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SYNOPSIS : This paper resorts to rock mass rating and rock mass quality to draw value based on

the evaluation of rock and to draw interrelation formula in relation to rock mass quality. A
comparative analysis was given of survey values reported in the existing documents. This paper has

tried to find out the relationship between RMR and Q System for the sake of choosing rational
reinforcing patterns and of the safety of tunnels. The results run as follow: RMR=8.25In(Q)+43.83.

This paper has also tried to find out the relationship between RMR and Q System by using Fuzzy
Approximate Reasoning Concept. We suggest that those in charge should not depend on a single
system only after evaluating the classification of rocks, and compare one result with another for the

good of keeping track of the condition of base rocks in a better way.
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CORREATION BETWEEN THE RMR AND THE Q
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