Hindawi

Advances in Materials Science and Engineering
Volume 2020, Article ID 5640561, 12 pages
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/5640561

Research Article

Hindawi

Numerical Modeling of Seismic Responses and Seismic
Measures of Tunnel Crossing a Fault Zone: A Case Study

Lin Li,' Liping Xian,' Chaofan Yao (®,” Deping Guo,’ and Chengliang Liu'

College of Civil Engineering, Sichuan Agricultural University, Ya’an 611830, China
Key Laboratory of Transportation Tunnel Engineering, Southwest Jiaotong University, Ministry of Education,

Chengdu 610031, China

3Sichuan Railway Investment Group Co., Ltd, Chengdu 610094, China

Correspondence should be addressed to Chaofan Yao; yaochaofan@hotmail.com

Received 13 May 2019; Revised 1 February 2020; Accepted 3 February 2020; Published 8 April 2020

Academic Editor: Abilio De Jesus

Copyright © 2020 Lin Li et al. This is an open access article distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License, which
permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

The investigation shows that Longxi Tunnel, across a fault zone, was severely damaged during the 2008 Wenchuan earthquake,
China. In this paper, the dynamic time history analysis method is used to study the seismic response characteristics of Longxi
Tunnel and the aseismic effect of seismic measures. The interfaces of the fault are simulated by bonded interfaces. The results show
that high earthquake intensity, high in situ stress, and fault zone are the main reasons for damage of Longxi Tunnel. The
inconsistent motion response between the normal surrounding rocks and surrounding rocks within the fault zone resulted in the
damage of Longxi Tunnel, and the maximum displacement difference reaches 50 cm. With the seismic measure by setting shake
absorb layer and seismic joints, the tunnel has better performance: the maximum peak internal force of the tunnel structure is
reduced by about 26% and the acceleration is reduced by 30%. Seismic measures should not only be considered within fault zones
but also extend to adjacent surrounding rocks. In this study, the fault seismic measures of Longxi Tunnel should be no less than 4.0

times the tunnel diameter.

1. Introduction

Tunnels are deemed to perform much better than surface
structures during earthquakes [1-5], and their seismic ca-
pacities improve with the increase of embedment depths
[6, 7]. However, the observations after earthquakes with an
acceleration larger than 0.2g found that severe damage
occurred in tunnels due to strong earthquake shaking [8, 9].
Severe damage usually occurs due to poor geological con-
ditions, such as fault, portals, unsymmetrical loading sec-
tion, and shallow buried depth [10-14].

A lot of scholars have contributed to tunnel seismic
damage mechanisms and seismic measures. The authors of
[15-17] summarized 94 tunnels damaged by earthquake. It
was found that those with overburden soil less than 50 m
accounted for 35% of the total tunnels. After the 1995 Kobe
earthquake in Japan, Yashiro et al. [9] found that the
mountain tunnels in the epicentral area were damaged

severely owing to high intensity and existence of faults.
Wang et al. [18] made assessment of damage of mountain
tunnels after 1999 Chi-Chi earthquake, Taiwan. The results
showed that 26% of the 50 tunnels located within 25 km of
the fault were severely damaged and 22% of them were
moderately damaged. Knotoe et al. [19] and O’Rourke et al.
[20] conducted case studies of the twin tunnels in Bolu
highway. It showed that the tunnels experienced a wide
range of damage during the 1999 Duzce earthquake in
Turkey.

During the 2008 Wenchuan earthquake in China, a lot of
tunnels were damaged severely. Longxi Tunnel in
Dujiangyan-Wenchuan highway was a representative seis-
mic damaged tunnel (Figure 1). The tunnel mainly expe-
riences three types of damage: (1) longitudinal lining crack,
(2) inclined lining crack, and (3) local lining failure. The
lining cracks are about 2-3 mm wide, distributing around the
fault. The local failure mainly occurred at the tunnel vaults
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FIGURE 1: Seismic damage of Longxi Tunnel. (a) Lining collapse. (b) Lining dislocation. (c) Damage near the fault zone.

and spandrels (Figure 1(a)). Besides, lining dislocation was
also observed due to the large shear force caused by faulting
(Figure 1(b)). Li [21, 22] analyzed the deformation and
damage characteristics of Longxi Tunnel and performed
parametric studies, such as seismic intensity, seismic wave
propagation direction, fault zone, and surrounding rock
quality. Wang et al. [23] investigated and preliminarily
analyzed the seismic damage of highway tunnels in Wen-
chuan earthquake-stricken areas, including Longxi Tunnel.
Damage was classified as four types: no damage, minor
damage, moderate damage and severe damage. Lai et al. [24]
conducted a seismic investigation on 52 tunnels after the
2008 Wenchuan earthquake. It was found that the most
serious tunnel damage was the fault fracture zone, for ex-
ample, Longxi Tunnel. Yu et al. and Kusakabe et al. [25, 26]
found that cracks in different sections of the cavern occurred
through the investigation of the damage of the Shaohuopin
tunnel and the linings near the fault zone collapsed. Yu et al.
[25] assessed the seismic damage observed in Longxi Tunnel
and evaluated the influence of the longitudinal and vertical
motions on the seismic response. For aseismic measures,
previous studies [27, 28] have been conducted to investigate
the dynamic behavior of tunnel with seismic measures. Chen
and Shen [29] studied the isolation layer which was one of
the countermeasures to enhance seismic safety of tunnels. Li
and He [30] pointed out that different seismic measures were
suitable for different tunnel working conditions based on the
shaking table test and damage investigations after the 2008
Wenchuan earthquake.

Many researchers have contributed to the seismic
damage characteristics of tunnels due to earthquake, espe-
cially Longxi Tunnel after the 2008 Wenchuan Earthquake,
China. However, effective seismic measures have not been
proposed and their effects on tunnel response are still not
clear. In this study, numerical modeling was conducted to
investigate the seismic response of Longxi Tunnel during the
2008 Wenchuan earthquake. A bonded interface was
adopted to model the interfaces of fault. Two seismic
measures are examined, including shake absorb layers and
seismic joints. The major objectives of this study were (1) to
investigate the influence areas of seismic responses of tunnel
due to fault and (2) to explore the effects of seismic measures
on seismic response of Longxi Tunnel.

2. Engineering Situation

2.1. Engineering Geology. Longxi Tunnel in Dujiangyan-
Wenchuan Highway is 5km far away from the epicenter of
the Wenchuan earthquake, located between Longxi town
and Yingxiu town (Figure 2(a)). The basic earthquake in-
tensity degree is classified as VII. The tunnel site is located
between Yingxiu Fault F3 and Longxi Fault F2. The tunnel
crosses F8 Fault and some secondary small faults, as shown
in Figure 2(b). The surrounding rocks are mainly soft rocks,
which are classified as Grade IV;. The gas concentration in
the tunnel is up to 18%, which is called the “Powder Keg in
Western Sichuan Province.” Therefore, it is a highway tunnel
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FIGURE 2: (a) Location and (b) profile diagram of Longxi Tunnel.

integrating high gas concentration, large ground stress, and
big geological faults.

2.2. Distribution of Tectonic Stress Fields. The tunnel con-
struction site is located at the big fault zone of Longmen
Mountains, with a complex geological structure. It is in the
area where the faults are densely distributed. The fault zone
has a relatively high stress field. According to a research
report on ground stress measurement of Longxi Tunnel
(Figure 3 and Table 1), the maximum principal stress is up to
26.4 MPa in the left tunnel and that is about 25 MPa in the
right tunnel. The adjacent Futang tunnel and Headrace
tunnel have experienced rock burst during construction,
which indicates that the tunnel was constructed in a less
favorable stress field environment [30].

3. Numerical Modeling

3.1. Dynamic Numerical Model and Parameters. The nu-
merical model and its boundary conditions are displayed in
Figure 4. In this study, the finite element (FE) code ANSYS is
applied to build the three-dimensional model and to mesh
the unit. Besides, the finite difference (FD) code FLAC?P is
used to calculate the numerical model. A hexahedral element
was adopted to model the surrounding soil, using the
Mohr-Coulomb constitutive model, while the tunnel lining
was modelled as elastic elements. A bonded interface was
used to model the interfaces of fault. The solving was based
on the dynamic module in FLAC’”. The viscous boundary
conditions were used, which considered the infinite field, as
shown in Figure 4(b). The details of the boundary conditions
will be illustrated later.

In the dynamic numerical model of Longxi Tunnel, it is
considered that the F8 fault zone has a dip angle of 72° and a
width of 8 m. The area is dominated by granite strata in the
Jinning Period. The fault zone is filled with gravelly soils of

granites. According to previous geological investigation,
the fault is under the low strain rate [31]. Therefore, there is
no significant difference between dynamic mechanical
parameters and static mechanical parameters of the rock.
Static parameters of the rock are used in the numerical
simulation, and the specific calculation parameters are
listed in Table 2.

3.2. Dynamic Damping. In the dynamic analysis, the Ray-
leigh damping is commonly used in engineering. During the
setting of Rayleigh damping, the intermediate frequency
must be selected initially. As for geological bodies, damping
is generally unaffected by the frequency and the intermediate
value of frequency range in numerical simulation is often
selected as the intermediate frequency value. In the dynamic
equation, damping matrix C is related to stiffness matrix K
and mass matrix M. They should be referred to as the fol-
lowing [33]:

C = aM + K, (1)

where o and f3 are the mass ratio damping coefficient and the
stiffness ratio damping coeflicient, respectively.

4. Fault Zone Simulation

In this paper, the combination of solid elements and contact
surface elements were used to simulate the fault fracture
zone. The contact surface element was composed of a series
of three-node and three-untied elements. The triangular area
was distributed to each node by the contact surface element.
Each contact surface node had a relevant denoted area. The
contact surface with a Coulomb sliding contact element
mainly had two states, including mutual contact state and
relative sliding state. Its constitutive model is presented in
Figure 5(a).
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FIGURE 3: Relationship between main direction of ground stress and tunnel axis. (a) Left tunnel. (b) Right tunnel.

TaBLE 1: Test results of ground stress in Longxi Tunnel (updated from Xu et al. [31]).

Location of test point Stress item Maximum principal stress Intermediate principal stress Minimum principal stress
Left tunnel Measurement value (MPa) 26.4 13.6 12.1
Direction (%) N36.8E N66.1 E N48.8 W
LK23 +810~815 Dip angle (°) 21.8 ~65.4 ~10.9
Richt tunnel Measurement value (MPa) 25.1 16.8 9.4
8 Direction (°) N49.6 E N63.8 W N18.9E
RK22 + 345 Dip angle () 58.7 13.6 —27.6
Viscous Grade I1I ‘Interface Viscous
boundary Fault zone GradeIlI ~ boundary < | - S =
3 HE — 2
8 [ 2
- Tunnel .
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g g
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FIGURE 4: (a) Dynamic numerical model and its (b) boundary conditions.

TaBLE 2: Properties of rock material (updated from Yu [32]).

Rock type Density (g-cm3 ) Elastic modulus (GPa) Poisson ratio Cohesion (kPa) Internal friction angle (°)
Grade III 2.20 8 0.30 550 40
Fault zone 1.80 1 0.4 250 21

The normal and shear forces that describe the elastic
interface response are determined at calculation time (¢ + Af)
using equations (2) and (3):

where F'*2 is the normal force at time (¢+ A#), F'I*' is the
shear force vector at time (¢ + At), u,, is the absolute normal
penetration of the interface into the target face, Auy is the

FiHA K, A+0,A, 2) 1ncr.efnental relative shear dlsplacemen.t vector, o, is .th.e
n additional normal stress added due to interface stress ini-
tialization, K,, is the normal stiffness, K, is the shear stiffness,

FU™ = FLo4 KsAulT" M A + 0 A, (3) - ;

0 is the additional shear stress vector due to interface stress
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F1GURE 5: Details of the numerical model. (a) Constitutive model of interface between the fault zone and rock mass. (b) The minimum size in

normal direction at the interface.

initialization, and A is the representative area associated with
the interface node.
The normal stiffness and tangential stiffness of the
contact surface are calculated as follows:
(K + (4/3)G)]
Zmin

A (4)

K,=K, = 10max[

where K is the bulk modulus, G is the shear modulus, and
Az, ;. is the smallest dimension on the connecting area in
the normal direction of the contact surface, as shown in
Figure 5(b).

5. Dynamic Boundary Conditions and
Failure Criteria

The dynamic boundary condition must be considered to
absorb incident waves from the inside of the model. The
viscous boundary is realized by arranging independent
damping cylinders in the normal and tangential directions of
the boundary to absorb incident waves from the inside of the
model (Figure 4(b)). The viscous boundary is used in the
dynamic calculation, i.e., the same attribute element as the
grid in the domain is set outside the boundary to simulate
the infinite domain. The element is connected with the
infinite domain boundary element by elastic and viscous
elements in order to absorb the reflected energy from the
boundary. The force between the infinite domain element
and the boundary element is calculated using equations

(5)-(7):

F,=—pCp(v - v A+ Fl, (5)
F,= —pCs(v;" - v{,f)A + Fﬁf, (6)
F, = —pCs(v)' - vgf)A +Ff, (7)

where p is the density, Cs and Cp are the medium trans-
verse wave velocity and longitudinal wave velocity, re-
spectively, v is the velocity in all directions of boundary
nodes inside and outside the domain, v/ is the velocity in
all directions of corresponding nodes outside the domain,
and F¥ is the corresponding node force of units outside the
domain.

In the process of dynamic calculation, the classic
Mohr-Coulomb strength criterion is adopted and the yield
function [34] is calculated using equations (8) and (9):

fo=0,—-03+2c|N,,

fi=03-04,

(8)

(9)

where 0, and 03 are maximum and minimum principal
stresses, respectively, ¢ is the friction angle, ¢ is cohesive
force, o, is the rock tensile strength, and N o 18 the coeflicient
and is denoted by
1+ sin
p= (10)
1-sing
When the stress at a certain point in the rock mass is met,
if f,<0, shear failure occurs and if f, >0, tensile failure
occurs.

6. Earthquake Parameters

During the Wenchuan earthquake, Longxi Tunnel was lo-
cated at the IX to X degree area. In this paper, Wolong
seismic wave (east-west direction) monitored in Wolong
Station is selected for calculation. In the calculation of the
seismic peak acceleration, the actual seismic intensity is
considered. With the peak acceleration of 600 gal and the
time of 20s, the corrected and filtered acceleration time
history and Fourier transform are shown in Figure 6 [21].
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FiGURE 6: (a) Wenchuan seismic wave. (b) Fourier transform curve.

7. Results and Discussions

In the dynamic time history analysis, the objectives are to
study the earthquake damage characteristics of Longxi
Tunnel during the Wenchuan earthquake and the anti-shock
effects of seismic measures, including shock absorption layer
and seismic joints. The main seismic response information is
measured in the monitoring points. When choosing the
monitoring points, both the spatial distribution of dynamic
responses and effects of the fault should be considered.
Therefore, three types of monitoring points have been se-
lected: (1) longitudinal monitoring points, (2) vertical
monitoring points, and (3) special monitoring points around
the fault. The longitudinal test points are numbered from S1
to S5 horizontally with an interval of 25 m, while the vertical
ones are numbered from GI to G8, as displayed in
Figure 7(a). Besides, two pairs of special monitoring points
C1 and C2 as well as C3 and C4 in the fault zone and the
surrounding rock are set in order to test the relative rela-
tionship between the fault zone and the surrounding rock.
Also, the seismic layer and seismic joint model are shown in
Figure 7(b).

7.1. Acceleration Responses. The obtained response charac-
teristics of the tunnel acceleration after the earthquake are
displayed in Figure 8. Figures 8(a) and 8(b) show that the
fault zone has similar spectral response characteristics with
other surrounding rocks. However, because of the existence
of high damping force, the regional fault zone has much
larger frequencies. The acceleration response characteristic
value of the tunnel surrounding rock in the fault zone is
relatively high, with a maximum peak value of 1380 gal,
which is 1.8 times compared with other surrounding rocks.
The acceleration peak value of the tunnel is obviously re-
duced after seismic layers (see Figure 8(c)) and seismic joints
are set (see Figure 8(d)), and the decrements are about 32%

and 21%, respectively. The seismic layer has a relatively
better effect on reducing the peak acceleration peak value.

The acceleration response characteristics of the tunnel
roof along the tunnel axis are shown in Figure 9. It can be
seen from Figure 9(a) that the fault zone and adjacent fault
zones have a larger acceleration distribution within the range
of about 4.0 times the tunnel diameter, showing normal
distribution characteristics. The seismic layer has an obvious
effect on the transition section of the fault zone (Figure 9(b)),
while the impact of seismic joints is mainly within the range
of 0.5 times the hole diameter of the seismic joint
(Figure 9(c)). It is recommended to set the seismic joints at
the distance of 0.5 times the tunnel diameter.

7.2. Seismic Displacement Characteristics. The displacement
results of surrounding rocks after the Wenchuan earthquake
are presented in Figure 10. The calculation results show that
the displacements of the tunnel are relatively high. The
displacement response trend of the tunnel and its sur-
rounding rocks are basically the same, indicating that the
tunnel structure displaces along with the surrounding rock.
The result agrees with those found by He and Koizumi [35].
However, because of the poor quality of the surrounding
rock in the fault zone, the seismic response of the fault zone
is asynchronous with sections with normal surrounding
rocks during earthquake. Figure 11 presents the displace-
ment response of the tunnel roof with and without seismic
measures. It can be seen from Figure 11(a) that the dis-
placement response of the fault zone is apparent, the
maximum displacement value reaches 1.2m, and the dis-
placement value of sections with normal surrounding rocks
is relatively small. However, the displacement value of the
surrounding rock in the fault zone is obviously lagging
behind, and the relative displacement generated by such
hysteresis is 0.8 m. After the installation of shake absorb
layers and seismic joints, the relative displacement value
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FIGURE 7: Monitoring points and setting of seismic measures in the numerical model. (a) Monitoring points. (b) Seismic measures.
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FIGURE 8: Acceleration responses. (a) Fault zone. (b) Rock mass. (c) Fault zone with hock absorption layer. (d) Fault zone with seismic joints.
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basically remains the same (Figures 11(b) and 11(c)), which
indicates that such two seismic measures cannot reduce the
relative displacement between sections with normal sur-
rounding rocks and fault zones, and the main reason of
relative displacement is the quality difference of surrounding
rocks, so in the fault zone, grouting and other measures shall
be taken together to reinforce surrounding rocks.
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7.3. Bending Moment Distribution of Tunnel. The calculated
bending moment of the left and right tunnels at 9.8 s and
12.7s is shown in Figure 12. The positive value of bending
moment is defined when the outer surface is in tension. It
can be seen from Figure 12 that the tension and compression
cyclic loading exists in the tunnel structure. The dynamic
loading in the tunnel roof and the tunnel waist is small, and
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FIGURE 12: Bending moment distributions at 9.8 s and 12.7s. (a) Left tunnel at 9.8 s. (b) Right tunnel at 9.8s. (c) Left tunnel at 12.7s. (d)
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FIGURE 13: The peak bending moment distribution at the top left corner of the left tunnel at 12.7s.

the dynamic loading value in the (left and right) tunnel foot
and tunnel shoulder is relatively large. After installing the
shake absorb layers and seismic joints, the internal force
distribution trends are not changed. However, the peak
value will be obviously reduced and values in the lower right
corner are reduced by about 28% and 42%, respectively.
Figure 13 displays the peak bending moment distribu-
tion at the top left corner of the left tunnel at 12.7 s. It shows
that the peak bending moment is gently distributed at
sections with normal surrounding rocks. However, the peak
bending moment significantly increases when the tunnel
crosses the fault zone. According to the incident direction of
Wenchuan Wolong seismic wave (east-west direction), the
seismic load distribution in the left hole is larger than that in
the right hole. The maximum bending moment in the left
tunnel reaches 978.4 KN m in the fault zone, which occurred
at the lower right corner of the tunnel. The results indicate
that the bending moment responses depend on the quality of
the surrounding rocks. The better the surrounding rock
quality is, the lower the bending moment, and vice versa.

8. Conclusions

In this study, numerical modeling is performed to investigate
the seismic responses of Longxi Tunnel crossing a fault zone
during the 2008 Wenchuan earthquake. A bonded interface
was adopted to model the interfaces of fault. Besides, the
effects of two seismic measures on tunnel responses are ex-
amined, including shake absorb layers and seismic joints.
The fault has great influence on the seismic responses of
the tunnel. The inconsistent surrounding rock in the vicinity
of the fault leads to a displacement difference up to 50 cm,

which can cause severe damage to the tunnel. It agrees with
the field observations after the earthquake. With the seismic
measures, the tunnel performs much better. The functions of
the seismic measures are to reduce the internal forces and
accelerations rather than decreasing the dynamic displace-
ments. The case study shows that more than one-quarter of
the maximum internal force and acceleration can be reduced
by the seismic measures. Besides, the seismic measures
should not only be considered within fault zones but should
also extend to adjacent surrounding rocks. The case study
indicates that the extended length should be no less than 4.0
times the tunnel diameter.
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