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Tab.1 Natural and property characteristics o soil at the project field

+ 2 JERE/m  RAREEAN-mM® KR J)/kPa A/
Wt 0.7~5.3 16.3 25.0 20.0
#+ 2.0~11.0 17.6 21.0 18.5
L ot 1.6~5.6 18.3 24.0 19.0
#*1 2.6~6.0 19.2 20.0 19.0
MER T 23.2~287 19.8 33 21.5
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Fig.1 Rroject environment sketch
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Fig.2 Timbering form
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Fig.3 Calculation model diagram Fig.4 Finite element model after excavation
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S TR LR R T AR . RIS M T yKNm®  SEVERLER E/GPa ARG v
W 15 HAS B 2 47 20 30 0.2
3.3 &ERo%H i 25 30 0.2
(DEEGUMEE KL% HbE 20 0.1 0.25
S50 B ITFEM BRI 5 T oK P AR TE th e 4n
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Tab.3 Parameters calculation of soil nailing and slope protection pile

LY/ mm

I ! | | | | 1 I |
S © ® N e Y A W N = O
—T T T— T T

iR AK/m  WRERVM’  HURE/KPa  BURIEREAPa 5 A RORSS ) /kPa

+47 0.110 00  0.000 15 300 000.00 300 000.00 30.00
Eiak s I — 0.42 658.00 3231.00 —_—
®4LHEUHSY

Tab.4 Parameters calculation of soil anchor

45 L N
;;;; e ol B AR T A/ I B B SR /Py I o B U S kP B 5 L AR 53R 8P I 1 B4 /m

;] 0.000 56 200 000.00 200 000.00 100.00 0.10
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Fig.7 Calculating diagram Fig.8 Critical slip surface
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Numerical analysis and stability analysis of a commercial plaza
excavation engineering foundation in loess area

LIU Ke , ZHAO Hao
(Northwest Research Institute of Engineering Investigations and Design, Xi'an 710003, China)

Abstract: In order to ensure safety of deep foundation pit nearby the subway station in the construction process, the deformation of
pile-anchor retaining structure nearby the subway station in the construction process is analyzed by numerical simulation method,
and its stability is also analyzed. The study showed that the maximum lateral displacement of pit-retaining structure occurs at about
7m away from the top of the pit, and maximum lateral displacement is 13.4mmAnd the maximum surface subsidence occurs at about
4m away from the pit, and the largest settlement is 8.8 1mm. the pile-anchor retaining structure has good stability, and can effectively
control the deformation of the pit during excavation. This background engineering deep foundation excavation does not affect the
safety of the subway station.

Key words: deep foundation pit; combined pile-anchor supporting; numerical analysis; stability of foundation pit
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Seismic response analysis of widening bridges in soft site

REN Wei', GAI YiTing*, HUANG Yanan'

(1.Key Laboratory of Bridge Detection Reinforcement Technology Ministry of Communications, PRC, Xi'an 710064, China;
2. CCCC First Highway Consultants CO.,LTD, Xi'an 710075, China)

Abstract: In view of the deficiency of seismic research on widen bridge at soft soil area, the paper, based on an unequal span
continuous beam bridge at Pearl River Delta, took pile-soil effect into consideration. Fiber inelastic beam element, finite element
program Midas/civil is used to do elastic-plastic seismic response analysis on existing bridge model and widen bridge model under
two field soil conditions. The paper researched displacement response of the structure’s key position corresponding with different
input direction of seismic wave, the occurrence moment, position and failure mode of plastic hinge. Researches showed that the
seismic response displacement extreme of widen bridge at soft soil field was the biggest, which was nearly 1.15 times of it at the
sand field. Under hierarchical vertical and lateral seismic loads, plastic hinge firstly occurred at pier of widen bridge at soft soil
field, where failure happened easily and the failure moment was earlier. By contrasting existing bridge model with widen bridge
model, structure widening was bad for aseismatic action, the paper suggested that seismic checking requirements of widen bridge
should be enhanced.

Key words: bridge engineering; soft soil area; pile-soil effect; fiber inelastic beam element; seismic response
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