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New approach on prediction of fault zone ahead of tunnel face by
using z— R, control chart for RMR parameters

Sung-Bin Yim, Kwang-Yeom Kim, Chang-Yong Kim, Yong-Seok Seo

Abstract A new approach for prediction of a fault zone ahead of tunnel face by using statistical control charts is
suggested and applied to the construction site. =~ &, control charts of RMR parameters were investigated as approaching
and passing through fault zone. The abnormal signal from the control charts was observed and analyzed based on
statistical criteria. Fault zones in the application area were predicted in advance using this method and it was verified
by comparing with observation data like horizontal boring and face mapping.

Key words: Statistical control chart method, #— £, control chart, fault zone, RMR

2 X B Mol siue S8 Y I 4y G5 A3 7198 AT 4848 st 19 R
42k 712 RMRA S oA, eSS hisiel @l Alatel He o upel wek 248 9 ol 2oy

i < o] =
AR 71zz0] ola] WSRO, oleldt ol T7HE AT TR 1Sk HHE H7h /1S e AT
BT Ak WALHA o o S Sl 3ae] dET) P Uel WAoo BT FHs
NRETE 22} 1~3 23w oldel QAElgom, Al BB 22 m. 50 m, 60 m o] o] Pk

F20: 54 w2l 7Y, o - R, Fels, I3, RMR £57

. B A FZAet Bd o] HURIRIE shte] Ados ddsh ¢
FF(influnce) Tt YATE 7HA-S Fil ol5E A43t 4

Bl BAF Al T, sl S dektivh sk FAl(trend line)& Aofste] F2hH M 2|kl piz}
S Hol7h S85] o|FoA|A] gon, iRl Ky Q] &0 ol gstoirt. UlelME olHgh RS &8
U 2k o]efst Glok) Tzt ubisit) wabd 2 slo] 2AE S(2004)L Al BEof| Qlojr|= A& 9 =2
2} F o] AFE A&k A2 Al o gt 2 2, 2R 58 olgsto] B A Al
oo 23k BAolm, AbiLe] WRE Ea) AR - < U884 function parameterS APAo] &8}t w2b
A EEE EY 0 4 Ae] w3y & shuolt o] dRbHl ks YlSsh] flet dakE 9

32 AS71s) Ea) oot Al A A stRem, 4y 5(2007)2 S5 Sl A
4= B8 22 5 A Alf”-@ d&st7] SRk o Ehh= oidke) A%-& ag2 0% 39T £ e A%
A7} o]2oix|al gIrk. Schubert and Vavrovsky(1994) Ched] WES o] RS 331 W] BA] Hoke

=
2} Schubert and Steindorfer(1996)= 7}7] thE %] #o| AABFTE 32 HEY B4 7 ojjo|= TSP 5
ERHALE B9 Ed Ae) BA4W dE5E g o
MEE, BRANIEH Y AHHDA Post Doc, G At e ub el 1997).
“HEY BEUMISUTY KEHATA SMHRE X719} 7o) B 2 Aurel AL of&sly| 95t vt
HEIY, HRUMI|AURY XA AT O o
“x3lel, BENED XTaANEE 1 He A&y B W Eeeal R i

A A K BH (ysseo@cbu, ac kr)

Tunnelling Technology, Vol, 12, No, 6, November 2010 463



ARRE Y BAol B ARYe] )] wfie] Ea] Abg
EAe theth b Hdole HE AlZERelA o
FEHOR SN ASHAY gt BHE B 2
A QY B3 g Ak Edsich sixgt
BB R A RIS W flelA 4
e, dtde] w2y defdel 23(0.5D ~ 1D
Aok ol W7 ARIE: URtHeR 10 m o)de]
ASTATL B33 A5, AFeat 58 st
ohd Y BAE B AA @l A gEd
|52 Tha ojgle Ao wawn, AlFEYeA &
S 7 e FEA Vsl H7] feike Ex) 2ot
€ H 52 989 A57En Aol sygct
b Aol GFH R $8E= RMR ¥
7t B3E BEste] 2 ) gElE A3
W= AELE WS ARSIL 1 B8 7hs7dE Brist
%tk RMR i uf 22pgnict EE]7] wiite] A
Sof) o3 AR Hrke o A% dlojE R Hrt
T itk of2fRt EAS ol8ste] g s
A Uehts 9423 RMR HH9| offHsts ajst
of g5t EAE Abdel 5317] $i5ted, RMR <
A i Hekg $AHY Aol 7HE 9459 Ho)
B2 7sio) S48 doje 242 feiME &
A FARRNE 93 ARgEHE AYE 7)HE B8t

il

b=

L2

HAE
3

v

_9.

Ak
Tejes Az FAHA EAATE o5 2093 =

TE OG- Qlek W= Page(1954)] 23 At
H FHICUSUM) 2%, Lucas and Saccucci(1990)
7F ARt Aol FHHEWMA) Fe® 5 AN &
3t} dole] e Foll wEbA thekst 257} s
ARBEIRL QU ol HelEis Azl W B Awh
o] Welabde FARcR Heshal, Eeh wiskAe)

Bapgg Fsie] 11 FolE HAdshe o] Anel of
Zoluk

F = o] 4K Aol AA ks &
S Qle} B3] AkEs oA vl -0‘(2007)
of 2lsj e'd ASL0 olsHAMR) = 2A4E
S W9 = W 7Yoo BRI E3 dAduiat
A1-8-44(2009) B W9 24 9 oA HrkE 993t

464 E{dzis, M@ Mdes, 20108 1Y

FHIHCUSUM) Tel=o] B¢ 7S Fusiale
, ﬂi"‘ S008)e: PeIEE AL APl A Tlo]
B B4 AARS Apaet uh 9lek

¥ agolds 250 928 & 116 m Aol
B 50714 22twe] RMR M@«r = AzgtE
(Ry), QPAXHRQD, R), HA4T 74(R), Baidw
AF(Re), X151 AFEN(Rs), L2J3L 712 RMRRMR:)2]
uid Wk opo R Ede] oliee Tael]
o) o — R, =S Al AT F AR D
face mapping 27} EIH 37)40] THEtiel Bw T
ol ofgt oPdTRE ulEEO M, RMR He)E B}

o &gt 93t & 7S B7BISIC.
2, z— R, BElL

21 z—R, BEE 7|2 744

= SAA F4#] 7¥e dFes 3o
PR Aol SlETHE 2ARE fdl, B
B3 A= le ol 918t 1ol 3 A
Bhfl= E354%
£ g *é%ﬁl Blstel ol HIgle] ele] ZAIE
oA 3L BeteiE fAAE 5= e B
Z Hlolr = i 2}

oylelon algt AEE

L
JlN
Beh
H1
rlr
HJo
o

40
S
}o
fu

)
é

T Fig. 1(3)01]/\19} 2o
?Fﬂ i Oi T, o] F HeFAMS 4%
oAt g2 wAske v]5o] EHolFig. 1(b). HEikis

dolelel £, Bel £, 48 £ ol Wt ofel
A PYeR R 4 g, g 240l Tt &
sk Aesjolof e,

2 ool A48 o R, Pl DAY 227} 3
e ¥ (normal distribution) ¢l ZAEAIS tjA}oE B
H(subgroup)®] 7|7} 1Y EH Te=E FHEA

Bt Bx= $X|, R, HoleE FAEA] A (dispersion)
= WEe Heish] sl d—?l\.. FHEA] dFol

o



RMR 52 o~

R, #elr BME BO =30 MY o

CHELE o= 1"

Data
<

Sample No,

(a) Basic composition of control chart

Fiﬂctuatton areas hy abnormal causes

: Stable precess areas
- {by only chance causes)

Fluctuation areas by abnormal causes

(b) Meaning of control limits

Fg. 1. Basic concepts of statistical control chart (W3} -84,

2009)

CHBreyfogle, 2003). &, » A= T2 AT
2Ao2 e ZAZL shte] Hog sste
flieoj, R, Hiles L}j‘c‘i} agre] A2 epashe
PEEolrh »— R, Wejwis &4 A 13 17) 29
Ieis *’“% Gl Oﬂ Q= Ao BerRssh, 24
AFozRE B g 22 A7 A8 AlZF X
o] & AHo] Qrk

2.2 os—R, BEEO| BABAM MY
B 0 AUL ke Ao
£ WYl oujsiny, o
71Z0] Hck. Fig. 104} o] 40| HAMAHlo]
& el 34 =4l JéﬂXMl Ko

A& %E]AJUP@(UCL upper control hmlt) 22140
A 3o ofefl Y= HEFALE HESRMI(LCL, lower
control limit)o|z} St} 7|4 o= BEHR|o|H, 30
BegHA AL Schewhart7} Ajokst Aoz duizxo=m
de] 2ol3 qlth

QA BN BATRGR: e BEoAe)
RMR o4RskE 2Hgslr] Siat whe) 712438 ofs-
ol EAlTh 30 Hik e o] 71Eg 48T
cha AV BETHE oVTROR QNS BT Sk
glon, v sgel WelPAKE A8t U w
& AT QA B op|3t S Gk wek
A 7V B o wael g3l ofF olyTe
QUAel7] ik A4 TelGA AR e Fasich

et 5 242] Afoje] ARl o] F R fl(moving range,
R)E A3 H9E 7Skt ARE dHlolE 9]
7t 27H9e eIk & PRlRe] A BelFAA L
A (H3 AR 5, 2007)
CL =z (h
= ‘*')r‘ 35‘“*_’*2665
UCL T+ 3 d2 | =+ 1.128 = T 5
y : 1—?‘:) _p SR 2.66 R
l/(]/ = 3 (12 | it 1A128 &z " &

7|, CLE FAA, UCLE e] Akl
Tl o 2990 B RE ol
ojt, dyi= F 7He] Hlo[EE thoz olF e
B A9 ¢ g Aol

R, #RIEE r Hel=e} v X3 2709 QAE d
OlE}S olgato] oSNNS el FAMa} walF

AL A (22} 2ol TRY 4 ATl 5, 2007).

CL = R,
UCL = D, R, = 327TR, 2
LCL = BAFA S

of7|A, CL-E FHA, UCLE e A4, LCLE

Tunnelling Technology, Vol. 12, No, 6, November 2010 465



Bejslehd, R, = o5 y9le) BRolw, D& = A9
HlojElE titoR oSl ek 7Aoo k. e
=g Aotk & =HolM B pelw ww =57k
o] W91t 3149 sl WIS w ol
Zdoly| ygo] B sReHAL AzisA| "}711 =, Tt
oF ghe] RS AAstekE 1 gk 0o] Hok

2.3 z—R, WE|E A ah
r— R, W= S %fﬂi/ﬁ% 7 HA dlojeE

R = ) )

7|4, 3 2] W, Ys = iTolN B4
qhsel g ki 2R AW BL o0 20 24X
ek i+ 1A o S| X}Ololt}r AV @, R,

B2 A (1) 2 A Q)el tidsto] BefdtAe Akt
al, sl WERAMI He 7|sto] ol
5 W
3. WY gut Bt
3.1 SH3X|E e

AT T e S HUTel ST 1EEE O
- OO He Alg@elch HdS 4she 7kt
2 Ajuldel SAA Lok EuEjg) syt
(Fig. 2). %2 AR o 8eke) 30| WILEE
e I R R e 741%0 H% 1 N [ e
29} mUME glegtos AREol Uehdrt, A
Hog 70° ool 11zte] fdelrt wes glow, olE

r

O

466 E{dv|E, Ai2H MesE, 20108 119

Fig. 2. Geologic map of the study area
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Table I. Results of RMR assessment on faces

R4 Rock

Face No, Station R, R: Rs RS RMRb | mass

Sum. Pers. Apet. | Rough. | Infill. | Weath. class
1 115.9 9 3 S 15 0 5 1 4 5 10 42 il
2 1143 9 3 5 17 0 3 3 4 5 10 44 i
3 112.2 9 11 8 16 1 3 1 4 5 10 54 il
4 110.1 6 3 5 13 1 5 0 4 3 10 37 Y
5 107.9 4 3 5 2 1 0 1 0 0 4 18 \Y
6 105,95 4 7 5 1 0 0 1 0 0 4 21 v
7 103.7 4 4 7 4 0 0 1 2 1 4 23 /
8 101.4 9 4 6 12 1 i i 4 5 10 41 M
9 99.8 9 11 6 15 1 4 i 4 5 10 51 it
10 97.5 9 8 7 16 1 5 1 4 5 10 50 m
11 94.9 7 5 6 17 1 4 3 4 5 10 45 m
12 92.75 7 4 6 16 1 5 1 4 5 10 43 m
13 90.55 6 3 6 12 0 4 1 4 3 10 37 v
14 88.55 9 6 6 15 1 4 3 4 3 10 46 m
15 86.6 9 10 6 16 1 5 1 4 5 10 51 i
16 84 9 5 7 18 1 5 3 4 S 10 49 I
17 81.85 7 9 7 8 1 5 3 4 5 10 51 Jill
18 8().2 7 10 7 16 1 5 1 4 5 10 50 il
19 78.85 9 7 6 18 1 3 3 4 5 10 50 m
20 77.25 7 8 [ 16 1 5 1 4 5 10 47 m
21 75.2 9 8 6 16 1 5 1 4 5 10 49 il
22 73.25 7 s 6 6 1 1 1 2 1 10 34 v
23 71.25 7 4 6 9 1 1 0 4 3 10 36 v
24 69.8 7 5 6 6 0 1 0 4 1 10 34 v
25 68.25 6 4 7 1 0 0 1 0 0 10 28 v
26 66.7 6 4 [ 2 1 0 O 0 1 10 28 I\Y
27 64.6 6 3 6 7 0 i 1 2 3 10 32 v
28 61.75 6 5 6 15 1 4 1 4 5 10 42 I
29 58.9 6 5 6 8 1 0 0 2 5 10 35 v
30 56.3 6 5 6 6 0 0 1 2 3 10 33 v
31 54.5 6 ] 5 7 1 0 1 2 3 10 36 v
32 52.6 6 4 6 10 0 i 0 4 5 10 36 1Y
33 50.1 7 4 6 11 0 1 1 4 5 10 38 v
34 48.45 7 3 6 12 1 1 { 4 5 10 38 v
35 46.6 7 3 6 5 0 0 0 2 3 4 25 v
36 43.6 4 3 6 2 0 0 1 0 1 4 19 V
37 40.6 4 3 6 2 0 [ 1 0 1 4 19 Vv
33 38.1 4 3 5 3 1 0 1 0 1 4 19 v
39 36.35 6 6 6 4 0 0 1 2 1 10 32 v
40 34,75 6 4 6 7 1 0 3 2 1 10 33 I\%
41 32.5 6 4 6 4 0 0 1 2 1 10 30 v
A 30.5 7 5 6 15 1 4 3 4 3 10 43 m
43 28.8 7 10 7 16 1 5 1 4 5 10 50 m
44 26.45 9 14 7 16 1 5 1 4 5 10 56 JUe
45 2395 9 6 6 15 1 4 1 4 S 10 46 it}
46 222 7 3 5 12 1 1 1 4 5 10 37 v
47 20.85 9 8 6 15 1 5 0 4 5 10 48 m
48 19.2 9 7 6 16 1 5 1 4 5 10 48 i
49 17.3 9 5 6 15 0 5 1 4 S 10 45 m
50 15.15 7 3 6 11 0 4 0 4 3 10 37 I\%

*Pers.: Persistence, Apet.: Aperture, Rough: Roughness, Infill.: In-filling, Weath.: Weathering
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103.0), @ FII(Sta. 68.6~66.9), A7t F
IMI(Sta. 43.0 ~ Sta. 36.7)& TLEEFCE Face mapping 2

i RMR Parameters
Normality test Statics valus RMRb
Ri R2 R3 R4 Rs
) Observed test
Anders(t)n-tDar]mg statistic 2.681 2.448 5.811 2.259 15.048 0.709
es
p-value <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.060
Observed test
-Joi . . . . . 981
Ryartl Jinner statistic 0.995 0.966 0.998 0.957 1.000 0.98
es
p-value >0.100 <0.010 >0.100 <0.010 >0.100 >0.100
, Observed test 0.057 0.148 0.044 0.158 0.095 0.080
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test statistic
p-value >0.150 0.013 >0.150 <0.010 >0.150 >0.150

Table 3. Results of z— R, control charts based on the control limit of 3¢ for prediction of fault zone ahead tunnel face

Fault zone FI: Data No. 5~7 FII: Data No. 25~26 FIII: Data No. 37~38
(Sta. 108.3~103.0 m) (Sta. 68.6~66.9 m) (Sta. 43.0~36.7 m)
Control Ry R> Rs R4 Rs RMR,
chart FI |FIO (FII| FI | FI |(FII| FI | FII |FII| FI |FIO |[FII| FI | FII (FIII| FI | FII |FIII
X 5 36 25 36 5 35 36
MR 4 36 4 4 5 22 5 35 5
470 E{d7|, M12H MeS, 20104 119
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