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Abstract

Inresponse to current core issues in slope anchor cable length design, such as insufficient geological
adaptability, low detection accuracy, and imbalance between safety and cost-effectiveness, an inte-
grated technical system of “geological modeling-parameter optimization-dual detection-perfor-
mance verification” is proposed. Based on limit equilibrium theory and spatial geometric analysis,
calculation models for anchor cable length under two typical failure modes—planar sliding and
wedge sliding—are constructed, with length formulas revised for three-dimensional support con-
ditions. Validation across multiple engineering projects shows a calculation error of less than 4.2%.
Using FLAC3D, the nonlinear relationship between anchor cable length and slope stability coeffi-
cient is revealed, identifying an optimal length range of 12~18 m for bedding rock slopes and pro-
posing a precise optimized value of 21 m for moderately weathered tuff formations. A detection
system integrating elastic wave (length detection), optical fiber sensing (stress monitoring), and
vibrating wire monitoring (density assessment) is developed, achieving a length identification ac-
curacy of 98.5%, reducing the error by 8.2 percentage points compared to the single ultrasonic
method. Validation was conducted across four engineering projects, including the Hangzhou Under-
ground Utility Tunnel A9/A10 Shield Shaft and a highway expansion slope: for the Hangzhou shield
shaft, 20 anchor cables of type 3®15.2 showed length deviations ranging from -8.6% to 0.7%, with
grout density between 77% and 99%. The optimized design reduced total anchor cable usage by
8.7%, with maximum slope displacement within 6 months < 8 mm and long-term displacement sta-
bilizing at 7.9 mm over 12 months. The research findings have refined the provisions related to
length calculation and detection in the “Technical Specification for Non-Destructive Testing of An-
chor Bolt Grouting Quality” (JG]J/T 182-2009), providing theoretical and technical support for bal-
ancing safety and cost-effectiveness in slope engineering.
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1. 5|8
1.1. fAIRERE5EX

T ST TN A T A R A 1 BT R RO M SRR, e Ch EM R R E A D) Fiit,
2020~2024 EFE Rl R Fa 5] R IR K FHHE 1.2 TS, BEELSUFHKE 50 1476, BN iR AR
SCHPRER L ENPERR,  SONSONE O T B, EHAKE R B UE SRR S TR AR K
55 B A R, 51URIAIE B0 2022 FHEEEAE R R K EA L 10m, 8% 3 FEHI 12%
RN AALFEEE 15 mm); KEKNGERENAIR S, sy @ TR RKEIIAR 3 m, H
A BRA X 23%

LR R AL WAL = RS — MR 50 2 2N CR LI TREEORITE) GB51210-2016
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AN, BRMFEMETATTHAEE . Z2EEMT ) EMZER 15%; &5 T a0 DL —E
BFNE, AP, RETHEEW, MRS IEE 10%; 2238 MmHAre, RRo%
FEREFLAmAR  TIURE 7458 2 5 il T 2 X6 P 3 B P PRI 52 0 o A SC DA T3 AR S 00k [X b 75 B A9/AL10 Ji& )
FHEZRM T 3015.2, BIHKE 19m~23 m, H1ZE s MACEEE ) iz O TRE A, 456 W2 S iz
FIRIAY TR, PR BT - BRI - R - TR SRATR, BERIMHRKER
T FRDRE 7 14 5 R 0 Y mT P

BN R A SR P, KA SEIEA RS CREFDUI TREEARTE) (GB51210-2016)HE#E 2
AT BT EL(EE 1):

Table 1. Comparison of calculation errors of different formulas under complex geological conditions

# 1. FRAREE R R A TR HIREX

Meait  AgEaX B BEasiR Asrasix

TR Mo A

HAH (m) T AE (m) {H(m) Z(%) F(%)
B JE R FF EPM@WX%’ # 26.8 22.7 22.7 18.1 -0.4
=2 %/m
BBk *M%@f’% 18.3 14.8 14.5 26.2 -1.0
HEB
Ly ) éb—(l‘{’t‘])ﬁ%; T=
FEECE B Y 1.0 MPa 21.5 19.2 18.8 14.4 0.2

XSS SRR, JTE 2 2R T B T R 40 9 PR el S5 M B L 3, A8 R 2R B2 1 R 2 14%
ARIABIE 2 2B I A S i TR ZEAE R, REFEHITEL1.0%LAN, REFRTE T Rt

1.2. EASMAZTIIR

1.2.1. BEKERITHARHKR

] &b 2 2 1 il 2R K S o S TRV 2R 7 2 A AR AL« Ttasca [£]BA(2022)FE T FLAC-3D %37 cable .05
R SRR, B2 25 R A ARG TR M T K BB IE A 3K, AHR I S T 225400 1] Li %6(2024)
KPR 47 EBRI%, HESBEARIAIE R KE AR, REEHILE 8% LA, (HZ2M =4t= a2 pi[2],
WIF SR A TG R TR AREE(2025) 8 X2 7 i, $8 R T i se s e R KB ik 7 ik, &
RIX A E A 12~18 m, {HARIFJEZ SHR G AG[3]; M5 (2023)iid & PRI A I, 7 125 B AR
1 %/m, SR SRR FIK 2%, HARBIZSERAKE AR[4]

1.2.2. SERERBNEARFRIHR

RO A7 THT, B — 7 VEATAE B S0 S PR « P YRV 2 D SR S B S K, S < 80% N 1R ZEHE 15%:
FEAFARIEGF T SE T RN g, AHGVE E R S B IRoZ M M R PPk i [ 7, e P RlUsR
Ko AR A FE#4 i : Zhang 552025 Rl 75 I 56 AR IR &, KBRS A & 95%, (HK
RN SEFE RIS ]s 75 ik SHR5Z N R, HE = =423 8] 2 A1 Thag.

1.23. MERARTE

LTS, URTFRAAE ST HAE : — 2 S e BB R 2840 R84 L 2 (I BS FLIR AT . T
IR, BERGE AN s 0t 2 S H A BLE R B e B = AR TR (e e RS AR AL 4
fic)s —RERMNRAIEARFRRER LT FEEFM THERMERRRIIE. ASCE FIRAE, @il th
RBHEUEES M EROPEAHPRE T, 2 TRk, wEmAREER,
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2. BEERKE T ERBME
2.1. SEREGHERSKERT RN

2.1.1. ERERHAL
SERETIN. AR R B B B MR B =i A . YR T BN R 5 S R O R 45 X
B, SRADRESE 2 B (WU TREE KRS, BT IRAE M30), TIRAREEE > 1 m (FRIGEEK S
FEIPTR R >30 MPa);  H HBCAAI R IR B = AR XK, REETIE AN > 0.5 m, Biikskd itk
BB AN E B A B (TN AR R OVMIS-3 U4 H) . A& EAR (X S) 300 mm x 300 mm x 20 mm)
M, TR PRI B R,
2.1.2. WitEMEHL
bR T U PN ] B P AR A R SRR R, P S SRR 5 <> 1.8 MPa (B
TFESEN = 1.8~2.0 MPa), A Hh 2 7548900 P B 1B B K B2 (W o= 1.0 MPa B, K38 10 50%);
D15 R H R ) Fe @ PR A T /1, 3015.2 BUNZS L ARETH R 1260 mm?, Hifi
FREEFRUEAE 1860 MPa, WiT5KFLFEHIN 77 1395 MPa, iH4.153 Ft = 1395 MPa x 1260 mm? = 1757.7 kN;
SUARAGE N 7R RS E RELKs > 1.35 (VS ZR)MIRTHE T, SR KERHD 1 m, FARSAR
iK% 1200 Jo(E M. L. skdr gt ).

2.2. ABPFREATHKETHHEZRR

2.2.1. FHEHANMEKETE

SV THITE ) 2 i AL S T3 R AR ST AR A 75°, 1Bl Wi 60%), FE T HRBR-F7 38 o i)
NZ Bk, S HHBS NEE B A

H B EE AR

h
L, —mxcos(g)) (D)

s h NI CL EEE S RN TR h=8m): o Ja N EEE A (h RALEEIK R 0 =30%): a NS
(75°): 60 T BHTHIAH(60°).

PR T B R A 3K
L, =Xk )

“ mxdxt

A KN ZERHME 13, BEETZE): d AWKLER(5.2 mm); « KL 58E (1.8 MPa).

BEX UM JE AL T [ B AR (B A 757, TEBNTEUA 60°7), HX K =1.3. Fr=1757.7kN (3®15.2 S 4i
s d=152mm. 7= 1.8 MPa (P XA E SO REE ), 1HEANEEBKE La=42m, HHBEK
FEL, =185m, BKAE22.7m, 5% 23 m BB MR 2L 1.3%.

2.2.2. R ARSDEKEITH

B AR M B PR AR ZE TR G, T B AR SR A AR e 4, B R 5K Sl
FEAERL ST, R RS RO AR A . B IETI(1 — 0.020) HE R AKIE S S U F

1) #FKYE

BRI S AR S T BE DI B i, TR L 2 (AL BB S PRIk S o e, T R 4k
Q02374518 [4]: W HEARFTFEEA=0, 1, 2, 3, 4 Z&m)FEEiReE, TR,

DOI: 10.12677/0jtt.2026.151014 152 BB EEFW/N


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojtt.2026.151014

Zalp %

MFFRGLE RS ¢ SRR 2 MR R MLk, WRI0LE FR M, WEIS T SAh 4508 2 ARMEARDE, [y
R =10 (1 —0.022), Hr oo TG HLE ARG 2558 B (h WAL B K 10 =1.8~2.0 MPa), fGHRLEE R? =
0.96, ISilE 7208 R B AT EEE .

2) MIEE R

WE AT ST, T B RS 45 0 1) 1 S5 AL 2 SR LAE P 5 T -

DI T ONRSS A, BRI, RGN S T BN, SRR S A AT T
TEREE AR R E RIS, A RS T AR D 5

BB THONH KB IEIEIE, SINE R S A AL, BER RSP RE . WIS,
WL RN 1 F/m, B RO SE TR 2 2%, SEETRET RE0.02 —8, KUK IZ S ETE
PR ] B B A R, AR T St ] 2 B ) i «

18 I P T B K FE A 6] :

- KxF,
“ " zxdxrx(1-0.022)

WU TR R A 5 2 45 S A B . 6 JE A 9 R TR B 5 AN B I (AN K 10 m), Seit a3 FE
FEF 30°~45°, Miff 55°~65°, A=2%k/m, RAAXETHES La' =4.5m, BKE23.0m, 5&%iHETE
VLAD, S5¥iHEe4llid, 38iF 718 EA K& B,

2.3. S EBRBNAREEE

23.1. FRMESSHE
ABAQUS S, =4EAL, AU JE F I A A b ) -
AR SF: K ox B8 x 5 =30m x 20 m x 25 m (7 35 5 /3 M J5 30 3 5 505 ) ;
EERSH. FMERBCE E =18 GPa, WAL v=0.26, ¥l c=35kPa, WEEEES ¢ =30";
WESH: R truss FICHL 30152 HN4LE, E=1.95x 10° MPa, v=0.3, 3R 1670 MPa;
FGAT: JREBIE & (LR xs ys z L), MIEZ SRR AR (x y [81), TN H M2 H E).

2.3.2. ZTRREESEBMESHH

BRAUM TRESN, FhFedE Sl 2 A A TR RS 2015.2, BIFKE 15 m, #ENH R
FEVHATIAE, X ARTFEAA . =S4 R SRR GE 2), EGRERPHRTEITEIREY <
1.0%, &2 /NT IR AR 2 (—8.6%~—1.4%), B EAR Y 38 F % .

. 3

Table 2. Comparison between calculated and field measured values of anchor cable length in multiple projects (m)

F 2. ZTRHRKETEESIHEMEIE(m)
T4 #ims M5 BobKE ARME Z4EERE RIE HHERE%)  RINRE%)

PG  EEH 14 3015.2 23 227 22.6 22.7 -0.4 -13
BUH G Bl 74 3015.2 23 229 22.8 215 -0.9 -6.5
HEEihy s12# 20152 15 14.8 14.7 14.5 -1.0 -3.3
HEmdiad S3-5# 0 20152 15 14.9 14.8 14.6 -0.7 -2.7

TP S BBURIE T 2 E RN 10% (E = 19.8 GPa), R KEIFHMEH 03 m (7%
1.3%); VEFALLIEIN 10% (v = 0.286), THEAEIRD 0.1 m (R% 0.4%), Vi BIRR g kAR T BlU, (HiR
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TR 2% AN, BaE T R
3. ETHESRMNBERKERLSGZ
3.0. BERBEVSSHIRE

3.1.1. FLAC®D #&8I#3&

BN JE A A3, R FLACD #57 “Hik - Hi3 - SZrasih)” A pi.

AR SF: EHAR 8 m (I AR) x IR 25 m (B SEHFEBLLL T S m BRE S 2);

FriAMEAL: K H Mohr-Coulomb AH4, s XALEEK S 240 : E=18 GPa, v=0.26, c=35kPa, ¢=30",
ZRH p =25 kN/m?;

HEZEAEI: K H cable BT, 30152 LKL S % E=1.95x 10MPa, v=0.3, i A =1260 mm?,
JE R 6 s = 1670 MPa;

WIGEN S137y: A RE N AT, AR 25m AR BN /) 6 v=yxh=25kN/m* x 25 m= 625 kPa,
KPR H o h=Kox o v(Ko=0.5, lIJE S E%):

THERE: &l 4 AKETHA9m, 21 m,23 m,25m), T4 3 RFATH, BOFIERDBENLIRZ .

3.1.2. XIPGAEHEIRI

“HEZR - BUNREE L - PUIETE” = 00 BAEAE T FLACPD (1) S F2 Al AL 5 far A% 1 L) S,
KEESH ST

1) HAEITT

5% : RH cable 70, WEHEMK AT SHORE NI 100 GPa/m), HKi4giE/%(1.8 MPa), 5K
IR 7385 “initial stress” aF-2 M0, AR g kb R

WIS EE T SR shell B0, JEEE 150 mm, S5ARRMIED “interface” fAyd @A M, Hefilli &
AR 1.2 (R ORAS T i), EEHE AN 30° (AR AE L 5 8 R I BERAE F )

PUEHE: RH beam HLJT, #EAE 1200 mm, MKARES)E 8 m, MRS AR EA/EREL “pile”
FLICHI BERH 12 8(fs = 35 kPa, SA KR S — B0,

2) FHEAERNLHI

T d Ak BT, B Y W R EE LRI R E S AR m R ), LIS B e B
TE IR I8 A £ 0 BERE 7 S50 LI A B, T S A 8 eR e gl Tk B S, TR “ RS S -
RIZEE " PrEE R

B B R E S AL R RO E  MTKFLR), B =F i [E, B )5
RS EF . REES LK 3:

Table 3. Key parameters for collaborative simulation of the support structure

3. MG EIRIUX RS ]

SCH FICRA SRMERTE(GPa)  VARALL KL H SR
HE(B015.2) cable 195 0.3 FHEERIEE(100 GPa), Ah4558 (1.8 MPa)
s B B +(C25) shell 28 0.2 FEMRNIE (21.6 GPa/m), EEHE S 30°
FUIFHE(C30) beam 30 0.2 M BERE F1(35 kPa), HEJE % /7 %%(100 GPa/m)

)b AR AL SR B (150 mm J&, C25) 5 HTHEHE(®1200 mm, C30):
iR EE - SR shell .5G, E=28 GPa, v=0.2, FUEHE f c=16.7 MPa;
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PrigpE: KM beam H17G, E=30GPa, v=02, PIEME ft=1.78 MPa, K 25 m (MRAFREEZ 8

m).

3.2. KEIHAEREMHRIERE

32.1. RERBESKERIELMEXE

LR AR 1), MRKESRERBEIRLHEEK: KEMN 19 m B2 21 m B, 22 RE
1.28 JF& 1.38 (141E 7.8%); KEEM 21 m & 23 m i, @ REUNTHE 1.39 (1R 0.7%); KJFi#E 23 m
G, BB REETFZQSm BN 1.40), BB 21m Ny “24 - 23557 P, KK msA, T

BERE .

1.42 1.40
L4 139 1.39
138
fé 136
134
"3
13 12
1.28
1.26
18

24 26

22
HRKE OO

Figure 1. Simulation results diagram

1. REIERE

3.2.2. T REXTEE MR ITEL

AN FE PSSt T 2 AL«

EifUmat: GEEC 21 m BARKEE, EEMAA 0oL 100 1.5°0 2°. 3%, SiREIREE 4 WM <15
B, BREEKERR <04 m, FER > 1.35 WVEIRME); WA 30, BREKEHE 09m, fx
REPEZE 1.30 (BEBRAE), b TR LRAHA < 1.5°, RAREEH T2 S m HNAMUE
MAEEE), LhrimatR N 3%M 4 0.8%.

Table 4. Impact of drilling deviation on anchor cable support effectiveness in the hangzhou shield shaft

4. HUNBEHDH S FLImF X $ 2R SRR R YR
BEALIEAC)  SERRHREEEm)  RUERMC B E M Emm) B G S R )

0 21.0 1.38 0 WERH THUIWZE 0.7%)
1 20.8 1.36 50 BT s#(ImE—1.4%)
1.5 20.6 1.35 80 R R I 3R ZE—1.9%)
2 203 1.33 120 R I H(IRZE-1.3%)
3 19.5 1.30 210 HelltH 4# (I 72 —8.6%)

TN A B, 5% 10% 15%TFN A3k, S5REIR: kR 5% B TRESE 6 A~ A ik
3.6%)FF, FeE REIFZE 1.36 (B ER); HIREK 10%0, g REEE 1.32 (FafR{E), FithE T+
K “ kT (0—~25%—>50%—>75%—>100%—>110% Ft, FFZCFFAT 5 min), I/ BEES K 5187204 2% .
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33. ZSYBATHKEMRK

3.3.1. ZEFRMHCE SRR
1) AREEAEER
DL “FaE 2B Ks > 1.35. BiRMEM BRAL. Wi THEE RN NEbR, HEIH— RS R
L P o

minF(L,P,a)=K, - +K, - +K, - ,
( ) "L L L

max max max

KS(L,P,a)21.35
ot 1I9m <L <£23m
200KN < P <250KN
10° < <20°

Arf: L, =23m (BEitRAKE), P =250 kN 30152 WL L AikHifl), a,, =20° (MG
L P

%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁX:L AR 2 R AR (KA, A0 5 T RRAS B ) 5 FAETKAL
J%Mﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁ%ﬁﬁg%%ﬁ%ﬁ‘f A T XMEE (UK, B ALK EA B, At UG

max

H41).
2) BRI
BT A BB MENRFGE: m: BUNA: KN; B P — il S [0, 111X 4
B, ARN:

Xi - Xi,min
X\ =7
Xi - Xi,max
Hx, NEIEZEL X X DA EERME S BRKAE, #ORS HARERA R BE T B,

3.3.2. NERBMHESHEERIE

1) AHP A W38 R 2 o 51

K Z RS HTEAHPYEALE : 15 5 AA3 TR K3 MR T 2 (i byt i A e
(2 5), AREERM 1~9 ARIEIE(1 = FISFEE, 3 = WEfMEE, 5= WREE, 7= @AHEE, 9= HinE
2, O RIA E ),

Table 5. Multi-objective optimization AHP judgment matrix
= 5. L BRI AHP FIBTEERE

B br 2 KHE(L) TR 1(P) 1A (o)
R ACE(L) 1 2 3
TR S3(P) 12 1 2
2B (o) 13 12 1

2) NEHEE—BHER
THEARAE ) XTI AR PR A — A A3 S, SR IH—1k, 7540 E & W =[0.545, 0.297, 0.158];

*ﬁﬁﬁ%:ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%mimm,*ﬁﬁ%ﬁChﬁ“_nﬂmw(mﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ)%ﬂ

n-—1
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—HEFRFR(RI = 0.58), —F(MEHH] CR = % =0.016<0.1, e —EEERK,

RARE: SE5EXxB LSRR, T k=05 (KERERS, HIHRASZ4). k=03
R SRR TE ) ke = 0.2 (WM 52052 S35 1))

K H NSGA-NE LR (SH: PR 50, AR EL 100, 22 XHEZ 0.8, A2 7 HE2 0.05), 152 Pareto
AICARE(E 2), BRI SHAE: L=21m, P=220kN, a=15°, XNEER¥ 1.38, HMERHERIR
B 23 m gD 8.7%, i TIASFEAR 12.3% (T8 8IH 0.95 ¢, gk 54 fL B 3% FH i) 0.8 7370).

1.41 T T
o, Paretogiiia
- e o = ab iy
§}§H1'49“ . o EmEitsE
= - — SERRERE TIR
137 s’ .
- " b
%=
=135
12 ° 28.5557%,1.32
[ ]
X 133} . . i
= o IEER
________________ e o i o o e i
131 ‘ : ‘ ‘
24 26 27 28 29

WERZIPREA (A7)

Figure 2. Optimal solution results diagram

2. RINARLERE

4. MBRKEERBEME AR KR
4.1. EREMNRGERSRE

FR Btk + AR + PRIZA” ARSI R G, SRR TR P SR B R

SRS SRR DY 0 i A P A 8 AT P B B SEFE RIS, RS SRR T, R
RIS K (L = v x 12, v NSRBI P AR EE, £ 5200 m/s);

AL R A AR FOCLT (N A RS 1.2 pm/ue), WEIEEZR N F1 0040, 7548 % v 4 [
B 5t s EKE T

Proz AP KA GS-MTS Wil & Go(h B @SR AT T bt ), il I PR 52 A AR A0 T b IR 85 5 i
D:Kx(fg—f2)/f§, fo N B IDRASANE,  £ HSLMATER);

ARG KRR BB EERG =R, R — Ik Rz, W R IR 2 +2%, G S
PRI £40.5%.

4.2. 1S E RO IR ISHE

4.2.1. FEERE D THRUIRE S

ZEAPUN TARHER T2 (% 1HE 7] 0.3~0.5 MPa), #ilff 5 20 21 m K 3015.2 AR, RHAANFEFER
JE 1797 28 R, Krilgs W 6:

J£7] <0.3 MPa (0.2 MPa): FbIRESLRE 72%, SHtEPAE SEMEE 18 dB, KRR ZE-4.3% (4T
BERER T, AL AR AR E)s

J5E7170.4~0.5MPa: 5L >92%, f5MEth >32dB, liRE <£0.5% (WM, 85 REER
TE)s

JE/1 >0.5MPa (0.6 MPa): % 5LJ% 96%, (HAMIRZ K it — B BR (SR XA E LIR).
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T, PN TRERA “HHERTE” « J%LL 0.3 MPa #2JE 10 min (FEBRILA2R), BFE 045
MPa & & 20 min (Wi R %5 5E), 20 R ARG ES 2RV 45 %5 SEFEIA 88.6%, BAL 4t B #EH (0.3 MPa)#2 T 10.2%,
MR 2 45 /N 55 —2.5%~0.7%

Table 6. Comparison of anchor cable detection accuracy under different grouting pressures in Hangzhou engineering projects

F 6. MUNTREAEEREN T HERQNEREIILE

WS )1 (MPa) DI S (%) R BEAGI(E (m) IR Z2(%) BT AE 5 A L (dB)
0.2 72 20.1 —43 18
0.3 86 20.7 ~1.4 25
0.4 92 21.0 0 32
0.5 95 21.1 0.5 35
0.6 96 21.1 0.5 36

4.2.2. FREEFMHTHIERERE

1) b= 5% 04551

B0 B R I3 PR O B 2 T SR A I B kb 78 AR, S5 RINE

@© RS KR ZE G N —1.8%~0.5%, iR 22K S HREACE 1 S HT, R A R S B AL
f s A I B A R B -

@ NS AR SRR, A IR 22 25 1 5 -3.2%~1.0%, Hdls vl FE PR X
RATVEEIRAL S

2) XA A HZ A T

RS WAL R R 22 1 R TR, &5 i Z R PR R A LA 7 R

@O FEK A AL K B B T BUK I 4.2 m ABEZE 6.0 m, i B In G R FE 4R TH R
S Rmai aRErt, b DA R A kA sh S BRI 22 -

@ RHEERP LZ.: EMRE LS REE RSN, FHESARAERLTE, @ eailidizsh
HEELE . R ERZ RSN TI, # PR IR 2 .

5. TENAMR
5.1. FUMEMFHTRENAYR

5.1.1. XIPERRMEZ D3
K FLAC?D B JS (L =21 m, P=220kN, a=15°)) “4i% - WigshRE+ - fuigh” hEZ 7,
RN 7:

Table 7. Synergistic force characteristics of the support system in the hangzhou shield shaft(optimized)

= 7. FUNBEBH PR NEIR DHELE)

Sy KRS N353 A 3550 IETIN o 6 MAME 12 MAMNE
Bkt | (MPa) %) o & (%) (oom) (onm)
21 m R 1480 89 45 7.9 7.9
5% S VR k1150 mm) 3.2 92 25 5.8 5.8
YU HE(©1200 mm) 18.5 87 30 42 42
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TR E AR RAE 45%HL R (B KR 17 1480 MPa < 1670 MPa JERHRSE), HLHEEA&IE 30%KF
HEF1(BKN F7 18.5 MPa <20.1 MPa BETHE), MR EE &0 25%% 2 i #8 (5 KM 77 3.2 MPa < 16.7 MPa
PUESREE), 5215y WA HE

MR : =K 6 AN A BN S B 7.9 mm (B A ). 5.8 mm (BHFHREEEL). 4.2 mm (BT
AT, B EM <37 mm (UWFZEM <5mm), TN IEFIER,

5.1.2. 24 A RS A

Mt T B8 ded =B Bl A 77 3t Gk 8):

LY B A AR 10.6 t B 22 9.6 t (1744 5700 JG, 4% 6000 Jo/t i), i LAA M 28.5 JiTokE 4
25.2 JiJt;

BEBE 6 NAR IR 6.8%FE % 3.6%, MMMARNEES 1 REZERE2 1R, FHHED 0.4
JiJG;
YEIBL: 5 AEANRIBLIREN 2 Rk 1 7k, BRI 5.6 JiTCREE 2.8 JiTt;

B e ANA D 0.95 ¢ B TRHER 171 t GRERATIEBHECR R 1.8 t COt ), fFEEn
TR,

Table 8. Life-cycle benefit evaluation of the anchor cable optimization scheme for the Hangzhou shield shaft

= 8. UM BEMF RN T REE BRI I

R RALET(23 m %) AL JE (21 m %) ZECTE AR
TR WK 10.6t, A 28.5 JioT W 9.6t, A 252 7570 WA 0.95t, A 3.3 Jigt

A~ A H 00’ AS . A W, 'E:‘ . 00’ AS . —
BB %lﬁﬁrjﬁh%é.w A 1.2 %%HEjJLS’%Sé/ A 0.8 iR 3.2%, T 0.4 it

e B S ERMKFL 2 K, A 5.6 Jiot S HEANKRL 1R, PRAH 2.8 Figt  4EFIRE 1R, A 2.8 Jigt
246k FAE R 132, mAiR% 9.5 mm FAE BB 1.38, KA 7.9 mm FEE RETT 0.06, HiFE[% 1.6 mm
WiEfedr  HERZ 19.08 t CO2 BEHE 17.37 t CO2 > 1.71 t COs

5.2. REiRiBiR T2

BT 1S T B I R G T 5 w2 A A (R S 2015.2, JRIRIFKE 15m), 455
IR
ALK JE 14 m, Fa5E BE 1.30 FH % 1.36, HHRHEHRD 6.7%:;

AT I R G R 2 -2.1%~0.6%,  FEE— SRS 1 (1R 25 -8.5%~2.3%) [k 6.4 N F 43 s
A 12 A A BN 5.2 mm, 2 2 4R (< 10 mm).

6. g
6.1. FFRBIFA

HIRAH: MR, i T mEN SR EAEE, BEARRE <1.0%, BEGsk
ARCORZE 15%)K 51T

FRGH: PR “BatEd + Jeef + IR5ZA” I RS, KEERIRE L 98.5%, % SR il
WRZE < 3%, MRV J7IE ST T S5 A FR ) 14 17) R

Ji00%: KA AHP-NSGA-IHE & FIE L2 S50k, BUE REE T, BT SR E (Ks
> 1.35) 545 (A EK 12.3%), AT EE M,
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6.2. MRFERESRE

JRIBRAE: S HTO T R B T A E R, BCAE (BRI A A E XN 26 R K
JEV T A DA 7 i — 2D BRI 5

JEH: —RITREET BIM+ WK R e dr A B &, BAhUN . ek TR AR5
il , SCOBIAETE, —RIT R R X R KA T, 5 Bt R 8N (s N, 30 L
AR FHVE L

7. &

1) EFXFFIHTE 2 SRR sl e, K ETHEEEARIRE <1.0%, —4EBRTERUN G I-
(R BRI , Wi 8 m, $iff 75°). s (b L Ib A, B 12 m, 3ff 60°) TR ISR A,
AL R RS TR . IR, 21 m BRI B AR R S LRI AR SE R 2
ERBMERTE L 10% GRAES), RMKEFRRM 1.5~2.0 m; HEEIN S m, SKERN 2~3
m; TEE RGN 1 S/m, SRR 0.5 m, AR IEAHCAE LS.

2) FLACD HUtf iR, hXALEER S 2 21 m AR BRIKE, W FaE 230 1.38, % 23 m
WK IR D 8T 8.7%, it T A BRI 12.3%

3) SR RSEAE 0.4~0.5 MPa R L T PRSI, KIERZE <+0.5%, ELE >92%, HiML
FERF 5 20 RS Z P EIRE IR 25 -2.5%~0.7% . AN [EIHF 248 T (103E F 5 2k R LR 2 T

EHME: RGBS DA S CE R S M R (K > 0.6), 2SN EARNIEE R, Bt
FERERE, R R 7 W IITE R B A i, AR BE T IA 98.5%:

RANEL: FEA2RAIEE (Kv <03)EHEHZ T, ARG R4GRTY, SEIERAE 5™ E (S
b < 20 dB), PRI E BB N /988 i, KR ZE 8 £ -3.2%~1.0%; AR R B X R 2 A,
Pz MM TCVEHEMR VAL B SE R, 38R & R 230G

AL TT ) EEXPCARLE, TR “EERE - MR T2, WA AR R G 5 0T
FVEIX T AT VAR SE TR AL FE, R R A R e B . Ak T AR S R A 2R A A S 15 4 AR 6.5
Fiot, WOCBRHEL 1.71 t, FoE REERT 0.06, FiFEFFK 1.6 mm, KM TER4A - &5 - G EE
PERR S .

SE 3k
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