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Fig.1 The results of disp-monitoring of headrace tunnel of

Jinping II hydro-power station

Bl PR 08— A XS 0 0, 2 SR LR 20
FE AR LE B A5 B8 45 b B RE 18 34 P DX 45040
Yoo S LA SO RS W HOR O S A B2 1 R IR
PR35 b5 , BT 25 B A R B I ik 1 5 0T 42
il LA PR FRAY PO AL, i o Bl R P 57 % B 00 5 4
ATHEATHESY o R BERE IR O BRI 5 nl R 2 R A
Fo vt il il AL, 3 e 0
|:(ri7uz’):)i(rﬁrliui+1)2}7(ri27r12+1)

Vii+1—

ri =i
(1)
Horbr s S 5 B O SR BE R s o A RS
P S A T3 18 DK/ B8 S W A 52 0 R
SCRE ), R A 0 A5 LA N 78 A DL R B GE W
SR TE 2 YOG o FE i T B R S 47 3 8 v Xl
Bt 3 8 SR/ B G A AR L AT 1, A AR T AT 4K
55 fl A J5[R] 1% B R 7, 348 e — 2B 43 BT XY T LA
AR TR o AR S 15 BBl S B IE AT B i i 2
B0, VB GHAT S AL R S R R A A N AR v
ARETERAERE L.
A, Bl M A B I 5 A P

b

S RIS e

pa(ll

WE 4% B (acoustic emission, i 7k AE) Fl 7 I £

FE o RS B AR S E R . 4b
TN S5 R A RO BRI = A S5 5 R, 1Bl
VR I B N T I R TR 3K el 3L e E b BT |
B oh e R S0 U G A R R AR A5 1 ik sh
58 o 0 P ARG I B AR SR — ol 75 R S B e A
HAg N T 5, LS A D p R A 1 R 3
1M BRI FE A2 S B0 IR A AR R DL R
L T3 53 A AN B 50 1 S B IR T £ DA e W T R AT
7 U DA AT AR AT AS [R] B4 5 AR Ak o

2 ElEMNiIE
2.1 HKIEGHEE

BT B RO 5 12 Y UKL R P e e b TR
JURZ L HAE R AR S  AARAL E
ZA M DS A W RIS 403 45 O T LA R .
A B 57 AN TR UKL AR e A R
P RN R B AN A5 L M AR R I A 5 422 e 11 SR
EEAUBURE A JoT A9 AR AT Bz sh L . 3
PR T R E AR AR e R B X
A BR 22 53 7 Bk EAT AR IR 3% HOR A

2.2 RIEEIT

ARG S A SR ] AR A R Y A S
WS o — ARy =8l R R 980 m,
AR R N 24.5 kN/m®, 3 kb i 2 K
Te &, e A PR B b o B 4 00 o 21.5 MPa i
1.28 MPa, 5tk 55l 2.68 GPa, A H R 0.23, 4
% )10 2.5 MPa, N EESE M1 4 407,

SR S AR P R AR AR 20 UL 2 B X6 IO S B A
ST E R I R R SR AR B
T W 1N 5 5 PN A o R 4 R 4 R AR — B
BEMEAUA VTSR MS S RS
HA] Y 28 55 F 3k 20, BB T [R) 0B 21 UL 2 B0 A
AW J) R R S o A . R 50 mm X
100 mm Y 5 A IR R AT 2 SOt B R g, i 7 U
I8 2 R B R B A5 A AU 2 85, 1 R L Bl 4
00 25 5 SEBR R Y 70 ) 2 R AE S 5O AR A
F o BIRLZEH W S H0n 3= 1 T .

PLER 1 S 800 Rl #F— 20 8 N7 4 A IR %
T TFAZ R S AR R SF 18 m X 18 m, [ I % i &
R 3.5m™ . X T URHERE IR, 2 R AS [R) 7 1) ) b Jy



1228 oo oWl 5 2 W

44 %

x1 KEERSH

Tab.1 Discrete element model parameters
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Fig.2 Design of the surrounding rock monitoring test
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Tab.2 Damage process of surrounding rock
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Fig.6  Machine learning algorithm optimization results
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