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Analysis of influence of rock slope excavation on adjacent pole
and tower foundation
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(1. Zhejiang Huayun Electric Power Engineering Design Consulting Co., Ltd., Hangzhou 310014, China;
2. College of Civil Engineering and Architecture of Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China)

Abstract: In power facilities, a large number of poles and towers are located on the foundation of slope. However, the slope
excavation in mountain road construction affects the foundation of adjacent poles and towers. Using PLAXIS finite element
software, the paper analyzes the sensitivity of rock mass parameters according to Hoek-Brown empirical criterion, and
studies the near field displacement distribution of rock slope under different excavation conditions. In addition, the
corresponding deformation influence zone is determined, which provides a theoretical basis for the stability of slope
excavation and the deformation effect of pole and tower foundation.
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Fig. 1 Calculation diagram of slope section
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Fig. 2 Finite element mesh model diagram

1.2 AIEBREH

Plaxis A FRICEAT Ak 2 M4 80 L s Ak
AR, B R s LA MR TR, TR
T TR FCAIRAS B N . TR e A R
(Hoek-Brown) Z55#E X 3 #E AT vH 550 #r . 1%
ZIGHENR B K EN ST or FE/NERLTT 03 1R
AR A G ZIPRER, A (D Pros:

o1=03 o (my 2 +s)* (1)
et my SEEEE B m T s, a ot
FIRPERZH, il 5 S FE AR 50 GSTATPRENA T D 3t

[) B 5
X (D FH s fa TR 2) ~ @) KifiE:

GSI-100
mu=mi eXp( g 145, ) )

e m AR A A SR TR E

s=exp( G.;L;lém ) 3)

a=

bop () -en (3] @

AT SR oo AT MR SE AR A B
PURSRE oci T 7E :

0.=0_s" (5)

(1) ~ (4) /LA, A A1) Hoek-Brown
SRIE T H miv GSI. D Fl 061X 4 MSEGHATHE,
Al DU &R s e N R TR S50,
LRI, A SO WA ARRRE 1ENRER, KA
Pt EHT U E . BREEASEIN R, &
& r=25.4kN/m?, SV Ewm=3 700 MPa, JHfALL
1=0.15, FEMPUESRSE 0,=308 MPa, 525155
m=19, M5 EFabR GSI=55. AL ZF1660
VEVERE AR T 08T, MEK 32 m, #EfR 1 m, C30
TR ARL,  RA RN R B G TR

2 ESHBRME SR

B SO AT BIAL AL BRAE T BA B S AR AR B B 5
FEWITT %, (BRI EME N E A S8 E— ¢
P FEME, JCHEE RS GSE2—NalE, H
AN AT RIS N 5306048 [R5 A0 BT 1) GST Y Bl 4
IR ZE, 5 BE B ik e 22 S ek A e Mt
PR o M AMBEAL AR R A 3 AN SR AT
JESRPE ov TERERASE mi U EIBIFE T D X
EMEHA T, TREAEASE mi NEE, HEAN
AR Yo, A SCERR S A THETT, XY
) GSI. oei A S D HEATHUBME AT, KA THEAS 2
224 A F AR TR, 18 & th 2 )28 th i 35 4
W7 - S EO I T P2 R 8 P R

MRS E i An BRI AEN , Y3 FF D BUA I
0.7~1, GSIEUETEH 10~80. 3HHF D M
SERRIEOR, A TR IR I L AR BTS2 4R Eh
1B, HARBUNERES, (EFF2 #1304 Tkt G 2 2o
SR AR 3 A . AT R, ok mi 5
D HONEM, D B 0.70), B2 A i
FERR, BESE GSI 5 o0 4T S EUBUENE /34T
SRJG BTN R T D BEATHURYE T
2.1 GSI 5 o UMD

TEEE AR, S8 GST 2R B R
e iR A E I Tabs, B 3 APRE S HIRURE
Mz, nf LAE tH GST ORI e bk & . Fo 5 GSI
HIAL U] 20 A5 24 GST A 10~50 B,
F-GSI MIZ8RIALMEA DG, H Fo I KBHERT
2%, GSI N 50~90 I, F-GSI HiZ& M AfaEe
R, BAEFRHF W GSI g 2. ou A



3 W

R, S5 5 BT AZ R IR AT 3 SE RS20 0 M 203

IR PRSP ESR S, 7EF 4 () Feou BT LUK
W, 24 RZHE oq ITPAZMERS K. 52 GSI=10,
0:i<40 MPa J5, H T ZHERBUE S /N F A
B, IR A i 2R B Rk

12 —a—0=50
+0’c:45
— 4 0740
107 —vy-0=35
¢ 030
8 — 0725

3 F«GSI %
Fig.3 FsGSI curve

—a—GSI=80
12 - —o—GSI=T70
—a—GSI=60
+GSI:50
—o—GSIF40
—<—GSIF30
——GSI=20
—e—GSIF10

El 4 Feouilhzk
Fig. 4 Fs-o.icurve

2.2 AT D B S

WA F D W T LI R A B A
HFERE, PR/ D H#R/, LA REL F
o B S ARSI EF N AR PIPUEEE GSTF
oo NI 24 RA FoIsem, M Fe-D 2RI A4
BAHAART LE N, 5 Feou MZE—FE 2 LVEH
XK, FoBE D BIsgimmgh. Ed GSIE=10 #2585
BRI 2.1 75,

FIRSHE A BEAARNYEE X, NEUWH
W7 B SEO I RS TE PR 1)K/, SR A AR R %
P BB T A B . B RGP L2 n A
W& a={a1, as,...,an} LFERE, RGHEAKRN
L=f{ai, a ..., an}>» RGFEN L*. FREA

AL B ARSI AL, BRI R AR
LS 3EUIRAS L N AL, BUBYE o(a) BARHER
K da)=(ALY LY(|Aa) a). GSI. o5 F1 DX 3 4
AR R WK 6 B, EId SR Ag i 285 s AR R
TR H W S-S BN B TEAR AL . ] DR BB A % il
LRF kesi>hko>ko, » FIAIWHURNE GSI>D>
oir TERE F AR ZSE GSI HoNEU.

o GSI=80
o GSI=70
o GSI=60

_+ GSI=50

o GSI=40

—«GSI=30

—»GSI=20

—e—GSI=10

LARHF,

1.6 |
141
1.2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 090 0.95 1.00
D
(b)
El 5 FeD %k

Fig. 5 Fs-D curve

—a—GSI
4
=
w3
K
Ed
W 2
4
#
1
0 L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
-08 -06 -04 -02 00 02 04 06 0.8
3N

6 BEHTMUNR

Fig. 6 Variation of each parameter
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Fig. 7 Total displacement distribution of different excavation

conditions
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Maximum displacement at different positions

W/ BRI 7K P B ES /m

mm g 5 10 15 20 25 30
TH— 144 64 55 47 40 34 29 25
TH= 283 112 98 84 72 62 53 46
TH= 416 148 132 114 98 85 73 63
THPY 511 169 151 131 114 98 85 173
THFf 57.0 181 162 14.0 122 106 9.1 79

Table 1
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Fig. 8 Isoline of maximum lateral displacement of tower
foundation under different excavation conditions
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