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Theory and Analysis Method of Tunnel Convergence

Ho Yeong Kim and Eui Seob Park

ABSTRACT

Convergence measurements play very important role in the assessment of stability of a tunnel
and of the economics of rock reinforcements. The characteristics of convergences are both due to
the face advance effect and the time-dependent behaviour of rocks. As the convergence law can be

modeled as a specific function of two variables of distance and time, we can determine the type

of function and the related parameters from the field measurements. By using the regression method

based on the Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm, an analysis of convergence of two different tunnels

and one numerical example is described. It is shown that the convergence can be modeled as following

function,

Cx)=a{l—exp(—bx)} or Ct)=all—exp(—bt)}

in case of a tunnel excavated in elastic rocks, and

e et

in case of elasto-plastic or over-stressed rocks.
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Fig. 1. Generalized form of tunnel convergence.

sl 53] A%7) AX oMol YAlsle W
9% Eelol Az Aol BE HAHT WFHI
452 A%Y & YT ek EY FHHMoR
TR Aol sl HALAWEE HEoiol e
4 ARegon, 22 6ds A% H4 el
A AR AEE $Aetol 270l aHE WEHS )
Aol tieh A Ack Y Z2ase BEo
B ysi i,

Eld ""”""“4 bt #H9)e] ]l el
Fig. 13} Zh 2% oA wAlshs WY Ue <
yho] M5 Ao ojEste e &
(1982)e) 2J%t Axi-symmetric FEM iAo}l o}z
&9 Uell gt U9 vlg2 ehAdsi 4ol 4 27%,
AN AAl Von Mises FHZAY uwf 30%, o4A
Bb4A) Drucker 2] Z 7ol 4] 20%, Strain-softening
Rao A 21%E A4FEIick Hanafy(1980)01 2@l
38l AetA Axi-symmetric FEM a9 39,
U] vl&L 30% WHel2 vepdrh €3 Vassilev
(1988)+= Eld #4doll 27t AgE FHsl7] $slo]
3249 94 FEM al4g 4Alslgled, 21 Haes
Fig. 2¢} 7). %, U9 vl&& 28~32%24 Elde
Faoll & s W2 ke Zeg Jeigrh
Age A7k Allle 25 2ol gle A9l

Elda Ask32t 81

HHEE

Fig. 2. Effect of the shape of cross section; m=
U./U, (Vassilev, 1988).

gt ez, o AE e o] 8%
9‘}\\:].. = YulA Q) E].H zhapl«] v g A(-)! okalol] 4]
H7te] glv 79 FFH olHdl A= HHE
Ada FpollA Sz 7e] 22 AHlE *r%'%
wj7}R) wkAlse HE W] 20~35% Fol HH,
I e Ee] gkl & s WAl ek

dubF o g Eld ¥ $l(Convergence) 2314
ogRe o 3] HuHgE e Folrh W
FHLe BH olF AjZke] ol wep AFEH
AFY A= A 239 Al g2, 4
Aol ZAfole FRHAA x 7 "ol A A7t t,
ki ABIL o|ol| AlEo] AREFEE =X Ao
CorbZel wWezl EAsAl =9, AlFo] 2 adx]o]
%% t7h —ﬂ%h—i 54 A H8 Cot STk
slo] Auidez 2% WEEY C.o e Ba
sl foh e 399 Asgew WEus
719 WAL Bk A &4 gon A
WEH ol e Aol e ok,

B4 ol 2RME Ao & A% I
Ae g 2ol Aederz EAE 5 ok

AX
C= C 1- exp( )} @®
oi7]4 Coz #F HEHHel X&= 3wl o3k

Heioll BAF Agolch. of FS WEHEAL €
Zo) 2~3u ool 4 B Aoz vehutth

W AL AR (DAL ke ol
Azl iR BEE w5 3

t
C:Cx{l“exp(F> } @
A EJ”OJ] I:Hﬂ AZAF}, TR dakA =
Yok G4 24 vebydek Frejus €]

O
o] AL okl sl o)A, Kielder A1¥E] o



82

A% 4~5u o)Al Ao g AEsct? A Ha-
nafy(1980)9] shAell sl 2gE neldr Zfolle
W-guislel e ¥4 QAR ke AeR
uvebsith whebA eld 9 bkl w9 A A o
ko) kA e HedHA HYAETS eisle]o}
L=

Kaiser(1980)oll oJ3s Alhe]EH HYAEE B
ol ghibillA EEY W2 o 22 7kA
mode2 ol 3&E 4 gich

1) AHRAQ ztx|(Progressive Failure) — g2l
A EH ZAREA Q] #slel] 7]q1dtct

(2) A7Fe)EA #i¥(Time-dependent Closure)—
otuke} X zhelEA AR wdle) 7]]13h}.

(3) TRAIL gubolld AAdedodo] A kTt W
99 el —-slFolFHo utu} HAA ik

o) FAAA FAle HAE et 4] AeAs
Uehiie A EAlel A 248 e 287}
A oJu|Fch

ol 2l AFwAG o)fslel WTHY AFAHH
o) thet Aol oz} HApEoll s LEF Ut

Calcareous Schisttlol]l FZ Frejus El*d el A&
Azl el HaAd medo] HEs|lon] WFH
9= e e log Tet A AAE Ao

vrebstek?

o

(il

i

C=atb log(l+%) 3)

Lombardi(1979)+ &7} 413t Shale Ffoll &
25 Gothard E2E'dollA 1259 Ftel ASANE
2702] Bingham =®@#} 170¢] ehde 4 #de 2
e A2 mag s st o] & il HA1A
s E JehlE eldolAe] ASAzel A Fekeh

i gt

Otsuka(1981)= Kelvin-Voigt =2-& o] 8slo] ¢+
nke] Meral A4S ARsla WlFHigle]l ol EH]

HYPLAZ o} Aog vkl
C=a{1—exp(—bx)} +c{1—exp(—dt)} 4)

@Ae) Aeke Faw Aol olat JgE vehyo,
nha)e} ge ohibe] A|ZHolEH WHEAS ehiE
ar

Hoz A WEHele i wele) ge g xAsh Tu-

=
o
o,
w
23
o]
]
le]
=
2
it
)
d
o
fox
[¢°]
*®
o
o]
=.
et
o
2
™
s
i

ffaceous

oA} AZATl WAS HES Azt 27) dol
WAl SakeA) el 209 ol FRERE HE
247z A e AoR viehdeh

3, Aol g B9l AL A4

ZAE o] 83to] v}& Ao} AlgkE Yk

1 ©)

C(x):cx{l_<m)

o714 1, £Adde Hhe|tt

G FF A g mF Aol
AAQuldlo] AZrelEHo g whAghH olol 9%
SJER WYL )hAlF ol =HA
Zo| ofye} 2l Zlsdo)] o] o
Bks] =), o] Kaiser(1980)oll <&l AA1H nie}
7o) slFol & 9] odgko] A7k EA Wil JaHE
Sujgtet &k webA fFHeE v 2ol

£49 % Ak
C(x, 0= (%) + ARICA) ®

S Frejus EldAIZel o@ #Te) A7,
A4 Ha) Wl AHellAl o
£ WEe log $RrHe e 22 Htkaol

o 2 Rehe Zew vshdeh?

A ol 0“,{1 Aol—:;: ne Y Ao g 0.30] ;91)‘?}3\}
[e]

e W47k Ak ge,

omr=el- oo

o714, X1 FFuiel Qe AR G



g Fo HEH9

Sulem 52 @)A1& ol&3sto] HFAE 600~1200
me] Frejus Eld3}, A% 100 m¢) Marly Soilel] =
2% Las Planas EldollAe] A2zl 284}0]
2 ATNE A9k

3. LHBHS| ol H7EA

Aol Al Amdl uhe} o] WEHYE B 29
dHkel AFEA il ofe)7ha) Hejo] S w
WkE]e, o] & 2oFstH Table 13} 2t} AA) 245
HEHSIE 29 ol el FALAsuzy 3
2| parameter§ ZAAY 4 ek a2y o) AL
24 A W3 C.F mlstoiof 3o}k = Az

249 WFANE Cooleh Brpm,

Cu=Cx,)—C, )

olmg 3ALAA C.E nAg7} Hlo] mwll dhol] 4]
Foi%1 parameter®} A sh4of] Edtx|ojof dhc}.

welgbroll gt parameterS ZAs}7] 2ak 39
A ZEado)d A% 2L Leverberg-Mar-
quardt'folsy, Zgaao] 7|8 L1g|=L Press
(19879 W wisteh /MubE T g 1aS Table 1
o welghrSoll thall A143 A3} 24 A we) ¢ =
Z3tstol 7F parameter® 22} 5% olulz oA
T Adek ZRae REog HuHe)

#* parameter’} AAEH welo] o x1E AR}
ofok &eh ol thgt 2 HFA L xHaverage
relative erronN® #Aol=l 4= ek

Table 1. Modelling functions of tunnel convergence

Blda} xslgzk 83
1 il lclm_cicl
§=—y —n - 10
N izl Cim ( )
A7IA Ci : FHR WFHY
Cio AR HEu 9
ole},
4. HEAR

4.1 FXISAM Aol it =g
R R3] gy Kol waks wakels] 9
sto] A&Edoll tidt Axisymmetric BHAIsHAS A

Alstlet. Fig. 33 o] E1'd9) A% H=100m, %7
D=116molm, 18] %4 = 7Z73 Ahelz 27

ST

2=100m

Hard Shotcrete

N

+
t=0.1n

Soft Shotcrete

Face
Advance

D=11.6m
b
F b + o 4
Property |Rock Mass| Soft Shotcrete |Hard Shotcrete

L
v (ton/m?) | 27 2.3 23
'E (ton/m®| 560,000 500,000 2,000,000

v 0.23 0.2 0.2

|

|

Fig. 3. Model of axi-symmetric analysis for the si-
mulation of face advance.

No. Modelling Function Parameter Remarks
1 Cx)=af{l—exp(—bx)} or C(t)=all—exp(—bt)} ab Elastic
2 Ct)=a log(1+bt) ab Visco-plastic
. X . .
3 cw=cdl ( o ) } C. X Elasto-plastic
4 Cx,U=all—exp(—bx)} +cfl—exp(—dn} ab,cd Visco-elastic (Kelvin-Voigt)
s X 2 T 03 . .
5 Clx, )= Ly{l - ( Xix ) }[1 -+ m{l — { Tl ] H Co X, T, m Elasto-plastic with

time-dependent closure
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Fig. 4. Displacements of tunnel walls by face adva-
nce in axi-symmetric analysis.

Fig. 5. Modelling function of displacements of tun-
nel walls in axi-symmetric analysis.
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Fig. 6. Longitudinal section of Bulmosan road tunnel.
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Table 2. Rock classifications in the hard rock section of Bulmosan tunnel

System Parameter Description Value
RMR 1. o, 100~200 MPa 12
2. RQD 50~75% 13
3. Joint spacing 03~1m 20
4. Joint condition slightly rough 12
5. Ground water 25~100 I/min 4
6. Joint orientation unfavourable(sharp) -10
Rating 51
Class FAIR
Q 1. RQ.D 50~75% 65
2. Jn 2+ random 6
3. Jr rough, planar 15
4. Ja slightly altered 2
5. Jw medium inflow 0.66
6. SRF single weakness zone, clay 2.5
Rating 2.145
Class POOR
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Fig. 7. Cross-section of Bulmosan road tunnel.
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Fig. 8. Results of convergence measurements in

Bulmosan tunnel (H1).
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Table 3. Regression results of convergence measurements in Bulmosan tunnel

Station No. t, a b C, S(%) Remarks
3+243 2 16.61 0.187 7.15 17.1 Portal section
+250 0 7.39 0.112 1.27 274 %
+ 260 2 11.13 0.110 —-1.34 21 %
+275 4 16.76 0.167 8.18 10.0 2
+305 4 4.94 0.159 2.07 7.2 Hard rock section
+320 4 5.58 0.167 294 8.2 %
+340 2 6.63 0.158 2.70 312 2
+370 3 5.18 0.390 348 25 %
+510 4 4.99 0.520 4.39 4.7 2
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Fig. 9. Modelling function of convergence in the
hard rock section of Bulmosan tunnel.
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Fig. 11. Cross-section of Main-cross tunnel.
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Table 4. Rock classifications of Main-cross tunnel in
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Fig. 12. Results of convergence measurements in
Main-cross tunnel.
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System Parameter Description Value
RMR 1. o. 100MPa 10
2. RQD 20% 3
3. Joint spacing 0.1~0.2m 10
4. Joint condition slickensided 6
5. Ground water none 10
6. Joint orientation unfavourable(sharp) —-10
Rating 26
Class POOR
Q 1. RQD 20% 20
2. Jn 3 sets 9
3. Jr smooth, undulating 1.0
4. Ja slightly altered 2
5 Jw dry 1.0
6. SRF mild squeezing 5
Rating 0.22
Class VERY POOR
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Table 5. Regression results of convergence measu-
rements in 11-21 section

<
Ch)(

A-E 122 35 151 71 320 991 012 54
A-D 145 39 132 52 318 9.0 016 6.7
A-C 135 49 134 45 249 746 018 55
B-E 111 54 050 38 214 536 021 25
CE 94 73 015 39 144 465 020 21

Line C, X T m C, Cu S(%)
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Fig. 13. Measured and calculateld convergence of
Main-cross tunnel.
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B2 jZ28e] #HEM Program-MARQ
PROGRAM MARQ
N
C Regression of Tunnel Convergence Data from the Field Measurements
C
C IFLAG 1 = Exponetial Function
C 2 = First Regression for the Time Parameters in Double
C Fractional Expression
C 3 = Second Regression fot the Face—advancing Parameters
C in Double Fractional Expression
C * All functions contain the pre-convergence term.
C - emmomo—e ems—e——s—m——msmm=ze=

10

11

DIMENSION T(100),X(100),Y(100),A(20),COVAR(20,20),ALPHA(20,20)
ITER=0
OPEN(S,FILE="MARQO.DAT")
OPEN(7,FILE="MARQO.OUT" )
READ(5,*) NDATA,MFIT,NITER,IFLAG,TOLER
WRITE(7,10) NDATA,MFIT,NITER,IFLAG,TOLER
FORMAT(///,15X, "'NDATA=",15,5X, 'MFIT=",15,5X, NITER=",I5,/
15X,  IFLAG=",15,5X, TOLER=",F10.5,/)
READ(5,*) (A(I),I=1,MFIT)
WRITE(7,11) (A(I),I=1,MFIT)
FORMAT(/, 15X, " INITIAL GUESS OF A(I) ;’,5F10.4/)
IF(IFLAG.LE.2) THEN
READ(S,*) (X(I),Y(I),I=1,NDATA)
WRITE(7,20)
WRITE(7,21) (X(I),Y(I),I=1,NDATA)
DO I=1,NDATA
T(1)=0.
A4=0.
A5=0,
ENDDO
ELSE
READ(5,*) A4,A5
WRITE(7,22) A4,A5
READ(5,*) (T(I),X(I),Y(I),I=1,NDATA)
WRITE(7,23)
WRITE(7,24) (T(I),X(1),Y(I),I=1,NDATA)
ENDIF
NCA=MFIT
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ALAMDA=-1,

CALL MRQMIN(T,X,Y, NDATA,A MFIT,KCOVAR,ALPHA,NCA,CHISQ,ALAMDA,
+ IFLAG,A4,A5)

220 IF(CHISQ.LT.TOLER) GO TO 100

ITER=ITER+1

IF(ITER.GE,NITER) THEN

WRITE(7,34) CHISQ

WRITE(7,30) (A(I),I=1,MFIT)

STOP

ENDIF

CALL MRQMIN(T,X,Y,NDATA,A,MFIT,COVAR, ALPHA,NCA,CHISQ, ALAMDA,
+ IFLAG,A4,A5)

GO TO 220

Calculation of average relative error
100 CALL RELER(T,X,Y,NDATA,A ,MFIT,SAR,IFLAG,A4,A5)
WRITE(7,30) (A(I),I=1,MPIT)
WRITE(7,31) ITER,CHISQ,SAR
20 FORMAT(/,20X, X(I)",10X,'Y(1)",/)
21 FORMAT(15X,F10.4,5X,F10.4)
22 FORMAT(/,15X, 'm=",P10.4,5x, 'T=",F10.4,/)
23 FORMAT(/,20X, "T(I)",10X, X(I)',10X, Y(I) ,/)
24 FORMAT(15X,F10,4,5X,F10.4,5X,F10.4)
30 FORMAT(//,15X, A(I)=",5F10.4)
31 FORMAT(/,15X, ITER=",15,5X, CHISQ=",E12.4,//
+ 15X, "Ave. Relative Error =',F10.4,/)
34 FORMAT(//,15X, CONVERGENCE WAS FAILED!!!’,//,15X, CHISG=",E12.4)
300 STOP
END
SUBROUTINE MRQMIN(T,X,Y,NDATA,A,MFIT,COVAR, ALPHA,NCA,CHISQ,
+ ALAMDA, IFLAG, A4,A5)
PARAMETER (MMAX=20)
DIMENSION T(NDATA),X(NDATA),Y(NDATA),A(MFIT),COVAR(NCA,NCA),
+ ALPHA(NCA,NCA) , ATRY(MMAX) , BETA (MMAX) , DA(MMAX)
IF(ALAMDA.LT.O.) THEN
ALAMDA=0, 001
CALL MRQCOF(T,X,Y,NDATA,A,MFIT,ALPHA,BETA NCA,CHISQ, IFLAG, A4,A5)
OCHISQ=CHISQ
DO J=1,MFIT
ATRY(J)=A(J)
ENDDO
ENDIF
DO J=1,MFIT
DO K=1,MFIT
COVAR(J,K)=ALPHA(J,X)
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ENDDO
COVAR(J,J)=ALPHA(J,J)*(1, +ALAMDA)
DA(J)=BETA(J)

ENDDO

Matrix solution.
CALL GAUSSJ(COVAR,MFIT,NCA,DA,1,1)

Did the trial succeed?
DO J=1,MFIT
ATRY(J)=A(J)+DA(J)
ENDDO
CALL MRQCOP(T,X,Y,NDATA,ATRY,MFIT,COVAR,DA,NCA,CHISQ, IFLAG,A4,AS)
IF(CHISQ.LT.OCHISQ) THEN

Success, accept the new solution.
ALAMDA=0, 1*ALAMDA
OCHISQ=CHISQ
DO J=1,MFIT

DO K=1,MFIT
ALPHA(J,K)=COVAR(J,X)
ENDDO
BETA(J)=DA(J)
A(J)=ATRY(J)
ENDDO
ELSE

Failure, increase ALAMDA and return
ALAMDA=10, sALAMDA

CHISQ=0CHISQ
ENDIF
RETURN
END
SUBROUTINE MRQCOF(T,X,Y,NDATA,A,MFIT,ALPHA BETA,NALP,CHISQ,
+ IFLAG,A4,A5)

PARAMETER (MMAX=20)
DIMENSION T(NDATA),X(NDATA),Y(NDATA),ALPHA(NALP,NALP),BETA(MFIT),
+ DYDA(MMAX), A(MFIT)
BIG=1.0E+12
DO J=1,MFIT

DO K=1,J

ALPHA(J,K)=0.

ENDDO

BETA(J)=0.
ENDDO
CHISQ=0.
DO I=1,NDATA

IF(IFLAG.EQ.1) THEN
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CALL FUNCS1(X(I),A,YMOD,DYDA, MFIT)
ELSE IF(IFLAG.EQ.2) THEN
CALL FUNCS2(X(I1),A,YMOD,DYDA,MFIT)
ELSE
CALL FUNCS3(X(I),A,YMOD,DYDA MFIT,T(1),A4,AS)
ENDIF
DY=Y(I)-YMOD
DO J=1,MFIT
WT=DYDA(J)
IF(ABS(WT).GT.BIG) RETURN

WRITE(7,77) WT
77 FORMAT(//,5X, Your initial guess is far from the correct values of

+

parameters!!!’,/,5X, Pleage try again!!’, //,5x, WI=', E12.4)

DO K=1,J
ALPHA(J,K)=ALPHA(J,K)+WT*DYDA(K)
ENDDO
BETA(J)=BETA(J)+DY*WT
ENDDO
CHISQ=CHISQ+DY=*DY

ENDDO

DO

11

J=2,MFIT
DO K=1,J-1

ALPHA(K, J)=ALPHA(J,K)

ENDDO
ENDDO
RETURN
END
SUBROUTINE GAUSSJ(A,N,NP,B,M,MP)
PARAMETER (NMAX=50)
DIMENSION A(NP,NP),B(NP,MP),IPIV(NMAX), INDXR(NMAX), INDXC(NMAX)
DO 11 J=1,N
IPIV(J)=0
CONTINUE
DO 22 I=1,N
BIG=0.
DO 13 J=1,N
IF(IPIV(J).NE.1) THEN
DO 12 K=1,N
IF(IPIV(K).EQ.0) THEN
IP(ABS(A(J,K)).GE.BIG) THEN
BIG=ABS(A(J,K))
IROW=J
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ICOL=K

ENDIF

ELSE IF(IPIV(K).GT.1) THEN

PAUSE

ENDIF

CONTINUE

ENDIF

CONTINUE

IPIV(ICOL)=IPIV(ICOL)+1

IF(IROW.NE. ICOL) THEN

DO 14 L=1,N

DUM=A(IROW,L)

A(IROW,L)=A(ICOL,L)

A(ICOL,L)=DUM

CONTINUE

DO 15 L=1,M

DUM=B(IROW,L)

B(IROW,L)=B(ICOL,L)

B(ICOL,L)=DUM

CONTINUE

ENDIF

INDXR(I)=IROW

INDXC(I)=ICOL

IF(A(ICOL,ICOL).EQ.0.) PAUSE

PIVINV=1, /A(ICOL, ICOL)

A(ICOL,ICOL)=1,

DO 16 L=1,N

A(ICOL,L)=A(ICOL,L)*sPIVINV

CONTINUE

DO 17 L=1,M

B{ICOL,L)=B(ICOL,L)*PIVINV

CONTINUE

DO 21 LL=1,N

SUBROUTINE FUNCS2(T,A,Y,DYDA,NA)

PARAMETER (MMAX=20)

DIMENSION A(NA),DYDA(MMAX)
CC=A(3)/(A(3)+T)
CC1=A(2)*(1.-CC*=0.3)
Y=A(1)=(1.+CC1)-A(4)
DYDA(1)=1.+CC1
DYDA(2)=A(1)sCC1/A(2)
DYDA(3)=-0.3%A(1)*A(2)*(CCx=1 3)*T/(A(3)*%2)
DYDA(4)=-1,

RETURN
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END

SUBROUTINE FUNCS3(X,A,Y,DYDA,NA,T,A4,A5)

PARAMETER (MMAX=20)

DIMENSION A(NA),DYDA(MMAX)
AA1=A(2)/(A(2)+X)
AA2=AA1%X/(A(2)+X)**2
TT=1. +Ads(1,-(A5/(A5+4T))*20.3)
Y=A(1)sTT*(1.-AA1%%2)-A(3)
DYDA(1)=TT=*(1.-AA1%%2)
DYDA(2)=-2.*TT=A(1)*AA2
DYDA(3)=-1.

RETURN

END



