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a3e2 guke oA & 1siok FTHAmadei, 1996, Van Heerden, 1983).

3 5WA UWH(Transversely isotropic)ol & YA Heo A @4 Hdo] IAF}AT
OE HHE AAHAS de GAFH Ado) Fold ¢hibg T
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(B2/EN & oA g 1ed Fe nestA @1 HHAE W T ST "HE
fAEAT =2 odAd ASE2ZENG clAA N BE 134 5 =3 § 22 5 X @&
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ol WL xFHO A WMo g 4508 o]F 1 9o, oA AT+ 125 1.5,
200t} A olAAYE FF AAY 29, 36, s¥iE stgen B AFdME AT
o G2 & 93lo EE $£AYES AFIET 27| SH2HLEE AAUYRlol FEHYW 1

Mo AHEH AFFFY ZL 18m, ®o|E 0molH, F EFaE 180molth. F$ AA
v 27 359 BudM FF5 =olo sHl oA HA oy, dF AAE T AEY FAF
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T4&3t9 . 1]‘%’}‘—% RMR 609} #nigtog FA=H 9lod, YPEAL Table 17 20

Table 1, Input data

Transversely isotropic Isotropic
ratio of ratio of » ratio of ’ratio of
anisotropy 1.25 anisotropy 15 “anisotropy 2.0 anisotropy 1.0

unit weight(kg/m ®) 2600 2600 2600 2600
v(zy) 0.25 0.25 0.25

- 0.25
v(yz) 027 027 027
E(z)(GPa) 20 20 20

20
E(y)(GPa) 25 30 40

G (zy)(GPa) 8.96 9.87 11.30 7.94

A AHE AYHSAEGY BAATY AAAAL B EFH Zrh(Bieniawski, 1978).
RMR > 50 E=2RMR—100 (GPa) ; (1

A% G, & Saint-Venant/} ANE g AP4¢ 5 E, E, v, v, o F22 28T
F 9lon E AFNHE 4 ()8 o] &3lH Gzyg: T (Saint-Vehant, 1863) :

111 vy,
= —=+—=+2 : (2
G, E, E, "E,

o] A2 APHOEAN B AT Zo] oA A= wA 4L WAL ALY ¢4 AFEA
o # Aol vuy F YAste A2 A Arh(Worotnicki, 1993).

22449 Yo B9 AN E 2o AT H4& FYsiHe, oYdE 17 +
#2214 & Elastic transversely isotropic 33 27128 Al&3y o, oA S wstA &
ol Elastic isotropic #7204 < AHE3T.

E, Ex 2% 33944 BEst ofzlo #2490 ¥ d4AFln, G, & 58 FLH ol
TAHY BN AGAFIY v, v, Z4F4 ITHA HHd HY} ;o2 FEI}E
Ho g AT BHA A AWF WYES T3 FaAE= TopFuioln

i

3. siM&at
A5 gt oA AS(EVZENIF 1.0, 1.25, 2.08 W FF7He o4 A8} 2D, 3D, SDY
e FFY AGE nigE Z¥ R4 oS T Ao U nHIHA gL HL 9

LAE LotE YT
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Fig 120194 At o]AA Tg 59 AT, vtetidx e YE4E Yehivl, Fig 2

HeA g A9 AVY, By vEs) 948 depdd
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Y disp Y Disp
0.000 f 0.006
0.005
-0.001
. 0.004 —e— 2D
E
E -0.002 —e—2D 2 0.003 - 3D
&
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2 -0.003 &— 5D
= 2 0.001
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Degree of anisotropy
Degree of anisotropy
a) crown b) bottom

Fig 1. Y disp around underground opening(+:dilation, —:compress)

Error of Y disp

Error of Y disp

Error(%)
" i

=]
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1.25 15 2

Degree of anisotropy

Degree of anisotropy

a) crown b) bottom

Fig 2. Y disp error around underground opening

2e, 35U AR A AER, Ay

Fig 1~29] 1#Z& 4y +E B
oldrA o] FE(E2/EN7F F7Hel wel ojAdE 1@ 4

wol BAHYL. £

e A9 ydd 3= F }6}04 TE570Y IAAR I} #4dtd LaE S8
Fig 3& oW AEEZENS olAdAY wE 5 292 A9 x4 E Uehlin, Fig 4
EogAE 2T ALl U 1A Ee B9 HF @Y 2AE e
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X disp Error of X disp
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Fig 3. X disp around underground Fig 4. Error of X disp around
' opening sidewall underground opening sidewall
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54 P A oL T & Yool ot

tee WUFHZNE BANAT. §F 2Rl ¥ FAAWAF FYL FE 44
AGPtE FEFUALA o124 PAATE, o2 Aste] AEW Yol FFL w1 A
AR QTR 4L E 4 Uk F2F 220l AVVAZEL 14 29 U@ 24

243} 13 23 Aol g drisel FVYF Y& dZH1T B

L o ofN

Fig 5914 3539 o|AAe s 2DA 5DE W3] we} AT R L Fadte AE £
T A3 olAALT} DBEAAE F 10%°149 FEE JerdH, o|AA DAL= ¢
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Underground opening crown settlement
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Fig 5, Crown settiements of twin tunnel
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A F5HAE Gl EAEte F5TY olAAY BE FFH oA AR o
FE EH38d
A & EA e TFA ol FAE(BLZEN FUEFE oIS 1T AL
of qig TestA ¥ AfY MY AL Y. 2% 3570 olAAN} ZAagsE
LA F7HET. YR oo AF IJFHA I EATE AT FY AT oW
A< aysfor gt
FoAA FH=zA oA FF SE WY BM AF FFTY olA4A7 3DAA 2DR
Zadd wet F5 S99 HAJ BAHG.
Foj2 &9 A HGHAZ FEL VAALI) M EFE, oW ARV FNEFE
F7HEE Bon, oAAY DAEANE 5 HBHSI A HASA &y

s HIOFH =
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