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Rapid Estimation Method of Shock Wave Overpressure in
Complex Building Structure Environment
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Abstract: In order to solve the contradiction between cost of shock wave simulation and accuracy of calcula-
tion in complex building structure environment, a rapid estimation method of overpressure was proposed.
which used low-cost model to extract overpressure, and then obtained high-precision overpressure by correc-
tion. Firstly. the simulation error of incident overpressure was analyzed by modeling. and the lower limit of
mesh density Ay, was given. Then a large number of models were built to revise the overpressure simulated by
the coarse mesh, and the overpressure correction coefficient formula was fitted. Finally, the overpressure was
estimated and verified by the correction coefficient. The results show that the errors decrease with the increa-
ses of mesh density. The results show that the errors decrease with the increases of mesh density. There are
small errors between the calculated overpressure value and the theoretical value or the measured value. The
precision of overpressure value estimated by coarse mesh model is equal to that of high cost fine mesh model.
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Tab.1 Material parameters of explosive
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A= r/b. (3)
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Tab. 2 Comparison of overpressure values by numerical simulation and empirical formula

R/m R/m - kg !/ AP\ /MPa APy /MPa APy /MPa APy /MPa APy /MPa
5.25 1. 131 0.557 0. 602 0.938 0. 681 0.769
7.25 1. 562 0.277 0.295 0.419 0.329 0. 348
9.25 1. 993 0.163 0.177 0.236 0.194 0.199
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Fig. 2 Curves of scale distance and overpressure simulation error (A=4. 90)

PR 22 /N APy AR S BECT TRD S X HEAS ] R A 56 BE 2 08 il e B 4D R 22 0 B9S2 L ] 3 7 7.

http: // www. hdxb. hqu. edu. cn



41 WRaE. . SR SUAS M PR BT i ol e T oy DR 0 vk 51

ph1 P13 T« G O A 4 F N b KD Lo U R L R=1.31 m « kg "7 AL AR 5 49 I
KB I MA 4. 90 WA 0. 49 W52 N 7.5 %048 K 3 76. 8%, Mk At .6 (BEE R 94 T 0k /N o 1H 24
R4 L 5 AN B R K F] —E { B (R=0. 6 m « kg " H A=>4.90; 3 R>1.3 m « kg """ H 2>2. 50)
W APy BT APy .0 B TEE.

100 - 100 - ——/=4.90
—a—/=2.50
80 - 80 - ——/=123
60 - ol ——/=0.49
< <
40 b —— /=490 40 |
—a— /=2.50
20 | —a =123 L
—+— /=0.49 Yy o
0 L L 1 ) 0 | I I 1 |
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 35
R/m-kg? R/m-kg?
() R<1 m -« kg (b)) R>1m-«kg *
P 3 A 2 X s A 00 158 22 1) 2 1l
Fig. 3 Influence of mesh density on overpressure simulation error
i D6 A T — 1 it () BT TR L B8 s AR — AR 1Y DX B N 8O —— =50 kg, b=02 m
. I e ey " N = W=400 kg, b=0.4 m
A R R [8) 3k ) 06 JE SR T RV AL TR A EORE A L =097 —— =100 kg, 5=0.2 m

60 I- —2— =800 kg, 5=0.4 m

B Bl 412 590 8 P 9 EUSC UG B R A8 K o e T
FEGHI R IR B ER W T &M AP S HSUEHMZEEZE £ af
WA /1N 3 X A A 114 SR R A1

Xt AR [ A A ROSE S (24 o W) 28 A 2 302 19 A 0r

FE 2o DT 00 8 R 2% 0. 43 W K2 BTt W XF 6 (R0 245 J .
N 4 s, B4 aT R A ) KR 2 BT L AH (R RS 4 R R 10 15 Zkem.kgjf 30 35
15 22 il 2R AR T 0 B H S DR IR AH () A 0 A% 2% 5 L W] L&

W AE 245 5 5 ] 8 R 15 2% 1 54 0. 4 25 5T T R B AR08 22 1 5 i)
2.2 R R~ EFESH Fig. 4 Influence of explosive weight on

overpressure simulation error

LT 2.1 f9 53 A R A R AR K Pl s 6 R I
i SR AT AL DX /N R 22 B Y BEOR R 5 A PO 4 L T 20 D04 S BR 22 P BRAEL . AP
fENS M AE R>1 m ~ kg Y B DY o 1900 5 1 T BRAE A TIRCH 2. 505 TR>0 52 m « ke LM

A FTECH 4. 90 (A 3). . + & b O Ck[12]
- 30 | ik il

fER<1m~ kg HFA.APY ERIREK BIER%S | o x o) e xig

UESIU TS5 STUPY TENTES S NRLATAL NN -7 S

Aim

X R AL AUL A 7 1) RS RS o 58— 4 530 A Ht T 7 S8 U5
BEIE R<C0. 3 m kg "7 S FR AL 4% 2 HERE I A 22 SRR 10

HOREITIE. 4 R>0.3 m « ke " B A9 A 065 9 5 R AT 5
SR pR Bl 42 AN AL S s, dr 5 R SR B HE (S R 0

Jim=—3.15In R+3.3
A
X
A o

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

o T T

Em%%ﬁﬁlj\- I—Q/m-kg“”
R R=1 e kg TR DL BB A ORI g5 g i 15 e 08 i 04 10 28
J—?) 15In R+3 3, 0.3<<R<1, Fig.5 Fitting curve of mesh density
Atim = 12 50. §>1 6) limit and scale distance

HT B+ T8 S A< R RS RS D ML A 5 2 220 J00 8 240 I A . R P 240 A% X 3D 36 5 gt A7 B 4L T 75
BT o BORL DI 2 860 ke AU R BRR B UM 4L R 5 B AR IR F] 150 m. A5 #E S RS
300 m>X 300 m>X 150 mCR X HE X ) F9H A DX, SR AT HY X THEEAY 0. 2 m R AS L 22 /DR 2 16. 875 2

http: // www. hdxb. hqu. edu. cn



52 A R e Al CA R B 2R O 2021 4

AN 38 AR T AT A SRR F) BT R T A AR B R A R e AT R IR IR A BT T
DASR PR PR A AL T B30 5 30 5 488 T 3R AT SRS fy 114 o o i s

3 HERBEMNREME

T AE TE ML A% AR DL 1 ol B TR K 1 R S @ 5 A TS AR B IE B AR L 5T A IE

FHL s SRR B A R IE APy INMB IE IFHE 7 814 0 5 He O BE B R AH 56 i e 50 1D
7=D, XR " +D,. (7
A(DOHF DD, #1 D, ¥ TN IE RZE.

QI SCF 3 ok D P A IS 00 B2 57 LU (9 B 8 R R RS 35 B2 A B9S2 0. S TR R R A
THEIE RE g, ek BUEABAL (& DAY = W EED K F] 25 m, 3 W0 A 0 o i) 5 25 BUME 8 L W) B S 43
SIS Bl A% RS (b 4351 R 0.20,0. 25,0, 30,0. 40,0. 50 m) AT HIRY BATT R 43 5 15 30— 25 L0145 I A
THEZ A4 32 50,100,200,400,800 kg B[ E , I35 T M 0. 39 2 2. 50 7 B 1 I k% 25 )2
3.1 BER#HAX1

S Henrych AR A IE R APy fENIEIE H AR ARICR™>1 m « ke 31 [l P4 0 45 49 8 15 A

TR IFI4 th A 7 P 5 K 9 0 1 4K . BL b= 0. 30 s0r — mame
mL W =50 ke, B A—0. 65 S0, 814 15 1F 2 KU w0l L hams
7=2.34XR 141, 265, ® ol M gﬁﬁi
(). D, =2.34;D, =1.475; D, =1. 265. & 4 DR
RECR[F MR % B T i Dy Dy D, L 15 5 [ 4 5% B X\ e e o e —
A RN W 6 B R, AR 45 B 0 5 i B ol BENeaa sl
45 Dy oD, 1D, 04 g 5 RS 55 A A 5% 0 B4 B .

D1 =1.01x" 1.616 . l 0 OI.S l.IO 1.I5 2;0 2I.5
D,=—0.012 7a+1. 524, (9
D,=—0.125 4A+1. 351.
¥ O H i DD, 1 Ds FRAK T, BT 45 3] 5]
I 8 A IR 1)y Foral L B
7= (1013 MO )R- TN 0,125 42 4+1. 351, 0.39=<<C2.50, R>1. (10)
[F) B85 1T LS 0. 3<TR<C1 ) HEAT 808+ bl T 7 3 — DX B N ol 190 i 2% B 1109 2 5 o o [0 8L 4 401
AP RE 0. 39<A<<4. 90. FKIF B IE REFE R A
p= (1. 262 RS —0.120 52+1.384,  0.39<CA<{4.90, 0.3<<R<I. (1D
A0, AD 8 18 1E R % ol DL & IE 04r
BAERAUN APy ABIE G B i BB R AP RiKH
APy =pX APy, (12)
BLA=0. 65 B A BB 1L ANA R S oof
APy 55 APy JEAT A He. B E R R R I9A L. I T B
AN HE 7B E B EE S &5 A TR APy

6 P E RS A RBL
Fig. 6 Curves of mesh density

and fitting coefficient

+ *C(S)W*LT:FE’JAP
fﬁ(lo){lgIEFE’JAP

Va4 BT s 4MBT 1L AT 10 B0 L e 6 (8) s (10) B8 L TS ey
E?APR 7{‘55@? APH Eg%ki%%%%uﬂ‘j 4. 2%%[] 1. 8% ’_\L% 1.0 2.0 3.0 _4.0 »IBS.O 6.0 7.0
%ﬁ/]\. R/m-kg

3.2 BEZRHES2 B 7 EIEHET G X

15 2. 105 BT AL B Henryeh 95 st G T Comparmon of overpressure
CO) 85 H B PR £ (R /s » 77 70 A6 A 4 e b o 30 1o 28 10 vefore and after correction
DRV 5 7 S B 25 21 a3 A UMl TR 1 A SR E BT A AR GO ERASHE
SCOAHSE R IE APw W24, L, B APw fE B IE BAR FRR AT B T APy BB IERL &

http: // www. hdxb. hqu. edu. cn



41 WRaE. . SR SUAS M PR BT i ol e T oy DR 0 vk 53

5200, AD WA 7 AR S G R M % B 2 TR Dy D, # Ds . # D, .D, # D,
A A5 A M REL, i 2R IE R B
7= (2. 7050 “OHRFALE—0 2660+ 1.609,  0.39<A<2.50, R>1, (13)
7= (5.3120 )ROSR 40 032 4440, 827, 0.39<A<<4.90. 0.3<<R<{l.  (14)
3.3 EENMEERSEBENGEESIHIE

FEARAE TE RER 9 Z S5+ BVAT e BE 2 CL2) 48 T AR B AR AR 190 A A7 114 A5 40 5, AR A58 O R 0 190 A4 5
TR AR Ry 1 G 300 A B0 %) o 0 2 L 5 D 5 T ) B S L O B (B AT R B X T IR K
(10 BRI g L R SR AL AR G TR R R AP, 5 AT E AP, Z Ik R B

6 AP?
AP, +7P,
K A5 H . Py HARHERSE LB 0. 1 MPa. L W =100 kg H ], i #5 2 (4) i+ 315 8 A S8 E AP, =
0.078 4 MPa LA (15), AVAT 3545 1 18 B 1Y) AP, =0. 204 MPa.

TEE 1 BRI R b T =14 m 09V A BE 3% — R NIPERE I S Rk F SHELL163 78 A0, 2y
FTA . R (61952 L 7E R=14 m(R=3.016 m » kg ") A, BHL 2. 50 K LA b A R i
TEATIURS B, L B4l S 5 B (X 435k 0. 49,1, 23,2, 50,4, 90, B b 435k 0. 50,0. 20,0. 10,0. 05
m) PEATIFHL IR R=14 m AL APy s B A BT (1 APy FIZR(10) 1 4T 18 IE 3Rl 55 4
APy, W3 3 fiR.

AP, =2AP,+ (15

3 FRAELR A I T S A R A A

Tab. 3 Estimation of reflection overpressure on ideal rigid wall

. 1& 15 /i BIEE .

A Akl AP, APy /MPa 8/ % APgu/MPa 8/ % ALE oL
4. 90 0. 204 0.184 9.8 — — 1 920 000
2.50 0. 204 0.161 21.1 — — 240 000
1.23 0. 204 0.136 33.3 0.181 11.1 30 000
0.49 0. 204 0. 086 57.7 0.163 19.9 1920

3 A 2 BB IE S R 2E 6 B B B IERCR RAF. R AT A% (2 2 0. 49,1, 23)
B FF B IEJG 19 APy 7T L3RS 540 MA% (X K 2. 50,4, 90) 1Y APy AH 25 B RS 30US B H 2 75 25 20 I 4%
BRI 1/125, 50 2 T /D BT ECRE AR OR M AR T 31330 i AR
3.4 HAZEARNRENBEBESWIE

Ry 2 B UE SC A B T VR A A R A a0 A TR R AT R A B SCHRC20 1 i AT 1Y A
25 (0] PR KR IR B 7R B AN 8 . A AR A SR A 150 mm J& (9 4K 735 TR o R, N BEA B T 5 A
JEI 3 (1 ~5 2) i 5o #4721 KE 25 i (W 43 512 75,150,200, 300,500 ) (4 AR KE S 45 34
BEAEASE T JUART HpoC b AR AR X R L ST 1/8 BEAY L 28 R R SF (K X 98 X&) 28 0.8 m X 0.8 mX 1.6
m, DL 6=0. 025 m SEFT R4 K] 43, R B, e TR 8 A i P 38 oo o AR Oy S ) 3. 3. Pl 8 ) A O 1 4
B R B &l 9 R,

W =75 g(A=0. 8D FEATHILL , I $2& A5 I A e bsf 7 Y 2 149 25 — W UG (B CA P & 13- 43 3] R =G
(10), (AD A (13), (1), I FAE IE )G B K APrn F1 APrw » &5 R 41K 10 (a) fros. B 10(a) H1: AP
SRy SR . EH P 10 Ca) BRI A8 TE 45 SR WY Sk R AT 0 R T R 2 4% N A 4 48 TE R T 5 S T S W) S AT
A1 PSR 3 £ W &) AP /N IEANY 3.2 BT IR s AP FEFAEARAR B8 He () KURS:. K 15,3 2 30 551
APy #2880 (13) , ADOBATBIE G - AN S B APrw 5 AP BIR 22U 11, 6 26 F0 17, 2%, 5 41 A%
(AR DN B A 2 U B 3 3 R 20 E A 0 B R 1T DA G 4 o a3 22

5 P 25 () PR R O 7 s it 4 EL A 22 A I R A 2 8 00 S T R s R o R T e KB 3 KT —
YRR PRI s i — 2D ARDIF SR HOR [/ W 5 2 2 3000 A5 A 9 T e KU L 18 1E 88 5 55 00 8 s F 47 %o
Fo, s 10(h) frzs. i 10 (h) af il Bk W =75 g 19 TOLAh, HoAl 5 25 5 R 1Y AP B0 T APry
AP Z [8] s FLR2E AT HITE 20 20 LR, 15 2 40 A 1) B H00RG B 223K

ZE B R A SC A B 1R AR AR 08 1 R S B (AR e S W A R G BR TR IR e A

http: // www. hdxb. hqu. edu. cn



54 LN S QNN = N D) 2021 4F

1500 1500

£ —t = it
1—*3# %
e i
= Ty e
L 1# 1 2
T 771 o T 1350 _“{#I =
B of | % 24 [
— WETNT
i %ﬂ_ S R
Ry N
' R
N[
\,
K8 ] A ] P A i B s B R (R : mm) 9 PR A [ A B O (A R T
Fig. 8 Schematic of explosion test Fig. 9 Schematic of explosion numerical
in closed space (unit: mm) model in closed space
2.0 2.0
* APICS[
- AP,
L6 16F A apey A
+ APpy
£ 12r s 12 +
2 2
% 0.8 % 0.8 |- +
04 04
0 . i L ¥ 0 . ! )
1# 2# 3# 4# 5# 0 100 200 300 400 500
Wi s wig
() 55— (W=175 g) (b) B RIEAR (2 2 U 5O

B 1O P S0 1 5 01 R e
Fig. 10 Comparison of overpressure test values and estimated values
B T WP BE TR BRI T A R SUL T AFL. Xk T 2 R RE TR P R R BE TG M R S O S 2R 0L R B R 1B IE
25 A HERA P I8 A T HE— 20 B e 7 52 B BE T B BE W BE PR AT A 400 oK 25 S ORE T A R S IR RE
2l S S R T A O 3 SRR A A T 3 O DR < o RO mT DU A Sy S s BE TG B 5T B s 37 1 BRAAL

4 Zig

N TR RE S A PR B O T 37« R FROREL 19 A% 8 SRR B AR AR o A U T AT B GE L
ARAT R B s A DR A ST AR I LUR 3 A A5 IE.

D) BOEBA ARG o 5 D B K APy 5 Henrych A0 E B E APy Szt MRS % 5 A B,
BRI 22 0 MK BRI 5 50 B LI BE B9 R A3 KT/ 4E 25 A A8 K, FL R 34K 31— 5 15
o & ASUE AL T — AN BRI K. R TR B A% 4 BT o 0 28 B i 9 AR AR X o R AR /).

2) Lh 20 YoV N iR 25 HLAE . 4 B T ORS8N R A PO 07 5L 0T W BL BB 5 R>0.3 m
leg 17 YL 1] A A T S DL 5 22 5 110 I A RS 4 1255

3D MBI 1 o o 8 1 188 1E 2R 0 3K R A8 AT 00 6T A 385 38 /IN T A PO REL O A% A58 70 E 47 8 T
18 TE AR AT S AR T 1) Al B . 35 A6 R s 5 e () K S A 00 0T L 30 B 1 P A6 R
ST AT I HLAT UK B R AR 5 8AS O S 2R 3R 5 T B T oy BT BRI S %

SE 3k

(1] WA ZEm AR NG 7 M8 P 45 A 9 S A b il DA% 36 5 & I 0 A B 2R [T ). J% 2% 4. 2016, 37 (8) - 1449-
1455. DOI:10. 3969/j. issn. 1000-1093. 2016. 08. 016.

[2] FU Shiqgi, GAO Xuanneng,CHEN Xin. The similarity law and its verification of cylindrical lattice shell model under
internal explosion[ J]. International Journal of Impact Engineering,2018,112:38-49. DOI.10. 1016/j. ijimpeng. 2018.
08. 010.

[3] HAO Hong,HAO Yifei,LI Jun,et al. Review of the current practices in blast-resistant analysis and design of con-

http: / www, hdxb. hqu. edu. cn



41 WRaE. . SR SUAS M PR BT i ol e T oy DR 0 vk

wl
al

(4]

(5]

[6]

7]

(8]

[9]

[10]

[11]
(12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]
[17]

[18]

[19]
(20]

crete structures| J |. Advances in Structural Engineering,2016,19(8):1193-1223. DOI:10.1177/1369433216656430.
LEN S. A brief introduction to coupling load blast enhanced with multi-material ALE: The best of both worlds for
air blast simulation[ ] ]. German LS-DYNA Forum,2010,2(3):205-211.
JA 2 B Ve R S AL R T LBE 5k S R B i 05 BT JE s TR 2R i, 2016, 36 (3) - 237-241. DO
10. 15918/j. thit1001-0645. 2016. 03. 004.
ZHI Xudong, QI Shaobo,FAN Feng. Temporal and spatial pressure distribution characteristics of hemispherical shell
structure subjected to external explosion[ ] |. Thin Walled Structures,2019,137:472-486. DOI.10. 1016/j. tws. 2019.
01.021.
AT RE IS L VLI AT AR DK 2 () 5 M 1 ot R ) 39 40 A ROl SRS R F S [T ). AR )47, 2010,27(4)
226-233.
HENRYCH J, ABRAHAMSON G R. The dynamics of explosion and its use[ J]. Journal of Applied Mechanics,
1980,47(1).:218-218. DOI.10. 1115/1. 3153619.
S EHE, RFTFRE. B AE b AR OB R B A KM E LT SRR B2 i CA AR 2RO . 2014, 35(3) 1 321-
326. DOI:10. 11830/ISSN. 1000-5013. 2014, 03. 0321.
WA S8R . B BLHUR W I o8 A 43 70 S AE B8 8 7 i 0] BR 58 B DR 2 4R (35 30), 2020, 42(2)
115-124. DOT:10. 11835/j. issn. 2096-6717. 2019, 151.
o b AL B O 2 MR R GB 6722 — 20140 S JbaT o AR v i RiUkE L 2014,
FRAL 2 L A0 BE L E R A 23 R R K T B K b ol I RSCTE AR AR Y TR A RO R X e a3 T LT . K R 22 4R . 2015, 46
(3):298-306. DOI:10. 13243/j. cnki. slxb. 2015. 03. 006.
LUCCIONIC B, AMBROSINI D,DANESI R. Blast load assessment using hydrocodes[ J]. Engineering Structures,
2006,28(12) :1736-1744. DOI:10. 1016/j. engstruct. 2006. 02. 016.
HRTE 2 SRR R L. R SR AT AR AR A A 2 B AU LT . e i ZE P R AR AR (B RS0 2007, 8(5)
413-418. DOI:10. 3969/j. issn. 1009-3443. 2007. 05. 002.
DRAGANI H,VAREVAC D. Analysis of blast wave parameters depending on air mesh size[ J |. Shock and Vibra-
tion,2018(6) :1-18. DOI.10. 1155/2018/3157457.
A F KB 7 B . N ok BB T S AR R 43 O R AR LT . AL Tl K24k . 2010, 36 (11) : 1465-1470.
FKR ARG L JC SO, RS S 23 % b 7 B 8 19 52 e 43 BT LT . S e e a AR 2441, 2020, 41(2) - 198-203. DOL: 10.
11809/bqzbgexb2020. 02. 040.
FE R BTIELIRATT LA s AR R e A B AT T ) AR, 2019, 25(3) :1-6.,31. DOT: 10. 3969/].
issn. 1006-7051. 2019. 03. 001.
B, DR ol AR 2R IML At B iR L 1992,
e TR P e T A A G B B LD, R AL T A B RS . 2013,

(RERE: HHEH R ERK: TEF)

http: / www, hdxb. hqu. edu. cn



