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Safety evaluation of railway tunnel surrounding rock
based on ANP-KL-TOPSIS Method

QI Yingdi, JIN Chunling, GONG Li
(School of Civil Engineering, Lanzhou Jiaotong University, Lanzhou, Gansu 730070, China)

Abstract;In order to evaluate the safety state of tunnel surrounding rock objectively, the evaluation index
system of tunnel surrounding rock safety is established by combining with the influence factors such as the
structure of surrounding rock mass and geological characteristics. The correlation graph of index factors is
established by using ANP method and Super Decision software, and the weight of each index is calculated.
Based on the traditional TOPSIS method, the relative entropy principle is added to calculate the closeness
degree by using the Kull-back-Leibler distance, and the safety evaluation model of tunnel surrounding rock is
constructed. The model is used to evaluate the safety of surrounding rock in seven sections of Lanxinxiang
tunnel entrance section of Zhangjihuai Railway, and the safety of surrounding rock of each tunnel section is
obtained. The evaluation results are practical and have certain guiding significance for tunnel construction.
The evaluation model is simple and operable and can be used in the study of tunnel surrounding rock safety
evaluation.

Keywords ;railway tunnel; surrounding rock; safety evaluation; ANP; KL-TOPSIS method

N TR K R TR S R T A T & R R
= T 2 B 30 45 0 T ot R o, L s A R R
W T E R A R R, TSR TR A Ph— BRI A T SR . S 2 A e R

YRS EHA: 2018-11-04; &7 HHR: 2018-12-11

BELTE: BERARBIEEETH (51669010) ; H il 4 A A K 4 (17JR5RA105) 5 HR A “+ =17 H B &) SR (GS[2017]
GHB0382)

F—1EE AR (1993-) , Lo, Bl G BN L8 A4, NE R TR A 3 S HME ST T/E . E-mail:1508588707@ qq. com

WIEER: MFER(1976-) , &, BIpITFFG RN, B NF AR T RES S EHUIR TAE. E-mail:522719061@ qq. com



94 1

r ] i 5 K

F 5 PG AR - 55 -

FEFR AL , % 15 bR R 2 AR B G TE AR EL R 2. R,
Z2 55 HBARU £ 45 5 0[R2 0 X BB o 22 A PR AT AT 95
S|, B A R ) I T TR 4 e A e e KU

TE BRI Bl 2 4 o s PR 52 O T, ok A gt
P Il M 0 T S 1 A A X A 45 g L R B
SEPESERT T AP HTBF S, 1% 07 B I 2 R 38 T3 4
BB B0 2 PR IE M . B G OR 45 I8 R R 4 BT 1k 45
£ ] 2 PR ST W 0V A B, o H R BE T A A
B AT T M, 1% 07 B B % JE 4% 48 b DR 22 (0] 77 7E
MBI R A — B, A 5IAH
R 5 J35 7 Dok 7 R A0 3R ] 57 % S B 9 X R /N )
AR VEIEAT R, A T A S — BRI
BRG] B 2 A A 28 B o R E M AT AT AL E
o 4 R 1 S T S B R . E T S D SR B
15 BRI 5 06 5 K I 3R 52 4 S 9 kR R L R
PEAT THFSE, B4R AL T ISk HE . T [ A 3 o %
A VERT S5 T, DA VA 7 1 BT % 1 S PR 2
Fr 1T, AN 8 58 B R I %38 B 0 % AR S, BT R
K TR BB — . EH 15 45 1A R T T4 8 AR R 52
AR — TR

AR SCAE WE A BIF 9 04 6 Aty o 4 T 0 4 o AT X g
A2 R IEN R bR R 2, 0 ANP SR ikt 52 i
Wk T8 LA 22 A M 45 4R AR AUER, i UL T A 45 4R B A
R[] — J22 Yk P R [ 5% i R 38 22 8] A7 7 19 4 B 52 ) A
HARAE R . IEH A X R 5 TOPSIS 377 4
44~ FH Kull-back-Leibler B 55" " 318 fF ¥y b i
S hn B S BARE B WO B . A AU R T B4l TOPSIS
X T IEEA R SR RiELkhmE LSk
W KI5 B B, 8 DF 25 SR T fin 4 BT &

1 ZIRBEBREZREITENERER

B PO SHR R , R R TE T A R e v e,
VR, AR TR R RV A o i R B R A
PERI N R AL, EEA MBI R ok 1 B 25HPIR S &
NN AR o MR8 Ck i B B RV ) | (kB g
A T M 5T T B AR LR ) TR R 2 b o), iR
I3l H R e R T L AV Y TR S TR S A R R AE |
E=R 7B ke e N SRR VT TE S ES NSRS PSS (o
LN 1 PR /9 BE T8 [ a0 6 AR b A R ROH)
PRt

*1 BREEREREMITFNERERRAIERE
Table 1 Evaluation index system and criteria for tunnel surrounding rock safety
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Table 2 Characteristics of each tunnel section at the entrance of Lanxinxiang Tunnel

5 W I8 B

DK206 +951 ~ DK207 +028
DK207 +028 ~ DK207 + 105
DK207 +105 ~ DK207 + 220
DK207 +220 ~ DK207 +305
DK207 +305 ~ DK207 +420
DK207 +420 ~ DK207 +490
DK207 +490 ~ DK207 +560

ZBCK 76,9 m A 5 BE B IR E TR, A 87 2 i e ik AP A T A
B TT m, A R AR B TR A R, S A R BRI K E
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Table 3 Safety indexes of the surrounding rock in the entrance of Lanxinxiang Tunnel
sebi DK206 +951 ~  DK207 +028 ~  DK207 +105 ~  DK207 +220 ~  DK207 +305 ~  DK207 +420 ~  DK207 +490 ~
DK207 +028 DK207 +105 DK207 +220 DK207 +305 DK207 +420 DK207 +490 DK207 +560
Al 184. 46 180. 14 250. 80 354.81 252.06 340. 25 225.09
A2 0.16 0.13 0.38 0. 65 0.35 0.61 0.32
A3 14. 82 15. 88 18.6 30.77 21.52 29.25 15.03
A4 4.37 3.03 3.76 5.13 2.98 5.27 3.21
AS 0.13 0.18 0.32 0.11 0.17 0.21 0.28
B1 138 147 189 253 225 279 175
B2 1.38 1.97 2.00 2.55 1. 84 1.99 1.58
B3 0.49 0. 44 0.32 0.36 0.25 0.39 0.37
C1 132 142 97 77 103 103 95
Cc2 59 49 42 71 58 74 43
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Correlation graph of indicator factors
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Table 4 Weighted hypermatrix

A, A, A, A, As B, B, B, of C, C, C, D, D, D,
Ay 0.0000 0.1974 0.2071 0.1648 0.2809 0.1720 0.1668 0.176 6 0.094 3 0.0752 0.0000 0.074 4 0.133 8 0.000 0 0.000 0
A, 0.1524 0.0000 0.1381 0.1993 0.2390 0.1441 0.1883 0.0854 0.0804 0.0649 0.0000 0.0514 0.1562 0.0000 0.0000
Ay 0.1275 0.1774 0.0000 0.1403 0.3397 0.1096 0.1114 0.1114 0.0712 0.046 0 0.0000 0.0664 0.113 3 0.000 0 0.000 0
Ay, 0.0794 0.1292 0.1036 0.0000 0.1404 0.1713 0.1292 0.1273 0.0712 0.0582 0.0000 0.064 3 0.0669 0.0000 0.000 0
As  0.0507 0.0828 0.1381 0.0824 0.0000 0.0698 0.0710 0.166 0 0.047 1 0.061 0 0.0000 0.048 7 0.069 4 0.000 0 0.000 0
B, 0.0324 0.0479 0.0479 0.1207 0.0000 0.0000 0.2222 0.2222 0.0000 0.0000 0.118 1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
B, 0.0450 0.1207 0.1207 0.076 0 0.0000 0.0833 0.0000 0.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.0568 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
By 0.0935 0.076 0 0.076 0 0.047 9 0.0000 0.2500 0.1111 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0409 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
G, 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1178 0.0000 0.0000 0.0875 0.0000
C,  0.0590 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.2969 0.5332 0.048 5 0.1853 0.000 0
C; 0.1486 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6360 0.5332 0.0000 0.0000 0.1603 0.1529 0.000 0
Cy 0.0936 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1870 0.0000 0.0882 0.2193 0.000 0
D, 0.0366 0.0832 0.0559 0.0922 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0746 0.0357 0.1077 0.0000 0.3550 0.3333
D, 0.0581 0.0524 0.0639 0.044 3 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0373 0.0900 0.0539 0.1634 0.0000 0.666 7
D; 0.0231 0.0330 0.0488 0.0320 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.049 7 0.0567 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
x5 WMRBEE
Table 5 Limit hypermatrix
A, A, Ay A, As B, B, B, C, C, (0N C, D, D, Dy
Ay 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.1194 0.119 4
A, 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.1043 0.104 3
Ay 0.0996 0.0996 0.0996 0.0996 0.0996 0.0996 0.0996 0.0996 0.0996 0.0996 0.0996 0.0996 0.099 6 0.099 6 0.099 6
Ay 0.0783 0.0783 0.0783 0.0783 0.0783 0.0783 0.0783 0.078 3 0.078 3 0.078 3 0.0783 0.078 3 0.078 3 0.078 3 0.078 3
As 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636 0.0636
B, 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567 0.0567
B, 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516 0.0516
By 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539 0.0539
G, 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155 0.0155
C, 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.0723 0.072 3
C; 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865 0.0865
C, 0.0468 0.0468 0.0468 0.0468 0.0468 0.0468 0.0468 0.0468 0.0468 0.0468 0.0468 0.046 8 0.046 8 0.046 8 0.046 8
D, 0.0684 0.0684 0.0684 0.0684 0.0684 0.0684 0.0684 0.0684 0.068 4 0.0684 0.0684 0.0684 0.0684 0.068 4 0.068 4
D, 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.0611 0.061 1
Dy 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221 0.0221

6 LI HhELNIEEESE Kullback-Leibler 55 5 5 #8 3¢ MG ik &

Table 6 Kullback-Leibler distance and relative close degree of surrounding rock in Lanxinxiang Tunnel

% 18 Bt d; d; N; [l & A 3 A A
DK206 +951 ~ DK207 + 028 0.944 1 0.190 1 0.167 6 A W AT e
DK207 +028 ~ DK207 + 105 0.9112 0.2136 0.189 9 A% W AR
DK207 +105 ~ DK207 + 220 0.777 8 0.345 2 0.307 4 \% N =Y
DK207 +220 ~ DK207 +305 0.464 6 0.5189 0.527 6 i} HEARE
DK207 +305 ~ DK207 +420 0.683 1 0.290 4 0.298 3 v N
DK207 +420 ~ DK207 +490 0.4252 0.602 3 0.586 2 i} HEARRE
DK207 +490 ~ DK207 + 560 0.734 1 0.390 1 0.347 0 v N
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