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An estimation technique of rock mass classes in undrilled region

& # 3", Kwang-Ho You
D $9ystn e2gen a4

oF : HY AAE A% ZA YA, Gl ANEF ZAE BE B PAL @7 uA
WAl Eo) Beuabsl wide @aAn gle Aol gakA HHe AwyrKety 5
S)2 8 ZAIA PolAe BE ARE AAHoz Add BEE & Ak Wyl 2
A% 27E5 Yok Be dFAS0] AFA ol REG Aol Ay A A
dolele] o] 82 M2 A3 foh 2 AFHE AHES GE § 59 AR, &5 AT
s B A2 BLE AFr HA e T INEFE FAHGE ¥
TEASY olzdl 2AGE 24 B

ol o }0

l

F8ol(Key words) : ¢utE &, A FE5A8, &4 AAZ7

1. M &

Hd HAAE A% =AM 29 Aty og AFF AH7t 530, 53] 4deidy 4
NF7F B7Fe s Fko]l ol #wASh widel E2EAb X}E’L, AE7he A, vz Ay
A AY TH 22 "o’ 3 @ 4o HAA dolgrt A + A wWEkA BHo A
ol AElE F Wyt 2 BFE] YsiMe AFT A5 7EL° AaA dolH¥ET oz
B4A deolgHe #8 J—Ej]QOiOF gkt

2o At2HE (Bardossy %(5), 1988; Dubrule® Kostov(6), 1986; Journel(7), 1986; 3%
Z, 1994 )l B#HA dHolgrt BEH3 Ao A Yl A velHy o] && A=
At 1 5& 289 A E(degree of certainty)ol]l @l AxE 3t=uo] ¥ (hard data)
2, 348 £2ZEHoo|H(soft data)2 FE3IATH (1995, 1998)= th& & AAZYAE Al
23t APH AFE ol &= WS AAstAH.

A, Ha AAE AT A doA, AFF ZAE EE @43 g4 AU
o EgA WWE A n e AAHoith. watA HAH o ARPIHYN FTF S)E
A FALNA dojxls BE ARE AAFoZ HOg 888 5 e o] AHs 87

= AR ol}.

. a2

y

B =FdAe AR 2 F FF79 A8, F AFFT A5 B2IYA A5 43
o AF7F =R e T GBEFE FANE WS ATFEATH o2 A &

R AF kot

2. BEAMMo| HEX

=2o

Jor

ol

7t

A Be FAel JoAM, v gkl e £EH (global) & X Brue 238 IF
H(local) & %7l a7dd. g €Y, HE AFxAbd YoM ot 2F A& sy
2l RMRzte] 223 g5 B¥E I 4vb Aelol g Ml A9e £ Holg. Wiy,
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RMRztel dist 384 & £X& AAe g HAE AT S8 HRE AT
oz A5 ABBAE ZE W4 (a spatially correlated variable)E® 93t o g
7}A Frkrieo]l AT-EAE (Geostatistics) FFo| A7/fFo] dEd, A F+Z(para-
metric) ¥ 3} Y] 242 (non-parametric) WE o2 E £ vt (Alli (1), 1990). R4
A Ao E ol dE BFAANS 1 #4#k (estimation variance)oll ola A FEE
Ak, 712 &8 ¥ (underlying probability distribution)E 7} s o} 7] wj&ol|, I
Moz A% AABJAE e ¥Fds 8HEEA & (Journel(9), 1989, p.22). WA, u]
25 wye V2 SSEYE AT el ok o WS 7 HoMde Aw
(indicator transformation)o] ¢S F3 Yo, AFHoz FHIULI4E Ful.

3.1. H|m X (Non-parametric) HHtH

3 A xol A vAG Zx)E FHY oy gEF @ zx), i=1,2,-n 2 FE PJrE
o, o] Hrjol T BHAMNAHE AAARA HF A PHE olv d3 9E nrfe] dHolH
o] B ¥(distribution)& o] &8t Heolth F, vt Z&)7F & MY FoAd AAG z BHog
ZAAY 2 5L Fold nife dHelert o AAG B ZAV 28 vjgz HHPoh

Probl Z(x)<zln/N 9] 71AdlolE] 1x2(x)<ze] vl & &, i=1,2,n. (1)

o3 #Zeol, A H ol El(indicator data)E HAFo2H,

1, if z2(xp<z

Hz;x;) =
0, if z2(x)>z2 (2)
2 (DE g3 Zo| "o
~ A <
Probl Z(x)<zne] 71A " oE]] ~ 4 ;Z1Z(Z’xf) (3)
A (3o A= e A FHUEZS Flz; x| n 7]A do]g)eld, o= A Aldlo]H g =

o 7}% T (equally weighted average)o & F3|Xt}. o9} e AAL Z)9 zx)E
o] ztz} M2 A#B‘AS ¢& "W FAFHeE AIsE 5 Qv AT, Journel
(8)(1988)cll ol&td, HAao wel e ABAAV ¥ de, ey 22 HITF 7S5 H
T kel B e sid

Flzdnlel 14 dolel ] = Probfl Z(x)<zdn e} 714 tog] ® & wlx)izx) (4

o, iw(zi):l
=
Aq71A, nZ wlx)s P1x9 diole 9 54 A z AA e Falof & spF Aol

- 142 -



EE HoM 5F X AT & e 997 aclA b Abolo) vt stxb. dE R
RQD3ZLY] 2 & 094 100 Alol 9] kg 317 wj ol o] @ al= 0, b= 1000] Hr}. o]A] o]
HAZ 27 2o NT /9] F7HE & ZAGER Yozt a Ak

Z, k=1,2,- NT Tt a<ziE =5 -Sx45zq5 =z <b (5)

2} AN A Flz; x | n 7l 8] 712 el Ej]o] A4kl ool s, 2t AN A THe 7} 2-&
SREREERE BT

1, if z2(x)<z,
i(zk;xj) =

0, if z(x;)>z, ©6)
4 @) g3 2o At

Flz;x |n 70 ] 712 d)o]E]] = Prob[Z(x)< z |n A€} 714) dlo]g]] ® 2 wlxiix) dzx) (7

71 A w(zgx)e 7 A gk zoll A 2 Falobe vzl 7153t E o)t

AfAH o=, doletd WAl E &4 ] H712 A2 ¥ Ei(Jounel, 1988)7} ol & ¥ 9
HEl2 T@HJ =, BAAAE o] A S ALFEE R E (posterior probability distribution) @} 32
s,

ubb A, Zk AAGE ] QlolA dubAQd YA (dE 9, 534y ) 3 A
@2 v A AR Ee] FIA & At F ZF ARAHANAN el A A WA A S
TE 2o 2 M, ALF A U & g4 (posterior cumulative density function)gt o} AlAtE o] S& £ ¥ 7}

Fald 5 9ok,

2 AgHE HTE, d& 49, RQD, 4=4=74%3, RMR# 5
AAAE EAY (Vanmarcke(15), 1978; Baecher(4), 1978). thA]
< el 294 e A EY 98 fAE ARE wmdd. ualy o]

E n8% EAHA (stochastic process)S Fa) =g xojok sl
Holgl Atele] ZaAAAE Yty AsMAE, ol @ Alold 333 dJaw
%7 (proximity measure)o] B3ttt o8 7bx] A FTHA ABBA A ), H
I (variogram) A2 AFFAGNA ZQA AEHT Q. o] HeaW ZAHL
#ad 2 X9 Fgolgd. A¥A A Al W] 2 1 (experimental indicator variogram)
yh)y= @3 Azt digt h 287 9o ntrle] deolg BE9 zbele AFd o

ol
)
N
lo
fru
o
U oft
o
o o
o
.
'y

2v(h) =

(i (2;) — i(z;+ h)]? ®)

1 n(h
n(h’) =1
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2 )M nh)= =g A7 h 9F "o dlolg 9 otk dAd, FHA AA A7}
2359, AdwrEQ A7) W(interpolation algorithm), <& €W, R E 3 Z(ordinary
kriging) 5°] 2 (N9 vA] 7AFXE F3t7] A3 AHedE & Ak 2 ARAHANA Zzhe
A2 7 BAAe #fE FFozZH, AFTAHYEI4(posterior cumulative density
function)gtol Al4rE o], g Aol At FELEE YERAT

3. HIojE{2] & H X|AGIOIE{=2| H2kst

A ukg-gtoll loj A AlgHE dHlolEH & AlZ]%(degree of certainty)ell wel A 3t=(hard)
bole e} AZE(soft)dlolHE s 4 e, st=dolHe A F4" RQDI#, 454
B ToF, & EAH A xodA ZF3 FAHE dolg zolth. e FAHe Ayt ¥EE

= UARE o] dHolH WAl®E E2AAELE BEF FAE 5 AV "W, 3 H xolAM g
z(x)E ZE st=dolE 9 A A 4(indicator function)= 3t z(x)et B4HF 08 e TAY
T4 34 (a step cumulative density function)2 & 4 o} (29 la IF). ogA, 3=
tiolele] W AA el i(z x) k=1, 2,-, ND& 1 o} 08 st

$HH A ES g2 ZEAR —‘—577‘411“01] AAA BA-AS A3 ol H7F U °1]
= 5 Aol A& atgtats AT £ob £, FF7
& S #E ZE & dude 2o EAgth o) 2E FR dHolHE ‘=
o]El(hard interval data)’g}ir gto}. 4 x| st=3+4 dlojE 9 Hg, 1 Zl AldlelH Z(Xj)
T O A wol EAlSte A A @ E(thresholds)oll M vF & 4= 3, ¥Wgkd A AjHolE &

Al 0 obd® lojch (29 1b F=x). wef & AAgke] & EH(Zmin,) Bt HAY 28 o

o[}l
-{ﬂ

ujn

e AAdelEE 00]lx, Z&a4(Zmax;) Brt AU g dole 2 AAldHolHE 1ot
BAgAA S AAHoHE & 5 gl FosloF o

AR W& AE7tEY FEIY 22 FREGE goz 2x %

2 3. olg & RS dlo]HE o] §3t7] YA dolEd Hxd =AY

S AH=3zle "BQrt 9ot gyt oz ol sl AXsE Alg T 7Hconfidence interval)E Al
st FAlET B Bo f23 ALEA AZE dHoly 29 F#3 FEEE7F A3
Fod & Jon (Kulkarni, 1984) o] ZEEZEFT7t 2] #3 ESFAH S A F33
o} (Alabert, 1987, p.8). o9t ZL& HolHEL “‘AZE FEEIXFT(soft probability
density function, pdf)tlo]lE]”2 EFHH, o] HolHEY AA TS i(z x)= 2¥H ledlA
HE ‘3}9} Zol Ztzte] FAUEEFE YEIT o] w, AAHoHES 03 1 Ato]e &

o prr).

Fl
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cdf cdf

N

A
Z

min max

© ()
28 1. A Al HolH 2o W3

StA g 7 $o weld e AEIIEC] o' Fad FAX O Ui 259 HIME AINF
(constraint interval)E Al£3le] HHEE Zo] HE& F£5 Ak, o] o, HolHEL
ZF9 g 7hx dH2 FPH =, ol¢ 2 T/ dHolHE “2ZE A doly st
=5

1) z(X) < 2max(x),
2) z2(x)> Zmin(x),
3) 2min(x) < 2(X) < Zmax(X).

A0l HeFE 2] W Hrighe A st oA, shA g /\neq] SJHER AR
w4 Zdol “‘OV‘*E A st=dolgd AN AHAETE FollY. &, s=dHoH e
a2z EdolHe Stz Yz = ok

T A e AXE 7&2 diolel 28] 2%, A Wl e ZE ZAFAMLY AAH
Bl &2 0 olyd 1o] At (2 & 1d). &gk (Zmin,) BT AAU 22 FAGA A9 A4

tolEl &= 00] HiL, AdF(Zmax,) BTy ZAY 2 HA @AM AAdHolHE 1o Hrt.
22 ol M= HAH(prior information)ol] o3 dejo] e 2xE AMPF + Uk oA E
EW, ¥ Y8 ¥X(uniform distribution)& 7R 3IA =W, 114 el = AA @A A
Ei%% o Aol o8] FA & Uk

_2.

Bex) = g% ©)
F1% o)T MY JAHIHSS 29 AL wHEsobstt



(zgx) = 0,11,
i(z,,;x,-) < i(zk+1;xj),
i(zk;x,‘) =0 fOI' Zr < Azmin,-’ and

10
l.(Zk;x/;) =1 forz,, 2z max ;* a0

4. HEZA
4.1 A Adolg ¥
00~00% A#o] 3860m (STA.0+300 ~STA4+160) Eldel HAE s, E 1414

BE uhs} o] TAHY AFF EA HY FAML wel Aol AR TR A
ZA7h FaE o

E L AET 9H ¥ 2. RMR @7 A7 ulA8 zkate)
- 3 > A AA
TWHM3E | station | ¥ RMR#

1 0+430 48 A7) vAE g AlF gurs s | RMRat
2 0+500 63 3,400 ol I~1I 60~100
3 24045 82 2,500~ 3,400 T~ 40~80
4 21070 & 1,600 ~2,500 m~Iiv 20~60
5 2+550 94 i i

6 3+520 83 800"'1,600 IV~Vv O“’40
7 4+160 53 800 °]3} \Y4 20 °]s}

NFT Ag5et 2L st=dolele 1Y 29 o] dolE ol E&ago] gle wd, A7
A AAget 2 2zEdolHe B Ed4dAl EAE] HEe 1Y 20 vEhd vl
o} #Zol 3T gusEe YHT F M $FE e AZE 17 dolgHE HFIY £34
B& AFeidot. @, A7uAY kel 800018} d B4E gieEE VE dded, 243
Aoz st=dolE e sdstAl AFHAUT o W, A7) HAF HFELS F 2¢] Yehd A7)
A& &3 RMR 5339 4adAE o839 RMR §522 W&

=4 A=A He HEs] A8 AFE 7 Z47] B =] & E
A AAHClHZ MEs oo drh 2 A7 9 RMR €79 o3 4vF
Bl Poermz RMRIL 20, 40, 60, 80 ZARL= A}%s}ﬂ duke 55F 2
H, 28 29 22 st=dolHe A= FAG 200ME 022, FAL 40, 60, 804 A
AlElClE7F 1002 S5, Axedolge F¢E FAF 20914 E 0, 40914 = 05 607
80el A& 1002 MU & 3L & A7 Agd AT 2 %M Bl A% o]y 27
B WEd AAdolE e d¥-E BAFH

it
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—soft data
—hard data

1

RMR

80

1Y 2 3l Q@ AZE folg EgAdAo Azt

F 3 Aoy Mg o

- 9% . RMR RMR 74 Al ¢k
(STA) 2 OH | 20 | 40 | 60 | &0
1 300 | A7uHE \ 1 1 1 1
2 320 ” A 1 1 1 1
3 340 " \ 1 1 1 1
4 360 ” V-V 05 1 1 1
5 380 " Iv-v 05 1 1 1
6 400 ” Iv-v 05 1 1 1
7 420 " IV-v 05 1 1 1
8 430 NEF 48 0 0 | 1
9 440 | A71¥™E | V-V 05 1 1 1
10 460 ” Iv-v 05 1 1 1
11 480 ” V-V 05 1 1 1
12 500 Al 3F 63 0 0 0 1
13 520 | A71¥lAM&E | HI-IV 0 | 05 1 1
14 540 " mr-1v 0 | 05 1 1
15 560 ” m-1v 0 | 05 1 1
16 580 » ar-1v 0 | 05 1 1
17 600 " m-1v 0 | 05 1 1
18 620 " nI-1v 0 | 05 1 1
19 640 ” HI-1v 0 | 05 1 1
20 660 " m-1v 0 | 05 1 1

42 ol2F W#@2ad =2 (Theoretical variogram model) A3

oed Weleay 2de

Ast7] Y3 239 EA8 Tz a9 VARIOWIN 2.2 A&
Atk AFFT s Bld A Fol AA EAske A7 AFERS AMEste wdE A
AdiolEl & AME-3te] 2t AAgel A didA gy I8 AaaAE Jdede #Eeady

de Fad=d o2 A37 T 40 AE Yot
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2 geh} 2 gEsEAE Yeh
Moy RaYe vl

Wglead 2d A Al BAHE IJALAE Fo|7] Y3 9Ly Lol AdHE
IGF(Indicative goodness of fit)& A}&3}t} (Pannatier, 1996);
_ 1 &R p) D(k) Rk O N
IGF = L B DR
N gl 1=0 iop(]) d(l) [ 0'2 ] (11)

7=

oA71AM, N& wjg]e a9 =

n(k)e W21y kol w3

lag®l

o~
L

Dk)e wgl a3 kol B3 HoAg,

P(i)&e
d(i)=
7() € lag i &
() E d(i)o]
AL Hgeaye

ar
[}

.

A< dlole 9]

IGF= o4 Wgoas »
2

—a

v (inf} idi i
N Ommdlrectmng):34

0.027
0024 +
0021
0018 |
0015+
0012+
0.009
0.006
0003 |

0 . N N L . . L . -
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800
inl

(a) AAZBA(Zx=20)2] variogram model

v (Ihi)
8.14-

72
63
54+
45|
36
27
18|
09

0

Omnidirectional

>

s " . \ " " n L
200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800
thi

&}

(c) AA A A(Z=60)4] variogram model

a8 3.4 AAZAGAM ol E
- 1483 -

L

%o

=]

Aol e},

ok

W2 029 kel lag iol o} dlolE o] 4
W21 kel lag iol Aol dlolE el BF Az,
Y A4 498 AE,

4o vdsy HE

o, ol welead wdo AYA WY
o} zkez 0ol 7t

O A=
ETE

Z dixd o3

Y (lhl)‘ Omnidirectional
T T T T T T T T T T T T I
18} 3730
15} 5
.
12h 5134
og}h
556
06} P
03l
0
o S .

v (Iht}
A

]
e

o N A O @
T T T

L . " " L s .
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800
Il

(b) R A7 A (Zx=40)2] variogram model

Omnidirectional

5568

0

-

200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800
ini

0

(d) A A7 A (Z=80)2] variogram model

Moy mu 43



X 4 74 BARY o3 vgead 2

AAG| el 2d| Nugget Sill Range(m) ;S;rgzgkﬁti;f)
20 | T+ (spherical) 0.0069 0014 793.38 2.1681e-02
40 " 0.0 1615 1250.28 1.5591e-02
60 " 0.0 6.380 1246.14 1.7927e-02
80 ” 0.0 13.528 1165.86 1.9547e-02

43 &3 AAZH e LA AZ

O3 Al A g8 FHEELDETTE ZAEEE A A A&

ZF 4T & S vl 9 AAZGANA FAHE gho) A 2 % FAE .71:-‘4*'}“‘5 A
(2€0, 221, 29 49 a9 2 AAGAA =HE go] A2 A
AAGE BA (2,244, 2Y 49 b)7} HAEA Ho)

a9 4. & ARG &4

A

M

of FAMEAE MA3NE= /g ad WEe ANAYA #E MF e AR #&
(admissible value) 22 FAMA]7)E= W (Solow, 1986)3 #(1995)0 & AtE ThHEZ A A
A7 AN2RE 2745 HZ3}E A (Constrained Optimization Problem)® A $ ol ¢4
EAE wE3e AAAgA HEXE AEA AR E Wil gl

ad 45 & 5A3A-A AN EAEAE AFdy] A Fo AFFHLETSIE B
}.

2
FN

4.4 kvtsH 7t

ANFE ZAge A7) HAE A28 FA o1& R AXAHY A BHE T 73l
ddHe dtedFE 3™ 59 Zrh 39 5eM & F UAXRel, HE Al - FH FIoAM dwrd
B7F Hg Rz oAFEAnt
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A7l WA GA ARt GiteF FAHO PR E 9%E Lolry) 98, 298 63 o] AF
T ARHE o] LT Feo ot %% Ao} HAHRUT A FF z}iﬂ o] 43 ALE EHYE A
2 FTH TS AYI g AAHAA dutdEz I 9 0 SFHeE GutdeEs 4
Al #RHed v, AlFF 1}39} A7) viAEg A8 E FA o] A= LILIL IV, V
= SH3og v gdudA AR 53], STA. 1K+000~1K+240 3+3F7 STA. 3K+860~
4K+040 77+& AAFE YA FRAME AFF AmT o]&F A v dubdErt 2A
U158 WA 2 55 o Y8 Rez FAHHJG

l-ﬂ}Ol'

= =2

p— (<)

% gol 24E YUFFol BE ot AFFVL ol§F YUERFE AFFH AFF 4
oe FHUAA AR FUFTol AAHE Aoz HFHALL, FAG JUFF BFA o
de wa, A7l MAY GAREE A5 FrE0E FEY ANEE DoAY HY A 7

ol AH EA7] BB Bt FAHA BRI sHssks) gl

0 1 1 1 1 1 A i} L L
+300 1+500 2+700 3+300
Station
I8 5 FHE s d
6

—AEBwIN g

o

45 F39d s Ee A= HFI}

Y 73 8ol FAEE AEFHLLE 5o EEUAS dutsHe AHFES =AU 2
H 74 @ = ARl AFET A% vAY A5E o] & A9 STA. 0K+520 ~ 0K+580
A=l

T7F, STA. 2K+100A " 2 STA. 2K+760 ~ 2K+800 F3tellA, EHFSF dst AT 3D =3
ol BEAA7 ZAA UEY, o] EtME BHE dtEFe AU WolF e o 4+ Uk
(A7 15 B & FRoAs A Ert doa 713 H)

_15{:)_



A g0l ¥, BEEUAI HA Ued REL2 AFE X3 F dAF

Station

29 7. AFRAUE Yoo BEAR

TR e i
0 . X . . . i
+300 1+500 2+700 3+900
Station
9 8 ERSEY A3AgE
5.4 8

2 eRoAE ABH dold(dl, AFF AR)E BE AYA dolEH(E, A7) WAY BA

.
3

AB)E ol & 5, HY MAFTFRY usFES Adss PUe AAstdc. BP9
429 Ze YA dolgst AFF AR $EE B AR 5L AT WS
o BEE AAZY7 olgel 2AG AANLE ASD 4 U&e Ttk
g, NFFVL o8 FUEFE AFTH AFF Aole] FFUAA AFY FUF
r W, A7) MY PAREE A

=
T

ML o

d

—_—

(o]

#ARE Ao BFHnE, 43 ,
3 ARt AR AAEE ol H A Ul AR AR e no dLHQY
257 b5 Ue o 4 AT

B oegolA AAE Ee HYAd ww ke, RA el I35 aAsel Uk
wrde] A4 doldE T8 ol ETAsE Z%el Bk AR hioly AWRF 5
s 98 488 + Ye RO AzaAn.
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