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Fig. 2 Test results in “luoyang soil test No. 4 (a) and No. 6 (b)
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Fig. 3 Comparison of the measured pressure on the roof with the
theoritical solutions in “luoyang soil test No. 4 (a) and No. 6 (b)”
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Fig. 5 Comparison of the pressure measured at the ends
of the roof (a) and at the midspan of the roof (b)
with the theoritical solution in test “ST25”
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Fig. 13 Comparisons of the reactions on the floor for different a and b
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COMPARISON STUDIES ON THE LOADING THEORY AND
TEST RESULTS FOR SHALLOW-BURIED STRUCTURES
UNDER NUCLEAR EXPLOSION
Qian Qihu, Wang Mingyang
(Nanjing Engineering Institute, Nan jing, 210007)

ABSTRACT Comparisons among the results tested both abroad and in China as well as the the-
ortical solutions obtained by using two approaches are presented in this paper. Certain modifica-
tions are proposed when the theoretical solution and the test data are not compatible.
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