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Ground Deformation Characteristics and Parameter
Optimization of Metro Stations Constructed by Novel Pipe
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Abstract: In response to the challenges of low bearing capacity and complex construction
procedures in traditional pipe roofing method, a novel pipe roofing method, namely
small-diameter pipe roofing method is proposed, which is applied in the construction of the
Heping South Street Station of Shenyang Metro. A three-dimensional finite difference model for
this project is established, to investigate the ground deformation characteristics during the
construction. The influence of pipe-roof parameters on four indicators: maximum surface
settlement at the mid-span after the station construction, ground disturbance caused by pipe
roofing construction, pipe roofing stiffness, and cost is clarified. Finally, the pipe-roof
parameters are optimized using fuzzy mathematics theory. The research results show that when
constructing a subway station using the small-diameter pipe roofing method, the stage of
removing the pilot tunnel wall and constructing the roof is the critical for controlling ground
deformation. The most critical parameter affecting the above four indicators is the steel tube
diameter. The optimized combination of parameters is steel tube diameter of 400 mm, steel tube
center distance of 800 mm, steel tube wall thickness of 10 mm, concrete strength grade inside the
tube is C40, and the steel tube strength grade is Q390.
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of small diameter pipe
roofing structure
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Table 1 Main parameters of soil and station
structures
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kg-m™ MPa kPa (®)

ZeBit 1900 150 0.28 4.0 26.0

A 1930 155 0.28 2.0 35.0

Bk 2050 27.0 0.25 2.0 34.0

BREP 1960 26.6  0.29 2.0 36.7
BE 2800 55200 0.25 @ — —
Tt 2500 30000 0.20 — —
WBE 2500 30000 0.25 @ — —
ik 2500 38000 0.25 @ — —
WIS 2300 28000 0.20 — —
“Hk 2400 30000 0.20 @ — —
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Fig.5 Surface deformation curve

H11E 5 Al U B it T 7 v At J= %
T HAT B B B BerE , B R SR VTR 2 e 22
TN, SRR BRI R, iR T g2, Hob 22,
Z3 1 18] £ AT 42 Gy BEFI ¥ R -5 ) BE T 4 THAR



%11 4

FROEF A RE R LIRS Ak S B R A R A AL 1649

B B 2 TR 2 A2 58738 M F VTR A 27.12 mm,
INFULREREHIE (30 mm).

72,73 3 (8] H AR FFAZE B B (C—-D By B ) b
FVIEAAK9.92 mm, i BUTIE Y 36.58%. % JE 7~
AW . R ARTFIZ S T 454 % 1280, TR
R A2 T T 5 | T B R b 2 B, HLE
DAL TN T2 G 0 ik sk 3, £ ARAE
TE g .

D—E B Be IR A LA A 16.18 mm, (5 ST
R 11 59.66% , A8 fLAE # I 2L, vl H1Z B B2 42 il
MR YRR A AR B . % B8 77 A A B R 2 < 1
B 7 235 DA — 8 0 5 ) B A2 7 328 W T 4 A T
Me sz 71, e 2 91 7 SR A= T e As  [R) B TR
Z N R A A A M 454 & AR AR Y IS TR A T
U632 77,8051 & T R B b F TR

E-G W BeUtRE AR (LR K, 322 i RS S 42
WIE T R TR R BT — N UHA AR Y

L(a)

HFIT %/ mm

6 2 2 6
YR 5 A B /m

-80 —60 -40 -20 0 20 40 60 80
R i B/m

—o— YW ITE

—o— M. FERL
—e— 72, Z3EFBRFMEMAETAR ——o— FHfR—EHEHS

REIRBEH , B vy AR BT 52 A 2805 2 ol B AR ) S A
JIBHALTG VA, 02 TR AR AB)N .
3.2 HIRIMFEIESH

MR DLREAE AN 6 Jr 7 , 4 TR 1] ) R DT
WAt G i NS DT 42 AL A TP A T B B L
(3t R AR PRI, B T 4l MR A
K, MR ADIE 58 A B E R R — 2, i
TEVZIS R I 3 JPIRAE R T ES 2 1 2, T
i 428 0 4 e =S B sz 3 e 1R L= AR
BORASIE , i 40 6] £ AR BOITHZ, X 48 e 52
AR S BUL IR BN, T AR RUIR AR T
AR I M A DR R T AR AL T i 0r A, T E
I S 31 BE I A VUM B B el T 4 2l 454 19 2 1B
A TS, Bl R DR A B RIAL,
DURE RS IR S AT BEU , 76 85 7 )™ A8 T B3R IL
Z5-FNIH

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
VLR R Az B/m

——Z72, Z3FHEFFE
—S—Fyfi . ZElET

E6 MhRIpEE
Fig.6 Surface sedimentation tank
(a)—AHim ; (b)—4h .

XF TG 1) Ml 3R TR, LR AR HR & M
T GNFAR T SR PRt T A R Sl ] 4 44
FEIZ B B Az B DT KA ih B84k et -, £ G
W oy A . AR 55 T BE it A T00 AR i B Sk e T 1 ¢
SR B, A T RCRAR G, WU R A TR 2R
IS

TURAE A 52 M D B4 45 e G b7 60 &, O
A 1) R85, 100 BF A e 235 0 1) 0 S 4 A A5 b
AR T Gl i TR T ] [ B 5 )
3.3 BERETLTESH

B 0 P B A 7R T M 3R T R X L
DL 7.

& 7 AT A R AR Y RN R TR AR AR

AR AR T AR B, 5 R 1] 0 T b, 7 D\ 30 it T
FORE PREIE TB B, 48 AR 2 BRI L X
51 B] AR R T2 6 E O SRR T X
PEVER MR AR ) DR T iE s 2 B 3,
O AR B IRAR AR T, A 0 WA 5 e B
AT AEGN DI T [, A8 AR T AL T 4 TR
F G 1m) 32 T A R AR T AR d R o7 AR R
TEE AR R R AR B 5 30.39 mm, Tl 3R 0T
[ 27.12 mm. [F] B MR TR 5 48 e A TE X E
B A RS B BT IR AR T H R TR, 5 = A 1)
Ji PR AT BE S A HE 4 A b I R AR TR S G
A TR AR A, S BUT A T S ) £t



AR FFR(A RAFR)

% 45 %

_35 1 1 1 1 1
-15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15

SR AL B/ m
—o— YR —o— ik, PHMT —— 72, Z3MEATFE
—o— 72, ZAHEHRABER/ETUR —o— FEhifi—ERIATS
—— FHR T, =BT

-35 1 1
-5 0 5

1I0 1I5 2IO 2I§ 3I0 3I5 4IO
SR A 7 B/ m

—o— YRR —o— i, PHMET —— 72, Z3MEAFE

—o— 72, Z3AHHERHRBE/ETUR. —o— FEuif— RIS

—h— W =BT

0 (o) —s— ERAT
ol —e— TR
g -10f <l
g I
R 5t ->‘\\\
éx -
® -20 - o | S——
.| SRS 4.85.05.25.4
30} .
Y ) S S
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
FFIZ B /m
B7 ERTEEITLLE

Fig. 7 Pipe curtain deformation and comparison chart
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Table 2 Five factors and five levels

KFE x/mm  x/mm  x/mm X, X
1 300 600 10 C30 Q235
2 400 650 12 C35 Q335
3 457 700 14 C40 Q345
4 500 750 16 C50 Q390
5 600 800 18 C55 Q420
E
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ANy RARIE 2 A /N AR A R 25 4 S 00T
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Table 3 Calculation results of orthogonal test and evaluation index

F%  x/mm x,/mm x,/mm X, X y,/mm y/mm  y/(MN-m?) VI HTC
1 300 600 10 C30 Q235 36. 74 6.90 21.07 8.43
2 300 650 12 C35 Q335 35.37 6.92 24. 60 8. 89
3 300 700 14 C40 Q345 33. 64 6.56 28.42 9.34
4 300 750 16 C50 Q390 34.94 6.32 32.58 10. 77
5 300 800 18 C55 Q420 33. 81 6.28 36. 38 11.38
6 400 600 12 C40 Q390 29.53 7.51 64.31 12. 51
7 400 650 14 C50 Q420 28.63 7.43 74.74 14.43
8 400 700 16 C55 Q235 27.89 7.29 78.92 14. 98
9 400 750 18 C30 Q335 29.49 7.76 85. 11 11.42
10 400 800 10 C35 Q345 29.51 6.95 53.79 11.77
11 457 600 14 C55 Q335 29.09 8.39 108. 73 17.17
12 457 650 16 C30 Q345 26. 38 8.70 120. 18 13.09
13 457 700 18 C35 Q390 25.69 7.92 136. 48 13.79
14 457 750 10 C40 Q420 26. 86 7.55 85. 80 14. 19
15 457 800 12 C50 Q235 26.94 6.90 95.58 16. 22
16 500 600 16 C50 Q420 23.83 8. 64 169. 64 18. 13
17 500 650 18 C55 Q235 24.47 8.47 177. 20 18.77
18 500 700 10 C30 Q335 23.73 8.03 106. 60 14.03
19 500 750 12 C35 Q345 24. 84 8.48 126. 98 14. 80
20 500 800 14 C40 Q390 24.72 7.49 148. 34 15.59
21 600 600 18 C35 Q345 19. 46 10. 05 316.38 18. 15
22 600 650 10 C40 Q390 19. 52 8.96 201. 42 18. 64
23 600 700 12 C50 Q420 19. 32 9.21 240. 08 21.54
24 600 750 14 C55 Q235 19. 34 9.06 260. 18 22.44
25 600 800 16 C30 Q335 20. 31 8.78 280. 32 17.02
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HR AR

=

o

M 2 JBE IR B/ IR R 3

Table 4 Results of the range analysis of y,

K X, X, X, X, X,
1 174.49 138.70 136.16 136.64 136.34
2 145.05 134.16 135.89 134.80 137.98
3 134.96 130.27 131.12 128.81 133.75
4 121.57 136.32 133.34 133.67 128.95
5 97.95 130.03 132.97 135.56 132.45
0 15.31 1.74 1.01 1.57 1. 81

/% 71,45 8. 10 4.70 7.31 8. 44

JIN AR A A R A T R AR e Bl
REJEE y, XF N AR 22 0 A W3R 5. R s T LR i
B EARXT y, B A AR B R, R 22 5 HE IR 3 T
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6] B (#2215 HE 20.34%) A4 5 B (% 25 5 kb
10.13%) & PN TREE 19 B (B 22 5 LE 8.98% ) FilHK
PEREJE (M 22 7 L 8.40% ) 5 H: i X6} v, 5 10 He /N Y
SR RER AR IR A VR TR AR AT 4R R T 1A
LU/ y, R PRAIE G Ak ) sy, B LR
Hil 8 AR, W /N AR i 0 25 R S 500 AU AS B
12 400 mm 9% 6] 15 800 mm 9% BE /& 10 mm,
B NR FH C40 TR BE + DL KR4S 2R H Q390 49 .

JIN AR A 8 R 118 A5 T I B g X8 I 1) A 22
TR 6. 6 T LLE Y B4 ELARXT v, 1Y)
R A B A K, M 25 IR B T 67.03%, p, AR
At AR Bl A AN AR A G R R R AR R
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16.41%) i PITREE 38 B (22 5 1 7.72%)
B TA] I (B 22 15 HE 5.20% ) FIARAS 3 )3 (B 22 15 b
3.63%) 5 Ho P XT g 5 M) S5 /0N ) J2 AN A 5 B L AEAS
% [ LA FE bR 9 AT R IS 2Ky, R PRIE % 4
PE L /N B ARG 55 0 4540 2 800] DLBUN S B 2
600 mm . £¥ & 6] BE 600 mm . £¥ & 5% JE 18 mm,
B R C35 Gl Bt + LIS R H Q34549 .
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Table 5 Results of the range analysis of y,

K X, X, X, X, X,

R7 yRESTER

Table 7 Results of the range analysis of y,

IR X, X, X, X, X,
1 48.81  74.40 67.07 63.99  80.85
2 65.12  73.82 73.96 67.40  68.55
3 74.46  73.69 78.98 70.28 67.14
4 81.32  73.63 74.00 81.09  71.31
5 97.79  71.98  73.51 84.75 79.67
0 9. 80 0. 48 2.38 4. 15 2.74
HEb/% 50,10 2.47 12.18 21.23 14. 02

*8 NEEZBIEIHNRMLAS

1 32.98  41.49 38.38 40.17 38.61 Table 8 Best parameter combination of each
2 36.93  40.48 39.03  40.32  39.88 indicator
3 39.46  39.02 38.93 38.07 40.75 WANERS  x/mm  x/mm  x/mm  x, X
4 41.11  39.17 39.73 38.50 38.21 7 600 800 14 C40 Q390
5 46.05 36.39 40.48 39.48 39.10 b 400 800 10 C40 Q390
0 2.62 1.02 0.42 0.45 0.51 Vs 600 600 138 C35 Q345
b/%  52.16  20.34  8.40  8.98 10.13 V4 400 800 10 C30 Q345
%6 yRENER ) Hﬂ%8ﬁ’ﬁl,Eiﬁﬁlﬁ%%%ﬁﬁi%ﬁ‘ﬂfﬁ?‘é
Table 6 Results of the range analysis of y, P JIT X 7 ) 3 IS 2 EL AR I, T A S B T e
K X, X, X, X, X, AT 25 RS L M A TS 2407
1 143.06 680.13 468.67 613.28 632.96 11, PR T U P 25 P8 A ] 9 5C R L R A
2 356.87 598.15 551.55 658.23 605.36 TR B S PR Sl i 12 )
3 546.76 590.51 620.42 528.30 645.75
4 728.76 590.65 681.64 612.62 583.13 3 g?ﬁ$ﬁ§§ﬁ1ﬁfkﬁj\*ﬁ
5 1298.38 614.41 751.56 661.42 606.64
231.06 17.92 56.58 26.62 12.52 "
uEtQt/% 67.03  5.20 16.41 7.72  3.63 5.1 SaRfiSHRE
ARSCR BB 7R E Ly, vy, 0, Flly, 44
INEE A R VR AR p e PO IRARERIR B R oy p, 0 3TRT

ST LR 7. EE%WTuﬁJJ W EARXT v, I
i 2 B85 e K, B 25 1 LR 50.10%, y, 1Y A8 £k 3
= BE A A AR A R S O 5 4% PR 2R (5%
B MR BN /MR YOS TR BE 5 B (B 22 /5 TE
21.23%) AN R (B 22 (1 L1 14.02% ) VXA BE JE
(M 22 4 L 12.18%) F 4N 45 [A] B (A 22 /& L
2.47%) 5 H PR p, 52 M /N ) = R4S (R E . 7E
% g%@* i%‘é*ﬁniﬁ%@mlﬁﬂf’ﬂﬂ@m RN
Eﬁé S5 S 50T DLBUN A A% 400 mm | 4N

IEHEE 800 mm . ¥ 4 B% J& 10 mm, & N X H
C35 G &+ LA KNS R Q345 40, BRI %R 10 21
W EHE .
4.3 EXRBLERSHM

4.2 35 AT, AR 25 40 TF SR I B W 22 43

At T 4 A TEUHE A5 53 50 X 1 /N ELAR A s 4
AR SEA & ARSI 3R 8 s

s /N LA RIS NS ) | Ty DU Je8 i K L s
P CRER E).
XEF v ye,ye 3D PEUFEAR 0O Jm I pR 40

33 (6) 3y WS (7) 38
gn= n?alx(yj):yj , (6)
max (/) - min ()
N L. R

max ;) ~ min ()
ey, W TRy, WA AR s max () it
B VTSR B IR (5 min (/) K38
50V B BB R AN S =12,
25,j=1,2,3,4.

WA C6) 3 (7) T34 156 i SR JEE
SR G AR BRI OC R G=(g,) 5.0, IR 9 FTIR .

25,n=
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Table 9 Fuzzy relationship matrix

P ¥, Vs Vs Vs
1 0.000  0.836  0.000 1. 000
2 0.079  0.830  0.012  0.967
3 0.178  0.924  0.025 0.935
4 0.103 0.988 0.039  0.833
5 0.168 1.000  0.052  0.790
6 0.414  0.673 0.146  0.709
7 0.466  0.696  0.182  0.572
8 0.508  0.733 0.196  0.532
9 0.416  0.606  0.217  0.787
10 0.415 0.823 0.111 0.762
11 0.439  0.440  0.297  0.376
12 0. 595 0.356  0.336  0.668
13 0.634  0.564  0.391 0.617
14 0.567  0.664  0.219  0.589
15 0. 563 0.836  0.252  0.444
16 0. 741 0.373 0. 503 0. 308
17 0. 705 0.419  0.529  0.262
18 0.747  0.536  0.290  0.600
19 0. 683 0.415 0.359  0.546
20 0.690  0.678 0.431 0.489
21 0.992  0.000 1.000  0.307
22 0.989  0.289  0.6l1 0.271
23 1.000  0.221 0.742  0.065
24 0.999  0.263 0.810  0.000
25 0. 943 0.338 0.878  0.387

HRAE A HE AR A A F 2R, R 2 R B
VA A A ) T REL R, DT 25 1 — AL 1 R PEAR 4
PRACEE(EL, SRR LA R

w=[033 028 0.12 0.28]" (8)
B 25 A PN S 8 B m] i X (9) 114
T=w-G (9)
KA T= (1,1 oty ) FEF (85K BG B IE SC R
Bt G
5.2 BRHWSEEEMITERSH
A (9) T HE T 151 25 LRI 255 B TN SR
ERERANE S
#:10 EMESITFNREEL

Table 10 Membership . of fuzzy comprehensive

evaluation
i t, i t
1 0. 509 14 0.559
2 0.525 15 0. 569
3 0.577 16 0.491
4 0. 543 17 0.482
5 0. 557 18 0.595
6 0.536 19 0.533
7 0.526 20 0. 601
8 0. 541 21 0.528
9 0.548 22 0.552
10 0. 589 23 0. 495
11 0. 405 24 0. 496
12 0.519 25 0.614
13 0. 582

Y 26 10 AT AT, 26 25 2 1E 28 3 06 A ISR 25 &
VEAN S @ B2 de K, I DASRS 25 20 28 25 2 1E 28 1l 39
TR AR A . RIS TR 25 4IE AR AR
SAESEA A T X BO 2 G0 SR s B VR
22T AR WL 1.

11 BHMSSTNREERESN

Table 11 Analysis of the range of membership in fuzzy comprehensive evaluation
S R x, X, X, x, X

Se, 2.711 2. 470 2. 803 2.784 2.597
g, 2.740 2. 604 2.659 2.757 2. 687
g, 2. 634 2.789 2. 605 2. 825 2.745
g, 2.702 2. 680 2.708 2.625 2.814
g 2. 685 2.930 2. 698 2.482 2. 629

max3g, 28, 38 38y 2g 3gs,
0 0.021 0.092 0. 040 0. 069 0. 043

Hi He/% 7.94 34.76 14.98 25.94 16. 37

P 11 AT, 25 A PEA 5 i 2 5 i K ) BRI
FIE A R, B 22 7 HE 34.76% , HLU 248 1y
TR BE L 58 ¥ (25.94%) AN R (16.37%)
BE L (14.98% ) AN A B4R (7.94%). /N B4R A 4

S SRR 45 B R A 255 VP SR e i 22
RS HOKT XA R T/ AR a5
WA SEA A, AN EAEH 400 mm K4 1]
#7800 mm Y4 BEJE Ry 10 mm | A P TREE L1
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% 45 %

FH C40 9 R BE 1 958 R H Q390 4K .
5.3 MRUESHAEGERN
5.3.1 fRALA Gt as R
F2SHIEL XK SHA BT AL R (WA
D) HPER RS bR TR SHA GRS R (4
G 2 RS HAH GRS R (HE 3) WK 12
®12 HUAESTEER

Table 12 Calculation results of optimal combination

PEMFEFR y/mm y/mm y/(MN-m®)  y/JiUC
HE 20.309 8.775 280.317 17.023
HE2 27.116  8.597 118. 153 13. 161
43 29.386 6.249 55.354 12.369

5.3.2 RALAGHIZEERIE A

S EA A PN 8 H5 v, 6.249 mm, Ny
v TR /ME, TRE p, 1 55 @ B FEIWI 25 6
SR B ¢ T AT R S5 R LR 13,

®13 BEHMEEINREEL
Table 13 Membership ¢ of fuzzy comprehensive

evaluation

i t, i t,

1 0. 507 14 0.558
2 0.523 15 0. 567
3 0.575 16 0. 491
4 0. 541 17 0. 481
5 0.555 18 0.593
6 0.535 19 0.532
7 0.524 20 0. 600
8 0. 539 21 0.528
9 0. 547 22 0.551
10 0. 587 23 0.495
11 0. 404 24 0. 496
12 0.518 25 0.613
13 0.581 HE3 0. 629

i SR R e (6) , ()T EAS B R
ZHCA G TEM TR bR SR R B

g=[0422 1.000 0.116 0.719] (10)

M 3R 13 AT, SR S B (4G 3) RO
ZEA VRN SR R 0.629, S d K AR 25 A T
sl Jg B, Rz S8 b & 2 G Y

2R 12008, G 3M L TAE 2,y BRI
KT 8.37%, (H & AT R /IN T b 22 T I 45 1l 48 A
(30 mm) , H 48 %8 it T3 )i 40 3l 52 el y, 9/ 1
27.31%, [AliF G645y, R AR T 6.02% , %5 F—
SO PRI TR N, 46 A 19 U0 A R B 2 T
JUNEOR

SRR AL WANS PR/ a2 RE o= e ) 1B S
R BRI B RT ST, A AL RE /N 350t T 0T 3
JERIL B, 38 BEAT R AR 22 57 A, P9 ke
AR SO BRI S5 X T/ EAR A HE 45 14 B e T
e BA—ERNSHE L.

6 45 1w

1) MRFC T BH Ml A T KA 3l 7 T /N B
TR LS I = ALY /N B A HE TR T
16 Ak A il i ) 3 R T A B B Y,
A5 At T BOAE R I, JH 4 B3 ) B2 i A T4
B BB il T el e o 42 1l s 3 LR A DG B A B, B
g ISl

2) X R K R TR A T3 A
Poah ERENIE M TN S, WS RN T
(iAo NATE e TR A L 5N

3) B AE B4 400 mm . 945 8] BE 800 mm .
R4S BEJEL 10 mm A5 Y TR BE 108 C40 94 51T %
+ VB R Q390 4N I T AR A TR, It
B Al e e 4 5 e Tk
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