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A t & A (time dependent characteristics)el] 93g
A Ao 53], =2 Sy @3 d 5 Adurt EXste Ge T3 g WFEe
= EA4 9 F7t2 Agd S dFgoE FZ/TY &
g 2R RAAFTEAATS TYsA B ¢ 18] ol 98 H tH(Schubert9 Budil 1996).

ot AT 34 Al AZ 71se) EYH o) /A Ro2A, MY/ S
BAFE s EA J¥E AR HHY £ UE o AESo] WA ANHARL Ao
W, A% dgdel 9Fe desy] 4% ATl H2T sof ¥ws APHAn 3

t}h.(Steindorfer 1998, )% % 1998, 1999, Sellner 2000, Grossauer 2001, Tonon® Amadei
2001).
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(Convergence equation)d] FHE ZAA A= function parameters; X, T, C, m B 2%
o F£83% JFS P W X, C7F vTd St B 93 A dofde] e @
o} #A gutzle g2 doddie Ay 2 A9y wE T 43S ABAAN AL
S s, BHEE Ao, ddd 72 THY FF=FE ALsATt ofgE, ¥
obuke] El'd W9 vector orientation(normal)®} B <4wke]l W ¢ vector orientation¥}e]
o1& E&E3E D.V.O(Differential Vector Orientation) ¥4 & 53, 688 93 A A<y
TR, B34, 2420l T ARAAE WAL AT e2 AF A A7 A
22 Alpine Hd 344 AZ A9 vustd.

olgld AFE AA B AT A, AARoz dojXE 32Y AdAEZ A BN
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g 7HA 1 7—‘1@_31-711 gtz 57 |2 e ojeld o8 EFHA HF
A z3 AYE &8 F Ar 7IMEC Bl A ‘5] Rod, olfd JYE o] &3
BAAPEHS, AR AL dEH ATS B4 ¥ 4 vk Table 12 WIFHAFE S &
A & ge 98 e HAFn Ao 33]%77}7‘] 7t ol #&HI Qe
convergence equation® Sulem % (1987)0] A3 5 W42lolw, Z} function parameter X,
T, C, mo] &wde url Z7) Wi vgd/olgAd FUREdoME FHAHNE T
parameterZ A o] wi$ Fa3tin E T Yo

Table 1. Tunnel Convergence Equations(Z &% %, 1993)

No. Modelling Function Parameter Remarks
1 | C(x)=a{l —exp(—bxdr C(t)=af{l —exp(—hbtf a, b Elastic
2 | C(t)=a log (1+0bt) a, b Visco-plastic
3 X\’ i
Cx)= Cx{l —( X+ x ) } Cx, X Elasto-plastic

Visco-elastic
(Kelvin-Voigt)
Elasto-plastic with

5 C(x,t)=Cx{1—( Xix )2}[1+m{1—(%)' CxX,Tm| time-dependent

4 | C(x,t)=a{l —exp(—bx)}+c{l—exp(—dt)} |a b, ¢ d

closure

22 ¥ Ask ¥ HsM(Trend line, Deflection line)

Bde Mg A FL e At 7] e SAAHAN SAT AYE st Ao
2 443 A& 9P (Deflection line)olet A stx, FFAe] A|RHAA ZE AT
"ol FEL AZF AL HFM(Trend line)olEtZ A& 4 gl

FFAozREH don AFHE EUIZ JAY o8 AT Ee] EFAHAA WA
AodZE= 7Assich shAl abie] o3 MYFHoz g ke EAd| “—HSHH
B AL A7t gEG HE UdE AHAA SHE ¥AaUZE F 2HE Gl A
237l e 271 A3k (Zero reading)o] Mol AR Mol it AAo] Fa3}
HAdFAe BN 27AZF0] o)FAAE Aoy At &4 438E £ Uk ol
‘1}’%73‘%‘ 2 AZ7] AXF oAy AFAAN LAsE AAE AZFE F US5E A0 @
® dlolHE& Hxdr] A dutxoz BN LAsE ARPAHE FA
=3 “?l’, Qoo WHE 022 FsA ok HFEIH ASAFGALe)NA B}
HAE A&y ddde AH Aol W& F5& AMEste Aol 7 duty o,
Fig. 2& 9#o] d&do] HIsuA g Hgae] 2o Wsy AHE &

forode § o oo
)
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Fig. 2. Typical trend line and deflection line for approaching weak zone

2.3 # 9] vl H(Displacement vectors)
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Fig. 3. Spatial displacement vectors
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339 AdAEZE B EHdEY PRI ASY(, longitudinal), FAFEFR (S
FH -3 9 (H, horizontaD& A& 71 Aok B4 H o2 Fig. 4% #o

settlement), ¥ A | B§Hd
Zlguak o) of =2 bk o u[(L/S)E vectorZ H &Y o] e Ed wAAwre] ooty
(weak zone)E ZAT 4 = AIF7} H9, Fig. 59 #o] B dduyge Aoy e
gy Jaged Feo] v ey Adkdie] WA 93-S vy Wi 7 A TR
AWE HFAS BAHRA MFAHQA Adde SAAR BIFY F& & & Utk
[ displacement !
. vector (L/S) /
Fig. 4. Concept of displacement vector(L/S)
(a) Normal (b) Rightside faults
Fig. 5. Displacement vectors in a cross section
2.4 372 W wrgkM (Spatial vector orientation)
Steindorfer ¢ Schubert(1996)= ¥ 9 A& dlolel& &3 ¥ewE 9 wakdol W7}
durol Ade WIHE YEpd = due AL AdsH. £ ol AguE o PHAE
AHA HAdolE Y 3AYA EAWEE Fete A 2 23499 8t oty 7R



ot Zeo] dE gl dSo] stede W Wt

3xkY 2] delE 239 HHo EASY| fete Wo] A3l HAEIYPE o] &3
A A9 JEEZRE HE 9 Ao A6 A E G958 F U F, HAFIHES T8
3x409 Ao E UEe] WstE ooy g L golvd FF A F& 458
F Qo FHIoe 73 ot B'Yd WF vector orientation(Normal) @} vl # & gyte] W3
vector orientation#¢] X}ol(Deviation)E 3, Bld T3 A} Ad #F=, Y, A=
o] & ATH FA[AE #HEY & v WHE AAHT gl

270°

diraction of
excavation

0°

A leht sidewall
O crown
O right sidewall

*normal® vector
O orientation

Fig. 6. Spatial vector orientation

25 Heldan &4

g

HY AzBee BAE HY AFA 03 A%A Hde dRH Hus 2H 2
Auel A& WA 5ol 2He REI o, IR A 424 BAA AZAR 2
M getAor @k Table 2= old@ HY AF 343 1 YAHYEE dE HeE »
AFm glow, o= F9E Az APUES Hsokd A ¢ AwFd Yum
o, Hel AT U 2 M L & Aee T F Ak

Table 2. Overview of the value of evaluation methods for specific questions
( + : good, O : limited value, - : no value)

Evaluati . .1Stress|Detection weak zones outside profile, :
on of predicti redistrilkinematics predicti estimate
.. _fon final | 7 % of stress
fi?(?rl;l 178\ displace 1021ugtil$1d i properti |orientati{ Thickne di gﬂead intensity
process -ments ;o overall |~ .o Zon ~ss size [distance in lining
Displacement history + + - 0 - ~ - 0 - +
Deflection lines, trends 0 - + 0 0 0 + 0 0 -
Trends of relative _ _ _ _ + 0 0 N _ -
displacement values
Vectors in cross _ _ - N _ + - - - +
section
;'ggttloor: in longitudinal . _ _ 0 . . . _ N -
spatial vector _ _ -
orientation * * 0 * 0 * *

_86_



B =EdAE HTd dtd Hdg 23 4%, 2AHE W9
Ad fFEas S AASAG. 53], vTFd dute] EHEL 6ty
A, T, 38 2 27 8 A F& WA NEA HHE £
B Y, & AUyt SAA we g HdoAM e AHEA g 33}9&‘4

2 A7dM A" F88A T2 YL u|FA/odA o %"o—% g = Qe
UTAH Il Z=& o|&3JH(EAT, HA L 5 191). ¥ UTAH Il == e Hg
U 34d 5 Agdirt doe Bgy, 74, dG4AFE 232 339 J°ﬂ X8 o, §
HetE 7 33 frEedel MY oz dodde EAL BT £ de AEL 1 jlo
o, oo g HE M & A doe] EHL ALY = U PM codest FHAANA
Ay g4 d e 73t 54& Fo4d + 9l VOL3 code 5& #8339t

g, EYE S2AWAAMY WY ARE d"Wxz BAY £ U=EE 7] YA
Geofit(Sellner 2000)clet= 34 4A4E 4 A4 Z2aY9L L4390 Geofite ARGUS
4 DEDALOS % 349 A% Raw Data XRE& o} o WTWY o1&, MY Trend line,
Deflection line, ¥ ¥ vector % vector orientation 5& AAe 7}A|3 Ajlg 4 e =
Eagoln. AN 2HE 33d AS 2 FYHA AFF £ Y= Geofit-in codeE
ME o)E &85 FAHY AAE HA 33U AZ AAS FAEA BAE § UAEE
=

g 2487 984 3
71 AolA ot
A3, 5% ¢

=1
=
3

3184e2d

¥ =%dAAE Fig. 73 2] Bd 3 (D)°] 10m, EBld A =7} 5D (50 m)Z A A4
i, F 100 mE 2J3}e Aoz RdS TSGR, ANAde 999 BAY gess
AillA B9 de AL, FRES £aATEY 2L HY NRE s Yy A
99 284¢ 7|2oz 33, v % 2 dole 25mE AU = 10260719 849
109129 o2 FAE o] AL ¥ FWFo = £ 30dAe 2H &2 AU

Table 3. Model parameters

32l g stetv g @ st Hl
27148 =31(Ko) 0.5, 0.75, 1.0
2(500MPa), 5(200MPa),
/\6] o ‘l. :
774 v (MC) 10(100MPa) 2Rk ¢ 1000 MPa

5m(0.5D), 10m(1.0D)

oo F w
Aok FA(T.) 20m(2.0D), 50m(5.0D)

Fob H|(v) 0.25, 0.35, 0.45

%, 0°~180° 3 )
Aokl W ﬁ; d 20 6% 0° Fge o 30°% s}
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Fig. 9. Monitoring Points
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Fig. 10. Orientation of weak zones

4. ol Zx3

SN Aae IA FF ute] HY 2FA% A9 vz E YA 4 2d A
2 fMdnE va BN 53, vdd gty Hd d9AE 58S AFHoE g
o}3l7] 984 W9 vector orientation®} convergence function parametersE F4] Ui o 2
st th. W9 vector orientationd ZA$E dgdYg EH4MWEEA, MC, Modulus
Contrasts), @l F7(Tw), A4 WP, 7] 82 4 Fol&n] F& WAL 2
7#Eg wHustd Z 5450 HYE HAdAFA uAE IS HESIYE, convergence
function parameter?] ZA-$E dgdel EAH(HAYEEA, MC;, Modulus Contrasts), 9] +
A(Tw) 5 F &40 At 238 v - JESFHAT

FAAoR Adurt E&AdA g FA/SW g HddAMY W vector
orientation Schubert 5(1996)°] °lvl A4 % AF AAE FAHA o 7°~12°HE=R

- 89 -



< 29YES HAoh zeiy dGdivt B B Aol EAste AS$odE Ao
TE I g F7hste Aofdied IAYE o, 7t F g 2 Fig. 11L& A3
vector orientation®] 2} chainage® deflection lineS 231 ok 2@ A%}
%01 "normal’®] 7B9-v TH/TA ¢utelAe] Axpolm, dAekriel FA7F 1D(1I0 mABEY

9-9] deflection lined BoF1 g}t E4Ho= @thﬂﬂ EAE 4o "normal’ql &
”’/ﬁ’é«] Aol vlusiA a2 xel7b A#HH oz v Al Aofdie ZAuH(MC), 3
4, FA 9 ARPHoE FFE W] wWiEo I xolE BAIE Aol AW dAgdly &
A& dEste d vis &34 882 + gtk

Job: disg -> Point 1, component: L / S (+ back & weaker)

“Date: monitored data : no Pre-Displ. used

Fig. 11. Typical deflection line for displacement vector orientation

WA B =EdAE o9 2 FA/FW Gt nlg /ol ¢huke] AFxte
9 vector orientation®] #}o], & differential vector orientation(D.V.O)Z w93l o
A g AW dddY EHE dFstnA

33, convergence equation® function parameter X, T, C, m&E Q7 &A% = o
B e 2 EA4do] Aodd SRR QA dEA e AL E B olF o) &3 AL A%
e 5488 498 4 Avh 53], HE 2Fd 9FE APHeE e X, CY ASE
AegAdol S dFAIHA BRogFa ow, ¢ute] Al o]£4(time dependency)o] &S
e T, me BSE ob&e] 93-S ¥xvh & &4 A7 dAdside] FEHA] U7 o
ol T, moll disixe F7H8 Aol dad Aoz Ao

4.1 9 ¥ E Orientation

24" By WS HA w3l ﬂ}g} Zol W9 WE orientation® TE& XXl A
HuA s FRg L¢se 2HE Toh 53], A%l dddizt EAY o 54L& A
FHoz v day AHRE F7) ottt & # Ut VjEH ez FY
g zAdA Agdrt EAEA FE AFE EoZ dt3

o 2 M9 vector orientationg #4]
& Agoes AgFdlY MeEFHA EHES F58 B 5 U
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Fig. 12. Deflection line for displacement vector
orientation(Tw=1D)

411 Aot ZHH|(MC) & S

Fig. 12& d%de FA7 89 A% 2ol 10m ¥ = ¥$ #AE orientation®] 73
A RFa g, Bd g ozHE 6m0SD)FHA FAdd AFAE FAS Aoz
A AGdE 2F37] AFE ¥ maximumX]E Holn . ki
(1D)ell A A<Foe] 74 8(MC; Modulus Contrasts)7t AZFE & Agdle] FAdo] oFs)
245 A7t AR E & & A oA A= A¥de FAE 05D, 1.0D, 2.0D, 50D
2 RE AAE FAS ARE HAFE FHHoE BAME 29 Fig. 133 22 chartd
e £ QA o 2deA tRFL FAENMO)elR, NESHS FA/5HY F5 ¥y
HE orientation¥ QY7 EAE W WY HE orientation® ] zol(D.V.O.;Differential
Vector Orientation)& YWelW 2 itk oA MC7F 1 A $7F S9/a3d gutd] 23}
), olujo] W9} vector orientationX & ¢ 7.25°F2 Schubert 5(1996)0] A|¢tgt gteol 9o
XEE, MC7F AARA dete] HA FsfA o]d we} DOVAE HF AAA o
olg2] Y FANE Ze RN E ddd9 FAS AAHA DOVAZ AXA A
ofule] A R FYIA ¥Y AT FFE vXZ LS ¢ F Aok Fig. 14
ool FA < D.V.OX¢te] ABBAE BT 2otk A9 FAZ 05~2.0D7
Ae A3 F7M8IA T 1 ol 4RHE HlZA &UEA DV.OAL #+3FE & & Ao
ol AAHT FA olAFEE Addd o FFo] A=A FiIe BIHES HAFE
RO Z Grossauer(2001)9] AT+ 29} FA AP L BAFAU
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Fig. 17. Relationship between D.V.O. and Modulus Contrasts(Poisson’s ratio)
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Fig. 18. Relationship between D.V.O. and dip angle
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4.2 Convergence Function Parameters

Panet(1982), Sulem, Panet, Guenot 5(1987)° 2l3] #|¢t¥ convergence equation® &
ARAE WFHHPE B o F43A4 &85 ok 4 (1)& YwrE e convergence
equationg HoF i lon, o] oA Xt B %AW ZF 9FA #d A5 T ¢
Rkl A o EA WEHEA AF Cuwt SHWO| 7313 A o ZA W39 G o3
AR AR E B9, me Y A7 &Y WY F5E e,

C(x,,)zcm*[1-(}%)2}*{“,"{1_(%7)"]} .

Sulem, Panet, Guenot %(1987)2 Frejus ¥ Las Planas E'29 AS A9 334
A3E EQE & FH& BEULH, I o|FdE A HY 234 € NREHRE
123 =3 E convergence equationd Barlow(1986)7} #|¢tél iz, Sellner(2000)= Barlow
of #24& 7122 v WE FF AZFAAE AFH EHE F AL Geofito] g Al
98 /st g4 AFELS FE2 FH/4F it disiM FAEN 2 43 A
Z234E EUZ function parameter X, T, C, m& % Bde HAXNE LY &+ J&= 2
] FHEo] FHE AFAL, FUAME A5 FH HoJA(1993)] A ERA BHYE 2 A
5 30 Eed &% v o

2 =&dAE o]E function parameterEe] vlTd dtellA HAE 2F4E S oy
g RstE RAFE Ao dis A WH9 vector orientation 2ol thFF FAE A E3}
At 53], A B A dEFHA EAS B9 4+ YUSoR A HY 23
Z39] e & X, Col tigh BAE Axdd i, dgde ZAMC)¢ AT X, C
of Pl JFE FAl Bz )

421 Aot T g

Fig. 202 Y%A convergence function parameter ¥3E RAFE afolg, &3
gEb M HES XY A f@e X, C gol dEHoz AT & RolAT, 8 FF
D) E G S oA A & ZA G, T o "l gy F
ol A XX 7F thd FA 2T AdddA e EA JdEdh. ol& QFEH7} EAFEL
2 AfA S o FFAs o ZA JEA B SER g% yF o] H]i 3
=A BAES ondict F, dokd WoMe ¥luF @el |E F3Ho O]Toixl i, A
FAMe dddY FFoE YF FHo vuy A TALE oAngrh. HF IHY C
= A9y FAHoR ZFE g A LAGE BIAHE RAgEY, ol OF ditdAME A
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(a) Homogeneous (b) Heterogeneous
Fig. 20. Function parameter change

Fig. 21. Effects on the thickness of the weak zones

Fig. 212 7ZA4n g S4&A #A8, Aot FA(TWE 22zt 05D(5m), 1.0D(10m),
2.0D(20m), 50DGOmM)E B3A AL ®, function parameter REHE HAFIL o A A
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o dokr) FAA HANE BolE AL YA ey, BHd 2H 9% HF
WMo cgre dokn ZAdA HUAEZ moln Utk olAF BHE Ful FAHLE 2 7
© Fig. 22 7} chainage® X#%9 W3E B9F3 Ut agoA Azt gle B4l
XZHe ok 544 5ol m Afe] FAZ AFDFE Aol Fe AR XL o AA
= ARRL RayZzn k. Agye Fr7 20D AS Xake)l Ao F TIBEE HAA
defje] EA7t AASE 2] 9§ JFAYs AAN HF UF FHol A= BF
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Fig. 22. Function parameter X on the thickness of the weak zones
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Fig. 23. Function parameter C on the thickness of the weak zones
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Fig. 24. Function parameter X on modulus contrasts of the weak zones
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Fig. 25. Function parameter C on modulus contrasts of the weak zones
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Fig. 26. STRENGEN tunnel case history for function parameters
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Fig. 27. INNTAL tunnel case history for function parameters
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