F38L 12
2016 4 12 A

# = I
DOI: 10.11779/CJGE201612008

B Vol.38 No. 12
Chinese Journal of Geotechnical Engineering Dec. 2016
R EAEA TR DR E TR NBUE S AR

FHk ", Fad”
(1. b AT I A

SEA

B SRR M E KM T G WAL . e B PR B R A T B A AR UK AR
R o AR IR S R R R B e I A B 1 A

B, dbmt 100028; 2. FEEFELE AEHAHT, dbE 100190: 3. KREKZESA TR, KE 300072)

I FH S5 P A B R - B TR IR B 7 AR G FR e ) AR P AN
AR, ARYR RS OC R AR T B G NG B . BT RIS IR B M AR Y, R T — Pl A BT R e S R T 2R
LA F 3 A e S R A AR T R AU B 1 R B BRIG TV VA I AR IE R T B T R L)
TR, SR P AR e W TR 2 A ) BRI

B, TEEFZME AR R E . S T R RE S HA AR R AN HE KA IR g AR M 187 K40 ) b EE A A K
JSEARWEN N, T2 R A PR A IS 18], 308 3o S5 ARt 55 e 7 W s 5 TR 0 Bl R Bl PR A AR T . RS - BT L AN 3A 2R

VAN
hESHES: TU4lI

KZ, ARRem e 2. fa, KAMRITIHH SRS 1g 20 TSR sl 45 kAT AL, S5 R EIR P BA 2.
KRR WA AR, O, B, IR, TRV R

SEA TR TR BRI, 1 8 W 7 S AR T B T U] ) AR AL
NHERFRIRAD: A

XEHRS: 1000 - 4548(2016)12 - 2203 - 09
TEEREN: 2081985 - ), L&, Wit, FENFHIF R RIS L TR T 5. E-mail: lishzh25@126.com.

Numerical method for the deformation of suction anchor under cyclic loading
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Abstract: The suction anchor with taut mooring system is an important floating platform foundation in deep water. Large
deformation of soil occurs under the combination of static and cyclic loadings, which impacts the stability of the suction anchor
foundation severely. A pseudo-dynamic visco-elastic plastic constitutive model which describes the undrained cyclic

stress-strain response of saturated soft clay is introduced. The model combines the equivalent visco-elastic theory with the creep
theory, describing the nonlinearity and hysteresis of the cyclic stress-strain relationship through the equivalent visco-elastic
model and the cyclic accumulative characteristic through the creep theory. Based on the pseudo-dynamic visco-elastic plastic
constitutive model, a pseudo-dynamic visco-elastic plastic finite element method is developed for the assessment of the
deformation process of the suction anchor foundation subjected to the combination of the static and cyclic loadings. The method
does not track the cyclic stress-strain response, but treats the number of cycles as the time. The cyclic deformation of anchor

foundation is determined by the equivalent visco-elastic calculation. The accumulative deformation is determined using the

0 3

initial strain method on the basis of the static stress and cyclic accumulative strain potential. The relationship between the
Key words: pseudo-dynamic constitutive model; suction anchor; model test; cyclic deformation; accumulative deformation

it

deformation and the time of anchor foundation that is the displacement-time history curve can be obtained according to the

cyclic and accumulative deformations. The comparison between the calculated results by the finite element method and the
anchor model test results under 1g conditions shows that the both are basically in agreement.
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