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{a) Mohr-Coulomb criterion (b) Hoek-Brown criterion

Fig. 1. Anisotropic triaxial compressive strength of discontinuous rock(slate) for different

failure criteria.
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Fig. 2. Plastic zone radius and deformed shape of tunnel according to fajlure criterion.
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Fig. 3. Configuration of support plan.
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Fig. 4. Range of bending stress for different support plans.
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