Dl A5 SR AS G 3 A TR B gk
§i. 24 D/H = 0. 25 i, BRI A58 I T 00 s 14 i
MRTF PR 2Rkt i s 24 D/H =0. 75 i, R By Adis
JE 75 I s ) e S A TR B R B AR 25 A K 2 D/
H=1.25 i, [ 7Y 7 R 45 I 5 00 s A v S T g
TR R

1400 - =55
. o [ 24 [ 4R
1200 ~— .
T 3P R B RN
e ™
100.0 .
2 80.0 \\‘\
. | ~—

£ . o

5 60.0 - _

_:éi A‘.\\\" —ﬂ\“‘
40.0 )
20.0

0.0 : ‘ : ‘ :
0.25 0.75 1.25 1.75 2.25
D/H
(b) i

P R 577 i 47 A R 75 A8 B S i R K A 2800 EE 2 2R

Comparison of peak reflected overpressure and impulse on fence blast wall and net blast wall

LT 7 AP RE A
90 o [ 2 5 R
80 -
70
X
< 60| —_—
% 50 '\//a‘i\ —_—
W40 L e
1= ——
= 30 -
20
10 -
0 L L L L 1
0.25 0.75 1.25 1.75 2.25
D/H
(b) it B RE A

P8 [ R 7 i 5 B 1 T R i () 35 i R A7 R W A0 L2 2R

Fig.8 Comparison of blast load reduction on fence blast wall and net blast wall

2.2 BIERREHZESN
B9 g5 1 PRt By kb e T S T1 T2 Ak
IR 2. B9 W LA, PR B B B 7E

St 0 A5 TLORD T2 Ay M if ARl 2 4 3 T H0
e 330 A, A 2R 7 g et K A 1T Ak )l T
F 2 BT A, BRI R



SR RIE « ) B )y ki By 7 A0 R (B

91

250.0
— PRI (D/H=0.25)
200.0
o SURB B
g 150.0
oL
=
3‘”@ 100.0
=
< 500
0.0 U |_; 1 | |||| T )
1 2384 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
-50.0
)/ ms
(a) Y HT1

140.0
— JRERIPEERS (D/H=0.75)
120.0
woo Lo e e
s 80.0
2
1 60.0
b 40.0
E o
< 200
0.0 1 0 1”.'_- R —
2001 123 5677 891011
-40.0
I H] /ms
(b) T2

B9 ARt BRI I A TL T2 A fy i s if el £

Fig.9  Overpressure-time histories at T1-T2 of fence blast wall

K10 25 1 I A R B R B AR AT T3 (T4 Je
TS5 AbfyH i AR 2. AAIET 10 AT DI ), mAR
PR AR AR I 0 T3 T4 FT TS Ab g s P 7
2B T UG 22 A B G {FLJR X ik BB gk

FEAT BN AN R 302 P - O A28 — A~

WA ) TRV 25— s W (L, DAY b o 00 5 )
W ELIREAT 52 )5 )T A5 25 — Wt BHLAE AR s 2

TEM Rl T — B R Z 5, 3% R T i 6
NS RORU AR NI R

800 r —— PR (DH-125) L oAtk LIS LU —— PR (DH-2.25)
50.0 IR e GUIRBEE
600 o GIRHBE 400 -
- o 40.0 o
& 400 L % £ 300 ¢
Mo ] 20 2 200 t
2 ® 200 B
= 200 = =
& < 100 =, 400 M
W == ‘;\j/\ 00 b vy !\~ P 0.0 ki B T
T 28 d el @y im 123456V 894101112 12345678 9101112131415
20.0 -10.0 * -100
[N} 1] / ms [N 1] / ms I5f ] / ms
(2) W 4T3 (b) W T4 (c) W RITS
K10 P42 BB SR BRI AR T3 (T4 TS Ab Y I i AR il 46
Fig. 10 Overpressure-time histories at T3-T5 of fence blast wall
KL 2y 7 PR F e e g 0 T ARG T3 B e i 28K 1) 552 Wi 28 0 0 335 , 7T 2 T 28500

BT A 2. NI 11 0] DL Y, X 7R Bl A 35
WAL T AR A — 2 W& N, B2, B T s
55 UM B L R BB s U (R A /N, DR X 3
T FE DA (L 8 A S ), L XGF 3000 5 o 2 (L 119 5% W) 458 A
AR 0T 2, I 7Y B AR B AE I A T Ak g 8 A A
AP T A S A g, B A T AT JE T el B
FERUNE b7 3 S B R X

12 25 T o 750 B o Kt A it I A5 T2 T3
T4 F TS Zhrys i R £k WKL 12 ] LU Y, ™)
FRUR)T F 55 75 I 505K TLAR ) B e iy 4 ok 2 3%, HL
BiE D/H B R 7655 — > e I (E 2 J5 R
A X 00 %) A T 2885 i A Sy WY 4 1_%
B, B D/H (38 K, BF 52 2000 ) I 78 [ 9 435

WS, o5 A S A

200.0
— MR P (D/H=0.25)
< 1500 F | 00 e 1 B B
[T
=
>
% 1000 |
3
500 |
0.0 lv/\,\ e
12345 ¢7§79770111213
-50.0 L
] / ms
B 1L XY B AR A JE DU s, T Ak iy 8 i B A R 4%

Fig. 11

Overpressure-time histories at T1 of net blast wall



92 JUINREE S CH AR AR

%520 &

100.0
—— MRS (D/H=0.75)
oo - | —
<
[0
< 600
)
B 400
<
200
')'0 1 1 1 \,I\II\‘..:,' ‘_4._. IIIII ..A.. 1 J
¢ 123 45 6°78.910111213
-20.0
Ffe) /ms
(a) W T2
50.0 — MR RS (D/H=1.75)
400 F 0y e i B B
<
£ 300
=
o
5 200
=
< 100
0[] L 1 1 1 1 \/ 3
1234567 8 %10111213
-10.0
20.0
B} 1] / ms
(c) W T4
& 12

70.0
— PP HEE; (D/H=1.25)
60.0 |
s S0 ] == ERT B
&
=400 |
sl
B 300 |
=
< 200
10.0 |
0.0 !
,
100 ¢ 12
200
B 1] / ms
(b) W A T3
40.0 —— [ ERES (D/H=2.25)
--------- BB
300 |
<
% 20.0
=
1)
=
= 100 |
<
0.0
1234567 8 910111213
-10.0 |
-20.0
B ]/ ms
(d) W RETS

) A 9 i 1 35 I M A T2 T3 (T4 TS bty 8 P ) 7 ol 2

Fig. 12 Overpressure-time histories at T2-T5 of net blast wall

2.3 BEEESH

13 FHIEL 14 5300 25 T 4R 28 [ 4 358 R 1Y)
TR 57 R0 45 ) A A5 S 0 (L I 119 5 2 . A
13 .14 0] LA, o2 A B0 By J 3 , i o
TRy R, 358 i 00 s P R S — TRk B (1
S SR 28 110 R P W () 114 i 220 0 i 2 38 S0 g
SRR LI A5 A B 2. 3 U B, X6 A A [ AR B
55 00 2 87 5k R 56, it i T R 0 (SR e
T S, T H T U 5 R R O R
RONE, PRI 458 0 000 5 P s 0 1 = 22 oy B35 38
() S PR R TR

R D TR 577 0 35 5 A TR [ 9 45 1 P A A
AEXS 25 B 238 45 DR 4 — B0, (R N 38 B8 J T 1Y
TR FEVE(EES 3 (B 7) o] LA, 78 Bl £ 335 1) B
SN LA A 8 [ gk 4k T i Wk L X RT R T
AR RO R U 1) S B T AR AR A (L R T b T
RSB 114 100l 75 7 S5 iy 4 T ) AR R T 0T AN 2
PBT 43T VTS A 3 T P A ey 2R, A
T3 B80T T35 PR 17 8 38k 17 75, S S 3R T B R O

b TAT, X RRR A I 1) B S A P 2

300 3o UL X 8 875 e 4 5 42 AR o7 kA 35 ) S S
TR (& 6) A LU Y, AR IS 8 T Y A T
FRAREE (H R T 100 78 [ 4% Jish & 0 b 1T 199 5 33 1 AR
JI ki FO SR, PR ok, RS B B R X s R
PIPRFF— S0 DL T, I 75 B A8 5t o) A K U 1
SRR SR L T 47 42 80 [ 35k, R) IR 281 B 8 4k s
J5 R BFSEAIO0E EL AP 42 8 (577 35k 0 Sk =5, AT ¢
50 R 577 A 355 T P A DN A A 1) R s M {41 T A
TR By p
2.4 HEDH

BT 1S 25 1 R B 4 5t 5 R AR B 4 4 7
DU A T Kb f s B R il 2 0 L 5 4. DA TEL 15 W]
DAVE ), SR BB R b A L, B AR T 78 57 4k itk
P AR 2 P[] B H g T o 25 7 4R 358 )
F14) 7 Hs DA (R S AT, 17T L Bt J H B ) T A e Hs o
SRS e (A S e A PR, AT S 350 A 97 4k 7
I T A 1 e i RGP Y B i



513

SR RIS « (50 7 By kit it By 4 O B A AL 93

{

() WA TI

(b) WA(T2
\\

(c) P T3

T3
N

(d) WA T4

= |

(e) WAITS
P13 oA IRy e 500k ) T WA LI ) [ 5 2= (4]

Fig. 13 Pressure contour of gauges behind the fence blast wall

(2) PWIATL

(b) M T2

(c) WA T3

A

(d) M iT4

. .
(e) WAITS
B 14 R 8 Jik 25 T s B R DA (BT 1) R 3 o TR

Fig. 14  Pressure contour of gauges behind the net blast wall



94 JUINREE S CH AR AR

520 %

4000 - — Bl S (D/H=0.25)
350 - | ----- PR B EERE (D/H=0.25)
3000 1 e PRI R KR (D/H=0.25)
£ 2500
o n
2000 B
) i
= 1500 | i
< 1000 | S
500 | [ s
0.0 = '
~
500 L ! z ? 4
I ]/ ms
15 [T HRSE S A R G R A5k A0 A T1 A F) e S e
TR ZxT L2 R
Fig. 15 Comparison of simulated overpressure-time histories

at T1 of net blast wall and fence blast wall

B 16 25 Hi 1 19 R 7 A gt 5 0 28 B gk i A
N5 T2 Ak 4 s P P T 2K %8 EE 2 SR TR 16 ]
LA - OS54 R BBy A 55 AR LG, 199 724 )y A 335 0
A T2 4b Y TE FE RPN [R]85 )0 Y By 338 ) 7
0 T2 F) s VLR T P R B By A 3 3 I D T
DU IE RV, A5 PR By £ J5 00 A T2 A g e
RARMEAK.

300.0 — HH%Em ©OHE=0.75)
2500 F =00 == PSS (D/H=0.75)
<<<<<<<<< o 7R B B (D/H=0.75)
< 200.0 r
2
= 1500
& 1000 | !
~ t
50.0 i
0.0 L i
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
-50.0 *
I 1] /ms
16 R By kdits 5 4R TR iy AR A0 5 T2 A 1 e P i
FRAR RN b R

Fig. 16 Comparison of simulated overpressure-time histories

at T2 of net blast wall and fence blast wall

P17 25 T R Bl A et 5 A 8 B ki 7
DN A T3 T4 TS AR Ay s IR ph 2 ) LG SR U]
17 AT ARt 6 ) B A dig 1M 5, 24 D/H =1.25
i, i T REJE B 2 Al s (5 50—
WA BSR4 30, G 00w (L ) 552 B A
ENIOR: = AR BRI I3 N E =9I | Y SR /S SR T
3P R B A A D/H =1, 25 30 s A 8 e s 7

SR/ s RN ke 1 A h -y A i s S (1= ) 15
BN . PE, 2 D/ZH =1.25 i, R By M dis 14
e BB TR TP A B Bl g i

80.0
— PERBERES (D/H=1.25)
60.0 r s B BB
<
&
< 400
=il
B
&= 200
<
012 3 4 \§~JG T8 Y 10 11
20.0
I [/ ms
(2) | 1L T3
60.0 —— R REEERS (D/H=1.75)
--------- KRB
50.0
< 40.0
i
= 300 |
Jal
‘Eﬂ 20.0
£ 20
= 10.0 {\N
0.0 R B T
1 2 3 4S5 6\?( 8 9710 11 12
-10.0 *t
ikl /ms
(b) P T4
500 - —— PR (D/H=2.25)
s 41 BB
400 r

300 r

NG E /kPa

10.0 ﬁ/\'\
00 v v e N A

12345678 9101112131415

-10.0 *-

[N} ] / ms
(c) WARTS
P17 2R s i S 4 A B Iy kg At A 0 A3 T3 T4 TS Ak
o I 2 T 0 EL
Comparison of simulated overpressure-time histories

Fig. 17
at T3-T5 of net blast wall and fence blast wall
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