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Abstract: With the development of urbanization, the transportation network of underground tunnels
has been gradually formed and improved. It is a complicated issue for engineering construction
when two municipal road tunnels intersect at one point. Based on a construction site of the crossing
point of the Huayuan Road Tunnel and Luzhou Road Tunnel in Hefei City, China, the finite element
analysis method is used to calculate and analyze the deformation characteristics of the crossing
point of the tunnels during the asymmetric construction of connecting parts. The deformation
behaviors of the crossing point of tunnels subjected to symmetrical construction are also studied for
comparison. Results show that the deformations of the supporting pile and tunnel frame structures
increase rapidly when they are subjected to asymmetric construction, while the lateral movement
of the supporting pile and the deformation of the tunnel structure can be greatly limited when the
symmetrical construction method is adopted. Some suggestions for engineering construction are
put forward to ensure the safety of the structure, such as multi-stage construction and temporary
supporting measure.
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1. Introduction

With the rapid development of China’s economy, the urban population has increased
significantly and traffic has become more and more saturated. Multiple three-dimensional
underground transportation systems have been established in order to relieve the traffic
pressure in many cities. With regard to the construction of such systems, foundation pits
are constructed near the existing tunnel structure that may induce mechanical interference
against the safety of the structure.

The effects of the surrounding excavation on the tunnel structure can be studied
by theoretical analysis, experimental methods and numerical simulation. Klar et al. [1]
compared the elastic continuum solution with a closed-form Winkler solution with Vesic
subgrade modulus while analyzing the influence of tunneling on existing pipelines. Vorster
et al. [2] presented a method for estimating the maximum bending moment of the pipeline
caused by tunneling. Zhang et al. [3] presented a semi-analytical method to estimate
the uplifts of an adjacent tunnel during deep excavation. Zhang et al. [4,5] presented a
two-stage method to calculate the deformation of a tunnel caused by adjacent excavation.
Liang et al. [6,7] used the two-stage method to study the interaction between tunnels
and excavation, and the tunnel-ground interaction when using a Pasternak foundation
beam was analyzed. Han et al. [8] assumed the existing tunnels as having a beam on a
Winkler elastic foundation and calculated the deformation and internal force of the tunnel
structure by a singular function. Sun et al. [9] presented the analytical model for estimating
the tunnel deformation caused by a square excavation based on Mindlin’s solutions. Xu
et al. [10] presented a semi-empirical formula for estimating the displacement of tunnels
during adjacent excavation by statistical analysis.
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Experimental study is an effective method to reveal the mechanical behavior of a
geotechnical structure [11-15]. In particular, the field test results are generally regarded
as the most valuable first-hand information [16]. Chang et al. [17] studied the response
of the Taipei Rapid Transit System Tunnel caused by adjacent excavation, which was a
reference for the establishment of an excavation standard. Sharma et al. [18] monitored
the deformation of the Mass Rapid Transit tunnel during a large excavation nearby, and
the influence of the stiffness of the tunnel lining on the displacement and distortion was
discussed. Chen et al. [19] investigated the influence of a nearby excavation in soft soils on
the existing Ningbo Metro Line 1 tunnels through field monitoring. Meng et al. [20] focused
on engineering measures to reduce the effect of adjacent excavation via three groups of
centrifuge tests. Chen et al. [21] conducted several centrifuge tests on the interaction
between adjacent foundation pits with an aim to provide some suggestions for reducing
the adjacent excavation effect.

The model geometry and model parameters can be easily changed as required in
numerical analysis. Consequently, numerical simulation is regarded as a powerful and
economical method to reveal the mechanical behavior of a geotechnical structure [22-24].
Zhang et al. [25] established a pipe—soil coupling model to investigate the excavation effect
of a foundation pit adjacent to a hydrogen pipe. Zhou et al. [26] investigated the effects of
unilateral excavation near a metro station, and a physical model test and discrete element
method were adopted to analyze the influence of station width and excavation depth. Wang
et al. [27] evaluated the tunnel deformation law and soil stress distribution by hypo-plastic
model analysis under different excavation locations of foundation pits. Yang et al. [28]
studied the deep excavation behavior of a pit adjacent to a flexible retaining wall, and
the influences of excavation depth, wall depth and bending rigidity on the mechanical
behavior of a retaining wall were studied by numerical simulation. Liu et al. [29] sought
the best supporting measure for a foundation pit that enhanced the stability of adjacent
tunnels based on a simulation of the whole excavation process. Chen et al. [30] established
a 3-D numerical model to study the effect of triangular-distribution tunnel excavation on
surface settlement and tunnel stability.

The above research works are beneficial to the development of tunnel construction
technology. However, the geological conditions of engineering vary greatly from site to site.
Moreover, few studies have been carried out with respect to the tunnel crossing section,
which is regarded as a more complicated condition. In this study, an analysis model of
the crossing section of two municipal road tunnels is established by using the ABAQUS
finite element platform based on a construction project of the Huayuan Road Tunnel and
Luzhou Road Tunnel in Hefei City, China. Two construction measures (i.e., symmetrical and
asymmetrical construction processes) are designed to investigate the deformation behavior
of the crossing section during the construction of the connecting part for comparison.

2. Background

Huayuan Road and Luzhou Road are two main municipal roads in Hefei City, China,
and they were both constructed in the form of open tunnel. The open trench tunnel of
Huayuan Road is 2.9 km in length, ranging from Huizhou Road to Baohe Road, which is
crossed by the Luzhou Road Tunnel, as shown in Figure 1. To make the construction of this
crossing section of the road tunnels workable, a combined box culvert was adopted where
a frame structure of the Huayuan Road Tunnel downward side was combined with an
upward side frame structure of the Luzhou Road Tunnel. The crossing section was named
as the “Huayuan-Luzhou” Crossing Point. The physical dimension of the Huayuan Road
pit was about 35 m wide and 20 m deep, which was partly supported by a cast-in-place pile
(supporting pile) or by natural sloping. The pit of Luzhou Road was excavated shallowly
by natural sloping near the two sides of Huayuan Road. Figure 2 shows the two orthogonal
sections of the “Huayuan-Luzhou” Crossing Point.
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Figure 1. Location and structural diagram of the crossing section of Huayuan Road and Luzhou
Road: (a) plane layout, (b) three-dimensional location diagram of crossing section and (c) structural
frame diagram of crossing section.
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Figure 2. Two orthogonal sections of “Huayuan-Luzhou” Crossing Point: (a) Huayuan Road and
(b) Luzhou Road (unit: mm).

The tunnel frame structure of Huayuan Road was constructed prior to that of Luzhou
Road (see Figure 3). Consequently, the mechanical behavior of the tunnel frame structure of
Huayuan Road was greatly affected by the construction of Luzhou Road as it approached
the crossing section. In engineering the crossing point, the construction process of such a
long tunnel was carried out from one section to another (about 25 m in length per section),
and the section next to the Huayuan Road foundation pit was regarded as a connecting
section that served as a connection of the Huayuan Road Tunnel and Luzhou Road Tunnel.
The deformation behavior of the crossing section is a main issue for engineering the
construction. In order to study the influence of the construction process on the deformation
behavior of the connecting section, the whole construction process was divided into six
procedures, as shown in Figure 3. Firstly, the pit of Huayuan Road around the crossing
section was excavated and supported by a series of cast-in-place piles and three-row
transverse support. Secondly, the tunnel frame structure of the crossing section was
constructed from the bottom to the top (Huayuan Road downward sides and Luzhou Road
upward sides). Thirdly, the southern pit of the connecting section was excavated in the
Huayuan Road Tunnel, and the soil behind the supporting pile was removed in two steps
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according to the construction scheme (as shown in Figure 4). Fourthly, the part of the
supporting pile above the pit bottom was cut off. Fifthly, the upper tunnel frame structure
of the connecting section (tunnel frame structure of Luzhou Road) was constructed. Finally,
the tunnel frame structure of the connecting section at the northern part was constructed
the same way as the southern part.
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Figure 3. Construction process of connecting section: (a) pit excavation with supporting pile in
Huayuan Road; (b) construction of frame structure in Huayuan Road; (c) excavation of pit in
southern connecting part; (d) supporting pile cutting; (e) construction of southern connecting frame
structure and (f) construction of northern connecting frame structure.
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Figure 4. Excavation of foundation pit behind supporting pile.
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Based on the construction process of the connecting section (see Figure 3), it can be
seen that an asymmetric construction measure was adopted in the engineering, since the
soil excavation of the foundation pit in the southern part was conducted prior to the soil
excavation in the northern part. Large structure deformation and soil settlement might
occur because of a sudden stress release and an unevenly distributed loading during
asymmetric construction [31,32]. The asymmetric construction measure might result in a
structural deflection and subsequently affect the function of the tunnel structure.

3. Numerical Model and Analysis Method
3.1. Numerical Model

The deformation behavior of the crossing section of the Huyuan Road Tunnel and
Luzhou Road Tunnel can be effectively obtained by means of numerical simulation, and the
construction conditions can be changed as required. According to the construction process
of the Huayuan Road Tunnel, a 3-D numerical model was established to simulate the
asymmetric construction process of the crossing section with the help of the ABAQUS finite
element platform, and the deformation behaviors of the tunnel structure and supporting
pile were analyzed. The foundation pit of Huayuan Road was 33.2 m in width and 39.4 m
in length with a slope excavation depth of 5 m and a pit excavation depth of 13.4 m. The
pits on the two sides of Luzhou Road around the connecting section were both 25.0 m in
width with an excavation depth of 10.9 m. The numerical model and mesh generation are
shown in Figure 5. The numerical model constituted 75,969 elements and 100,728 nodes.
The models of the supporting pile, the frame structure of the tunnel and the surrounding
soil were all established by an eight-node brick element. The bottom of the numerical
model was fixed at x, y and z directions, and the lateral sides of the model were fixed at x
and y directions. The free field was adopted to deal with the model boundary.
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Figure 5. Numerical model of tunnel frame structure of Huayuan Road: (a) solid model; (b) tunnel
model; (¢) entire model.

3.2. Constitutive Model and Parameters

The soil was simulated with the M-C model, and the physical and mechanical proper-
ties of the soil were obtained based on the manual of engineering geology and reconnais-
sance report, as shown in Table 1. The frame structures of the tunnel and the supporting
pile were constructed with reinforced concrete, and they were simulated with the elastic
model. The mechanical parameters of the concrete structure are shown in Table 2. The
interactions were set among the soil, the tunnel structure and the supporting piles with a
friction coefficient of 0.3.
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Table 1. Parameters of soil layer.
Layer Soil Laver Unit Weight/y  Elastic Modulus/E Poisson Internal Friction Cohesive
D Yy (kN-m~3) (MPa) Ratio/v Angle/d (°) (kPa)
@) Miscellaneous fill 18.5 21 0.3 10.0 5.0
@ Clay 19.2 33 0.3 15.0 81.2
® Clay 19.2 42 0.28 15.6 88.9
® Silty clay 19.1 36 0.27 18.0 26.7
® Clay 19.3 48 0.28 15.8 97.0
® Silty clay with silt 20.0 36 0.3 25.0 20.0
Argillaceous sandstone
@ strongly weathered 20.5 48 0.3 30.0 28.0
Remarks: There are 7 soil layers, and they are numbered as Layer ID D~@®.
Table 2. Parameters of concrete material.
Unit Weight/y (kN-m—3) Elastic Modulus/E (MPa) Poisson Ratio/v
26.0 3.15 x 10 02
3.3. Construction Procedure in Numerical Analysis
The main construction steps of the actual construction were reflected by 9 construction
cases in numerical simulation in order to investigate the deformation behavior caused
by asymmetrical construction. For a comparison, an additional case of symmetrical con-
struction was designed with the same engineering parameters attached. The processes for
asymmetrical construction and symmetrical construction are summarized in Table 3, in
which the process of asymmetrical construction is summarized in Cases 1~9, and the pro-
cess of symmetrical construction is divided into Cases 1~5. The above cases cover the key
construction procedures of the connecting section when the asymmetrical or symmetrical
construction method is adopted. The deformation behaviors the of tunnel frame structure
and supporting pile were investigated with the aim of providing some suggestions for a
reasonable engineering scheme in deformation control.
Table 3. Procedure of asymmetrical and symmetrical construction.
Asymmetrical Construction Symmetrical Construction
Cases Procedure Cases Procedure
1 Construction of crossing point 1 Construction of crossing point
2 First soil excavation behind southern piles 2 First soil excavation behind pile on both sides
3 Second soil excavation behind southern piles 3 Second soil excavation behind pile on both sides
4 Southern pile cut 4 Pile cut
5 Construction of southern connecting section 5 Construction of northern connecting section
6 First soil excavation behind northern piles
7 Second soil excavation behind northern piles
8 Northern pile cut
9 Construction of northern connecting section

3.4. Valuation of Numerical Model

In order to verify the effectiveness of numerical simulation, the numerical results of the
axial strain of the top slab were compared with those observed in the field investigation of
several cases (Cases 2—4) in asymmetrical construction, as shown in Figure 6. The numerical
simulation captured the basic changing regulation of the axial strain of the top slab, and
it showed a decreasing tendency along its width. Meanwhile, the value of axial strain
in numerical simulation is quite close to that in field investigation. Consequently, it is
regarded that the results determined by numerical simulation are consistent with those
obtained by field investigation.
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Figure 6. Comparisons of strain of top slab between numerical simulation and field investigation:
(a) Case 2; (b) Case 3 and (c) Case 4 (unit: pe).

4. Results and Analysis
4.1. Results of Asymmetrical Construction
4.1.1. Lateral Displacement of Supporting Pile

The displacement curves of supporting pile subjected to different construction pro-
cesses are shown in Figure 7. It is seen that southern pile deforms obviously during the
excavation of the southern pit. The displacement at the top of the pile is 3.48 mm towards
the soil, and it is 7.11 mm at the bottom of pit after soil excavation. The maximum deforma-
tion is observed at the bottom of the pit. During the process of pile cutting above the pit
bottom, little deformation is observed. When the construction of the southern connecting
part is complete, the remaining part of the pile moves towards the opposite direction (away
from the soil), with the maximum value of 4.98 mm at the top and 2.76 mm at the bottom.
The deformation at the bottom decreases more obviously than that at the top. When the
construction of the northern connecting section is completed, the deformation of the pile
shows a similar change. During the whole procedure of asymmetric construction, the
maximum deformation of the pile is 10.53 mm at the pit bottom, which indicates that the
lateral displacement varies more significantly at the bottom of the pit.

A similar deformation behavior is observed in the northern pile, as shown in Figure 6b.
During the construction of the southern part, the deformation of the supporting pile (towards
the soil) is 4.13 mm at the top and 2.23 mm at the bottom. After construction, little deformation
is observed below the pit bottom, with the maximum deformation of 1.98 mm at the pit
bottom. During the whole construction procedure, the maximum lateral displacement
towards the soil is 6.27 mm, which occurs at the pit bottom of the tunnel structure.
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Figure 7. Lateral deformation of supporting pile by asymmetric construction method: (a) southern
pile and (b) northern pile (unit: mm).

The above deformation behavior is related to the mechanical characteristics of the
supporting pile (see Figure 8). The supporting pile is divided into two parts by taking
the bottom line of the foundation pit as the interface, known as Section AB and Section
BC. As for Section AB, the deformation behavior of the supporting pile is dependent on
the loading cases. The supporting pile tends to move towards the direction away from
foundation pit when the soil behind supporting pile is excavated. The construction of
the tunnel frame structure on the other side will also cause the supporting pile to move
away from the foundation pit. There is an uneven stress of the whole system, and the
supporting pile is affected by earth pressure from the left side. As for the Section BC, the
supporting pile tends to move towards the right during the whole construction period (see
Figure 8), since there is a constraint at Section AB due to the tunnel frame structure. Section
BC is extruded by the soil near the connection section due to the self-weight of the tunnel
frame structure, as well as an unloading induced by soil excavation on the other side. The
distribution of force greatly influences the deformation behavior of the supporting pile.

Supporting pile Supporting pile

Unloading from

|
. |
excavation
Earth pressure }

Bottom of
foundation pit

B
\ Earth pressure /

C

Earth pressure

Figure 8. The force analysis of supporting pile.
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4.1.2. Deformation of Tunnel Frame Structure

An analysis of the tunnel frame structure is shown in Figure 9 by taking the tunnel
frame of the “Huayuan-Luzhou” Crossing Point as an example. Figure 10 shows the
deformation curve of the bottom slab and top slab of the tunnel frame structure at the
crossing point. The position of the middle wall in tunnel frame structure is set as the origin
of the axial coordinate (see Figure 9). The bottom slab is floating during the asymmetric
excavation of the connecting section. The maximum vertical deformation of the bottom slab
occurs on the side next to the excavation position, and it is approximately 16 mm during
the construction. The construction of the tunnel frame structure causes the slab settlement.
At the end of construction, the vertical deformation tends to be stable, with a uniform value
of about 6 mm. As for the top slab, the deformation behavior is similar to that of the bottom
slab, which means there is little relative deformation between these two slabs.

Analysis section

Bottom slab

Middle wall

Figure 9. Typical analysis section of tunnel frame structure.
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Figure 10. Vertical deformation of structural slab subjected to asymmetric construction: (a) bottom
slab and (b) top slab (unit: mm).

Figure 11 shows the deformation of the northern wall, middle wall and southern
wall of the tunnel frame structure. The deformation behaviors of these structural walls
are quite similar. A deformation towards the soil is observed at the structural walls with
the maximum value at the bottom during an asymmetric excavation of the soil behind
the supporting pile. Generally, the pile-cut-induced deformation of structural walls is
slight and negligible. During the construction of the connecting section, the wall moves
backward towards the soil and subsequently induces an inclination of the structural wall.
The deformation of the structural wall is well controlled, and it turns vertical with an even
value within 0.5 mm. The overall deformation trend of the structural wall is generally
consistent with that of the supporting pile.
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Figure 11. Lateral deformation of structural wall subjected to asymmetric construction: (a) northern
wall, (b) middle wall and (c) southern wall (unit: mm).

4.2. Results of Asymmetrical Construction

Based on the above analysis, an uneven deformation is observed in the supporting
pile and tunnel frame structure when the asymmetric construction method is adopted.
To strictly limit the deformation of the tunnel frame structure during the construction
process, a symmetric construction method is put forward. A symmetrical soil excavation
with a simultaneous construction of a tunnel frame structure is adopted in symmetric
construction, and the inclination deformation can be limited effectively as expected during
the whole construction. Figure 12 shows the deformation of the supporting pile subjected
to symmetric construction. The deformation of the supporting pile is mainly observed
in Section BC, which is caused by the squeezing of soil, while Section AB is constrained
by the tunnel frame structure, and no obvious deformation is observed. The maximum
deformation of the southern supporting pile is 4.04 mm, and the deformation decreases
after the construction of the connecting section with a residual deformation of 1.51 mm.
The maximum deformation of the northern supporting pile is 4.14 mm after excavation,
and the residual deformation is 1.62 mm after the construction of the connecting section.
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Figure 12. Lateral deformation of supporting pile subjected to symmetric construction: (a) southern
pile and (b) northern pile (unit: mm).

Figures 13 and 14 show the deformation of the structural slab and structural wall in
the tunnel frame structure subjected to symmetric construction. There is a uniform floating
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deformation of about 13 mm in the structural slab during the soil excavation case, and it
increases by 1 mm after the pile cut and then drops to an even floating value of about 6
mm during the period of structure construction. Generally, the slabs deform uniformly
when subjected to symmetric construction. As for the structural wall, the deformation is
well controlled within 0.5 mm during the whole symmetric construction procedure. Such a
small deformation is negligible in engineering practice.
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Figure 13. Vertical deformation of structural slab subjected to symmetric construction: (a) bottom
slab and (b) top slab (unit: mm).
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Figure 14. Lateral deformation of structural wall subjected to symmetric construction: (a) northern
wall; (b) middle wall and (c) southern wall (unit: mm).

To ensure a positive function on deformation control in symmetrical construction,
uniform and synchronous construction measures on both sides of the Huayuan foundation
pit are necessary, and the adverse effects caused by the time-space effect should be reduced.
For example, the excavation of the soil behind supporting pile should be carried out in
symmetrical multiple steps. The construction procedure can be performed by an inverse
method where the connecting structure is constructed from top to bottom right after the
soil excavation to reduce the unloading effect caused by soil excavation.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, the deformation behavior of a tunnel crossing section subjected to
symmetric and asymmetric construction is discussed. The deformation behaviors of the
supporting pile and tunnel frame structure are analyzed.

An asymmetric construction method is adopted for the connecting section of two
municipal road tunnels in engineering practice, resulting in a relatively large deformation
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due to unbalanced force. The maximum deformation of the supporting pile is 10.57 mm at
the southern side and 6.27 mm at the northern side near the bottom of the pit subjected to
soil excavation at the southern side. The bottom and top slabs of the tunnel frame structure
are affected due to the soil unloading at the southern side, and the maximum values of
floating in the bottom slab and top slab are 16.16 mm and 16.08 mm, respectively. The
structural walls show the same deformation characteristics as the supporting pile nearby.

A symmetrical construction method is simulated for comparison, which can effectively
reduce the impact on the existing structure at crossing point. The maximum deformation
of the supporting pile is 4.04 mm at the southern side and 4.13 mm at the northern side
subjected to symmetrical construction. As for the bottom slab and top slab, both of them
float after construction with a uniform deformation value of about 14 mm. The deformation
caused by symmetrical construction is much smaller compared with that induced by
asymmetrical construction.

Deformation of the tunnel frame structure or supporting pile caused by asymmetric
construction is much more obvious than that subjected to symmetric construction. A
temporary supporting structure is recommended to be erected at the cantilever part of the
supporting pile for asymmetric construction.
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