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1. ABSTRACT

At the present paper the response of structural steel components under explosive loading is
numerically investigated. First the procedure for determining the pressure loads to be
applied on a structure after an explosion is briefly described. The importance of the
material model and its capability of including the high strain-rate effects in the numerical
analysis is studied by comparing simulations by the FEM code EUROPLEXUS with
published data of real blast experiments. These comparisons are made with respect to the
material models, utilizing the Cowper-Symonds law, the Johnson-Cook constitutive
equation, a dynamic increase factor for the yield strength or only the static stress values. It
is shown that the more comprehensive modelling can adequately reproduce the
experimental data.

2. INTRODUCTION

Over the last decades considerable attention has been raised on the behaviour of
engineering structures under blast or impact loading. The use of explosives by terrorist
groups around the world that target civilian buildings and other structures is becoming a
growing problem in modern societies. Usually the casualties from such a detonation are not
only related to instant fatalities as a consequence of the direct exposure to the blast
pressure, but mainly to structural failures that might occur and could result in extensive life
loss. Famous examples of such cases are the bombing attacks at the World Trade Center in
1993 and on the A. P. Murrah Federal Building in Oklahoma City in 1995. After the events
of the 11 September 2001 that led to the collapse of the World Trade Center in New York
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it was realized that civilian and government buildings, as well as areas with high people
concentration (metro and train stations, means of mass transportation, stadiums etc.) are
becoming potential bombing targets of terrorist groups.

The scientific community over the last years has been investigating the response of various
structural members under explosive loads. These types of loads and their influence on
engineering structures have been studied mainly from military services and this is the
reason why in most cases the relevant documents are not accessible to the public and are
only restricted for military use. From the various documentation that are available for
public use, EN 1991-1-7 [1] refers to the case of accidental loads and internal explosions
and is mainly focused on impact actions, such as collisions from vehicles in general
without mentioning the case of external blast loads and how they should be calculated.
From the sources that can be found in the open literature the most quoted references today
are some USA military publications, such as the Technical Report by Kingery and
Bulmash [2] and the Army Technical Manual 5-1300 [3].

In the current paper an overview of the design procedure for structures under blast loading
is provided. The behavior of steel structural members under blast loading will be also
illustrated through analyses of a series of blast tests performed at McMaster University in
Canada [4]. The current simulations are conducted using the explicit finite element code
EUROPLEXUS and employing several of its modelling capabilities.

3. BASIC FEATURES OF EXPLOSIONS
2.1 Blast wave characteristics

Explosions are very fast chemical reactions during which a rapid release of energy takes
place. The phenomenon lasts only some milliseconds and results in very high pressures due
to large quantity of the produced hot gases that tend to occupy all the available space. Fig.1
shows the pressure time history at a point located at some distance from the detonation.
From the diagram one can see that the pressure surrounding the element is initially equal to
the ambient pressure P,, and it undergoes an instantaneous increase to a peak pressure Ps,
(also known as side-on or peak overpressure) at the arrival time ta, when the shock front
reaches that point. After its peak value, the pressure decreases with an exponential rate
until it reaches the ambient pressure at ta+t,, t, being called the positive phase duration.
Following the positive phase, the pressure becomes smaller (referred to as negative) than
the ambient value. The negative phase is longer than the positive one, its minimum
pressure value is denoted as Ps,” and its duration as t,". This phase is usually not taken into
account for design purposes as it has been verified that the main structural damage is
connected to the positive phase whose pressure values are much higher than those of the
negative phase. Clearly the characteristic values and shape of the curve of Fig.1 depend on
the type, size, weight and distance of the explosive and also on the presence of obstacles
between the detonation and the point considered.

Fig.1 shows the pressure time history at a point in mid air (incident pressure). When the
blast wave interacts with a rigid surface, the diagram will be different as the blast wave
will be reflected, leading to higher acting pressure values, as shown in Fig.2. These are
usually the pressures to be considered for structural design. The percentage of increase of



the pressure value depends mainly on the incident overpressure and on its angle of
incidence to the surface.

The most important parameters that influence blast loading are the charge size and its
distance from the structure considered. The peak pressure and the velocity of the blast
wave decrease substantially with distance. In order to take into account this effect on the
blast characteristics, the scaling law of Hopkinson-Cranz is used so as to generalize blast
results from a certain experimental setup to different ones. The scaled distance parameter Z
is introduced by using eq. (1).
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where, R is the distance from the detonation source to the point of interest [m] and
W is the weight (more precisely: the mass) of the explosive [kg].
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Figure 1: Ideal blast wave pressure time history Figure 2: Reflected wave pressure time history

Since there is a vast variety of explosive types, TNT (Trinitrotoluene) has been chosen as a
universal quantity to which all the explosives are referred to. An equivalent TNT weight is
computed according to eq.(2) linking the weight of the chosen design explosive to the
equivalent weight of TNT by utilizing the ratio of the heat energy produced during
detonation:
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where, W, is the TNT equivalent weight [kg],
Wexp is the weight of the actual explosive [kg],
He P is the heat of detonation of the actual explosive [MJ/kg], and
Hr is the heat of detonation of the TNT [MJ/kg].

2.2 Types of explosions

Explosions can be distinguished in three basic types depending on the relative location of
the structure and the detonation point. During a free-air burst the explosion takes place in
the air and impinges directly on a structure. At an air burst the wave before impinging on
the structure has also interacted with the ground. The last type is the surface burst during
which the explosive is placed on the ground so that the blast wave interacts instantly with it
taking a hemispherical form.



In terrorist bombing attacks the most common case is that of a surface burst, where the
explosive device is situated usually in a vehicle, transported to the target site and activated
through a remote control. In this case there is an immediate reflection from the ground,
leading to the creation of a single reflected blast wave. When the blast wave reaches the
target structure it engulfs it and loads not only its front surface, but also the roof, the side
and the rear walls. Fig.3 contains the diagrams for determining the positive phase blast
parameters for a surface burst and Fig.4 the parameters for the negative phase. Some of the
parameter curves in the diagrams are scaled, so in order to derive the absolute value of the
parameter, the scaled value has to be multiplied by the factor W'3. By using these values
the pressure time history acting on every face of a structure can be obtained. These values
are really important for design purposes as they constitute the loads which the studied
structure has to withstand. A more detailed analysis of the steps that have to be followed
for studying a structure under an external blast load can be found in [5].
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Figure 3: Positive phase parameters for Figure 4: Negative phase parameters for
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4. RESPONSE OF STEEL BEAMS AND COLUMNS UNDER BLAST LOADS
3.1 Geometrical setup

When designing a structure for blast loading, taking into account the material’s behavior
under high strain rates is of great importance for simulating the structure’s response. The
influence of material models when simulating a steel section that undergoes loading due to
an explosion, will be shown by using test data from various experiments performed at
McMaster University [4]. For analyzing the experiments addressed in this work the finite
element program EUROPLEXUS has been used, jointly developed by CEA and JRC and
particularly capable of handling fluid-structure interaction problems. The program uses an
explicit algorithm for the discretization in time, which makes it suitable for fast transient
dynamics, such as the explosions for the current experiments.



The steel sections which were loaded through a detonation of explosives at certain
distances were 2,4m long Canadian profile (W150x24), whose characteristics are shown in
Fig.5. The static properties of the steel material, as provided by the manufacturer, were
393MPa for its yield strength and 537MPa for its ultimate strength. The steel sections were
pinned at one end and simply supported at the other, as shown in Fig.6. For some of the
members an axial load (270kN) was introduced by prestressing appropriately attached
wires. Only the surface facing the detonation point was loaded as the rear and side surfaces
were protected from the blast wave. The charge was ANFO with an explosive energy of
3717 kJ/kg which is 82% of the energy produced during the detonation of 1kg of TNT. The
members that were studied as beams (without axial load) were rotated so that they were
loaded along their weak axis by 100kg of ANFO at a distance of 10,30m. When an axial
load was present the members were loaded along their strong axis by 150kg of ANFO at a
distance of 9,00m.

h=160 mm
b= 102 mm
t=10.3 mm
ty= 6.6 mm
c=22mm
h-2¢= 116 mm
B=0.235 kN/m
ly= 13.4x10°mm*
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— A=3050 mm?
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Stand-of f distance

Figure 5: Properties of W150x24 steel

. Figure 6: Side view of the geometrical setup
section

3.2 Material models

The mechanical properties of steel materials can be significantly different from their static
ones when the strain rate increases. To illustrate the importance behind the selection of a
proper material model for simulating a blast event, the data from the blast tests are
compared with results from finite element models that may or may not take into account
the phenomenon of increase in the yield and ultimate limit of the steel material. This is
accomplished by employing in the analysis the Cowper-Symonds law, the Johnson-Cook
constitutive equation and a dynamic increase factor as proposed by UFC-3-340 [3].

Dynamic assessment manuals, such as the UFC-3-340 [3], include dynamic increase
factors to take into account the rise in yield strength as a result of high strain-rates. Such a
diagram is shown in Fig.8, which proposes increase factors for the dynamic yield stress for
two American steel grades. Several other relationships exist in the literature for describing
the effect of high strain-rates on the flow stress of steel, some of which derived from
relevant experiments of hot-rolled reinforcing steels but also adopted for the case of
structural steels. Two of the most common relationships are those of the CEB information
bulletin No. 187 [6] and Malvar [7], which are represented graphically in Fig.7 and Fig.8.
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Two of the most popular equations for describing the behavior of metallic materials under
high strain-rates are the Cowper-Symonds law [8] and the Johnson-Cook model [9],
represented by eq.(3) and eq.(4), respectively.

1
Ooq = Ogs | 1+ (%jq (3)

where, cqq is the dynamic flow [MPa] stress at € strain-rate,
oos IS the static flow stress [MPa] and
D, q are constants of the Cowper-Symonds equation.
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where, A is the yield stress [MPa] of the material (at temperatures below Ty),
B, n are material parameters describing the effects of strain hardening,
C is a coefficient relating to the effect of strain-rate,

& is the reference strain-rate under which the test data were collected,

o

¢, is the current plastic strain-rate, and
gp 1S the current equivalent plastic strain.

The Cowper-Symonds law has only two material constants which are computed through
experimental data and in the case of mild steel are equal to D=40,4sec™ and g=5,0. On the
other hand the Johnson-Cook constitutive equation has more material constants, which are
usually derived by high speed tension, compression or shear tests, using Hopkinson bar
techniques, etc. The constants used in this study are similar to those proposed by Johnson
[8] for the 1006 steel, but the yield and ultimate stress values are the ones of the current
steel. The temperature term which should be included in eq.(4) is not taken into account
since there is no major temperature change at the studied experiments.

3.3 Analyses of steel sections

Fig.9 and Fig.10 show the displacement time history at the steel section’s mid-span
(1,20m). These displacements have been produced by simulations using 8-node three-
dimensional solid elements with 8 Gauss points and are compared with the displacements
recorded during the relative experiments. The examined material models include: an
isotropic material model with linear hardening, a model using a dynamic increase factor
(adjusted through Fig.7 for 0.90 s, the maximum recorded strain rate of the experiment),
and those proposed by Cowper-Symonds and Johnson-Cook. Fig.9 shows the



displacements when no axial load is present and the steel member is loaded normal to its
weak axis, whereas Fig.10 is for loading the member axially and with pressurenormal to its
strong axis. Both figures show that the shape of the displacement time history is predicted
with good accuracy by all material models. However, for the model without the strain-rate
effect included the displacements are overpredicted by approximately 10% when no axial
load is present and by approximately 20% when an axial load exists. Fig.11 and Fig.12
show the strain time history for a point at steel member’s flange at mid-span. In both cases
the strains are larger than the yield strain and they match relatively well the experimental
results, which means that the computational models are reliable even in cases where large
strains are expected.
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5. CONCLUSIONS

Technical information relevant to the basic characteristics of external explosion loads has
been briefly presented in the current paper. A study focusing on the significance of
material modelling when simulating blast effects on structures has been performed. The
findings demonstrate the importance of taking into account the strain-rate effect on the
steel’s flow stress. The relative material models definitely give better results when
compared to models that do not have this option, especially when large yielding of the steel
section is expected. . Finally, since under high-strain rates usually the yield and ultimate
stresses of steel increase, this means that during design a more economical solution could
also be achieved.



6. REFERENCES

[1]
[2]

[3]

[4]

[5]

[6]
[7]
[8]

European Committee for Standardization (CEN) “Eurocode 1: Actions on
structures, Part 1-7: prEN 1991-1-7: General actions-Accidental actions”, 2006.
Kingery C. N., Bulmash G., “Technical report ARBRL-TR-02555: Air blast
parameters from TNT spherical air burst and hemispherical burst”, AD-B082 713,
U.S. Army Ballistic Research Laboratory, Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD, 1984,
Unified Facilities Criteria, “UFC 3-340-02 Structures to Resist the Effects of
Accidental Explosions®, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Naval Facilities
Engineering Command, Air Force Civil Engineer Support Agency,2008.

Nassr A., “Experimental and Analytical Study of the Dynamic Response of Steel
Beams and Columns to Blast Loading”, PhD thesis, Open Access Dissertations and
Theses, Paper 7149, Hamilton, Ontario, Canada, 2012.

Karlos V., Solomos, G., “Calculation of Blast Loads for Application to Structural
Components”, JRC Technical Reports, EUR 26456EN, European Commission,
Institute for the Protection of the Citizen, Ispra, Italy, 2014.

Comité Euro-International du Béton, “Concrete Structures under Impact and
Impulsive Loading,” CEB Bulletin No. 187, Lausanne, Switzerland, 1988, pp. 184.
Malvar, L. J., Crawford J. E., “Dynamic Increase Factors for Steel Reinforcing
Bars,” Twenty-Eigth DDESB Seminar, Orlando, Florida, USA, 1998.

Jones, N., “Structural Impact”, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, New

York.



EIIIPPOH THX TAXYTHTAX ®OPTIXHX XTHN ANAAYXH METAAIKQN
MEAQN YIIO ®OPTIA EKPHEHX

Vasilis Karlos*, George Solomos®
IScientific officer, 2Project leader
European Commission, Joint Research Center (JRC), Institute for the Protection and
Security of the Citizen (IPSC), European Laboratory for Structural Assessment (ELSA)
Via Enrico Fermi 2749, 21027, Ispra VA, Italy
E-mail: vasileios.karlos@jrc.ec.europa.eu, george.solomos@jrc.ec.europa.eu

IHEPIAHYH

Koatd ™ dudpkelo TV TeAeLTOIOV dEKAETIOV N OTOKPIOT] TOV KOTOCKEV®V VIO QOPTia,
EKPNENG TPOGEAKLGE TO EVILIPEPOV TOV EPELVNTAOV UETO A0 SLAPOPES TPOLOKPATIKES
Boupilotikég embéoeig, omwe avtég oto World Trade Center ot Néa Yopkn to 1993 kot
oto A. P. Murrah Federal Building otnv Oklahoma City to 1995. Metd ta yeyovdta g
11" Zemtepppiov 2001 &ywve gvpéwg avtiAnmrd OtL dnuocta KTipta kot KuBepvnTikég
EYKOTAOTAGELS, KAOMG Kot ydpot PeydAng cuvdfpoilong atdpuwv Umopodv vo aroTeAEGoVY
VIOYNPLO GTOYO TPOLOKPATIKAOV EVEPYELDV, OTOTE VINPEE N AVAYKN KATOL0V KOVOVIGHLOV
N odnyiog wote vo givor SLVOTOG 0 GYESIGOC KOTAGKEVADV OKOMUO KOl VIO OVTEG TIG
aKpoieg KATOOTAGES QOpTIoNG. Méypt mpodceaTa o1 UOVES TEXVIKEG 0ONyleg Yy TOV
oXeO10GUO KOTAOKEVMV VIO EKPNKTIKG QopTiot €lvarl amd OTPOTIOTIKA gyyepidn, TV
omoiwv éva pkpd pdvo pépog givar d1a0€c10 TPOS T0 VPV KOO KAHMG TO TEPLGGOTEPQ
mpoopilovion Yo amokAEIoTIKA oTpoTioTiky xpnon. O EN 1991-1-7 xdver avapopd oe
TUYNUATIKES PopTicElS kol ekpnEels, aAAd eoTIdleTOl KUPIMG GE KPOLOTIKE PopTia, OT®G
ovyKpovoelg and Tpéva, mAoio 1 GAAa oynuoTo Kabdg Kol 68 eKPNEEIS PLGIKOD aepiov
eVTOg KTiplov, Yopig Opmg vo divel TPoTdoelg Yo tov vroAoyopud @optiov eéattiog
eEOTEPIKOV EKPNEE®V.

Ymv moapovoa epyacios divoviol GUVOTTIKO OONYIE GYETIKO HE TOV VTOAOYIGUO T®V
eoptiov mov ackobvtol og pio kKataokevn egortiog pog e€mtepikng €kpnéng Kot Tov
TPOTO WE TOV OTOl0 owTH avapévetal vo cvumeplpepfel. Xe avtég meprhapfdavovtal ot
Bacikég apyég mov SEMOVV T GLUTEPIPOPA UETAAMK®OV VAIK®OV VIO SUVOLKES POPTIGELS
HE VYNAEG TWES TOYLTATOV TOPOUOPPOCEMY, 1| OToic Umopel vo €ivol CNUOVTIKA
SLPOPETIKY GE GYECT LE TNV AVTIGTOLYN VIO GTOTIKEG POPTIGELS. ZVVINOMG VO EKPNKTIKES
(QOPTIGELS TOPOTNPEITOL CNUAVTIKT] AOENGT TOV 0piov dlaPPOTS Kot Tov opiov Bpadong Tov
VAoV, Tov e€aptdrTal amd To péyehog Kot Ta YopaKTPloTikd e ékpnéng. H onpacio g
YPNOMNG TOV KATAAANAOL VOOV DAMKOV KoTd TN dtapkela TG avdivong Oa amoderybel pécw
™G GVYKPIONG TOV OMOTEAEGUATOV HOVIEA®V TEMEPOCUEVOV CTOXEI®V pe avtioToryo
mepapoTa to. omoio. mpoypotomomdnkay oto mavemotnuio McMaster otov Kavadd.
YUYKEKPUEVO, TO TEPAUOTIKO OTOTEAECUATO CLYKPIVOVIOL HE OVTA TOV TPOYPELLOTOS
nenepaocuévov ototyeiov EUROPLEXUS oto omoio yivetar ypnon HOVTEA®V DAIKOL OV
EVOOUATMOVOLV €1TE £Val dUVOIKO GUVTEAECTN AHENCNG TOV TIUAV JPPONG KoL 0GTOYI0G
OV TPOTEIvVETAL OO TEYVIKA €yyepida, eite to povrédo Cowper-Symonds, eite v
egicmon twv Johnson-Cook.
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