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Abstract: The determination of the support pressure for face stability of tunnel headings is a critical issue to en-
sure the normal construction of the tunnel and the safety of the surrounding environment. Most existing studies
are based on the assumption of isotropic soil, which have neglected the influence of soil strength anisotropy.
Based on the finite element limit analysis software OptumG3, a numerical model for the lower bound support
pressure for face stability of tunnel headings in anisotropic undrained clay was introduced, and the validity of the
numerical model was verified by comparative analysis of a case study. Then, parameter sensitivity analysis of the
lower bound support pressure for face stability of tunnel headings in anisotropic undrained clay was carried out,
and the corresponding empirical calculation method was proposed. The results show that: the bearing capacity
coefficients NV, and N, are exponential and linear with the ratio of tunnel buried depth C/D, respectively; in

anisotropic clay, the correction coefficient r,, of IV, is in a power function relationship with the soil shear strength
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ratio k, while N, is not affected by the soil shear strength ratio k; the failure model of tunnel heading is similar

to a chimney type in the isotropic and anisotropic clay, but the distribution ranges are different, in which the

distribution range is larger in the isotropic clay.

Key words: stability of tunnel heading; lower limit support pressure; anisotropic clay; finite element limit analy-

sis
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Fig.1 Failure mode of tunnel face instability in clay stratum
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Fig.4 Comparison of calculation results
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Tab.l1 Summary of isotropic formation parameter
analysis conditions

Type  S/kPa cID v/ (kN/m?)
1 30 1~5 0
10
2 50 1-5 16
20
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Tab.2 Summary of anisotropic stratigraphic parameters
analysis working conditions

Type  Su/kPa k ciD v/ (KN/m?)
30
1 0.5~0.8 1~5 0
50
10
2 50 0.6 1~5 16
20
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Fig.8 Distribution of correction factor r,, under different
strength ratio in anisotropic formation parameter analysis

FEH kR ARt an &l 9 from . AN e DL .
ro FEA e AR R8GO K, R R R B RE B LS
EIERE r, 5 RBUH SR L b 00 A DG FR W E
TR TN, 74 r =k THRAEIE R AL .

e B4 Y 2 |, Ukritchon S8 PE T 4k 45 (E AR
T r =k M mH R, SiatE ok
FAEE, A OIS 45 2R A P R, HC D B AT BB 2
Ukritchon 5515 FH Y- 1] A28 462 78 1 47 43 A, 15 4 S
SRR EE R

1

km% ©
T «F

0.9

0.8

~ 0.7

0.6
4

0.5
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

k
B9 BERHMr,BHEEER L THHL

Fig.9 Curve of correction coefficient r,, with shear
strength ratio k
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