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Fig. 6 Cloud map of pit pore water pressure
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Fig. 9 Cloud map of pore water pressure distribution of

foundation pit under different permeability coefficients
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Fig. 10 Variation relationship of land surface settlement
under different permeability coefficients
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Fig. 11 Cloud map of pore water pressure in foundation pit

under different dewatering well depths

ANTRIRGEZK TR B Bt J) Lt 2 T o 4k 1) 28
PEOCR LI 12, Heb b 2 () e R TR it Bl 5 /K
FEREERYIE MG K, B KRR 22 m I b3
RUTRE R 27. 42 mm, FEKIFEREESN 16 m B,
M e K TR 18,25 mm, FE/KHIREE M 16 m
HE 22 m f5, HhRECRUIFEEIGIN T 9. 17 mm,
HAWEA 50. 2%, J1—TJ5TH, BEAE MR S ST B
AR, M FRUTRE L 5 Se 3 K5 B Wi i/ (4
W RIS 8 m B, HIRA DI F R K,
W YT BT 45 m T, BRI IR B X
MU A 52 I AN K

SHGUNG IR /m
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Hb YR /mm

—a— JFElI6m
—— K18 m
—A— JH20 m
—v— %22 m

30 -

12 AEMBKFRETHRITENEZLXR
Fig. 12 Variation relationship of surface settlement

under different dewatering well depths
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Tab.2 Working conditions of different dewatering well layout
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Fig. 13 Cloud map of pore water pressure distribution
under different dewatering well layout
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