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AYH W BHETH SEHY ANE BN B8] A48T & ok, By o uE ¥
Fon dZshed e §4% Holth TMR-net 24 719& RMR Al2del 7} 7% 7128
A2l g Yok 1FS ARn, o8 T FGY 49 ¥y 7122 S 45 W2 EES YAE
o FH71gelth. HYel 47 2 AF WAl H48 TMR-net 24 del B39 J%3 B
94 2% A2Y & AAD:

.M E

A& A HEE dZsn olddle AL Y AAY AF AAHAAN T3 4 F9 g}
oltt, divky HY ZZAEAN FHA i £/ PAF FIYE o] &3 EFIH L A,
@3 EE e BASH F A2 729 EA4F Y 54T BAE s PR A g
ARRE DL Qlh Bde &% 3 e B 4 A &% Y AAE ATse BA F
S AEA dut ERAT a2 AFstd AMEE 5 gk ¥R FHEse A H3
Bde AA% l%’oﬂ e TEHY AAE AT F Folth. HA F  FH(stereographic
overlay)7| & EAEH Wl g H7t 71EE TPl FHI EAESH B TA FA
of ofo] it ”2}1—1 Mg 9% 5 de PHoZA FAFH gt EH9 25F HMe 5F¢H
0F 9% & de aFAF oz ol

&4 9(1997)2 Bieniawski(1979)9] RMR £&%< 71& o2 AT Bl H&E & Qe F
A BAF F9%Y RMR-netg AU v ok o] =FoAE RMR-nety Ed ZHE& A
TMR-nete] 71¥ /Mde A/Metn, S & AHEHE AMSGEEH TMR-netd] A 2 &Ao of
3 =ojstaz gt

2. TMR-net o} 71 74
3oy FAEE HoN BASHY B ot BF Aoy AHeR e pyPRes

—‘Eq Blde obi BEel AAd da §4£5E RMR A~ (Bieniawski, 1979)2 oj# 3 gd
o) Z3& Wy Bd&wo) wake) Ao s RMR ol uidh B4 9424 Q¥ oz ndsin
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At Table 12 RMR A AgolA Bde] 23 Wkl digt AL Bee] Fr18 3 Aidd 7l
Folr, o] olx RMR Al &g A 7]zd dig Brt 7188 AAsta o

Table 1. adjustment rating for discontinuity orientations of RMR system

\Y \Y/
Orientations of discontinuities ey Favorable Fair Unfavorable ey
favorable unfavorable
Tunnels and mines 0 -2 -5 -10 -12
Ratings Foundations 0 -2 -7 -10 -25
Slopes 0 -6 -25 -50 -60
A% A"
Orientations of discontinuities ey Favorable Fair Unfavorable ey
favorable unfavorable
Rating for Tunnels 0 -2 -5 -10 -12
St]’lke DriVe o _ o O o
‘ with dip 45° -90 20° -45
perpendicular to -
- Drive 45 90" | 20° -45°
tunnel axis against dip
Strike Parallel to Tunnel axis 20° -45° 45° -90°
Irrespective of Strike 0 -20°

RMR Al&dle] Bd4d Wik digh 371 7|8 gdutaoe g Zo HYd EdS4Ho] g
del Azto 2 Ugd Bd&dnRtt Esive Zd He 23 W] s wioh whake] AAL whek
S 7N E EA&He] 1 ukdd uld) Y 2FYWY €% ndd Edvie 4wy AHE =908
2 3tk RMR Al2dolA Ed&He] Wk gigh Hrte vlg- E(-12)oA vi¢ F20)e o=
€ 5 5FeR Hrrt o|RolxH, o]¥A T He U 7t A+ 7€ RMR(Baic RMR) @
o A& HEAHA RMR(Total RMR) g&& A4gstAl gt o9 22 ¥ gd AgAd dg
Ha) 3 93 HohE Addsln aR3os £ £ YA Ak 23y, RMRY de Wy Bt
7|&o] vuA B33 A J1&2 FAHY U, I Yot A5 A dE5HY U FFY 2X
£ A& + Qv 95 SWo] EXste AA] HrldA FRA A7t BAYE + B Qe &
A& =A3x 9ok

ohit BEya @4 B4 9wt Brle) AR R AL4HI It BAFYIHALE B
¥ FAE BHE F dE A0 a2 wgel o3 Hde 594 A HUME vz
AL £ Y& FHe] Yot dhd Bl 27 APoNA ui2 1 A4 AFAE A= Ll
280 3, 2 &Y AHE APHor ik BFo ALY of# e AV Atk oz &4
A7) A8t AAE wygol 93 Frt VeSS FEGA FHIEEAN EALHY =A%
Aol bt E7o] AL £ e FH HA F9 71Y(overlay stereographic technique)e]l At 1
ek, Frangis(1991)E Fig. 13 Zo] RMRe Ed4d wek Hrt 7j&(table )& 22 T U4
FAANA 99 2759 A F9 4 A L AdEA o FY AN dPe F gt
HE Hrt A WAz A2gAn e 3EE AR doYy, RMRY dg WE 37t 7€ 2A
o g A-E FRAEln JoH, B FE3] HA F9 Mo qFAE FEI] BHI1 YA R
3= = AMdojth RMR-net 94 &9 R4 ARG S YR A&7 948 53
PAEG7M e AgHReH, Apad HEEHE SMRnet? Bdo] HE45HE TMR-netZ T4
ek 7l E TMR-netd] 9438 W g7 7129 449 $3 T4 740 da) 293 &
Atz god, TMR-nete BYS Atz 94 AN FREZ /MR8 x, T 71 4 93 &4
of ik Ed&A wee) 9%E Hrletn gtk A A Wy eld 4 ¥ge §F 33 shsAel
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Fig. 1 Stereographic overlay technique of Frangis(1991)
Arrow is tunnel driving direction

2.1 HY Yoo gx JtsM HI|

Ed 7 99 &% o iy e 94t TMR-nete ¥ 93 34A S
BTk Table 2% ©) A 9o &5 w1 sheAdd dig A W Pt 7lEoint. o] Hrt
of TMR-netIXE F1# F29 #H7t 248 =dstgen ¥d 7t AFE o 7 849 Fd 93
AAQ) o)y st WA Abde gt BFo] Z8Fe SMR F(Romana, 1993)9) A& %Wt
7} whgol 7)1%3 1 ¢lvh Bieniawskit RMRS £494W e M7t Al 44 o)$ E2(-60)
oA wie- F21(0)2 HHo=Z A¥E v Sk

Table 2. Adjustment rating(F1xF2) for discontinuity orientation of TMR-net

Case Very Favorable Fair Unfavorable Very
favorable unfavorable
S [ (@*90) - a; | - - 30° - 20° 20° - 10° < 10°
. . . 160° - 170° . o
F 10,- - ﬂtl < 10 10° - 20 - 190° - 200° 170° - 190
S, F F1 0 0.15 0.40 0.85 1.00
S Bi-¢ - <-100 |-100-0 | 0 -10° > 10°
F Bi-¢ - <-10° |-10° -0 0° - 30° -
S, F F2 - -2 -5 -10 -12

S: Side wall sliding, F: Face sliding, o+ Tunnel driving direction, e; joint dip direction
B/ B/ B/ B3 Dip angle of joint and joint sets(jl, j2, j3), ¢: Friction angle
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Romanat o|A® A4 WANE 943502 RS B4 P& AV, FL F2, F39] 37 24
o Fol 9% Aol tsl BASE PPl A Yok AFE VRY 4 URS SAtHTable 3). o]
o, FI& Alwsh Ba&ue) A 93 B4, Rk 2a4wel AA7, F3E As 2aswe) A
7 #AE AN B,

Table 3. Adjustment rating for discontinuity orientation of SMR (Romana, 1993)

Case fa::gble Favorable Fair Unfavorable unf:xfgable

P laj - a5 | > 30° 30" - 20° 20° - 10° 10° - 5° <5

T lagj -~ a5 - 180 | > 30° 30° - 20° 20° - 10° 10° - 5° <5
P/T F1 0.15 0.40 0.70 0.85 1.00

P I B < 20° 20° - 30° 30" - 35° 35" - 45° > 45°

P F2 0.15 0.40 0.70 0.85 1.00

T F2 1 1 1 1 1

P B; - Bs > 10° 10° - 0 0’ 0" -(-10° ) < -10°
T B; + B < 10 110° - 120° > 120°

P/T F3 0 -6 -25 -50 -60

P=plane failure, T=toppling failure, as=slope dip direction, a;=joint dip direction
Bs= slope dip, Bj = joint dip

TMR-nete} Eld Hdo] ojgk Azl wsk 87} 71F(Table 2)& SMRoA AAE H7t 71 (Table
=]

3¢ Hd 22 Wyt BAZ $H83, 3 A% U 9N B UG BASA 4 B
& W12 - 022 WHs 448 Aotk B, HY HHe BT £4¥d Aoz sgsgen

2 F3 84F 1A gith £ EQSHY o ¢ Hr} Ao EASHEY A FEE 3L
23l7] 3o F2E& del9 AAda vlazbe] #AR A8t Table 291 TMR-net 371 7]&2
Bt Aol #HAY &AL A 29 2% ¥9(sidewall sliding envelop)9t TH4H &% H(face
sliding envelop)Z ¥A2 4 UAthFig. 2). TMR-nete 8% dg 289 =A7} e 549G
(polar net) ol W &% HHE FHY F2A, g 23 434, 85 ¥y 7IEA, vpEdez
TAEY glom, dwrAQl FAFEFHN ) FEF FHE ZFA Yk Fig 28 AFBolA FFo=
(FAwek 90" ) ZAHE 8de TMR-netd) doln, EA4&4W npazbe 30° 2 7MUY &%
AN 7 Zhe] HH 71E4S RMRY EQSH Wg Hrt 4§ 93t Jlon, A2 9%
2429 1070 tA o= wixHo] 9lu, vpEdd Uie fd BASE Wgs AN

of9] & EHY UdA 243 BA4HY FH(pole)& TMR-netd] EAISAS o, S8 AF e
B3 71422 E RMR EAS A% de 243 37 J5-E 5T § Ug & oie, €% 349
7t -8 ¥Ed fEHe 8% A9 HFE 95 & Aok EASHY 331 == FHY F
g JFHel €7 HeUd EAEYE 1 53 e JAFH 2AE FY Ee 9HE €% 19
o g =259 glv Aoz Hyrigd =g 8% 9 Wwge 1 I e FJFHAA
TMR-net®] $4& g3le ¥go] drh
Fig. 3& TMR-netg o|-&% ©Ed hit B7ke] AFPAHQ oojrt. GA] g 2 B QO , vt
F7F 30° 2 7139 TMR-net24], Fig 3a9t 3b= H9e] &% #3& xAgt) Fig. 3as 49
& Z9(Ee #59)9 &% HA EASHUY 3ol LAY JorR o] HFH(EE #ASF
)e &F 39 seAel JdE Aoz H7H 4 vk old, RMR B Hrt Aee -12(71 ¢ B

1B Hroade
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Zeolw, s 8% F3jo W SoA FE180° gl Fig b= EHde wyd &5
flol =4l RN EE B3] BF st $H=R, ol RMR A HAHL -10(F)2
2 2349,

north wall sliding tunnel face sliding
direction: 180° direction: 270°
rating: -12 rating: -10

N

ravity fall wedge sliding
irection:  vertical direction: 90°
rating: -10 rating: -5

Fig. 3 Wall sliding and block failure analysis using the TMR-net
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22 E|d My Eotd ot M FHIt

HARe Yukgravity fal) EE ¢He 2% AIblock sliding)d & €59 3 (block
failure)= E'dolA 4¥iAQl I3 e} F shdolth AT RMR A2 AE o3 @ E44 o4
o A3} g1 sb5Ael W e FPsE d ojalgo] ok WA 34 EE I ol AT
o] ZAMEQUHE, WA} B9 7|¥E o]4¥ 583 a4 (kinematic analysis)©Z Fig. 49} o] &
by o=le] ¥4 B3 154 WasAl B7HE 4 vh(Hoek and Brown, 1980; Farmer and
Shelton, 1980). Fig. 4a%} #o] AT 5o dgdoz FEAE 3/ BEd&do] Fd%g T4 €
PR3 Yubd ol= AAR kel sHsAE AN, FIFY FAE ENA F& HHA Fig
4bs} BE ZANAE Ydetune 8% st A sMsAe] E5E AAEH

a) gravity fall b) wedge sliding

Y

Fig. 4 Stereographic analysis for block failure of tunnel roof (Hoek and Brown,1980)

TMR-net H7} 94 TMR-net ¢ 371 A9 IHE A4 A7) 42 (wedge triangle)
o o]&ste AxaA BorAd due ¥4 2L EAY 5+ Utk TMR-netlA9 B34 &3 3
7= #7) Azde A BxHe g TP F4 D vl A A o3 FFA.
Bolx ofmle] wube] wAEy] SISiAE Fig. 3cgt Zol #7] 448 ulo] 93 FHo] x5
olo} gt Bodut FAol #y] Az oRd EAjstn, 1 A7) AP ofw REolgE vhEdY
9 Ro] AT JutntE Ao &% Furt LA Atk(Fig, 3d).

olzlak ok BZo] )3 TMR-net H7t 71&L A7) 44gn Tl AT AA #Al w
2 Table 49} 22 P2 7129 & At Gt B29 % 7o) #A3to] Pusch(19%)E v
9B gol #y) AZEe WA Wold £, dNHo 9 YYPTE F/HE F AHE
#5819t TMR-net 7 E o83 25 I IS vhads #7) A4FY A FHEA
Al 915 BA) wa FRIAT & it B2 8% zh] BHe, RE HXHo) npAY A4F
o 9le i out 2o dutsl g7 AYHes BT 270 HkEa, A AR BF v
Y YR e AL we e 2o Hrisgg. 28y, RMR B34 AdHez HEHE
¥4 A4 4L RMR H7t 7136 Wt FAE i ¥d &% 7HsA B 718 (table 2)0] 1A

236



Aol 71g0] @t Wt TMR-netl A9l ok & B4R 43 Ao A &34 £42 &5
daie] f¥s e HEsE § F2 AEHAA F 3o, table 42 BHL Bd |1 &F 7}
sS40 Bd FHd #(-2) B d$ KO 2oz Prhd Ao et AHEsE Aol g
28 Aot &, Bk 49 A 2AE G BHRAY BHoz oA wgste Aol EBFUt
9 BAE Bt B A7e =7t 98 ¥ Aoe Azddq

Table 4. Rock block condition of tunnel roof

Block failure condition Rating
Wedge fall Wedge triangle with center point of net ~-12
Bi, B, B> ¢ 10
Wedge sliding Wedge triar?gle without Bin < ¢, Bpor Bn> ¢ 5
center point of net
Bi, Biy Bz < ¢ )

¢: Friction angle, Bi/B 2/ B;s dip angle of joint sets(jl, j2, j3)

T

23 7|El gtot Eictol i HE

TMR-net2 ¢A AFE vhe} 2] RMR Al29g 7|8 gt BRYPez AMgsich oy, 2 9
o vt BRolE A Wiez #4848 F Utk Q Al2H(Barton et al, 1974)& RMR# v
74 g ALSEE N ERcolAw, Bague ke AU mddor MAS A &3 9l
7] ol TMR-netE Q A€o RMRT 22 AAHA Wiz 2&3r]e oJdrh webd Q Al
2898 7|2 ot BRtoR Jixle BHd EE ARy AA ke AFdAE 993 A9 Q A
283 RMR #4379 45 dib g 8 Q g AAA wrdsiAY, TMR-net 7t A& 7HE3 o
2 e B3 AdAd wgdd  glg Aojrh o] o ik ERAAZN IJUdAN 2AHoE &
# dE A9 Palmstrom(1996)9] 28 A¢t® RMi(Rock Mass index)Al=¥dl] td]A+= RMRolA
o} 2ol APHoz AL 7Mesth. RMi A2y vt Hrhes ARt A& AF(CP)el 93 &
A&A Az} G4 Aute g pRate ¢gukg Frisiy, guk Jrke deE SA(PR 94 Z=
EX(o, )02 tdse F /9 S99 ot S BAZA FPHH, off Aoz FHAC.

RMi = o¢.-JP

E3 B4 wgfo] 293 ZgstE EAEA Avke] AR AAE RMi @l 2A% A
uk Ae) 2 A (ground condition factor, Ge)9F 7] Bl &(size ratio, Sr)ol 93] ZA Lt =27] H|& Sr
2 ol Ay gow ol& AAsE 84 F9] st drle] W 2 4A(Co)oltt.

Sr= (Dt/ Db)( Co/ Ny)

Dt HY A&E(E & F9])
Db: ¢d 9 A AE

Co: A8 ¥& 84

Nj: Hel# & 84
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ol w Wa} W 24 Cot RMiolH A table 59 skl Fao, o] 713 &

718402 RMR

o] da] Wik HrlE w2og RMi A 43 84 Frid €88 4+ & TMR-nete Fig. 59

2ol 74

ok

Table 5. Adjustment rating for discontinuity orientation of RMi (Palmstrém,1996)

In Wall In Roof Rating of

for strike for strike for all strike Term orientation

>30° <30° factor(Co)
dip<20° dip<20° dip>45° favorable 1
dip=20" -40° dip=20" - dip20° -45° fair 15
dip>45° - dip<20° unfavourable 2
- dip>45° - very unfavorable 3

Fig. 5 TMR-net for RMi system

3. TMR-nete HE Alz]

gl a5

=)
‘é ot} =

3t u

64

}ol Zo] TMR-nete
g Ae diakol HAM G AP oR AT
BActoz AYsde el A8 $HFL oS Fg 65 2tk

24wl e

o

@ $58Y A4 Wt oY= ¢
33 S99o2A RMRE 718 e
o

Aol dakd B ol $F 3y

A
=

94 71 RMR %ol 24¥ ¥, TMR-net Aol ZA8 $A5We P2 2Astel, 2 BA&W
WY e 240 o3 BARE T2802N 4349 RMR @ 28T F Ao, SN0 2
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bt BEo] 0P £5EHY ANS FRE 5 HYS 39 5 2 94

Strength of intact rock Tunnel driving direction
RQD Discontinuity orientations
Spacing of discontinuities
Condition of discontinuities
Ground water condition

l ............................. - Jomt ﬁiction angle

Basic RMR ‘
TMR-net analysis

Adjustment rating for
discontinuity orientation

Y
Total RMR

Rock mass classification &
kinematic stability of tunnel

Fig. 6 Process of the TMR-net method for rock mass classification

AZlMe SUel F A AEE 7R T, olgld TMR-net 7199 A& A& 283, of 7%
e & AESuA @t F ) Alde MR uE 9A F A4 gAY AF gAR FEH
ARERer, 2 A 21 HA) AdolstrkFig. 7). R WA AL (Site D A7Reo)r] WA A )
o A¥d Bdel HA DA TMR-net 28 Atloln, F WAl AL(Site 2)& FAW 7FLA
el Bl 22 F H &9 Ateloltth

3.1 Bl M cHHofA e X2: Site 1 |

o) TMR-net 2-8-& dkm ol4e] Aoj& 7kl A% el 34 24} 2 A WAdH +99 A
olch. Fig. 8& Eldo] A¥Y RA\(Site 1) e AAEs} B AY wMo| gt AF FVAE o]
. o] HY RxE gpi Agzelcrls wAdss PAYHC on) o9 A wye sz
weby] HALHIF B¥shm Uk o] Aol Aol WAGAE A Wrkeh W, AU S
AZA Y £R2 PRE.

OF WALA Wolt ¢ $el Y9 2 (overtumed fold)7h FFeAT Ak oks) wFoA of
S ¢3 FRE 9% Eb 3E 392 AW, $AARE &3 39 JHE Fe 917
#3 YHE BT o] $IFUY PP NG9 45 @) T2 AWM PYPs) Yy
o, A4E YA EAHE §F 72 47 A2 QA5 Yok
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Fig. 7. Locality map of TMR-net application sites
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Fig. 8 Geological map and section of tunnel in the Site 1

ze HY & A &+ 79 A (syncline)$t BiAH(anticline)&
3 wiAbRS] S RE AYPHoz AANYE FA}Z Y e AR LI
2 nAgY #Ht 9 FY AGe] wggn. o] ¢&E Wi g5
5 0] gvst 3o & AFFHL doH, B uge o
FxE 2 3 wet B55(Set 1), HF54(Set 2), M
(Set 3), TEE(Set 4) & 7MY T2 FEY 5 Urh
Bd AAE 9% gv £759 TMR-net #4& Hsted gd 7208 A2 2¥9 F8 A2 75
Z 359 77] A& FZTF(geological domain)® TR Fig. 9v Hd 23 A% AZEX
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o 9g T FERTFY FEE RdF3 ok FET 1DL), 3DI), 50D6), 107) F 44 FETFE H
ulgte] wiARE HAtm JYe FRTOIH, I v AL FARoIR

Domain6(D6)|Domain7(D7)

Rating =.10

Fig. 9. TMR-net analysis for tunnel design

TMR-net 242 8= 6d A 439 248 2Ad&H] W A8/t dasith BHE =4
o] SAYe T FUE o=, HIY F WL Azte] T2 APste HY Fo BT ¥
g ZAstAth = B 23 Bae Jge nusy] Hstd FUHA 22 e BARA 2
e NEoHY FZoz il A Wgold, g st 1 uide 3 WEE 7H 1o
th Ed&W w3 AuE B2 2AF 34N N EAADRALE Fito] 1500 7 o) B ARE
FR5GT ols B Ay A 2 FAF Y0 we} T FETA AFEe T ARToR TR
3ch. Table 62 o8 ARTL F 7Hx 23 #&¢ nisle TMRnetd] EA8 4% 23
oln, Fig. 9a& AZAAN £F%o2 &AL 9o TMR-net, Fig. e TFAA AFL2 238
494 e TMR-net o|t}h

MEAAM BZo2 ZHPL A$ TMR-net 4 43, 727 3(D3# 6(D6)S =54 (F5H)
o 2% 7154e AAST god, ¥ F2T (D)L E&($58)Y 8% JtsAE HAFn
otk A Bd whgwHe fREe Z$ A %o A Ao Frig & ok B He
ARE Bt o] o duk EE 7] @59 $3 & R FERTFAAM AT
EZoM MZoz FPEYL ASdE ¥ & P Fdsn FEH &F /s4E T
FRIE F2T ADI), 6(D6), 71ONEA U AxE Ro|A W, HE FAgH &Fd i
Aol Hoo} g B F2T(DI, D5, DNAAM 33 7PsAol & Aoz E4FUY. WA
2o NZoz ZAF A$ 1 v ASd vl Blde AN Fre ZFHANE B 27
3 RAog sk 4 9rh
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Table 6. Results of the TMR-net analysis for the Site 1

Driving direction D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
w.| Wall sliding - left left - - left right
to| Wedge failure fall slide slide slide fall slide slide
E.| RMR rating -5 -5 -12 -5 -5 -12 -10
E. Wall sliding face left right - face left face
to| Wedge failure fall slide slide slide fall slide slide
W.| RMR rating -10 -5 -12 -5 -10 -12 -10

22 4% Whe 98 TMRnet 24 2nt 2419 244 A= da 2t 4y
Bt AR ETHE P04 FHA G 2R @ FAHY Y Aw AA B opUY, wa)
g 44 2 W7 F Y =4 AGAE BRHY PEYE 2o F3 3ok

32 Eld 2% ctAol Mo H&: Site 2

TMR-net& 3 49l €Y @3] wal 13 22 A o) 93 992 SasE 9 32 2E 9
F 2% gl Besel o 23 F 32 9D Ad 2A TMRnet £4 2 Q4 £HE 59
ES 390 ode 49 BF G 430 £aHE AL T AYlE 2 WF glo] Y =

Aol N Ao g A 71y ole] T UN ¥ FA4ES HA gk

Site 2& 1 & d2A Febl A AGd AT @ AT FA G Aol
T2 B4 AT BAd HLHAG. TALZ 9L o 5me AES /I 4F dHe B 24
3R0m(Sta. 200 - Sta. 21.00: interval 20m) Aole] A Edolth Y <o @ N8O Eolv,
Sta. 200 - 7.00 T+ FZJA MEOZ Sta 2100 - 700 THE AFN EFog FHAFUL
ol +Z HdY AH AAE ZARE, F2E ¢ FAE gojdog FAHCH, RMRA ZAS
F 5718 BEE AR Yoz PR BE AR A& FFA FF A2 22 Type la, 1b,
Ic, 2, 309, wyjo) olg) ZE= Yt

ol FoE IM AFE uie}l Zo] TMR-net’t HFE vt HrF hAS o] 8% 4w AL
243 RMR B7P7F =90tk o AgE SZ4302 wigso] Au Ao £33 AAo 2AHH
A FFE FoH, 53 FEE T F/HHY 23 HAA €L A ZAH 9L $P3A o)
9ol TMR-net= AW Bd A|F # AHEHA Fig. 102 84 X4 AN TMR-net
2 g 25 292 749 v A 45 gRelt

Fig. 102 433 38 49 27 £ A2 A} 238 A3 Ao2A €y A7zt 24
AAHNeH, (A Ames Ao wE 98 9Rg A gReg MRSt APHAT. G7)A
TMR-nete "l 23 @9l9] £40]9e] 20me BHFo2 F&E 72+ d2 A FEHU o 3
< ZAYE old AA ofdd Al 24 @99 Ad A 2 ot R ARE 45 AFs)
3, AL ol 2oz FREY] Y3t £y T2 BYsuA e oide O3 gF5S
g &9 &5 33 teAH EQA ¢ g1 {3 2 Weoltt. Table 72 20m 2 734
Z A =A% TMR-net 24 ZR2A ol& vlg o2 BHdy XH g2lo] HFHoZ ARAHU)

o] A¥o] mEW Sta 200-3.00, 9.00-10.00, 10.00-11.00, 20.00-21.00& &= F 2] HFo] L-HHE
TFHo2A BEAE]on Sta 200-3.00, 7.00-800, 11.00-12000) A gyt E29] dulo] LA 4
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as® 27l WAl g 2 9 FANAL Sta 1000-1100 T ALsnE YR
g9 B H37} b5 ROR BHHAG.

805 or cing 3;::.:..,'.‘... slight "';
ol ) 8 L re Py E
X oiiace ' 7 disoglo nt s :—: Right side
4 2]/ D 5‘{<ss c
35 o 3
2 flekbnsided s . pr; [
3 d parsisten o
0 sar Joint
ar n hgarturs : Spis o7
lof 3
[l pl< m. :' re f:uu ag L. =n ‘:l wl ” §
TMR~—net result!
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Fig. 10. Geological chart (Sta. 18.00 - 21.00)
Table 7. Results of TMR-net analysis in the Site 2
Adjustment Wall Wedge Driving
Sta. No. . o . -
rating sliding failure direction
2.00-3.00 -12 north fall
3.00-4.00 -5 - slide
4.00-5.00 -5 - slide E to W.
5.00-6.00 -5 - slide
6.00-7.00 -5 - fall
7.00-8.00 -10 face fall
8.00-9.00 -5 - slide
9.00-10.00 -12 south slide
10.00-11.00 -12 south -
11.00-12.00 -5 - fall
12.00-13.00 -5 - slide
13.00-14.00 -5 - slide
- W. to E.
14.00-15.00 -10 face slide
15.00-16.00 -5 - slide
16.00-17.00 -5 - slide
17.00-18.00 -5 - slide
18.00-19.00 -10 face slide
19.00-20.00 -5 - slide
20.00-21.00 -12 south slide
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