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Abstract

The assessment requires to find out the development laws of various geological disasters in the North
Square Project of Hankou Railway Station, assess the possibility of causing or aggravating geological
disasters in the construction, the possibility of suffering geological disasters after the completion of
the project and the suitability of the construction site, and put forward corresponding prevention
and treatment measures and suggestions to provide a basis for the suitability assessment and zoning
of the North Square Project of Hankou Railway Station.
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Table 1. Grading standard for comprehensive assessment of geological hazard risk
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Table 2. Classification of suitability of construction land

F2 BRAMEERMIRE

| DU
i PRI AR T B, TR RO AR Sa T BRI REE AN, Sl IR 5 55 1 R g
YA, fERREN, 5T AR

ARMFEIRER T, WFIE. R AVERACROR, TREE SOl S 3 i k F /6 & 1 ge kb

EFEH se) Bl A B T AR, f o R, (] G BT DL B,
g ORRERABAL SOREEE A, KESHRRAK, TR K S et

Ko BUR IRBME R E AT RENE R, faR iR, Biva R K.

R PP AL X R T BB LR & 2 KPP S5 R, ZRE 5 BB R T vE L i s AN By i 2%k »
AT B A ol B AN I B & B MR ACE B o, RRANE B IXOMHLRUR T
B PR 25 X

5.4. WRREMIRRSZ

) KZEEHREZEE L) SR TRER L, et T NI, HIEmia. oia. ST,

2) HSAEBHLARES): FHSEEHL, HEENISENLES S B 0 R0 S 55 SeAC B, $H Aok g sf
KAE R

3) HeK: RERBGE 2 HOK PRS2 2 HEKVA R, P TR), BNERK TS, REE
e BRI AR, DLt i T e B S AR T

4) WA HAT ST, THZI BRI S AT AT R B KRN LE A 0 AR /K BT A B, g/l
XEGUHZREE; RN RCRAME BT, Mo 2B % 4.

DOI: 10.12677/0jns.2023.112024 207 H ARl


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojns.2023.112024

TP %

5) XFEEGT LIRS, AU T TR PN g SCA AR < TR A g T A I A, AR, IR
XTI S A A R (D3 B () I REAT DT R I o

6) FOUEE TRt T YA NI 1Z  BOREAT PEA B 22, WA i) o A S AR IRRF AR REAT IR AT 7T, AR A
Hop A BERCRAE. DB AR A, SELESR Tk, W NI, S AT S E S

6. &it
6.1. K IEHLE R

FEVR A X AR R INA S S 22 4 i B SR SR i B0 T3 e IS b Bk 3, PPAS DX AT et o7 %%
& PP X EUA A SR ROR A T, SRR F RN B EAAEAR A MR
At

6.2. TSR

IS X EA G, B, BT RREKE S LRI, S%itkm. Sae. AL rrs
wo BB K F KR REVE/DN, SRt

6.3. ZAHHGER

LR A VPR DU TR B o T S B PR 7 et B Rk SE R MR 5 X — A X, VPR T AR 100%.
PG DX AL 26 1 0 Ny TR B ACE B X — A X TREEEBYIIA], WA B L 0 R 5t

SE 3k
[11 XMEIE. MR EFTATF RS 57700, LR35 223k, 2015, 23(5): 809-820.
[2] 3KE, BREAK, AR, 25 Wb MR o R B IR IS X RIBUIRIF 7E[J]. K2, 2018, 33(3): 37-42.

[3]1 J5is, 2%, MIER, 55 20102015 “E4[EHLE R ERE S AARIES T[] E U % E 55776 54, 2018,
29(5): 1-6.

[4] IRIRMP. WAL HUE 5 FE BV LAEBUIR &XF 5K [J]. BHREIAGE S LR, 2015, 2984 T1): 5-8.

[5] TEK, ZKLL, UM, 55, 2000-2016 4 BRI MG 0 I 25 70 A A AR B (1], Th L BT 5 S A
%, 2018, 29(1): 93-101.

[6] WGV, SRBH. WIALA T O ERRIE B Y SRR TE[)]. BRI S AR, 2022, 36(4): 472-478.

[7] &=PRMe, P, £, BRIGRE MR FE 5 KA T[], DREHBT 24, 2011, 19(3): 388-397.

[8] 3R, ABLL, ZE. AT IR OCEH T g A E) A SRR [R]. sUBG WA R AR AL, 2021.
[9] ARBH. HATWAAbE MR 9 H K E X B A RIE)]. BHAROR AR, 2022(30): 123-126.

[10] v, R, i, & WHCEHR 9 FRE LY A AL )] BEURIAR S TR, 2022, 36(4): 472-478.

DOI: 10.12677/0jns.2023.112024 208 H ARl


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojns.2023.112024

	汉口火车站北广场项目地质灾害危险性评估
	摘  要
	关键词
	Geological Hazard Risk Assessment of North Square Project of Hankou Railway Station
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 工程和规划概况
	3. 地质灾害危险性现状评估
	3.1. 地质灾害类型特征
	3.2. 地质灾害危险性现状评估 

	4. 地质灾害危险性预测评估
	4.1. 工程建设中、建设后可能引发或加剧地质灾害危险性预测评估
	4.1.1. 桩基基础施工引发地质灾害危险性预测评估
	4.1.2. 基坑开挖施工引发边坡失稳危险性预测评估
	4.1.3. 软土不均匀沉降预测评估
	4.1.4. 排水管道及其它管线基槽开挖段预测评估

	4.2. 建设工程自身可能遭受已存在地质灾害危险性预测评估
	4.2.1. 抽取地下水的影响
	4.2.2. 动荷载影响
	4.2.3. 建筑荷载影响
	4.2.4. 遭受软土不均匀沉降影响


	5. 地质灾害危险性综合分区评估及防治措施
	5.1. 地质灾害危险性综合评估分级标准
	5.2. 地质灾害危险性综合分区评估 
	5.3. 建设场地适宜性分区评估
	5.4. 地质灾害防治方法

	6. 结论
	6.1. 现状评估结果
	6.2. 预测评估结果 
	6.3. 综合评估结果

	参考文献

