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Abstract: A high-precision indirect boundary integral equation method (IBIEM) was adopted to simu-
late the scattering effect of seismic waves on the mountain-fault fracture zone-tunnel model, consider-
ing three influencing factors: incident wave intensity, the distance between the tunnel and fault fracture
zone, and the dynamic characteristics of the fracture zone. The impact of these factors on the seismic
dynamic response of the mountain surface and tunnel was analyzed. The results showed that the pres-
ence of the fault fracture zone complicated the interactions within the mountain-fault fracture zone-tun-
nel system. The displacement amplitude of the mountain surface, as well as the displacement and
stress amplitude of the tunnel, primarily exhibited magnification effects. Damage was particularly se-

vere at the fracture of the mountain surface, with displacement amplitudes sharply increasing to more
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than 10 units. Stress concentration was more notable at the spandrel and arch foot of the lining, while

stress at the top and bottom of the lining was relatively small. When seismic waves were incident at

low frequencies, the stress and displacement curves of the tunnel’s inner and outer walls were relative-

ly smooth. As the incidence frequency increased, the coherence effect of the wave became more pro-

nounced, causing spatial redistribution in the lined tunnel, with peak values concentrated in multiple

sections. The research results can provide a theoretical basis for seismic design of tunnel structures

near fault fracture zones in mountains.
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0 5

i

Bifi 2 & ] o P S b XL ik 352 e Sl 15 A 4 A IR
T IE A58 | AR (A B iR E P AR, — ik
KRR T8 7E R R 3k 42 I, AN AT Rk o b 2 R L A Hb
o JF H L IX A, 75 B2 B3 2R B %% 27 T 3 1301 7
A o FU R R A b B, 23 T T 2 AT . MR T B
3 0 TIT J22 B A A U 1 356 Atk 18 il i R RS
B4R, 1978 4F P T R By e K 2B T 7R RS 7 B
I (1Y) % T R W 7 e A Ae T BT D AR AL, JC R TR BE -
Ao ) 0% 45 TR R IR, 52 e 3 R 35 B 3 W 2 T S Y
300 m ZE 455 1995 4F H A I% i B g a7, 1 2 1
W7 )23 125 B R 3 7 AR SR UD AR W )2 T S B R E
AT G 2RI T ik L A R

B XoF L AR P 6% A 55 A 1) B 7R Bl g e ] R [
W Ah 22 B R R 3 il e vk A R oT ik Fn il oo ik
Bk TFZ Motk ZEE MR R AT H. Xu
A5 R RV 2 5 IR IR R AT T 1L 0 B S b 7R B )
M 7 K 9 5 45 e T 5% 5 R A BR T 7 ik, Mg e 0
R AENORESE T AN [ R B ) B Y L 04 R E 25
() Hb 7% i o R B B SR ML Z. XL Liu &80
H. Alielahi %" | A. Amornwongpaibun 25" 3% i i1
FEOTVE 4y T A - R T R Y X b 5 % %) HC AR
Kol ik g B AR AR A . DL R B SE B R XY
JBT LU A A ) IR A AR A S T 2 R AT Y S e
SR T b 52 U A 1L AR R B R RR B R S R A £
U S5 SR B AR T R0, i b 5 3 g e i B Sy
5%, ™ H 5 R G 25 A8 Y MR A vk BF ST LR
PN BT 23 T A B U R T 45 ) ) b R B g e R A
HAREE I ZE L J0EH A, B A5 W
)2 R AR AT T 2 L oK T ST R T b 5 e 0L Y B
AR AU K TSR IR 3h & 8RR 56 vk, g o
T W B L 0 B T A RORCAY B 5 T R E R
1) 1, 7% By e 7

T ARG AR D R R Al B T A BE TE G
b 752 U BT B R, R SOR A IR 4 3 R Oe ik i
A7 0 1l A 37 3t - 2= 8 Al B G AR O R gl
PR e B o A o 5 A PR T I A R R D5 IR A b
W ICTT R R A i R T BRI R A A TR
L R R A R A i B AT R R R
% A7 SR T Gl — R A S8,
TE PR3 AT 1T TR R AR L0 B GE AR R AR
PR B4 28 6] o3 A BL AR, OF 52 B R T OA B IR
JE W% H 55 07 T B AT T B LA R e A Al B D 9 5
55 2 BOKk B 1 M 7R B0 R VB R BIF ST 4598 v O
T T L0 R Y AT 2 R R B AR R 4R
%

1 tE&ER

WAL TR LR A7 A W2 B, — 2 L R
BT W R B B BRI o, R
b, BE R b ABUSR A 0, Ta) b SE AR 2R A I R SR T .
52 102 B 3 1) P9 S0 A8 3 00 O oy, BB TR B
A B S, SHOE F 2 25 B 5 8 g A e £
N e, AR B AT L A S 45 4G 8 (Y P TR A2 7]
R AR BL LA R T 0T R AT 2 R A 1) ] P Y
LR . SRS UIITE IR 1.

L

UL LA B J22 B ol - T A 28 T TR
Fig.1 Calculation diagram of mountain-fault fracture zone-

tunnel model

871



*1 HSiHA
Table 1 Description of symbols

545 1 55 i
R 142 12 a W 2 K
¢ FHJE Lk b W )22 58 i
0 Wi )2 1 £ L, kasEHh R
a SH % A 5t fi L, s
s 2 [k | 7 2 48 A W )22 B i
DD D Bk 5, B g
VLU, Uy D, D, DIk AIARA L || L, AT RIBEIE S8 EE
st pts Dy DL DB IR R | L, AT BIREGE N EE
0150505 D,,D,, D, i) % i N g
Vi, Ve, Vs Dy, Dy, D38 I 8747 5k

2 HEFESKE
2.1 E3AHE

BT o B S S, B T G % B
A . A W S AR A T X TR
Wy 2= 1 R4t | R T A IR b O Y R 2 S ) U )
A& 5 BT I 7 30 o AR LR T 2 R R R A S
AT b it o A0 ey 4%, 4 3 7 AR (I B 2 B 7R ) o B
(277 S IE RIE

u=u'+u (1)
t(=t"+r (2)
w5 0 R SR RN T 5 b AR s 43l 3R
AW IEE Y, G 5y B L RN

HELIE IR

HE SRR £

L,

(b) B = REEE A D, (c) BEIEHD,
P2 LA - 22 A - T T I e )
Fig.2 Domain division and scattered wave field construction

of mountain-fault fracture zone - tunnel

872

J1 50, 53 59 S HOR 3 009 18 B A )
ARG B (0 5 B O 5 R A B R A

— SRR T A
w()=] $,(6)G,(2.£)ds (3)

o= pOT(z.8)ds. @)

R, m=1,2,3, 1 R B = s

EES,S T AT 2T 5 b, (&) Jhy FEHPLIE R A1, & Ak 1 U8
VR Gy (e, &) R Ty (e, &) 53 90 A AL #% 4% AR o E)
FIURE 3 4% MR PR EL ;S R S I &AL BT ) R4 0T

22 HRFZFHMEISKE

AR SR TR 42 00 SRR 43 T B ik, R L A - 2
TR % 1 0% I8 Bl RS AT AL, SR H 3 M 2 25 (R 3
WIR NSRRI B S U S E ) BT

U T ST 4% 3R ag BT Ak A B I T % i B4
PFo B RARTT LR IR T -

(1) iR D, 5 W7 )2 8 w4 W D, e A L, |

IVARDR S

15, =1, (5)

up, + uh, = up, (6)
(2) IR S D, 5 5% 38 88 D, 78 30 7 L, B g

Rt 4k .

th 1, =1, (7)

up, + uh, = ui), (8)
(3) % 3 N RE D B¢ 1,0 TR 0

IR —ya;;: =0 (9)

HEAR 5 BB 3 50 2 T Rk (5)~ (9)

5 R0 7 1 2 i 30 (3) ~ (4) T LUK 34 46
j‘jﬁu_l:‘i\ﬁ%l_it

[ ormp e gras,— [ gp )T (ag)ds =

—th  i,j=x,y (10)

[ 60 aeras.— [ g ()Gh (2.8)ds.=

(11)

i LR
—up, j=a.y

JS¢;}I<$)T§)1($,$)dS$7J5¢JDS(E)TUD3(1‘,5)CISE:
T iy (12)
J‘S¢P‘($)G$‘(I’$)dSE_JS¢?(5

1
Up,

)G (x,6)dS. =

ij=uxa,y (13)



| grorpaers.=0 ij=zy 1)
B 1A U 2 R A A A A R G % B Tk

TTEHEC, W 2 0 7 B 3 B Lo~ X N7 8 s 5K
AN ~N;, R (10)~(14) af Fom R T #HE X .

Np

z ¢ (5 1‘1133511 E ¢] 2 )Z(IHSaémZ):iu{)J,/jy ng:l’NSviyj:-Tyy (15)
ml=1

Ny,

2 ¢jl) (5 )l‘?‘(Inx,gn 2 ¢ D 1 135 5 )= [T[),,zjv n3 = 1,N3,i,j=x,y (16)
ml=1

Ny, )

D e gl (2 )— z ¢ (£,3) gy (2,5,805)=—up, 5 n5=1,Ns i, j=x,y (17)
ml=1 m3=1

No, N,

2 ¢jl‘)1(€ml)Zf,?‘(I,,s,{:,,,])* z (l’})"(émz)f,?‘(l‘,,sygms):*L‘ri,,ij nb = 1,N5,i,j:.l",y (18)
m m3=1

S g (£ )1

i,j=ux,y (19)
=N, + N,+ N;+ Ns, ND_,:NB’ Nm:

1714»517;3 ): 0,nd=1,N,,

Xd N,
N4+N5o

A
Ent—

1
Lang)=50,4 | T (eg0ds, (20)

o~

glent)=]  Gyang0ds. (@D

A

Mo AW R B Ak oKk R B
ti(x,, &) Ml g, (2, &,); 2 o= ERF, i U ff 2% 7E H
FABIE, Ry T kAT S R R AR R £ I X
HEAT f AT B3 oK fi

1
[z'j(ImSm):Eé\ij (22)
As/2 7
gij(x,,,g’-',,,):J — —H (ks)ds =
—avz A
A RA
. s[1—5—1*(1—;/—1g( =) (23)
4y 4

A, N BN 50, 0 Delta B4 y 9 Euler 3 5t
(—MEHL0.577 2) 5k Jg NS B0 oo Ry HE A 5505 As
KR BRI
FRAE b3 i 4 R 7 5 B, SR A O R B AT AR

A BE AN BT I HE 0L £ 28 00 % B 4 bR o B503Re DA K 0L
W AR, M SAhgE
T BRI AR B S b . AR D7 IR R R LA 48 4 it
JnAE i b A AT DL R X R S R R Y B
LS

3 BERWIE

AR SCHFFE B LR P T T 25 B 3 %) - T SHL I 4

I ) A, H A ik
TR LS IE

(1) T S 7 SO B3R Ak oy Ll A4 8 T W 2 1%
B, B E W2 A RE S O TR, 5 B SCER 45
SELL9JHEAT XS b o A7 S HOBUE O - IR E AR A R,
%38 M S R, BETE N AR 1y, R/ =10, 7/r, = 10/9,
LR % T8 % FE LG 0, /0. = 4/5, BT VIR i LG o/, =
15, M U A ST, T WM yg=1(=
wR/n Vs, w HEIER, VRSP ) . Bl 3(a) 4y ih
T Ll AR SR A A RS AL, T LA AR SO T TR BT
BERGCASERYE R UV T2k 587
B L B RN T R

N IR B AR DRI AR SORE AR R

G

— TR
5k - R
4 N

2

-

E‘
2 L.
'l .

8
6
4
& 2
z
=0
@]
A2
4
6
g 300
270 /10 Hz
(b)RE S HiE

Pl 3 ASCHE R SOk E R L
Fig.3 Comparison between the results of this paper and

those of other literature

873



(2) 8K J5 A SCRE T AR Ak A > 25 0] B 2 B i g
AR, B SCIR s BE S 0, 5 3 SCik 45 ) [ 2]
HEAT XF LG o B 2 RO S s T )2 9 50 m,
KB 1000 m, il f 0=60", B% i N 242 =5 m,
B% i b 42 r,=5.5 m, W12 % 38 57 D) 53 5 A
240.2 400 m/s, % B 43 5 b 1 800.2 500 kg/m’, Hh
R T AL AR =10 Hz, B 3(b)SHHT
W& I PN RE 7 BT T, AT DA AR SO O i
BERG5CME LY BRI, — P e 1707 %k

SR Y IE B AT RORE B

4 HHIoH

ARG SR I 4 300 S AR O R i, 25 08 T B2
RS R B U I 3 | IR V= 15 B 3 (] B SHE AN [R] A
W R T i A B R 7 R (L L B T 6 B Kl A R T A%
MR . SRR W 2,

F2 LE-BEBREG-BREEMITESH

Table 2 Calculation parameters of mountain-fault fracture zone-tunnel model

R/ (kgem ™) BT /(mes ") AR /m KE/m FeE/m WA/C) N/ m SR /m
TR 2000 1200 100 — — — — —
W7 2 1800 400/600/800 — 1000 20 60 — —
% i 2500 2400 — — — — 6.7 7.2

4.1 A 3% T b R e R AR 4R

BIAZ5 T SHEAST , Wi 2 # 08 LA K 8 )22 59
Y1 O LA R T8 A% W A Y 52 T PR R AR AR
LA b 3 45 ORI A5 A oo/, D\ A8 b Sy s 3 57 S R AL o
W7 2 5 % 3 ) B S=45 m, i 5Z I A a = 0",
A SRR 9p=0.25.0.5.1.2.5.10, Wi 2 5§ V]
P V,=400.600.800 m/s J T i 2 10 .

M AFTLLE AR B F W72 00 A7 76X %
N7 % (L 52 I 48 A, = 3 B SR i K BN Bt o AT

6 r— i jz 6 [ —Flijz
-+ V=400 m/s " HeAU s
v V=600 mfs 3 [ 17,2600 ms
V=800 m/s 4| VB0 mis

R B 10 AL RS (R il 2R G o 0 2 A R g
43 9 L 0.25 A1 0.5 B, JE Wt 2 b Y 19 437 8% 1 i U (i
g 3.28 F1 274, BTN Sy 400 m/s Wi JZ HIE 19 fir
% 1 {1 0 1y 4.68 1 3.43, 0 K R 3 43 9 ik 44 %
M 25.2% o 5340, %5 b 2 AN TR A B S,
TR B 5T IR 2 B Y U1 Ve, RN 3 3R S
WRE B TR R I J o n > 0 =025 ], AN [A] 5
YUk AR B, TG U2 1 100 b 3% 0 RS W Ry 3.25, K
JZ 85 U1 3 43 51 24 400,600,800 m/s 1% Bt b 3 {57

6 — %l
----- V=400 m/s
5 P— }’5:600 m/'s
V=800 mis [

('\4
: ;
|
3

i

S N
xla
(a) =025
S —xwig
""" V=400 m/s
6 L V=600 ms

-~ V,~800 m/s §

x/la
(d) =2

P4 SHEAST 442 1 37 5% I8 E

Fig.4 Surface displacement amplitude of the mountain under SH wave incidence

874



W (B 43 ) A 4.68 . 3.71.3.48 . B U Il 3 i K, 4%
T O DT J2 %) A7 e W T 2 432 ¥ W 3 I G )2 1
i 2R B, 1l A 3 T A RS I (E (2/a=—1~1) B
LN RN B S A A R (R = N L I
A 2 T T )2 i AL, 07 AL IR (A BE 3 L R S
H,p=2.5. 10 iF , X 7 v B W {E 1T 3K 7.98 . 11.86
12.86, 7E IR R H W 20k b R H#EEH 2 W
FAHY .

o0 — FlifZ
25 L e V=400 m/s
--- V=600 m/s
201 —= V=800 m/s
150 50y 30
10+
S5
fg oF 180° o
K 5
10F \
1sp 210K N\ 330
204
e 270°
(a) n=1, ¥F-B¢
i 0 — W2
» — V=400 m/s
Bl N -~ V=600 m/s
-~ V=800 m/s
gk 150 30°
R4
% oF 1807 0
B4t
B 210N N/ [P L 330°
12F
L 240° 300°
16 270°
(c) 5=2, 5B
16+ 90" —EWZ
. e V=400 m/s
12+ --- V=600 m/s
-~ V=800 m/s
sk 150 0
R 4
L:‘ 0F 1807 o
K4t
8r 2100 ' 330°
12+
16-
70°
(e) n=5, #hE¢
0 o0 — i
60° e V=400 m/s
8t == V=600 m/s
ol -~ V=800 m/s
1507 : 0
4+ : g
£ 2
=4
% oF 1807 o
K 2r
4_ - i -
gl 210° 330°
3_
10t

270°
(2) 7=10, 5}E¢

S ATV 2= B D1 3 1 B At ) I 3 P 1 BE 14 iz

Fig.5 Stress on the inner and outer walls of lined tunnels under different shear wave velocities of the faults

4.2 FF 5 BE & b 52 A B A0 2

4.2.1 W R BCE A R R b0k ik At 1 iE

HLAE 09 7% vl

(1) B% 38 137 7 i Jiy

&5 25t SHIEA ST, A [R] )2 59 970 558 17 10
Aol RO % TEC PN A1 BE ) LT TS N . BT AR i
PAF IR p=1.2.5 10, B EH A « =0,

o E v B

1 RE A7

270°

i 9 . — R

i M N 1| L, V=400 m/s

=== V=600 m/s

- = V=800 m/s
30

o 150z

1) A

8
4
0F 180
4
8F 2107 e 73308

164 240°
270°
(d) =2, Py Bt

F 1504

[ R F

8
4
OF 180°
4
8

[ 2107

%'  —EWE

s V=400 mfs
=== V=600 m/s
~-= V=800 m/s
150, 3

1807

210°

R F
= - - -
T

270°
(h) =10, P &E

875



W 2 35 57 11 9 V.= 400, 600,800 m/s & I Wi )2
155 0L

NSNS I 2 7 NI = o2 s R 2 N R NN T = 17
TR R0 Ao 1) 56 0 3 THT 1) 22 KRS 8 i, 5 o7 R A
S B2 2% W I A7 AE X R G P9 Ah 2R TR B O B
BN o b 752 AR A A S S B 38 P9 A0 BE N T
LB AN )RR W . WK 5(a.c) BT
7, A RS TG B 23 b R R TE A BE R ) A 53 0 R
6.97 F19.97, Wi JZ2 HJE (V,=400 m/s) b% i& 4 BE [
J1WEAE 43 ) R 18.31 1 14.62, B4 E Ky 162.7 % Al
46.6% o Bl A A BT A 38 R, U A RE T 2808 B
Wi, N 7 = 3 R W 5(g) i e A g
W7 2 T 2 B IE (V=400 m/s) % 18 F1E 137 g 141
4350k 7.63F19.06, B g K 18.7% o

D3RRI LU BR8P RE B ) K T A RE T
LA WA [ 57 5 A 1 g R A 2 S B, A e ) A 4t

JE BT Ak 1y B g B e O T A A T AR

nBﬁijJiﬁc/J AE TR Fp 0 g T8 4R L R A i i
Ui o
(2) % 18 37 5% 0 ]

P16 45 tH SH AT A TR SR 0k 471 23 i )
BT 0 e W) R TR 2 I TR 5 Ik ] B
45 me EBERTS BN A SR 5 W2 5T )
Wk, M E W T A e =0, TR AIR p=1.2,
5.10, )2 B85 D1 33 3 V,=400.600.800 m/s.

M6 0] LU Y, AR A6 A S ), Aol ) % 3 1Y)
1A% TR XAl AR v e 4 IR slCHE AL | BB A S AR
(0 380, Aol 1) Ik 160 % 4% [ 0 07 K AR 4 A R
W 2 B SR v L4 o K5 BT )2 o AR S ig B AT
JBCRAE T Wit 25 W7 J2 59 90 5 3 Vs, (R B85 0, AR A3 ) o
TV % 3 1) 47 8% W (i S 080/ B 52, A 18] 6 (a~c) T
N p=1, Vi, 43 1L 400,600,800 m/s i XiF )i f) 4

1L0p 10- Lo 055
030 0.20
051 0.5F 0.5F 0.20
< 0o 025‘5 ool 0.15 < ooll
: S0 S0 0.15
= 020 ™ 010 & J
05} - o,s oos 05t \ / 0.10
-1.0 40 -1.0
45 50 55 60 65 70 %5 50 55 60 65 70 %5 50 55 60 65 70
x r .x ¥ x r
(a) V=400 m/s, n=1, a=0" (b) V=600 m/s, n=1, a=0" (c) V=800 m/s, =1, a=0"
1.0r 1.0r
) i 0.60
0.40 05+ 0.5F 0.50
}.‘_ = 0.30 k_ 040
?. 0.35 : 0.0 330 \5. 0.0 0.30
030 0.5F / - 0.5f 020
_ - 0.10
! 0.25 -1.0 -1.0
o5 5.0 55}50 65 70 45 50 55 60 65 70 45 5.0 55 60 65 70
(d) V=400 m-"s =2, a=0" (e) ¥y 600 rn.-"s =2, a=0" (f) Vyy 300 rn.-"s =2, a=0"
100 1.0r 100 JE—
0.5 e 0.5) D 0.5 -
: 0.5 : ’ 0.5
£ 00 04 < 00 04 L 4o 04
= : B B 0.3
03
0.5 0.5¢ 0.2 0.5 02
1 02 0.1
-1.0 "I.O -1.0
45 50 55 60 65 7.0 435 50 55 60 65 7.0 0 S50 55 60 65 70
X/F, X/ F
(2) V. =400 m/s, =5, a=0’ (h) V=600 ms, 5=, a=0" (i) V=800 m/s, =5, a=0"
1.0p - 1.0r . 100 i
: . ‘\\\ el yd 5
051 / \ 0.6 0.5F 0.6 0.5F
\ 4
< oof 04 < 00 ok BT
= 00F Gl 04 = * 3
0sf 02 0.5} i 0.3 05} 2
. \ 0.2 \\ 1
-1.0 -1.0 S -1.0

45 50 55 so 65 7.0
u)};f4nornm,q—1o a=0’

45 50 55 60 65 7.0
(mr4mmsfmao

45 5.0 55 so 65 7.0
(1) ¥y MOmquQwﬂ

P 6 A [l 1 J2= 0 D13 195 0 A8 ) i 1 9 1 BE B4 (02 5% = [A]

Fig.6 Displacement of lined tunnels under different shear wave velocities of faults

876



1 % 3 57 B g K 0.35 380 /N 5] 0.26 , LI S 25.7 %% 5
SH I e 530 G e, 558 20 T J2 0 oo AR D A — 7 1Y U
W B, P 6 (G~1) T /i, Bl 25 U7 J22 59 1) 6 33 1) 384
I, Aok 8 % T8 32 F% LN 0.67 5 /i 31 0.93

422 R 5 W& AR AT ) BB AT RE G R R B AL
LR A
(1) B& 38 137 g i i
K7 25 th SHIEASE T L )2 55 0% 18 A (] [1] 2 17

e ja R A
=

270°
(a) =1, #}BE
90’ —EHE

[ i A
=

s
20% 270°
(c) =2, 4HiE B
- SO (s
- 5=45m

150/ 30°

TR IR
=
z

2107 330°

15+ 270°
(¢) n=5, ShEE

1507
F 1807

2107

NG Il
[--I - B A S = S R

—
=
r

270°
(g) =10, Hh52

7 S TR) I = AR 04 6% 1 1A A1 BE Y B 7

Fig.7 Stress on the inner and outer walls of lined tunnels under different fault distances

{0 Ao H) % T8 PN AMEE (BT N T IRAE . R T 4R o
PN H p=1.2.5.10, B I FEHA G a=0",
Wi 2% 5 % 38 8] #E S=30.45 .60 m K& JCWrJZ 1% 0L -
i 7 Al W2 B G A 1] BE S X A ) B
I8 Bh Iy me B AR AR R B, R IO B A B

S 3G, Ak w0 B T8 N A7 0 E 2 T o AR A
(p=1), W E 7(b) P, WrJZ 5 BE 34 8] #E S 43 51 B

30.45.60 m S T W 2 I, b N7 %) ot 1) % 1 PN BE

i

270°
(b) =1, FIBE

R 18 B A7

20 270°
(d) =2, PIEE
= — Wi
2 o e §=30m
--- §=45m
—~ §=60 m

1507

- 1807

HFRIE
[—]

210° 330

vl 240° —300°

R
0 OO B oo

=)
—

270°
(h) #=10, P&k

877



WA 3 ) 49 16.9.16.2 ,14.3 . 7.67, 3% & T bt & M
J2 5 % T V) 38, R PR S o e A
(p="5) , K& iH 5 I J24 0 R 7 [0 B 6F ok 185 17 7 194 5% Wi
INTFBARAT R B, A 70 B )2 5 % 3 1] B S
53 530,45 .60 m Nz To I J22 ), 5% 7 f4) ) 1) 5% T8
1Y AR 43 ) R 10.45.10.30.,7.52.6.70,
(2) % T8 37 %% i 1
B8 2 th SHIE ST T, AN [R]A S I 5 2% i 7 J2
L5 % AN [ 18] S5 195 00 0 el 0 B N B o Pl R
PT80S Wi 4 % | I T 5 DR 23 A R Al T B
MR E A =0, TR F p=1.2.5.10,

8 58 T, A ) B TE AL A 3 Wk o i 8 (d~1) B
7, bl W= SRR GE TR B A 5O, RIS 3 5 B 30,

45,60 m By X R 14 e A8 % 38 057 % 08 1 43 5 S 0.48
0.41.0.38, 3 J2& h T B A5 4 i) % 36 55 W7 J2 5] BE A 1
T, AH VR PR BE S o, Y R AR AR Y 5%
M 78 /N o b 7 9 A S AR 25 KT At A R 3 A W R 5
i) 5 3 B A SR 4, At ) B 7 RS )
WEE bl 2 8. W 8(c, I,1,1) fras , Wi 2 5 BE il
[E] FE S=60 m I, B 35 A G850 348 K, Bl p=1.2.5,
10 B X 07 6 ot 19 B 3 {7 A% s (B 43 591 4 0.22,0.35
0.43. 1.2, LA, b% 18 137 £% 06 {8 32 22 ) 90 AE HE R

It 2 5 % 38 6] 5 S=30 .45 .60 m. o7, Bl A 5480 %) 18 0 & A T A, B E
M 8 FI LLFE i, bifi % Wi )2 5 %) 1) b 3 [R] B S ZREPIRG
=1, a=0 r;r—l a=0" :y=l a=0)

1.0 1.0
0.30
0.5 0.5
» 025
=~ 00 = 0.0
i 020 ™
i 0.15 o

0.20

0.5
0.15 -

S 00

0.10
0.5

0.05
-1.0 -0

0.15
0.10
0.05

.0
4.5 Sl] 55 60 65

1.
7.0 75 80 85 9{] 95

1.
10.0 105 il[l 115 120 125

(a) n= 1 .S‘—30m (b)rlr—l S—45m (c)n= 1 S—60m
10 e o 1.0 e o 1.0 TR
J : x
/ N\ 03
0.5 0.40 0.5 0.5
] [y 0= W
0.35 0.2
T 00 T 00 T 00
0.2 /
0.5 -/ 0.30 0.5 / 0.5 ‘/«‘ 0.1
1.0 s f L , M0.25 1.0 0.1 1.0 i 'S f s )
45 50 55 60 65 7.0 70 75 80 85 90 95 10,0 105 11.0 11.5 12.0 125
x/r x/r
(d) #=2,5=30m (e) y=2,5=45m (f) y=2, 5=60 m
1.0 et 1.0 v bng 1.0 _5 a=0
0.6 5 0.5 04
0.5 o 0.5 0.4 0.5 5%
w0 a 0.3 a
T 00 04 < 00 T 00 -
03 0.2
0.5 4 0.5 / 0.5
0.2 / 0.1 0.1
-1.0 ! ! L i -1.0 -1.0
45 50 55 60 65 70 70 75 80 85 90 95 10.0 105 1]0 IIS 12() 125
x/rn X
(g) #=5, S=30 m (h) #=5, S=45 m (i) q—s S—60m
;;=|0 a=0" #=10, o=0" 7=10, a=0"
0.5 0.8 0.5 / \ 0.6 0.5 06

yin
=
=

: 06 < ooff
0.4

05 SR

10 : 10

?‘*‘“J 1 I -1.0

0.4 32 0.0 0.4
-,
} 0.2 0.5 \ / 0.2

100 105 110 115 120 125
(_])rp—ll] 30m

45 50 55 60 65 70
X/r
(k) #=10, 5=45 m

70 15 sn ss 90 95
(I)q—IOS—&Jm

P8 AN [rl Ui Jz= B A 50 o 100 % 3 14 07 7% i i

Fig.8 Displacement amplitude of lined tunnels under different fault distances
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