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each working condition

2.2 NJIArHT

1) SFH—FW S, 3 Bl Ta0R W
OYARNGE L 2E WA, ZE TR B ) 43 A R 355
N SN EDA A PR SN LR GO AR TR I N
W RN S, TP AERAELNE T T, ™~
AEANEISTUTRE 20 IR 3R 8 Dkt R 1 g, il
TR E 2 B, AE 3 B oL, Al
SRR A0 X S8k 4 F 1S, T {EL A 168 ~227 kPa, /2 [WlEY

Bs5 ETRTEEULBSH
Fig.5 Vertical displacement distribution under
each working condition

KA IXBRAE A 31 ~1 480 kPaj 22 [l N ] 5 )i
Mag Fab b B B, A B A M JEC B 4 hir
N 198 500~ 1 480 kPa, #BiL T M AP Hi50
750 kPa, TEXASXIRATRER AR, WK 6, 3 Ff
TS A X8 14 R g R R g 38R e e TR e
TR A PRI R, X 5 B S BRI
(A BUAH A



- 156 -

XK E L A2 2025 %

a) BT T4

b) #rfE T

¢) BEIHHbK T

Be6 STRTE—ENNSH

J¥; }1/MPa

1230
985
743
500
258
152

-227

-470

=712

955

1 1/MPa

1280
1030
779
530
280

-219
-469
-718
-968

J% 71/MPa

1480
1210
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each working condition
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