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The case of determining the serviceability of bridge beams with manufacturing defects is
considered. Based on the results of visual inspection and non-destructive testing, it was found that the
defects have a minor impact on the performance of the beams, and the characteristics of the building
materials are high. The results of the calculations showed that the beams had almost twice the safety
margin compared to the design requirements. The results of field tests of beams showed reliable
anchoring of the working reinforcement, proper deformability and crack resistance of the beams.
Usage of the acoustic emission method during field tests allowed to establish that the beams had no
internal defects that could develop under load and reduce performance. Based on the results of the
research, it was concluded that the beams manufactured with defects are suitable for use after the
defects have been repaired.
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Introduction

During the reconstruction of the M-06 Kyiv - Chop highway on the section km 129+600 - 151+730

(bypassing Zhytomyr), the reconstruction project included the construction of new bridges and
reconstruction of old bridges using prestressed reinforced concrete bridge beams. Construction contractor
that was reconstructing mentioned section of the M-06 highway decided to produce bridge beams on its
own, and for this purpose its own formwork station and formwork panels were manufactured. About a
hundred prestressed reinforced concrete bridge I-beams of two types — B.1200.60.110 and B.1800.60.110
(Fig. 1) — were manufactured at this station.

600
220 160, 220
-l il

600
230 1140, 230
T

100

k
100
55

600
220 160, 220
I 5|
gl - ¥ ol T sl
S 60 S ]
TN 8§ o R S 'l
| 220 160 20 |
140 5|2 ' ’ 160 3|2 =
160 160 160 _i
1l .
= | 3 Bl
= - g < < —
20x20 20x20 < o — 5 )
3 3t55| | 5x74 59 |18
160 lgg 160 i) . 8 160,160,160 “ 480
-- 148 148

a b c d

Fig. 1. Cross-sectional view:
a — and main reinforcement scheme; b — of beam type B.1200.60.110;
cross-sectional view; ¢ — and main reinforcement scheme; d — of beam type B.1800.60.110
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According to the project, both types of I-beams should be made using concrete C40/50 W8 F300.
Beams B.1200.60.110 were reinforced with eighteen K-7 ©12.7 mm seven-wire strands in the bottom flange,
and the top flange were reinforced with two K-7 @12.7 mm seven-wire strands. Beams B.1800.60.110 were
reinforced with thirty K-7 @12,7 mm in the bottom flange, and the top flange were reinforced with four K-7
@12.7 mm seven-wire strands.

The formwork was made by insufficiently qualified contractors, and the quality of the work was
poor. During the electric welding process, the relatively thin metal sheets of the formwork experienced
uneven temperature deformations and became wavy. The design of the side formwork panels was
generally imperfect, which resulted in installation of panels with slight deviations from the vertical. This
led to a slight reduction in the thickness of the beam webs and the width of their top flanges. This also led
to a reduction in the protective layer of concrete for the rods of distribution reinforcement located in the
webs of the beams. The imperfect design of the end formwork panels required sealing the holes in these
panels, which was done before concreting with polyurethane foam; this foam also filled the small internal
volume of the formwork around the seven-wire strands.

A number of defects were found in the B.1200.60.110 and B.1800.60.110 beams after manufacture.
In this regard, the question arose of determining the serviceability of manufactured reinforced concrete
beams for bridge construction.

Materials and Methods

The determination of reinforced concrete beams B.1200.60.110 and B.1800.60.110 serviceability
began with a visual inspection (DBN V.2.3-6-2009) and measurement of the geometric dimensions of the
beams, including their cross-sections.

Control concrete samples were tested using a laboratory hydraulic press (DSTU B V.2.7-214:2009).
The surface strength of the beam concrete (Gehlot, Sankhla & Gupta, 2016) was measured by elastic
rebound method using a "Novotest MSh-225" Schmidt hammer (DSTU B V.2.7-220:2009). The surface
strength of concrete and concrete density of the beams (Gehlot, Sankhla & Gehlot, 2016) were monitored by
the ultrasonic method (DSTU B V.2.7-226:2009) using an ultrasonic device "Novotest IPSM". The
thickness of the concrete protective layer of the main and distribution reinforcement of the beams was
determined by the magnetic method (DSTU B V.2.6-4-95) using the "Novotest Armaturoskop" device. The
individual wires of the seven-wire strands were tested using a laboratory tensile testing machine.

The bearing capacity of the beams was calculated at the construction stage (when the beams
operate separately) and at the operation stage (with the inclusion of all beams in the spatial operation of
the span structure together with the monolithic deck slab) using the limit state method
(DBN V.2.3-14:2006). The values of the beam bearing capacity were compared with the design values of
the forces arising in the span structures of the designed bridges from permanent and temporary loads
(DBN V.1.2-15:2009); design values were determined in the design documentation using the finite element
method.

It is possible to confidently assess the serviceability of beams by obtaining scientific data on the
stress-strain state of beams (Elrakib & Arafa, 2012), the nature of their operation under load, and the
presence or absence of internal defects that tend to develop under load (Luchko, 2020). For this purpose, it
was decided to conduct field tests of two randomly selected reinforced concrete beams B.1200.60.110
named "B-1" and "B-2". Due to the lack of a stationary test bench, an improvised field test bench (Fig. 2)
was prepared, consisting of two reinforced concrete prestressed plates type VTP-21 with a height of 0.6 m.
Plates VTP-21, installed on compacted soil, served as bearing surfaces on which rubber reinforced bearings
and two B.1200.60.110 beams were installed.

The test load consisted of B.1200.60.110 beams stored nearby (hereinafter referred to as "ballast
beams") with a mass/weight of 10,8 T = 106 kN each, which were installed on the two tested beams (Fig. 3).
14 beams were installed with a spacing of 0.65 m; in the middle a free area with a distance of 1.3 m in the
beam axes was provided to create a pure bending zone. The maximum bending moment achieved during
field tests is Mumax = 1150,1 kNm, corresponding to 82,7 % of the bending moment that occurs in the
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elements of the span structure under the influence of permanent and temporary loads. The maximum
transverse force achieved during the field tests is Qumax = 371,0 kN, which is 63,7 % of the transverse force
that occurs in the elements of the span structure under the influence of permanent and temporary loads.
These levels of bending moment and transverse force roughly correspond to the actual forces encountered in
beams during the operation of span structures.
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Fig. 2. The scheme of the improvised field test bench

The test program included three stages of testing, which differed in the type of static load applied to
the tested beams:

1. Loading of the tested beams. During this stage, the two test beams were loaded step by step by
sequential installation of ballast beams (Fig. 4).

2. Twelve-hour exposure of the tested beams under quasi-constant static load. Upon completion of
the loading of the tested beams, fourteen ballast beams were left in the designated positions (Fig. 3) for
12 hours.

3. Unloading of the tested beams. After twelve hours of exposure to guasi-constant static load,
tested beams were unloaded step by step by removing the ballast beams in the reverse order to the loading
(from the bearing zones to the middle of the span).

The naming of the test schemes is alphanumeric: for loading - "n1", "n2" ... "n14", for unloading -
"pl4", "p13" ... "p0". The indexes "n™ and "p" indicate loading and unloading respectively, and the
scheme number corresponds to the number of ballast beams installed on the tested beams.

During the test the level of main reinforcement anchoring in the body of the beams was determined
using dial gauges, the measuring heads of which were resting on the ends of the seven-wire strands.
Deflections in the middle of the beam span were measured using 6PAO deflectometers; additionally,
strains in the top and bottom flanges of the beams were determined using dial gauges. The absence of
subsidence of the VTP-21 plates under load was monitored by the N-05 geodetic level. To obtain field
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data on the presence or absence of internal defects in the beams and to assess the degree of danger of the
detected defects, the acoustic emission method (Filonenko, 1999; Pullin, Holford & Lark, 2008)
implemented by the software and hardware complex "AKEm" (Stakhova, 2015) was used.
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Fig. 3 — The layout of ballast beams on the tested beams
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Fig. 4 — Scheme of tested beams loading sequence

The purpose of applying the acoustic emission method was to identify sources of acoustic emission
(AE) that may be associated with defects that are active under loading of reinforced concrete structures;
to identify the regularities of the AE process; to determine the acoustic-emission parameters of the tested
beams under increasing static load (Skalskyi & Koval, 2005). Acoustic emission is the emission of elastic
waves by material caused by a local, dynamic restructuring of its structure: in a certain area of a solid
body local stresses reach their limit values, resulting in the destruction (fracture) of the crystal lattice
(Stashuk, 2003). During this destruction (fracture), part of the elastic potential energy is released, and an
elastic wave is emitted (Rucka, Knak & Nitka, 2023). An acoustic-emission sensor of high sensitivity
perceives these elastic waves, converting sound vibrations into a variable voltage, and transmits it to a
computer through an analog-to-digital converter for display on a monitor and storage on a hard disk
(Stakhova, 2015). AE provides direct information about the development of a defect that affects structural
strength and durability. At the same time, defects that do not change their parameters under increasing
load, do not exhibit acoustic activity, or do not show tendencies for progressive development can be
attributed to structural features. The AE method is well studied and is used in laboratory studies
of materials (Aggelis, 2011), building structures (Kovalchyk, 2015; Hrymak, 2019), in testing bridge
beams (Koval & Stoyanovich, 2010; Elbatanouny, Henderson & Ai, 2024), bridge span structures (MVV
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218-03450778-240-2004; Li, Zhao & Kang, 2024), and in testing under different loads (Radhika &
Kishen, 2024).

The primary processing of the detected AE signals from defects (e.g., cracks) was performed using
the K, coefficient. According to the theoretical provisions, the K, parameter characterizes the degree of
change in the energy density in the recorded AE signal and is used to detect signals from cracks. To
determine it, the formula is used:

_ BEy0
Koy =185, (1)
£
where Eg; is the energy from the j-th registered AE signal; zj is the duration of the registered AE signal.

If the AE sensor is installed on the surface of reinforced concrete structures, the limit value of the
K, parameter is set to 6 (AE signals with the value of the K, < 6 indicate the presence of inhomogeneities
or defects at the microlevel within the tested structure, signals with the value of the K}, > 6 indicate the
presence of macrodefects).

To assess the hazard of fracture processes based on the parameters of acoustic emission, a
methodology based on the approaches of the thermokinetic nature of the fracture of solid bodies was
used. Fracture is the thermosetting nucleation of an ensemble of microcracks, their fusion, and the growth
of the resulting macrocrack. To compare and generalize the results independent of the dimensionality of
the parameters, their scales are normalized to unity by expressions:

Ny = f(P), )
En = f(P), 3)

where NH = N;j/Njmax: EH = Eij /Eimax ; P =B /PBimax; Ni, £i — values of the accumulation of the
number of signals and energy of the AE during the loading stages in the selected time interval;
Pi — the value of the load on the stage; Pimax — maximum load value; Nimax , Ei max — the maximum values
of the accumulation of the number of signals and AE energy during the loading stages in the selected time
interval.

The analysis with the approximation of the experimental data in accordance with the previously
described is performed using the expressions:

_ —=b
NH=a1P , (4)

EH = a2 P , (5)
where a1, b1, az, b, — constants of the corresponding expressions.

Strains relaxation due to the restructuring of the internal structure of the material at a constant load
value is reflected in the kinetics of AE emission. The conclusion about the hazard of the processes occurring
in the structure of materials when the object is loaded is made by the absolute value of the degree b in
formulas (4) and (5). Experimental studies (Stashuk, 2003) have shown that for reinforced concrete a value
of b > 3 indicates the development of defects.

Results and discussion

According to the results of visual inspection and careful measurements of the beams, it was found
that the imperfect design of the formwork led to a 20 mm reduction in the width of the top flanges
(Fig. 5, @) and to a 15 mm reduction in the thickness of the beam webs. Due to the reduced geometric
dimensions of the cross-section, the thickness of the concrete protective layer of the distribution
reinforcement of the beam top flange became insufficient, and some reinforcing bars were affected by
surface corrosion (Fig. 5, b). The polyurethane foam used to seal the formwork penetrated into the
internal volume of the formwork around the seven-wire strands, resulting in small unconcreted areas at
the ends of the beams in the bottom flanges (Fig. 5, ¢).
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Testing of control concrete samples with combine usage of the elastic rebound method and
ultrasonic method (Gebauer, Gutié¢rrez & Kriiger, 2023) allowed to establish that the strength of the beam
concrete corresponds to the class C50/60 ... C55/67 (which exceeded the design strength class), and in all
beams the concrete had good density and homogeneity.

Fig. 5. Defects found in reinforced concrete beams:a— reducing the width of the upper beam belt by 20 mm;
b — insufficient thickness of the concrete protective layer of the distribution reinforcement near the top flange ;
¢ — consequences of using polyurethane foam for the formwork sealing at the end of the beam in the bottom flange

All the beams were planned to be used as statically determinated beams, and from the point of
operational view the most important reinforcement is situated in bottom flange. The minimum thickness of
the concrete protective layer in the bottom flanges of the studied beams, determined by the magnetic method
(DSTU B V.2.6-4-95), is 52 mm for the main reinforcement and 29 mm for the distribution reinforcement;
therefore, the thickness of the concrete protective layer in the bottom flanges is sufficient. It was proposed to
solve the problem with the insufficient thickness of the concrete protective layer in webs and top flanges
with the preservation of corroded rods by injection impregnation with a composition based on methyl
methacrylate (MR V.2.3-37641918-888:2017). The unconcreted areas in the lower belts at the ends of the
beams do not sustain significant stresses and could be filled with repair compounds, followed by the
injection of a polymer composition based on methyl methacrylate (MR V.2.3-37641918-888:2017) to bond
the repair compound to the concrete of the beam.

The results of the quality acceptance tests of the K-7 seven-wire strands showed that the strands used
as prestressed main reinforcement met the passport characteristics. Additionally, axial tensile tests of
individual wires were performed (Fig. 6), and it was found that the average tensile strength of steel of
individual wires of K-7 strands is 3130 MPa.

The results described above allowed to conclude that the quality of concrete and main reinforcement
of B.1200.60.110 and B.1800.60.110 beams is adequate. It was decided to carry out verification calculations
taking into account the defective geometry of the cross-sections. Two types of beam cross-sections were
compared in the calculations: design cross-sections (Fig. 1) and cross-sections with reduced geometric
characteristics, which had a web thickness of 130 mm and a top flange width of 560 mm. Such a significant
decrease in geometric characteristics was not observed during the inspections, but was accepted
theoretically as an extreme case within the risk-based approach.

a b c

Fig. 6. Axial tensile testing of individual wires of K-7 strands: a — wire in the tensile machine ;
b — view of the torn wire; ¢ — view of a series of torn wires with test reports
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The results of the calculations indicate a slight decrease in the bending moment bearing capacity of
the beams at the construction stage - up to 1,63 %; at the operational stage bearing capacity of the beams
will not decrease due to the appearance of a compressed zone in the monolithic deck slab above the
beams. The reduction in lateral force bearing capacity for both types of beams will reach 18.75 % at both
stages. However, the bending moments that will occur in the beams at the operational stage from
permanent and temporary loads will amount to 48,04 %...49,40 % of the beams bearing capacity, and the
transverse forces will amount to 53,74 % of the beams bearing capacity (considering the reduced cross-
sectional geometry). The conclusion was made that beams had a sufficient safety margin even with the
defective cross-sectional geometry. Initial conclusions were made about the suitability of the beams for
bridge construction after the repair of the existing defects.

Fig. 7. General view of the test bench (a); dial gauges mounted on the end of the B-1 beam (b);
6PAO deflectometers, dial gauge, AE sensor and AE amplifier installed in the middle of the B-2 beam span (c);
software and hardware complex "AKEm"(d)

Field tests of two reinforced concrete beams B.1200.60.110 (Fig. 7) allowed to obtain objective
data on their stress-strain state during a stepwise increase in static load, as well as during a stepwise
decrease in static load after twelve hours of exposure to load.

The twelve-hour exposure of the tested beams to a quasi-constant static load was an extreme case
of loading: the tested beams were not designed to withstand such a high level of constant loads for a long
time. This loading scheme was designed to assess the crack resistance of beams and the effectiveness of
reinforced concrete prestressing. The results indicate that the prestressing was created effectively and the
crack resistance of the beams was ensured: after twelve hours of exposure, no cracks were found in the
beams.
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Fig. 8. Graphs of fieor — theoretical deflection, fexy 5.1 and fexp 82 — experimentally obtained deflections of beams,
k = fexp/freor — Values of constructive coefficient

The analysis of the deflections of the tested beams measured with 6PAO deflectometers (Fig. 7, ¢)
and the comparison of these values with the deflections calculated using a finite element model with the
real cross-sectional geometry indicates that the beams worked elastically during the tests (Fig. 8). The
slight unevenness of beam deflections at the initial stages of loading disappears after the "n6" scheme,
when the tested beams became well connected by ballast beams. The constructive coefficient k, calculated
as the ratio of experimentally obtained deflections to theoretical deflections, is generally within
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acceptable limits: after the "n6" scheme it is in the range of 0,96...1,01, which indicates normal operation
of the beams in bending, sufficient cross-section stiffness and proper deformability.
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Fig. 9. Displacement of the ends of the groups of seven-wire strands at the ends of the beams B-1 (a) and B-2 (b)

Analysis of the values of displacements of the group of seven-wire strands ends in the studied
beams, measured using dial gauges with a division price of 0,01 mm (Fig. 7, b), shows that the values of
these displacements are insignificant. For example, in beam B-1 during the tests displacement was
recorded in only one group of strands with maximum value of 0.02 mm; in beam B-2 the displacement
was recorded in three groups of strands with maximum value of 0.05 mm. The values of these
displacements (Fig. 9) are very small, which indicates that the seven-wire strands was anchored securely
in the concrete of the beams.
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Fig. 10. Change in the time of the coefficient K}, in scheme "n12" (a) and scheme "p1" (b)
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Fig. 11. Number of events (AE signals) and maximum values of K, coefficients
at loading (a) and unloading (b) of the tested beams
The AE signals in the beam B-2 (Fig. 7, c) were recorded and analyzed upon reaching each new
load level (after installing each ballast beam during loading and removing each ballast beam during
unloading). The analysis of the obtained results shows that during the tests weak and single signals of
acoustic emission from internal inhomogeneities (at the microlevel) were recorded. During the loading of
the beams, a single signal with K, = 6,007 was recorded at the beginning of the "n12" scheme (Fig. 10, a),
but the nature of this event does not allow to classify it as a signal from a macrocrack. When the beams
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were unloaded, a signal with K, = 6,173 was recorded under the "p1" scheme (Fig. 10, b). This is a signal
from a macrocrack, but it is highly likely that this signal was emitted by one of the shrinkage cracks in the
top flange of the tested beam, which does not affect structural safety, and this defect does not have a
tendency for dangerous development.

During other loading (Fig. 11, a) and unloading (Fig. 11, b) schemes, the maximum value of the K,
coefficient was less than 6, which indicates the absence of macrodefects in the beam structure.
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Fig. 12. Thermokinetic estimation of AE signals quantity accumulation
during loading (a) and unloading (b) of the tested beams
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Fig. 13. Thermokinetic estimation of AE signals energy (mV2sec) accumulation
during loading (a) and unloading (b) of the tested beams

Thermokinetic evaluation of the accumulation of the signals quantity N during loading (Fig. 12, a)
and unloading (Fig. 12, b) of the beams was performed using two-coordinate graphs

“M =M, IMimax — N, approximated by power polynomials of the form y = axx®. The results of the

approximation of the quantitative characteristics of AE signals indicate the absence of tendencies to
defects development: during the loading of the beams, the exponent of the function is b = 1,5184 < 3;
during the unloading of the beams, the exponent of the function is |b| = 0,7393 < 3.

Thermokinetic evaluation of the accumulation of the signals energy E during loading (Fig. 13, a)
and unloading (Fig. 13, b) of the beams was performed using two-coordinate graphs

“M =M, IMimax — Emax”, approximated by power polynomials of the form y = axx®. The results of the

approximation of the energy characteristics of AE signals indicate the absence of tendencies to defects
development: during the loading of the beams, the exponent of the function is b = 2,4047 < 3; during the
unloading of the beams, the exponent of the function is |b| = 1,6714 < 3.

Conclusions

1. Due to manufacturing reasons, prestressed concrete bridge beams B.1200.60.110 and
B.1800.60.110 were manufactured with defects — reduced cross-sectional dimensions and reduced
thickness of the concrete protective layer of distribution reinforcement in the beam webs. Based on the
results of the beams inspection and quality control of the materials used to make the beams, it was
concluded that discovered defects had a minor impact on the exploitation characteristics of the beams.
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2. Thanks to the use of high-quality construction materials, in particular, high-strength concrete,
properly compacted during concreting, the main operational characteristics — strength, stiffness and
deformability of B.1200.60.110 and B.1800.60.110 beams — are ensured.

3. The results of verification calculations show that the reduction of the beams cross-section
slightly reduces the bearing capacity of B.1200.60.110 and B.1800.60.110 beams, but they have sufficient
(almost twofold) safety margins compared to the design forces.

4. The field tests of two B.1200.60.110 beams revealed that their actual deformability corresponds
to the theoretical one, the main reinforcement is reliably anchored in the beam body, and the crack
resistance of the beams is ensured by the prestressed main reinforcement.

5. The results of acoustic-emission diagnostics performed during field tests of the beams show that
there are no internal defects in the beams that could develop under load and reduce performance.

6. The combined usage of various methods of calculation, inspection, non-destructive testing and
full-scale field testing proved the serviceability of bridge beams, manufactured with minor defects. After
the defects are repaired, the beams can be used in bridge construction.

7. Additional methods of defect accounting can be used to better determine the actual properties of
the beams. The results of such determination can be used in the selection of methods and techniques for
repairing beam defects. However, this was not the main objective of the study conducted to determine the
fundamental serviceability of beams and deserves additional coverage in a separate paper.
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M. I1. KoBaan
Hamionaneauit yHiBepcuteT "JIbBiBChKA MOTITEXHIKA'
Kadenpa aBTOMOOITEHUX TOPIT Ta MOCTIB

BU3HAYEHHS EKCILTY ATAIIMHOI MIPUJIATHOCTI MOCTOBHX BAJIOK
3A JIOIIOMOI' OO METO/IIB HEPYHHIBHOI'O KOHTPOJIIO
TA ITIOJIbOBUX BUITPOBYBAHDb

O Kosane M .I1., 2024

VY npaktumi OyIiBHUITBAa TPAIUIAIOTHCS BHUIIAJKHA BHUTOTOBJICHHS 3al1i300€TOHHUX KOHCTPYKIIH i3
BUPOOHMYMMH nedexTamMu. Y poOOoTi pO3rIITHYTHH BUIAJOK i3 BU3HAYCHHSIM EKCILTyaTallifHOi PUIATHOCTI
MOCTOBHX 3J1i300€ TOHHUX TOIIEPEIHBO HANPYKEHUX OANOK, SIKi OYyJIM BUTOTOBJIEHI 13 IedekTamu, TOopoJDKe-
HUMH HEJOCKOHAJIOCTAMH BHUPOOHHYOTO CTEHIY. 3a pe3ysbTaTaMU Bi3yalbHOTO OOCTEXKEHHS Ta METOIIB
HEepyHHIBHOTO KOHTPOJIIO OyJIO BCTAHOBJICHO, 110 A€(EKTH YMHATH HE3HAYHMI BIUIMB HA eKCIUTyaTaliiHi Xa-
paKkTepUCTUKH OalloK, caMi Oanky Oy BHUTOTOBJIEHI i3 HAJEKHO YIIIJIHLHEHOTO OETOHY BHCOKOI MIITHOCTI,
Oyna 3abe3nedyeHa Hajle)kHA TOBIIMHA 3aXHUCHOTO IIApy apMaTypH HIDKHBOTO MOsicy 0anok, a poboda apma-
Typa Majia HaJIe)KHY MIIHICTh Ha po3TAT. PesympTat MpoBeeHUX PO3paxyHKIB mepepisiB Oanok i3 Bpaxy-
BaHHSAM 3MCHIIEHOI reoMeTpii mepepily 3acBiIumiy, IOI0 NMPH HE3HAYHOMY 3MEHIICHHI (akTHYHOI HECHOI
3IaTHOCTI OAJKU BOJIOMINH Maibke JBOKPAaTHUMH 3allacaMH MII[HOCTI MOPIBHSAHO 13 MPOEKTHUMHU 3yCHIUIIMHU
y eleMeHTax IPOroHOBHX OyIoB Ha craiii excruryaranii. O0'eKTHBHI JaHi PO HaIpyKeHO-Ie()OpMOBaHUI
CTaH BUTOTOBJICHHUX OaJIOK OyII OTpHUMaHIi ITijJ] Yac BUKOHAHHS MOJHOBUX BHIIPOOYBaHb TBOX OANOK, sKi OyIn
CTYMIHYACTO 3aBaHTaXKEHI1 MOCTIHHUM HaBaHTAKEHHSM, MiAJaH IBaHAIIMTUTOANMHHIA BUTPUMIII IMiJl HaBaH-
TaXEHHSIM Ta pO3BaHTaKeHi. Pe3ynprat BUMIPOOYBaHb 3aCBIUUIN PO HAMIHE aHKEPYBaHHS poOOUOi ap-
MaTypH B HIDKHIX Mosicax 0anok, OyB 3poOJeHHI BHCHOBOK IPO HAJICKHY Ae(HOPMATHBHICTH Ta TPIIIH-
HOCTIHKICTh OalloK. 3aBIsSKH 3aCTOCYBaHHS METOIy aKyCTHYHOI eMicii mix Jac BHUIpPoOyBaHb Oanok OyIo
BCTaHOBJICHO, 110 y OajKaX BiACYTHI BHYTPIilIHI Ae()eKTH, IKi MOXKYTh PO3BHBATHUCS ITiJ] HABAHTAXXECHHSAM Ta
3HU3UTH EKCIUTyaTaliiiHi XapaKTepUCTUKH. 3a pe3ysIbTaTaMH IPOBEACHUX JOCIiKEHb OyB 3po0neHui BHC-
HOBOK, IO OallkW, BUTOTOBJICHI 3 JeeKTaMu, MpUAATHI O SKCIUTyaTamii miciisi BUKOHAHHS POOIT 3 PEMOHTY
neheKTiB.

KamouoBi cjioBa: akycTH4HA eMicis, mo0JbOBIi BHIpoOyBaHHs, 3aJjii3o0eToHHa 0aJika,
eKcIuIyaTaniiiHa NPUIATHICTH, HEPYHHIBHUI KOHTPOJIb, CTATHYHE HABAHTAKEHHS.
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