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This paper investigates the application of geomechanical and geological
engineering methods to determine the optimum working face width for the safe
and efficient extraction of manganese ore extraction at the VVenarch Mine (Qom
Province, Central part of Iran). The underground workings on the west face
(240m depth) present significant geotechnical challenges due to the presence of
faults, clay seams, and loose rock layers. These features require careful careful
stability analysis to ensure the safety and economic viability of the underground
mining operation. This study uses three established methods for rock mass
classification and stability assessment. The Rock Mass Rating (RMR)
classification system, the Q-system (Barton), and the numerical analysis using
Plaxis 3D software. A robust and data-driven approach to determining the
optimum workshop width was achieved by employing a synergistic combination
of these three methods, together with meticulous ground observations and expert
engineering judgement. This framework offers a powerful tool for determining
the optimal and safe workshop width for this sector of the mine. By capitalizing
on the strengths of each methodology, this research aims to establish a data-driven
and informed decision-making process to ensure a stable and economically viable
approach.

Introduction

The initial objective of this research is to identify

This study focuses on the optimization of tunnel
design within the Pirouze Block of the Venarch
Manganese Mine, located in the Qom Province,
Iran. The mine utilizes a network of shafts and
horizontal and inclined spaces (mining
workshops) to access, mine and transport
manganese ore. Therefore, a comprehensive
engineering geological analysis of subsurface
workings, in partcular those excavated within the
deposit  (mining  workshops) and  those
surrounding the deposit (main tunnels), is critical
to ensur safe and efficient mine operations,
namely optimal drift widths, standup times and
cost effective lining equipment.

and evaluate the key geotechnical features that
influence the stability of undergound operations.
These characteristics include, but are not limited
to, the presence of faults, clay seams, and
groundwater conditions within the deposit and
surrounding rock mass. To achieve this
objective, a multifaceted approach employing
both established empirical methods and
advanced numerical modelling has been used to
achieve this objective, in close conjunction with
expert engineering judgement.

This study incorporated well established
empirical rock mass classification methods
(RMR and Q-Systems) to classify the rock mass
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quality based on its inherent strength,
discontinuity characteristics (spacing,
condition), and groundwater status. The RMR
and Q-system classifications provided a
qualitative assessment the rock mass stability,
enabling potential challenges to be identified and
providing a basis for further analysis. Then
finite element analysis (FEA) was then carried
out using Plaxis 3D software to simulate the
geomechanical behavior of the rock mass under
the stress induced by undergroung excavations.
This numerical approach facilitated a more
detailed and quantitative analysis of stress
distribution and potential zones of deformation
zones within the rock mass surrounding the
underground spaces.

The combined application of these methods
provides a comprehensive understanding of the
geotechnical conditions and their influence on
undergound operations. By analyzing the
interaction between rock mass characteristics
and excavation geometry, the research aimed to
determine the optimum width of the mine
workings, balancing efficient ore extraction with
safe and stable conditions, and estimate stability
duration before the onset of potential support
requirements. Neverthless, for scenarios where
long-term stability cannot be guaranteed, the
research offered suitable maintenance strategies
to mitigate potential risks and ensure safe tunnel
operation. This integrated approach, combining
empirical methods with advanced numerical
modeling, provided a convenient framework for
optimizing operation design and ensuring the
long-term stability and safety.

Materials and Methods

The geological setting of the 240 West Level
comprises a sequence of rock units including
manganese series, tuffs, lithic tuffs, hematites,
manganese-hematite sequences and andesites.
Of particular interest is the West Workshop, a
150 meter long by 2.5 meter wide excavation
within the manganese-hematite units. Field
observations indicate that in-situ stresses have
caused significant geological complications
within the last 80 meters of the excavation.

These complications manifest themselves
differently in the workshop and the main tunnel.
Based on visual observations, it is believed that
the in-situ stresses have triggered the formation
of a slip fault within the manganese-hematite
units. This fault zone effectively separates the
last 80 meters of the workshop from the first 70
meters, which show no faulting. Due to this
distinct geotechnical character, the workshop
was split into two segments for further analysis
and interpretation. The first section was
excavated through andesite units. However,
within the final section, excavation continued
through the andesite and lithic tuff units due to
the presence of rotated layers. This rotation
indicates potential structural instability within
the rock mass. As a result, the main tunnel was
also divided into two distinct sections based on
their different geomechanical parameters,
requiring separate analyses. This highlights the
critical role  of detailed  geological
characterization and in-situ stress analysis in
underground mining. The complications
observed on the 240 West level emphasize the
importance of continuous monitoring and
adaptation of excavation strategies to address
unforeseen geological challenges and ensure
safe and efficient development.

Results and Discussion

1. RMR classification system and support
recommendations

The Rock Mass Rating (RMR) system was
employed to quantify the rock mass quality and
guide the selection of support. The calculated
RMR score for the first 70 meters of the
workshop indicates a good rock mass quality
(RMR =52). Based on this score and established
RMR guidelines, a width of 2.7 meters is
considered suitable for long-term stability
without the need for additional support
measures. The presence of a slip fault within the
last 80 meters of the workshop significantly
reduces the RMR score to 47, indicating a poor
rock mass quality. To achieve self-sustaining
stability in this section, a reduced width of 2.2
meters is recommended.
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As the main tunnel already possesses a fixed
width, the focus here is on identifying
appropriate support measures to address
potential long-term instability based on the RMR
values. The RMR value of 76 for the initial
portion of the main tunnel signifies a good rock
mass quality with an anticipated stable period of
10 years. However, for increased safety and
potential unforeseen circumstances,
Bieniawski's (1973) recommendations suggest
the installation of 3 meters rock bolts at 2.5
meters intervals together with a 5 cm layer of
sprayed concrete applied to the roof. The RMR
score of 42 in the final section indicates a poor
rock mass quality with an estimated stable period
of only 6 days. This section necessitates
immediate support intervention for long-term
stability. Bieniawski's recommendations for this
section include the installation of 4-meter rock
bolts spaced at 2 meters within the roof,
combined with a layer of sprayed concrete
ranging from 5 to 10 cm layer of shotcrete on the
roof and 3 cm on the walls.

2. Q classification system

The Q-system, developed by Barton et al.
(1974), incorporates various factors influencing
rock mass behavior, including rock quality (Q-
value), excavation size and shape, stress
conditions, and groundwater, to provide a
comprehensive assessment of excavation
stability. The calculated normalized Q-values for
the mining workshop highlight the influence of
geological conditions on the optimum
excavation width. A Q-value of 7.6 suggests a
good quality rock mass in the initial portion of
the workshop (without the fault). The
corresponding maximum long-term stable width
of 525 meters implies that excavations
exceeding this width would likely necessitate
additional support for long-term stability. The
presence of a fault zone in the final portion
significantly reduces the Q-value to 5, indicating
a poorer rock mass quality. This translates to a
maximum stable width of 4 meters. This finding
highlights the significant impact of geological
discontinuities on excavation stability and the

importance of tailoring excavation designs to
specific geological conditions.

The pre-determined width of the main tunnel
necessitates a focus on identifying suitable
support interventions to enhance long-term
stability based on the calculated Q-values. A
high Q-value of 96 suggests a very good quality
rock mass in the first part of the main tunnel.
This is further verified by the recommendation
of using point restraint rods. These rods are
typically employed in competent rock masses
with minimal reinforcement needs. The lower Q-
value of 5.25 in the second section indicates a
poorer rock mass quality compared to the first
part. Barton proposes two alternative support
methods for this section: 75 to 100 mm thick
concrete sprinkling or expanding bars at a
distance of 1 meter from each other, plus 50 to
75 mm concrete sprinkling and metal mesh.

The application of the Q-system, alongside the
previously discussed RMR classification, offers
a valuable two-pronged approach for evaluating
excavation stability and selecting appropriate
support measures. By considering both rock
mass quality and excavation geometry, this study
provides crucial insights for safe and efficient
operation design.

3. Numerical analysis system with PLAXIS
3D

Further analysis was carried out using 3D
numerical modelling software (Plaxis) to predict
stresses and displacements and compare these
values with the allowable displacement criteria
established by Sakurai (1977). Based on the
Sakurai  (1977) model, the allowable
displacement range for this workshop is between
3.2mm and -3.2mm. Figure 4 shows the
displacement profile obtained from the Plaxis
model. The analysis shows a slab settlement of -
0.66mm and a floor heave of 0.84mm. As both
values are well within the allowable range,
Workshop 1 is considered to be self-supporting
for its current width of 2.5 meters (equivalent
radius of 1.26 meters). The allowable
displacement range for the narrower Workshop
2 (1.5 meters wide, equivalent radius of 0.97



Journal of Engineering Geology, Volume 18, Issue 1, 2024

126

meters) is estimated to be between 2.9 mm and -
29 mm. The 3D Plaxis modelling results
indicate a slab settlement of -0.62 mm and a floor
heave of 0.27 mm. Similar to Workshop 1, these
values are well within acceptable limits,
suggesting that the presence of a fault does not
compromise the stability of Workshop 2 at its
current width. The fixed width of the main
tunnels requires a stability analysis to identify
potential instability and recommend appropriate
maintenance measures based on the modelling
results. The allowable displacement range for
this tunnel is calculated to be 3.6mm to -3.6mm.
The 3D Plaxis analysis shows a slab settlement
of -0.78 mm and a floor heave of 0.73 mm. Both
values are within acceptable limits, indicating
that Main Tunnel 1 is currently stable and does
not require immediate maintenance intervention.
The allowable range of settlement for Main
Tunnel 2 is estimated to be 4.3mm to -4.3mm.
The modelling results show a slab settlement of
approximately -2.89 mm and a floor heave of 1.6
mm. whilst both values are within the acceptable
range, their proximity suggests the potential for
these limits to be exceeded in the future.
Therefore, as a precautionary measure, it is
recommended that light support be provided.
This could include the installation of wire mesh
and a 50mm layer of shotcrete. This approach
has provided valuable insight into the long-term
stability of the 240 west level operation. The
recommended light support for Main Tunnel 2
highlights the importance of proactive measures
to mitigate potential future instability concerns.

Conclusions

This study investigated the optimal design and
maintenance strategies for excavations at the
240-west level of the Venarch Manganese Mine
(Pirouz Block) using a multifaceted engineering
approach. Three methods were employed: Rock
Mass Rating (RMR), Q-system classification,
and 3D numerical modeling with Plaxis
software. A significant concordance was
observed between the results obtained from the

RMR method and the numerical analysis (Plaxis
3D). This is exemplified in Workshop 1, where
the optimal widths suggested by both methods
were comparable (2.7 meters for RMR and 2.5
meters for Plaxis). Conversely, the Q-system
classification yielded distinct results. Workshop
1's optimal width was estimated at 5.25 meters,
while the presence of a fault zone in Workshop
2 led to a calculated width of 4 meters. The RMR
method exhibited a more conservative approach
to maintenance selection compared to the Q-
system in the analysis of main tunnels. The Q-
system gives greater priority to economic
considerations. Numerical modelling has the
potential to identify the safest and most cost-
effective maintenance strategy for a particular
tunnel section through trial and error simulations
of different maintenance interventions. Field
observations suggest that the combined
interpretation of RMR and Plaxis 3D modeling
results provides a more realistic representation
of the rock mass behavior in both workshops and
main  tunnels. This study successfully
established maintenance recommendations for
tunnels with fixed cross-sections (main tunnels)
and determined the optimal stable widths
(without requiring additional support) for mining
workshops at a specific depth (240 meters). The
results highlight the influence of rock mass
characteristics on optimal design and
maintenance strategies within different sections
of the mine. The engineering geology of a mine
can vary significantly across its operational area,
directly impacting mineral extraction costs. This
underscores the critical need for comprehensive
geomechanical studies throughout the Venarch
Manganese Mine to optimize resource extraction
and minimize operational expenses. This
integrated approach, combining established
empirical methods with advanced numerical
modeling, offers a robust framework for
optimizing  excavation  design, selecting
appropriate maintenance strategies, and ensuring
the long-term stability and safety operations.



(s (ol (o0 ) 4 g

Journal home page https://jeg.khu.ac.ir
N sl

Ol3T s s

(sl S L

YAA YN Faw

(0) @5 o Yoo ¢ Sl 31 55 Ol o> (g il I g (wikign (wlidi oo ) Juloxd

mohamad.zyinali137409@gmail :4sbLl, .\l p) (5105« o055lg5 oKzl (632,85 i o 09,5 oo pole 0aSiily bl (wlis )5 (gomatild .

asef@Khu.ac.ir :asbbly .ol o))y (oo jylss olKuisly ¢(63y)8 (wlids (yuoj 0,5 pmoj pole aaSiisly )luiils. ¥

Nadir@pnu.ac.ir :4ebll) .o)lpl (olits o9 plo ol ¢ wlids (paoj 09,5 ¢ o) pole 0aSLisly bkl ¥

oS>

o

Ao OlNb!

Sl Bl Slgy gy & Cund yodemn MU ddiad (Jiej) P9y 4 S me Slides
O gl ol g b 6y lubl sl 0392 1S 36 Bl Sl dnojnj () 53 &S SMSute
035 (SlSegi] g (cwdipe (ol sloyiel)ly AL pie I (8L & bl (sopin b )l ploxl
Sluogad (98 Glwl) )by 554 pame )8 VY Sl (ueipj slaliad )3 0l oo 4 pi SLLI (slaSiw
Sy 5l 695 2 i 80 (Lol ) oozl gla b g gloeil (lools,S )5 osige (olid e
olome) b )3 (SegSS g (Sl lapiell cald U ren ol Al Cond
03930 oyl yd dalllas 5l CBud sl Jl3ys3 5 YL Cuenl 5l 3laidl 5 ool (sl g gl Sl (gl (wiige
YU el i (elolSely @yl 5 (o g Wojyoatsd ¢ iinnjpe) et db uS 5bo), 138,56 olgs bl
anlllas ¢ Jolds ol auind s plodl Aib oo gl ol laolS,l8 o Juol sl bgi o (gylul oy coso 0y
lidones ()l cabay g Slhjis 31 1 Glae 33l e 5 2lon laSe (oulidine slaadds
e 0255 o 5 dsloe i ol )3 Blee (eglie slagigell sl (S )ikl slaises
Jolis &) (225 gy 99 4 ol s Sy 3 s Y ose sl )lhl Uil 5 gl sl o8 sl
L) o3 b g (39) S 5 (38 asle (Q) gk gt b s (RMR) (guietl s
okl 38 ol 3 ey ol ) S yp b g cims bl Lles g s plool ( Plaxis 3D 5l p s

85 518 oy D0 (dwe Slialie 4 Caws

o goi

iy} Alie

VY[ A 8l s b

VXYY 16,5050 & U
VEX/ YY1y g U

ojlguls’
s 03y ws)hul @by 3
g (S 035 (pwdige
o ((Slag) gl

Dgdoe Hlall goue

5 esleals glo Kwgnl 5 o alws 4 Ssb
Siom Seb. (Darbani, 2013) wsds o lox K0S,
Ogebie A 4 T 0,053 a5 il o ame (pl SL A1 SO
SidlS 5 Ve e B A Sl ol 3 bl 5 s yce o

D9 s gl ol 5%
oo Sl i 5 a4 Sgly cpl ot LSi5 (S sloaly
edlod 05800 (g 0 Bg5 o Bgi St ol co)lgy09 8
NEPA R P R3S COPPSNPILN I DY ST PR RS TL SIS

dodilo
Sz reelS Yoo e gy e Ll evgace
WY Ojpo a4 oS (g Canl ol @dly 08 (Ll 0l
BVY loga b 5 el VY Jobo & (6l 55 0
slazel (NBO-B0W) 515 r - 51, Jlad gr b e
30 5 et Caous 4y a0 Ve-AD o] cud g asl
Akbari, ) aib e gL Cgx Cwomw a4 gble S p

B g ded o (ol Sob 1 4 LS ol (2008

(i ol (e alzme (08) @1l 1Kk e (Slos Sl Blyie (3l ae 5 et (eolidine) Jalod OF ) sy e e ol e oLy 1

.QLT..\;...%? ©

https://doi.org/10.22034/JEG.2024.18.1.1010422 N FY-\YY «(V) VA

sﬁ))l? olKisls syl




YA

O 5 iy | sl Slyie gileoe 5 pudige (owlidinee; Julos

oolitl it ganl b Saxe ols oply ly o biss
Silys 5 Wwsnl S5 4 gl slaols )5 0sh
b oS Dgls (I b g o0 5 li> Lol sla i 92w
e ddgan (WiST 5 035 gl el (39, 4 4z i L oS8
2 @1 IS Bl ees &5 (6575 4 anl (03, YL )
Il lp dnrr B il (Jy 05 2] Cns
(6,155 a2 (05 05 L L) (5,155 (g o515 (il
Sliwly 5o 5 Jods e il oS Loy 40 S
2 5 soseste GBIl Gl Ghnse g sl S,
Sloyz g (e 1l 2 odle il g Slles S
B o sl lr ane e @IS Sl
Lol sl sl 6, g9 Dbl o jlSog>
Sl Jelod g (wiips (olidiine) Slalllae S5
ol s gl Jlo B0 asle 0929 b 0gd i (S
JEY aS) g ot plool 5555 Slalllas £33 ol oSl
55 ot oS sl o0 eanlie Bilaw £33 ol 5l o5
Blowe (Souzmn Jdo a a5 cl 69)l50 51 (S0 6,2 YT

S 00 s.Jl?r.».:‘ asllas L))‘ 6‘,: gm0 GWL"”’ 20

5 Cailed —Bg0 (B uilen —Bg8 Bgi (CuSlor — B4
gy Sind 5 lac jusT cenl )53 4 p Vol o o jail
ol plaS e aS il se LS 0,8 0 sbbaslg
Solie (S 5 SlSesty sloSis il boasly
(V. Jgoz) sib oo ;0080 4 S

Mso)l LS'JM céLocb‘sm)...wé L.S‘)" «SH9m= 6514)\3
Sl aS Wl (oo oolaiwl Ll o)lguald 5 Y 5 ) (o)
LY cid g el Fr Goe b goye o 7 dhafle mhaw b))
ol 5, 5 VT d,o.cbe}c).m \OIY éla.ﬁ.a@a.w
Feoslasly o 8l sl Bg dacad cpul Jsb o o]
)‘QSiJ ] OM)A}\“?‘ Jae¥Yfe e Afe e
osle 0lgi0l,8 o ;0¥ 9 ) Cal glail> Cueli a5 LYo
9>y (pl powle (SS9 sle bl ol oo (Sune
O JS) wil oo oty o 4 s (Co3l) s

sle Fgr 5w be coond ol o 881 ooy slalas
@ ol sl fig . il oS I8 g (Lol (golacal
Shlo a5 Web oo g)la> Sob pulyw )5 wlwsy SO

.olii;.lu)'—l 4o L;....,J L;Lm..»lj Gi:;li.a P ;55")"5 Sleamli i -V Jga
Table 1- Determining the physical and mechanical indicators of stone units in the laboratory

Kgas o lads s oy JE> slss | 0 (MPa) | E(GPa) | v
1 JISE I 3.6 4.4 91 36 0.29
2 955 —Caslod gy 33 4.6 57 28 0.28
3 coilen 2.9 4.8 25 12 0.26
4 ORRY] 2.6 6.3 90 42 0.26
5 b3 25 7.1 8 4 0.27
6 g3 S 25 6.9 18 32 0.3




Voo lads VA 0,98 ( guwiige (owlid (yae

\Y4

LEVELG0

Sl O ) i i

1402/05/20

SCALE 1:1000

LEVEL140

LEVEL19GT:

LEVEL240/

L2

LEVEL340

LEVEL390

o plowil ljas g oulidiine; (2)lse 53 JLlS olyem 4 53550 Ssk 5l (Jsb b ) USS
Fig. 1. Longitudinal profile of Piriz block along with manganese deposit, geological features and excavations have

been done

yo Aoy Gloailys, S 09zg Jdas cewl sols 18
I $eS55 Sloogas il cuond cnl 5 ol
A S5 sl Sy e Vo aS o815 ol o
B i g JeloS 3550 Slaillaz &j50 4 00990 52
JH 0 sl e (ol g o eizen 285
slacel i3 > S pgd Cond g o sl slaasly
0dls (5,la> gy Sid g ususl slaasly o ey
Oog Sglite lul p 55 ol B cnl plo ool
P g b SIS edguzme 93 4 (Slegd) slayall

(Y5 ¥ G Ss) .cd,8 L8 Llos o g0 oz Caand

AR LY
FeVOUY (oyearg 200 Job a5l cnl o b o>
O 53 el oo shel b5 50 5o Vg gl Zeal o515 5o
5 (SRl oy 51 ),Lils sjlse ol B L,
5 o5Sie gy axly 30 ) LS 5 gl kil o5 IS
Olaslin 4 dxg b aisd oo g,k (350 - Clen
iles bl cel b sl iad il astie Slawe
T4 ol oals Obyao Sl e Ae jo ol s
szl Youilyg) S S5 ey gl el oS IS 4o aS
SOz & e shol By 0 5 (Ll slaayy

GL&‘ &yw)o ‘) J}‘s LJJ‘ 9 IR J}J A.{......J ‘5Lb~.\>‘5



A\

Lo 5 (Jo;

Sl by g5l Jas g (cwaige (ewlidipe; Jeld

swW

NE
from pos:477386.9254 « 3808413.9160

to pos:477394.5547 « 3808420.0343

RS
SRS
R
SRR

B
2R
S
R

R
SN
K

R

R

KR
B
. 0'\'

R

1254

B
SRR
NN,
R

S

R
2=
:.\"b

o
R
AN
R

BN
SR
R

R

R
S
Yl

3,

o

K
R

R
5o

X
=
X3

T
R
R

e n sty
S s
KA eRecs

R
3
v'.
SRR
NSO

A [EAE PPN UL S

RS

3
i
T

R

,.
38
""
X

1249

N,
N

KRR
R
"'{‘i

%
RS

<

NN
S

X%
o

5
3

Map datum: WGS1984 UTMZONE39s  Scale:1/100

(J.M.f 9N ) 089 Js‘ Comnd B ‘ub).a> 9 ‘Siuo 6&»‘5 )l ‘5,0).9 é]a.u Y JS...:
Fig. 2. Cross-section of stone units and excavations, in the first part of the range (without faults)
from pos: 477356.1693 « 3808712.795

AZI: 50
to pos: 477365.1311 . 3808453.7772
NE
SW

Ko gy
1254

SR
RS
St

o

e
5

|
o
PR e
RIS
ORI 2N
\&"8‘\\\ S A
"pvs\}\q.
TR
SRR
N \
\\ )
\ + o+ o+
o

LN PYRNE PR g S v -

o
o8

Sy
k525, ‘_‘l,% ETRF R S -
G
LI X
"5"“‘":/ ++++++++ 5 k)
1249 o8 ,{.;1,;/ PR
— V0 ""4"./
a0y,
5
(AN
550055
oA e
Coa Vo
; SN NN
M 2M 3M  4M 5M  6M M 8M  9M  10M 1M 12M  13M  14M
sl Jnd
AZ120/35NE
Map datum: WGS1984,UTMZONE29s  Scale:1/100

(S ol ja2 ) 05900t pgo Ceowd )0 (Db ya> g (K slaasly 5l so e aaie X S
Fig. 3. Cross-section of stone units and excavations, in the second part of the range (along the fault).



\ b)l.o.oj: AA 0,99 ‘Lf“w Lf“wa o)

AAQ|

33,5 Bl sl 5l glacond (SlSesss sla Sy
i 55 el amnd 2 Slogas b cnliie s 5
Soy2 goz Jol= LI, RMR ladie colyd )0 g 05 ai8 )5
O gl aS Csl S a a3Y 05 aule Slilel
S 0395 (45 (AL 5 (55970 ST (5 ,Lad Cenglia laie
o ol (s g 3 L2551 laosin 5 (RQD)
Slade aSGul 5l awy 2855 0y (il e Slalllas 5l g o
Kendorski ) Jsoxs <o po Cal oo s asie RMR
JuS 5579 5l b g lubl 4 by e (et al., 1983
zl Pl o5 pgo idu j0 4SS (suls Mol RMR)
3 Jeols oo a5 Sjgo cpl w4 0gd Jleel 0410 092
g D5 o o pd 0l drwle RMR lade jo (+/1) Ju5
RMR jlaie & azg5 b 0l oo canns o] Sl lade
gl o1 sl anee (255 (Ve Jgir 5o 0ad sl
Pl ok ol Do 5 6, g5 5 (Vo Jsox)

e (P Jpaz) ol g 3 (e Y

oB5,15) ity (B 38 et Sl (S s s,

(ol J99) 5ISS iown Sl g (g 5w
RMR (ot dib i (hg, dw 4 Guiss cpl 0
Barton, ) Q uu dids g «(Bieniawski, 1973)
Plaxis 3D 158l o5 b goae Judog piwaws ¢ (1974
SIS s Sl g ] Zal o817 (6l i 252

A s ol sla g sl

RMR gucsaidb poivmw
4 S 0048 ganilitel e b (SSess5 (sanail
SLNAYY Lo o (Soslts bawgi b oalsl RMR) s,
uLu)?u LSL"‘“" » S P L)"‘ u,ul...u‘ R
Dg S (0 Gos o5 sl b yro a0 S—wgln
(_gl.a:o‘)"jﬁb &‘54‘ ) oolawl b Lm)l.g RMR (G2 03 ) i
&‘9;‘ Slos| 9 u_ﬂfo.c (_gl,mo)’l_w ‘5)L§.> sJLé.S 6)50-‘”
tls gz el 00 0, S Gas o o bis
Y. Jsaz bl Conl o3¥ ol 3aios ol yo RMR e



'Y

O 5 iy | sl Slyie gileoe 5 pudige (owlidinee; Julos

o Y. Iy ol e 0 RMRlads acsloe =Y Jgao
Table 2- Calculation of RMR value in excavations at 240 west level

2 ol by 1ol By | glpelels)ls o Send 55 240 515 b Jig
S 2>l
Sy Sl il Coilon - 5800 (5 o0 sl
- - - sl s Jb ol 3
_ - _ el :? ﬁq .
17.7(Mpa) 90(Mpa) 57(Mpa) S S5 (5,Li8 Cuaglite \% ¥
2 7 7 el
35% 80% 51% RQAD (s li> ojie oS 5
8 17 13 Sl
0.06 0.2 0.6-2 0.06 - 0.2 M) b (Kiwgn alols 3
8 15 8 Shel
25< 1-3 25< M) Baibe b oLk
0 4 0 Shel
S, 01-1 3,15 Mmm)alols b iolos
6 4 6 Sl i?
2 s 2 s 2 s S —i 4
3 3 3 skl %
5 s 5> e 0uiiS R 0S5y oobe P
6 5 6 !
3l Sojlsn 3, la 3, la Sojlen
6 6 6 !
A Sas S (Jg Job 5 )+ 39) (G sl o] :
15 15 15 sl
-12gllasl L - -125llel L by (Swgeysl Candy 0 Jgf S 6
42 76 52 Jol Sond 5Ll
- - 0.9 b5 5 Jol> Mo .
42 76 47 P> Crond Ll




\ b)l.o.oj: AA 0,99 ‘G“W Lf“wa O

Y'Y

&Pl oF S5 0 RMR [laie sy digy (2,6 dnlors 5§ K 0065 (gapaa b -V Jgoo

Table 3- Classification of rock mass and calculation of optimal width according to RMR value in mining station
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Table 4- Classification of rock mass and selection of maintenance type according to RMR value in the main tunnel
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Table 5- Scoring Q parameters in mining workshops
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Table 6- Scoring Q parameters in main tunnels
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Table 7- Determination of ESR coefficient
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Table 8- Calculation of the maximum opening width for extractive workshops
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Table 9- Selection of maintenance system for main tunnels
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Table 10- Required parameters for modeling based on Hook-Brown (2002) criteria
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Total displacements u, (scaled up 5.00%107 times)
Maximum value = 0.8458*10°3 m (Element 27260 at Node 21436)
Minimum value = -0.6698*103 m (Element 23407 at Node 20931)
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Fig. 4. Displacement curves (in millimeters) in the extraction workshop of the first part
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Fig. 5. Displacement curves (in millimeters) in the mining workshop of the second part (along with the fault)
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