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Abstract: 

The object of research is arched bridges made of concrete blocks backfilled with soil. The aim of 

the study was to develop a technique for determining the arch bridge’s optimal shape in order to ensure 

the required size of the compressed cross-sectional zone at any automobile load position. The calculation 

takes into account the horizontal and vertical pressure of the backfill soil and the arch dead weight. The 

concrete blocks can have variable heights. Method. To solve the problem in a physically nonlinear 

formulation, the stepwise loading method and the possible stress states principle in increments were 

used. The solution was constructed by the finite element method based on piecewise constant 

approximations of the moments and forces. The nodes equilibrium equations obtained using the possible 

displacements principle are added to the additional energy functional written in increments form. The 

nodes vertical and horizontal displacements are accepted as possible displacements. When determining 

the required dimensions of the arch, the automobile load all possible positions are considered. Results. 

The optimum geometric parameters have been determined for an arch bridge with a span of 12 meters. 

The destructive automobile load value is determined. For the design load, the obtained internal moments 

and forces are compared with the ones calculated by the program based on the finite element method in 

displacements. 

1 Introduction  

Arched concrete and reinforced concrete structures with soil backfill are widely used for bridge 
crossings and overpasses. Such structures are easy manufactured and economical. Currently, the finite 
element method is used to calculate arch structures, as well as various analytical and numerical methods. 
In article [1] proposes an analytical method for determining the arched bridges internal forces of arbitrary 
shape using the elastic-plastic work of the material. Three equilibrium differential equations, which are 
solved analytically, and an example of calculating an arch on a concentrated force action are presented. 
A simplified model of the cracks formation and plastic deformations in reinforced concrete round arches 
is considered in [2]. The solution was obtained on the basis of the additional energy functional and the 
generalized Griffith criterion of the crack propagation. Comparison of numerical solutions with 
experimental results is performed. The papers [3], [4] are devoted to the numerical and experimental 
study of brick arches. In [3] the arch is represented by a system of rigid blocks connected by three links, 
and combinatorial analysis was used to determine the hinges location at small displacements of the 
supports. In article [5] investigates the stone arches destruction mechanisms under the concentrated 
forces action and notes the importance of taking into account the possibility of occurrence of shifts 
between the rigid blocks. 

A number of papers are devoted to optimizing the arches shapes [6], [7]. In article [6] optimizes the 
underground concrete arch shape in order to reduce bending stresses. The arch is calculated using a 
nonlinear finite element model. The arch center line is approximated by a Bezier curve with three degrees 
of freedom. The optimal parameters are determined using a genetic algorithm. The masonry arches 
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destruction mechanisms and concrete blocks arch are largely similar. Numerous studies have been 
devoted to the study of arched masonry bridges work [8]–[11]. The article [12] provides an overview of 
research on reinforcing brick arches methods with composite materials. In particular, the use of fiber-
reinforced cement matrix (FRCM) materials to reinforce brick arches is explored in [13]. The article 
presents numerical and experimental studies of arches reinforced with such materials. Arches are 
modeled with a rigid blocks set. In a number of works, volumetric finite elements are used to calculate 
stone and concrete structures [11], [14], [15]. In [11], it is presents the combined finite-discrete element 
method (FDEM) application to the analysis of three-dimensional stone structures from dry stone. The 
article [16] presents experimental and numerical studies results of a multi-span arched masonry bridge 
response to vertical static loads. In [17], a two-phase strategy for the numerical simulation of the arched 
bridges stone destruction process is presented, in which stone blocks are represented by solid elements, 
and the solution was described by special finite elements. Three modes of destruction (compression, 
tension and shear) for masonry materials are considered. Article [18] is devoted to the masonry numerical 
analysis based on experimental data, where the compressible-bendable elements behavior is 
investigated. When calculating arched bridges, it is important to take into account shear deformations 
[19], [20]. The shear deformations accounting theory of the circular arches was proposed in [20]. This 
paper presents an analytical solution of calculating circular arches based on the logarithmic functions 
using. Shear deformations consideration based on stresses approximations is presented in the works 
[21], [22].  

Based on the foregoing, we can note the relevance of the arch bridge optimal shape determining 
problem, which is constructed of concrete blocks. And, it is necessary to take into account the concrete 
nonlinear deformations and a cracking between blocks process. The study aim was to develop an arched 
bridge optimal shape determining method in order to ensure the compressed cross-sectional zone 
required size at the automobile load any position. 

2 Materials and Methods 

This paper considers a method of determining the arch optimal shape and cross-section 
dimensions, which are provide the necessary arch strength at automobile load any position, as well as a 
given minimum compressed zone height of the any cross-section along the arch length (Fig. 1). 
 

 

Fig. 1 - A concrete blocks arch in the ground 

The concrete stress-strain diagram of the arch is presented in the piecewise-broken curve form, 
which does not take into account the tensile concrete stresses (Fig. 2). 
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Fig. 2 - The concrete stress-strain diagram 

Such a diagram is used because tensile stresses cannot arise in the concrete blocks joints sections. 
In the sections between the joints, for the safety margin, the tensile concrete stresses will also be 
neglected. With this approach, the arch calculation will not depend on the length of the concrete blocks 
and the number of joints. 
 

 

Fig. 3 - Bending moments and longitudinal forces approximations along a finite element length 

To solve the problem with a physically nonlinear formulation, we will use a step loading method 
and possible stress states principle. For an arbitrary load step, variation of the additional deformations’ 

energy increment ( )δ i  is zero. 

( ) ( )( ) ( )δ δ δ dV 0.i i i i

V

   = +   =        (1) 

i , i  are the current deformations and deformations increments at a loading step; i  is the stresses 

increments, which must satisfy the equilibrium equations at loading step; V is subject area. The 
deformations and stresses increments, at an arbitrary point, at each step are interconnected by the 

deformation tangent modulus ( )t

i iE  : 

( ) .t

i i i iE   =            (2) 

Substituting (2) into (1), we get: 

( ) ( ) ( )( ) ( )δ δ δ dV 0.t

i i i i i i

v

E     = +   =       (3) 

From expression (3) it follows that the additional strain energy increment will have the following form: 

( ) ( ) 21
dV.

2

t t

i i i i i i i i

v

E E    
 

 =  +  
 
        (4) 

Let us calculate the additional energy deformations increment of a rod finite element. The strains 
increments are determined according to the straight normal hypothesis: 

0 .i i iz   =  −            (5) 

0i  is the increment of midline deformation; i  is axis curvature increment. Substituting (5) into (4), 

we get: 

( ) ( )( )
/2 /2

2 2

, 0 0 0

0 /2 0 /2

1
d d 2 d d .

2

k kl lh h

t

i k i i i i i i i i i

h h

b z z x bE z z x       
− −

 = −  +  −   +     (6) 

Let us introduce notation for the following integrals: 

( ) ( ) ( )
/2 /2 /2

2

/2 /2 /2

d , zd , d .

h h h

t t t t t t

i i i i i i

h h h

EA bE z ES bE z EI bE z z  
− − −

= = =       (7) 
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Integrals (7) are calculated numerically using the concrete stress-strain diagram (Fig. 2) by the trapezia 
method. Considering (7), the internal forces increments in the section are determined by the following 
formulas: 

( )( )
/2 /2

0 0

/2 /2

d d ,

h h

t t t

i i i i i i i ii

h h

N b z bE z z EA ES     
− −

 =  =  −  =  −     (8) 

( )( )
/2 /2

2

0 0

/2 /2

d d .

h h

t t t

i i i i i i i ii

h h

M b z z bE z z z ES EI     
− −

 = −  = −  −  = − +    (9) 

From expressions (8), (9) we obtain 

0 2 2
, .

t t t t

i i i i
i it t t t t t

N EI M ES N ES M EA

EA EI ES EA EI ES
 

 +  +
 =  =

− −
     (10) 

 
Substituting (10) into (6), we get 
 

( )
2 2

2,k 0 2 2

0 0

21
d d .

2

k kl l t t t

i i i i
i i i i i t t t t t t t t t

EI N EA M ES M N
N M x x

EI EA ES EI EA ES EI EA ES
 

    
 =  +  + + + 

− − − 
   (11) 

Let us introduce the vectors of unknown nodal forces and its increments for a finite element: 

,1 ,1

,1 ,1

, ,

,2 ,2

,2 ,2

, Δ .

i i

i i

i k i k

i i

i i

N N

M M

N N

M M

   
   

   
= =   

   
      

S S         (12) 

To approximate the forces and moments along the finite element length, we will use piecewise-
constant approximations (Fig. 3). Such approximations make it possible to simplify the flexibility matrix 
elements calculations of a finite element. In this case, the global flexibility matrix will have a block-
diagonal shape and will be easily reversible. The expression (11) can be written in matrix form: 

T T

,k , , , ,k ,

1
Δ Δ Δ ,

2

t

i i k i k i k i i k = +S D S ε S         (13) 

1 1

1 1

,11 1

,11 1

, ,

,22 2

,22 2

2 2

2 2

0 0

0 0

, ,
2

0 0

0 0

t t

t t

t t
i

t t

it k
i k i kt t

i

t t
i

t t

t t

EI ES

ER ER

ES EA

ER ERl

EI ES

ER ER

ES EA

ER ER









 
 
 
   
   

  
= =   

  
    

 
 
  

D ε      (14) 

2 2/ /

1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2, .t t t t t tER EI EA ES ER EI EA ES= − = −       (15) 

1

tEA , 1

tES , 1

tEI , 2

tEA , 2

tES , 2

tEI  are the finite element stiffness parameters for the beginning and end 

sections, calculated by formulas (7). Matrix (14) was obtained for the case when the cross section is 
constant along the finite element length. 

If the section width or height changes along the element length, then the second integral in (11), 
which determines the tangent matrix elements, is calculated numerically using the trapezia formula. 

Divide the finite element into 2n equal segments / 2k kl l n = . Let us denote the shear stiffness 

generalized parameters of the section at an arbitrary point of the finite element: 
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( ) ( ) ( )
/2 /2 /2

2

, , ,

/2 /2 /2

2

d , zd , d ,

.

j j j

j j j

h h h

t t t t t t

j j i i j j j i i j j j i i j

h h h

t t t t

j j j j

EA b E z ES b E z EI b E z z

ER EI EA ES

  
− − −

= = =

= −

  
  (16) 

,j jb h  are the section dimensions at point j. Deformations 
,i j  are determined depending on which finite 

element half of the length the section j is located: 

, ,1 ,1

, ,2 ,2

, 1,.., 1,

, 1,.., 2 1.

i j i i

i j i i

z j n

z j n n

  

  

= − = +


= − = + +
       (17) 

Let us introduce the tangent matrix 
,

t

i kD  elements notation: 

1 11 1
1,1 2,2

2 21 1 1 1

11
1,2 2,1

2 1 1

2
1 2 1

3,3 4,4

2 1 2 1

, ,
2 2 2 2

,
2 2

,
2 2

t tt tt tn n
j jn n

t t t t t t
j jj n j n

t ttn
j n

t t t
j j n

t tt tn
j jn n

t t t t
j n jj n n j

EI EAEI EAEI EA
d d

ER ER ER ER ER ER

ES ESES
d d

ER ER ER

EI EAEI EI
d d

ER ER ER ER

+ +

= =+ +

+

= +

+ +

= + + +

= + + = + +

= = + +

= + + =

 




2

1 2 1

2 1 2 1

2
1 2 1

3,4 4,3

2 1 2 1

,
2 2

.
2 2

t tn
n n

t t
n n n

t t tn
j n n

t t t
j n j n n

EA EA

ER ER

ES ES ES
d d

ER ER ER

+ +

= + + +

+ +

= + + +

+ +

= = + +





   (18) 

The final matrix  ,

t

i kD  expression, for the case of a variable cross section, is as follows: 

1,1 1,2

1,2 2,2

,

3,3 3,4

3,4 4,4

0 0

0 0
.

0 0

0 0

t

i k k

d d

d d
l

d d

d d

 
 
 = 
 
 
 

D         (19) 

The corresponding global tangent matrix 
t

iD  and vector iε  for the whole system are formed from matrices 

,

t

i kD  and vectors ,i kε . Then, for the whole system, we obtain the following expression for the increment 

of additional energy of the deformations: 

T T1
Δ Δ Δ .

2

t

i i i i i i = +S D S ε S          (20) 

In accordance with the possible stress states principle, the forces and moments increments must 
satisfy the equilibrium equations. Such equations for nodes can be obtained using the possible 
displacements principle [21]–[25]. The nodes vertical and horizontal displacements are taken as possible 
displacements. For the whole system, the equilibrium equations can be written in the following matrix 
form: 

Δ 0.i i+ =L S P           (21) 

The global equilibrium matrix L  is formed from equilibrium matrices kL  of finite elements. 

2 1 2 1

cos sin cos sin

2 2

sin cos sin cos

2 2
, cos , sin .

cos sin cos sin

2 2

sin cos sin cos

2 2

k k

k k

k

k k

k k

k k

l l

l l x x y y

l l

l l

l l

   

   

 
   

   

− − − 
 
 
− − − 

 
− − = = =

 −
 
 
 −
 
 

L   (22) 
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Note that the matrix L  is geometric and does not change during step loading. The load vector 
iP  is 

formed from the forces concentrated in the nodes and the loads distributed over the finite element. For 
that we must calculate the load work at possible displacements of the nodes. 

Using the Lagrange multiplier method, we add the nodes equilibrium equations (21) with the 
functional (20). We get the following advanced functional: 

( )T T T1
Δ Δ Δ Δ .

2

t

i i i i i i i i i = + + + S D S ε S w L S P       (23) 

The Lagrange multipliers vector consists of the nodes displacements values: 

( )T

1 1 2 2 .i n nu w u w u w=w        (24) 

Equating the functional derivatives with respect to vectors 
TΔ iS  and 

T

iw , we obtain the linear algebraic 

equations system: 
TΔ 0,

Δ 0.

t

i i i i

i i

+ + =

+  =

D S ε L w

L S P
         (25) 

Let us express from the first equation the forces increment vector 
1 1 TΔ .t t

i i i i i

− −
= − −S D ε D L w          (26) 

The matrix 
t

iD  is block-diagonal and easily inverted. Let us introduce notation of the matrix product: 

1 T .t

i i

−
=K LD L            (27) 

From the second equation (25) we obtain the resolving system of nonlinear algebraic equations 
1

.t

i i i i i

−
=  −K w P D ε           (28) 

At each loading step, we will perform iterative refinement according to the Newton - Raphson 
scheme. We will use the following calculation algorithm with given automobile position: 
 

1. Calculate matrix L  and vector P ; 0i =ε ; 0i =S ; 

2. Set the number of load steps n and required accuracy  Ex  [%]; 0i = . 

3. Begin load cycle; accept 1i i= + ; 0k = . 

4. Accept Δ 0i =S ; 
1

i
n

 =P P . 

5. Begin cycle of iterative refinement; accept 1k k= + . 

6. Calculate matrix 
t

iD , 
1t

i

−
D , K . 

7. Calculate equations system (24); calculate iw . 

8. From (22) calculate Δ iS ; Δi i i= +S S S . 

9. Using (10), calculate iε ; i i i= +ε ε ε . 

10. Using in (8) and (9) secant modulus of deformations; calculate iS . 

11. Calculate Δ k i i= −S S S ; Δ Δ Δi i k= +S S S . 

12. Calculate Δi i =P L S  and accuracy ( )
( )

2

, ,

1

2

,

1

100

d

d

n

i j i j

j

i
n

i j

j

P P

Ex

P

=

=

 −

 =







P . 

13. If ( )  iEx Ex P , then calculate Δi i i =  −P P L S ; i i=S S  and go to 5.  

14. If ( )  iEx Ex P , then end of iterative refinement, go to 3. 

15. End of load cycle. 
 

The resulting bending moments are used to calculate the shear forces of finite elements: 
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2 1 .k

k

M M
Q

l

−
=           (29) 

Next, the check is performed of a possible shift in the cross sections where the concrete blocks joints are 
located: 

1 2, .k fr k frQ k N Q k N          (30) 

frk  is the friction coefficient of concrete on concrete; 
1 1 2 2, , ,N M N M  are the internal forces at the finite 

element beginning and end. If conditions (30) are not done, then a shift of concrete blocks relative to 
each other is possible and it is necessary to make adjustments to the design scheme. 

At each node of the arch, the eccentricity modulus of the longitudinal force and the required section 
height are calculated, which provides the compressed zone will be equal to half the height (with a linear 
stress diagram in the compressed zone): 

, 3 .si
i i i

i

M
e h e

N
= =            (31) 

Calculations have shown that the maximum compressive stresses are far from the limiting value; 
therefore, the stress diagram in the compressed zone is practically linear. Nonlinearity of deformations 
is associated with the exclusion of the stretched concrete zone from the work. 

The required heights of the arch cross sections will be determined using the following iterative 
algorithm: 
 

1. For each arch node, we set the initial value of the section height minih h= . 

2. Refinement ih  cycle. 

3. Set 
iter

i ih h= . 

4. Begin cycle on px  (рис.1) from 0 to 
2 2

xaL 
− 

 
 with step 0.1 m. 

5. We perform the arch calculation according to the algorithm given above. 

6. For each arch node, we calculate 
s

ih  (31). 

7. If 
s iter

i ih h , then 
iter s

i ih h= . 

8. End cycle on px . 

9. For each arch node, we calculate 
min

10000

10000

iter

i i
i

h h
h h

  +
=  
 

. 

10. Rounding ih  to 5 cm. 

11. Go to 2. 
 
Calculations have shown that the process of refining the cross-section heights converges in no 

more than 15 iterations. As a result of the calculation, for each node, the maximum eccentricities of the 
longitudinal force and the required section height are determined. These heights will ensure the 
compressed zone value at least half of the cross section at any automobile load position. 

3 Results and Discussion 

As an example, let us determine the optimal parameters of the pointed arch (Fig. 4), when it is 
given span and the soil backfill height (Fig. 1). In this case, the compressed zone minimum height should 
be at least half the arch section height. The arch supports were taken pinched. But the supports have 
the ability to tear off, since the concrete tensile work is not taken into account. Calculation of the arch 
height, which depend on the span length and the half-arch arc radius, are shown in Fig. 4. The all data 
for the calculation are given in Table 1. The arch was divided along the length into 16 finite elements 
(Fig. 5). 
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Fig. 4 - Geometry of pointed arch 

 

 

Fig. 5 - Arch nodes numbering 

 

Table 1. Arch calculation data 

Denotation Dimension Value Parameter 

0h  m 2.0 Backfill height from the arch top 

gr  degree 35 Angle of internal soil friction 

gr  kN/m3 17.7 Soil volume weight 

a  m 1.2 Distance between vehicle axles 

aP  kN 250 Vehicle axle load 

xa  m 3.6 Load length from vehicle 

ya  m 2.7 Load width from vehicle 

L  m 12 Arch span 

B m 0.5 Arch width 

minh  m Need to assign The minimum height of the arch cross section 

R m Calculated Half-arch arc radius 

Н m ( )/ 4L L R−  Arch height 

 
Vertical and horizontal loads from the vehicle and the ground (Fig. 1) are determined by the 

following formulas:  

( )( )
( ), 0

0 0

1.2
, 1.1 .a

a gz i gr i

x y

B P
q q H h z B

h a h a


 
= =  + − 

+ +
     (32) 

( )2 2

, 0 , 01.1 45 , 1.1 45 .
2 2

gr gr

qx up gr qx dn grq h tg B q H h tg B
 

 
   

=   − =  +  −   
   

  (33) 

To these loads is added the load from the arch's own weight. 
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The parameters of the compressed concrete deformation diagram were taken as follows:
2

1 0 20.000314, 0.002, 0.0035, 17000 /b b b bR kN m  = − = − = − =  (Fig. 2). 

Fig. 6 shows the most optimal arch with the minimum weight (
min 0.4h m= ). Fig. 7, for comparison, 

shows an arch whose weight is slightly greater, but it has the different arc radius. 

Table 2 shows the weights of arches at the various values R  and 
minh . 

 

 

Fig. 6 - Arch with the minimum weight of 17.03 tons: on the left side the blocks section heights are 
indicated; on the right side the maximum eccentricities of the longitudinal force (in meters) are 
indicated 

 

 

Fig. 7 - Arch weight of 17.47 tons: on the left side the blocks section heights are indicated; on the 
right side the maximum eccentricities of the longitudinal force (in meters) are indicated 

Table 2. Arch weight in tons depending on geometric parameters 

[m]
2

L
R
 

− 
 

 min [m]h  

0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 

1.9  18.932 18.240 19.105 

2.0  18.248 18.162 19.291 

2.1  17.906 18.255 19.391 

2.2  17.032 18.394 19.481 

2.3 18.001 17.559 18.353 20.030 

2.4 17.470 17.470 18.623 20.219 

2.5 17.825 17.914 18.983  

 
Analyzing the calculation results given in Table 2, we note that each minimum section height 

corresponds to a certain arc radius and the arch height, when the arch has the least weight. Moreover, 
the lower the minimum section height, the greater the arch required height. Empty cells of Table 2 
correspond to arches that cannot withstand the applied loads or are non-optimal. 
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To compare the results, the arch (Fig. 6) was calculated using the proposed method and the LIRA-
SAPR program for the case when the automobile load is located symmetrically relative to the arch top. 
In the LIRA-SAPR program, there are no finite elements of variable cross-section along the length, 
therefore, such finite elements were replaced by two finite elements with constant, step-changing cross 
sections. The internal forces values and eccentricities obtained by the proposed method and by the LIRA-
SAPR program are presented in Table 3. The nodes longitudinal forces obtained with the LIRA-SAPR 
program were determined as the average value of the longitudinal forces in the finite elements adjacent 
to the node. 
 
 

Table 3. Internal forces and moments at the arch shown in Fig. 6 

Node 

Proposed method LIRA-SAPR 

N [kN] M [kNm] [ ]
M

e m
N

=  N [kN] Nср [kN] M [kNm] 
ср

[ ]
M

e m
N

=  

1 -380.97 77.11 0.202 -371.39 -371.39 67.8 0.183 

2 -361.90 15.5 0.043 
-371.39 
-363.95 

-367.67 13.0 0.035 

3 -366.84 -16.62 0.045 
-363.95 
-345.08 

-354.52 -17.7 0.050 

4 -324.18 -21.66 0.067 
-345.08 
-319.59 

-332.60 -21.5 0.065 

5 -316.12 -5.65 0.018 
-319.59 
-293.85 

-306.72 -4.28 0.014 

6 -269.19 24.26 0.090 
-256.97 
-288.51 

-272.74 26.8 0.098 

7 -246.44 47.35 0.192 
-256.97 
-222.77 

-239.87 50.73 0.211 

8 -200.98 40.13 0.200 
-222.77 
-200.78 

-211.78 44.18 0.209 

9 -202.58 -7.54 0.037 -200.78 -200.78 -2.86 0.014 

 
Note that the longitudinal forces values of the two methods differ insignificantly. The bending 

moments values differ within 15%. The exception is the moments at the arch top, where the difference is 
most significant, but the moment magnitude at a given node is an order of magnitude less than at other 
nodes. In general, the calculation results of the two programs agree with satisfactory accuracy. When we 
calculate with the LIRA-SAPR program, 2000 steps were specified for the load, since the results turned 
out to be very sensitive in the step size. When calculating according to the proposed method for the 
convergence of the solution, it was enough to use 10 steps on the load. 

To assess the arch safety margin, calculations were performed with a gradual increase in the 

automobile load value aP . Three positions of the load were considered: 1 – symmetrically relative to the 

arch top; 2 – the load is shifted 1.2 meters to the left from the top; 3 – the load is shifted 2.4 meters to 
the left of the top. The results are shown in Fig. 8-9. 
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Fig. 8 - Displacements of the arch top (Fig. 6) with an increase of the automobile load until the arch 
destruction: 1 - the load is located symmetrically; 2 - load with a shift of 1.2 m from the top; 3 - load 
with a shift of 2.4 m from the arch top 

 

 

Fig. 9 - Stresses in the arch section at node 8 (Fig. 6), the automobile load is applied with a shift of 
2.4 m from the arch top 

If the automobile load is located symmetrically with respect to the arch top, then the breaking load 
exceeds the calculated one by about 2.4 times. At the most disadvantageous position of the load 

415aP kN=  when it is with an offset of 2.4 meters from the symmetry axis, the breaking load exceeds 

the design load by about 1.6 times. In this case, the maximum edge stresses of concrete are less than 
half the compressive concrete strength. Before crash, the compressed concrete zone at node 8 
decreases to 1/5 of the section height (Fig. 9), and the vertical displacements of the arch top increase 
approximately 4 times (Fig. 8). The arch nodes displacements are small, and by their magnitude it is 
difficult to determine the destruction proximity of the arch structure. Therefore, it can be noted that the 
arch structure made of the concrete blocks is susceptible to brittle crash, without visible increasing of 
deformations. Nevertheless, the destructive automobile load is 1.6 times higher than the calculated one, 
which provides a certain safety margin of the arch. The graphs in Fig. 6 demonstrate the significant 
influence of the automobile load location on value, which destroys the arch. Note that the required friction 
coefficient between the blocks, which prevents the blocks from shifting relative to each other, does not 
exceed 0.5. 

If it is necessary to provide the arch greater safety margin, then calculations should be performed 
with an increase in the value of the minimum height of the section compressed zone, for example, to the 

value ( )0.6 0.7 h− . 
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4 Conclusions 

1. The method is proposed for optimal parameters determining of an underground arch made of 
concrete blocks under the action of an automobile load, a load from the soil and its own weight. 
The optimal parameters of the arch are determined on the condition that the compressed zone 
minimum height is more than half of the arch section at any automobile load position. 

2. Calculation of the arch is carried out by the finite element method based on the approximation 
of forces and moments. For the solution, the possible stress states principle, written on 
increments form, and the possible displacements principle to obtain the equilibrium arch nodes 
equations are used. The compressed concrete stress-strain diagram is assumed to be 
nonlinear. The tensile concrete work is not considered. 

3. The proposed calculation method makes it possible to determine the automobile load limiting 
value for the arch and to estimate the arch bridge safety margin. 

4. Optimum geometric parameters have been determined for an arched bridge with the span of 
12 meters. The destructive automobile load value is determined. For the design load the 
obtained internal forces are compared with the forces calculated by the program based on the 
finite element method in displacements. 
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