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Interaction Analysis of Adjacent Construction Between High—Speed
Railway Bridge Foundation and Deep Underground Station Pit

Zhou Chao', Ding Chunlin', Li Guiying®, Zhu Haixing'

(1. Key Laboratory of Road and Traffic Engineering of the Ministry of Education, Tongji University, Shanghai 201804, China;
2. The Fourth Engineering Co., Ltd., of CTCE Group, Hefei 230000, China)

Abstract: Based on the problem of adjacent construction of overpass bridge foundation and deep foundation pit
of the underground station, this paper carried out a finite element numerical simulation of the whole construction
process with Midas GTS NX where modified Mohr—Coulomb constitutive model was adapted on the soil, includ-
ing foundation pit excavation, bridge foundation construction and braces demolition, to study the pattern of inter-
action between the bridge foundation and the underground station foundation pit. Having compared the numerical
simulation results with on—site measured data, the results showed that, during the excavation stage of the founda-
tion pit, the deformation of the foundation pit continued to increase due to the horizontal unloading of the soil.
The maximum settlement occurred at about 0.4 times the width of the foundation pit from the edge of it, and the
maximum displacement of diaphragm wall occurred near the bottom of foundation pit. After the construction of
the overpass bridge foundation, the surface settlement of the foundation pit and the lateral displacement of the
diaphragm wall further increased, and the overpass bridge itself also had a modicum settlement. Thanks to the
protection of the enclosure structure, the impact of the braces demolition was neither obvious on the pit nor the

overpass bridge foundation.
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Tab.1 Physical mechanical parameters of soil layer

Stratigraphic Compression Unit weight Poisson Cohesive force Internal friction Thickness
sequence modulus E/MPa  y,/(kN/m?) ratio u ¢/(kN/m?) angle ¢/(°) h/m
@D clay 3.24 18.4 0.35 16.70 8.72 1.80
@ 2 muck 1.43 16.3 0.40 2.28 2.15 9.60
@ 3 mucky clay 3.49 18.8 0.40 14.32 7.76 13.50
@ clay 5.47 19.2 0.35 28.58 12.86 3.80
@ clay 5.30 19.5 0.35 29.55 11.88 11.60
& clay 6.04 19.7 0.30 32.65 12.59 17.60
® clay 5.79 19.7 0.30 35.00 15.40 11.40

2 strong weathered

50.00 24.0 0.20 50.00 50.00 11.90
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Fig.2 Calculation model
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