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Table 3 Risk assessment summary table of

the ground buildings
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Table 4 Risk assessment summary table of pipe lines
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Fig.2 Layout of Tianningsi Bridge and tunnel
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Table 5 Risk assessment summary
table of bridges
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Table 6 Risk assessment summary table of subway

B A b, 4k IR A AR LR AT AR OC O R WEAT 2832 5 5 0 DRV %6 91

2 BTk BF AT KFIE B 10,3 m, BB 17.1 m B ey Lo
7 KA 1 BF AT KBRS 2.6 m, BB E 15.6 m b & iE FRE
24 T T3 AR R LT X i FEF D947 KR 9.8 m I E 1 m Pl FRE

K 787 3 A5 o W I ) RER DT KBRS 3.5 m, S EBE R 15.6 m i) %38 R
£ A A7 3 7 o 0 X ) BER D597 KRR 2. 3m, W E 16 m Pl FRE
IS 4 SR R B R R 4 m G &3 FRE
4 KA AR AN 7ML, B RS 20,1 m e AT =t
L] M 17 3 7 R AT TR, PR 19.4 m Fe % WAT —%

2010 FE 12 HBF 128 27



i SRR H 17 1 A AR XU RS B9 A 2842 il 15 e i T
SERUR , REA HL Bk 2 5 2 R 18 L s A5 F DR/
T2 mm, KT SFHF AR T T 42 518 09 U R T
3 mm i T Sl R/ A SR S e AR DN

S% 30k
1] BB R BE EMHER 11 5 4R T BB TR

(2]

(3]

[4]

BT AG ()], & b TR 4R ,2007 ,29(7) :1103 - 1104.

ARG BRIE B T LA AR h K E R R (T
75 0] 5 TR 2# 41 ,2006,2 (1) ;13 - 20.

T At S UK TG 22 Bk 1 S 2R X A K B T AU T A
[J]. V6 2R K% 247 ,2010,30(2) :159 - 160.

T . BRI TR RURS PEAN [ T]. BT #2145 ,2003,23(2) .1 - 3.

Analysis and control of significant risk source of

underground diameter project from Beijing railway station to

Beijing railway west station
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[ Abstract] Through the detailed risk evaluation on underground diameter project from Beijing railway sta—

tion to Beijing railway west station, the conditions of all the risk sources along were analyzed adequately. At last,

effective control measures of risk prevention and reduction were proposed based on the evaluations results. The set—

tlement of all the measuring points of metro line 2 was lower than 2 mm. Due to the tunnel excavation the settlement

of Tianningsi Bridge was lower than 3 mm. The construction impact on surrounding building was very small.
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