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Permeability Prediction of Rock Mass Using the Artifical Neural Networks
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Abstract

A resonable and economical method which can predict permeability of rock mass in
underground is needed to overcome the uncertainty of groundwater behavior. For this pur-
pose, one prediction method of permeability has been studied. The artificial neural networ-
ks model using error back propagation algorithm, one of the teaching techniques, is util-
ized for this purpose. In order to verify the applicability of this model, in-situ per-
meability results are simulated. The simulation results show the potentiality of utilizing
the neural networks for effective permeability prediction of rock mass.

2 X

sty Al g} 2#AAS 53] faA] b Auke] FAlTE S5 T sle Al
glaola A=A wlo] Fasich olejq EA S flsto] hute] FpAS oS Wbl iy
A7t A AF e} AT AAY olEE LY FAT oS wbhdel W@ dges 23y
Al shpatel &S o] 47 FpAla o3 Wbl disle] AT sty o, o] W €l
G4 ARE slste] @AFFAR A} AEXN A Bl A4l H3E A s FEAE
I FF A W7} Aol vl A HYRE FpAg o el e BoFdoh

Keywords : Permeability, Rock mass, Groundwater, Artificial neural networks, Error

back propagation

v s, weit et A e EENG TGS we
g4, e Fob e £ SR Fes) 4y 54
= gsldl, AAAY(F) 7 @D TE AYDFY

REERTERNE 77



LME

2-2] viebs 1970 Fab, ®EkA eid e
Aol Alztsl ol ¥ HAdx B FAE F
A g gla ey oS g FAE 34
2 ofdolrh A4 FEREI= we] Hda
2L AEltase AdE e QoA
3 BAE 2% 8 4F WEST 47
u o] ofe] o] wErh 53] HZ £l 75}
FEREEY ) #AdA] AFREAA] B4 A
7} H = Aol A EA= & F sl ol
&z EAE AAs] $idAMe 2 BF
of odgke] 2 ute] FFATE AA el
124 slA A &8l wbe] Hasic} szl
t}. 71EY FAlg A E5HE A 2 E
e e g x|uto] EALR o] Foizl A5
of thale] wHti-of 2 Bo] AUxojd U=
AAolc). de|F 713l gl A e FAlT
Zof| ¥ AFE U7 sk, 2 i Re] A
Aol A-Lsh7|7} E7LeRE ol B2l 757t o
BRolgrt. el F5AS dE5E H7 d
2 AR A1 & AAIRE RG] Al
gt v AR Me] gl kg Agksht A
gzl o] M4 g Azt A& FAE
Zrabat o glow Alginige] # AAHoR
Poto] zcky & 5 gleld @e AFHE &

gl 7ol dAlolr) ofd B =FellA= gt
uke] BpA el od8E v o qdxje}
5o AbskatAle] 5H Ao gle] A 4-d
ele el dFAAY o] &E ol &3ty
shibol] Ao} = HkE 42le(*tli, RQD ezt
A, A AN F)IERE FLATE €Al E5Y
it wi-g AHAl sz} %}wl, @l}ﬂlfﬂlﬂ% Z
sto] eli3A] HEF AAstast ok

2. AT ol By

2.1 AR 2|8 W
kel $44e Aol d Fihs Wy oz
Ae @ $Eolt AFTE olgsh 4

78 E134F oM - 1997F 4 H

(FLHFiE) 3 @ tracer 55 o] &3 F5AS
H(RERRF) ) ok FAHE 1 AP A
=Hd 235te] Fhabd (nEiE, [lugeon A3
51)34— vl 7hebs] GEmEER,  [FrAldelvt
JET A1g 5] o2 T qhiked] glefd=
lugeon A3 o] A5= AA|Fc}

Aute] o] EAql AL AYAEE 7}
Bsh, ohulel ASE HAHeRE dAAHH
ol&gl, ¥ E A AEE AAHE sz}
= Aeale] Wbt vl AhR o g2 o 3kE by
o ol o] AMZ Aduksigicls A2 Ao B
Hgsbct. ol g BeHa S ol o] Pubke] 7]
BEA 2 B ot BpApE o= AL
of| & 7MsElwE dfod, AgE £Ake] Agel
ol3te] A &% FHA5E BEks Flo] npEt
25k o os AzbEic),

2.2 ¢utoliMel 43

simol uhe

Wei 5-(1995)el ols A=, A2l =, &
54, RQD Fo] shite] FpAlgol Jaks
u] 2] 8 qlalglE dophlon, FFARE
A7) ol el whep ghishe o] AE2
A A15kATh Snow(1968) = = & Abol| 4] 5532
Nl F9 f"]fﬂ(injection test) S Bdle] Ay
off @& FAs as el g FAavt
T8 fAlojzt Al ";_1’°]-LH511E]-. o] 2B

A(Z)e) wE FAet B W
E Bl $iste] ok Ae|e] adA A e
gl 434 ¢ (hyperbolic function)& ¢}
e} ol HBA|FHHWei and Hudson,
1988).

e __ 2

o L AY¥BZ )

k _j.__ Z 3

(" Ez) (2)

k\=%iall e? (3)

o714, e Ew Hz|H5M, Lo 59
2} wgul%(average discontinuity fre-
quency), ki A ETe A} ol2]gHe] 04



Aol & FFATol A% BE 45
Folc}.

Snows) ¥4 FHAY AREE A9 vhe
of g EFPehT ek 2= A FAS) A
shsh FoASel AstE hE o Yol ¥
ek 2L AYE FETE AL Tohiy
th. o] Azhg g ez el 13 19 29
Rch Wei 52 o] 1312 344 4 13} 4]

Hydraulic aperture(um)
0 100 200 300

. ?‘: ..: .'n
ss:,:':r"*. Lo
20 + ,..'.l -
s.:o?"

w04 3’“
wlsf

Depth{m)

o4 ™% .

0 &y § o

1204 2,

140

a7 . el wE e EARe

22|v $12] FA 5 A Al A 8317
A= 2719 Al EA(e) 2t FAT(k)
& AA3e Ze] dsstrh. Ty A EA
v FATE 27 AsAde RS el
o} &, FrAlat Folnte] g B
= 5271 v} o] Zle)ell a2}t polynomial

2 FolErhe AgTE ¢ 4 ot TR

2 4 vk

3. UBMAY ol2E OlEE FTAIT
ol=HY

29 YN g FhAE weR B 4E P
e},

e _q____Z
e, =1 58.04+1.02Z (4)
ko Z_ o
|} 5801092 (5)
o714, A =(Z}2] 3¢+ melch
Pemeability(m?2)
107 10 1w" 107!
B M T
* ﬁ,{;o-:.".!‘ Yoo
.“_:?'"-"h * .
0d .
* :5.%. .
ol &
404 ....g‘ .
: T.
E eoq o °
X '}
(=N
o
SIS X
. L
100te hd
1204 .
140

8 2. golo) o FAlge] W

31 elSMAg)

ol

2 gI7ke] =z} dFe) Balgt AR E &
$4o2 WAMe & 5 & P9 olz} 3
5] sk ARl el A5k FAl s
Hagk A9 sde] " Qe AMEE A4
e g qlFilAate] Aqlxglan o] 5
ofell Al A FA o F&=I ek AF7HA|
arelal MpE i Qlgre] S 10°~1077]e)
2l (neuron).2 2 A Ee] glon, olz1§t FH
o] Fx2RE B o Ay R 74

H Artificial Neural Networks)

BEMAE TREE 79



E elFAlZH e 7Y 33 o) & wlEkulbe)
A% AY-E Esle] M2 A4% #=)7) (proc-
essing element, PE)E°] =&, AL % ¥ 32
£ € P UEE 2dd3 Aeoloh 29 Jell A
H5o] AlFAlAdge AXr) Boler iy
(input layer), ¢¥o] EA7}& FHd vz
dske] z7IE A8 T 7] (weight )9}
ol 5 ¢l 715a| 2 Eol AR E A§gstd
= A% Fr(combining function), ] Z gt
g2 e e AN(E HEkst, 29as
AARstA == Heo] &< (transfer function)

Weights

O
O Combining

)

, Transfer
O function function
O N/ N

Loz FM= 6] gt} o] Mo] 4k ) 1 Inputs Processing Element
] 4ol TE3 A3 o] At F(step func- 133 TGS 2y
fula) fi(a) fi{a)
+1 f——— +1 +1 _—
0 o 0 ® 0 o

Step function

Threshold logic function

Sigmoid function

a8 4 Helds4 FF

tion), YA=el F(threshold logic func-
tion), Al-12e)x ¥ (sigmoid function) %
3E5e) wlAdy g5 wel AHEEkT ok
olaiqt Q1 A4 #5334 (learning
phase)®} # A3} (recall phase)®] T 7}4|
Az 2Rt Al e A% A3 9
23l 28 Qe QFAal7 o] AAIER 7
Hatole] AAAEE 2HFoZH HRE 7]
g al7le A& waivd, A4S a2
o] 1yl Abefel| A Foixl giFel hall Azl
e 28 7E HAolch AF AAYY &
Ho wE 74 AU A AFAEE

B0 134 ¥2M - 1997F 44

e ApgdelA AdEe A9 35 7 o
< A9 Aeghg Ao ggatd s
Arsla 334 ol e o e Aoz
2 7o 3ol A

ole} Zro] ql-F AlAE dole ¥ Nap
d F7h2 &2 Maksd 322 mappingdt=
Rog Azba 3len, 1 ¢ 9 I
mapping SAlel me} A4kr]e], W, 5,
oA, ## 3} Fo 7|%5-& FAY 5 gl o]
213t mapping HAEA FHE Alelo] 7%
EE 2% AQ7E 424 sl bt 3 (lear-
ning rule)el whe} AAEch FaFAL o



2l el digle] fsts F¥E FUADIIE
2] £ 845 (supervised learning) ¥} €8l 57

el 58 AAls = &34 (unsupervised
learning) .= H-f%¥ 4 it}k(Lippman, R.
P, 1987).

olz &3 & alolef] 21 & (hidden lay-
er)o] EA3H, Hole) sy F2 s
2, 2 Foll A gl Ao} o) F
o4 Ho2HE] 87Ee= EHo
& FARG & fJHE o2 NE o] W& e
718 zhe 2 Ee 2o 4R Ade] gl
g3 o 29FE E8 Uy 2o
oji o) 2-& 85t ¥ (representation)=
28 o ¢lA g+ Zelcl(Rumelhart, D. E.
ete, 1986). o]# g o}& # 4 EE(multi-layer
perceptron)d] 4 T Ero] shuigl 2
ztef 4 s} error back propagation: EBP) <
a2l Eel o8 el A=, o] dae]E
AlAarel A Faal YA &3 gHactual out-
put}® P33z} 3= B-HEiH{desired out-
put) 7F2] @ xfe] oigt H-aAFe S H
A2 FxE AAYEE A LehA
(delta rule}o] w2 #lo|c}{Lippman, R. P,
19387; Wasserman, P. D., 1989},

EBP atie)Fe] delae 8L flsA
= A7 EF 7 weight space)oll 4] 213
HAH o2 g8 ks H2A 727 Fha
{gradient descending search) WH-& Ap-8-3%)
ol & delg el ofd AA ] W= o
A= FA ] FolAe A9 AFY Fol
2 3= Fde dsle] 7127171 A 5
u], o] f.ate] Alge] 713k @el ghasle Wk
o2 Wt 5 Heluh o] ek (for-
ward) WEH(]E Fol M Y F) 22 2 Y3
Foi3l {ie dioleol] oijt AAl FHakE Al
Absla, olol WH-gah: X HHgtAe] R4
£ st Fel F34 (backward) .2 Adshdd
A AEFHoE AA7EE 29 ke A
S utEYez Hagoezd A4 HAE &
#4171+ dare Fo)et(Pao, Y. H., 1988).

ol2|g EBP ot dxelsd F 7hx) vy
£ 7HA 2 d=dl, A EAde e sy
o] HoA A {glebal minimum)”} ohd
a7 F A& (local mim’mum)ﬂ] wha A
o] slebes Hojrt & 2aMghre AAAES)
s rhakdd o;ﬂ"\:}‘)’“k] =% ﬂ;ﬂ'@“ Hell &
ZA =, 4 5-oll wheb 2271 o] e & R
o] #F#57] ol&e] 2 A} -FHr]7} oS v
Ao) gl EF 7187] i vy w=A] 7}
A e FA|E R s o] ofiel A
& o FHellA Ko} 7hg FA4AHE obet o
27l AolBR 27} Do ohd A3 g
o vl5 7FsAde] ¥rh(Pao, Y. H, 1988).
TR FAAH-2 EBP sy dae|Fol 23
G F FakslAl deve Helrh o
218k A& Beksls] flste] sl atwe] &y
Al ZbE A A o Hate] dd TS ke, &
w32l PE A5E 571717 sa8d &
A &, A= 2712E o8] AR R
Gt Fol s sele oo WS
ARgRbe, AlF Al o2 Al o} R
FA A AL w2 o] & §(1994) 2] =l o]
v FEsld e o] & Fhxsiwl & Aok

32 S5AS oiSE 9isH AR 2y

B omEeld Ahed A4 BdE 3EE,
RSl e 2HEE 2E 19 Sox
olFeld slom, 2t £l PES A5t Hi§
A AR 5 AES dolglch ma o AR
o A4 G A A% S ey A2
o &% gt wAlY ¥ oF YHY S UE
2 w3 olcho] Bt 5, 1994).

spire) F574 % $13 EBP oud
ze) 448 AEa) Aste] W F5 4
goziE e HaE olestarh olela
B gel oGS Al TPk AR RE §
4 AYE @ 4%, RQD, A7, A4k
Sol Utk ol% whE HYEEO L viehygl
24 59} Zeh

GRS T 81



Output Layer : 1 node
(Permeability}

Input Layer : 2~4node

{Depth, Joint Condition, Joint Spacing, RQD)
a2 5 FrAg S Y AAY 29

2% 5ellA{e} o] giHF(EAA): FHeol, A
2| 7v4, AelAd, RQD 53 Y3 (F 5
F) Alelell £-}Z(Hidden Layer}e] &%}
o224 Yl ¥ EFe g, 2%
ol 4 qlE gl Aozt o] Foiq gl e
2HE 2 7EHAR = £ 5% FA=

4. Of| ®| ol A4

4.1 siA 2y

£ =AM A3 S et elzlel] Rk
AAgE 367 AEEA gAML A S5
A A00FT TR A AAE ARFTAY 2
A5 2R AEF Aso|w(¥FHEr|=d
H 3], 1993), ¢| & =¥ & Jehid ¥ 19 3
t} 28l1 o] ARE F A4} delAte
= RMR 454 (Bieniawski, 1974)2] 2 &
Jehfolx qlo} AAl dAEHo2 3=
RMR T2 & 2§ o el o] 48 T UEF

82 H13% E2M - 19974 4 B

ook & 1o A ARS FA579 RQD
o] A#BAE 1 6(a), FAlge AEe)
FHRAF 19 6(b)el Vehf )

100.00

80.00 *

RQD

40.00 - * *

20.00 .

0.00 T S !
1.00E-6 LO0E-S 1.00E-4
permesbility(m / sec)
(a} F7A2F RQD9}Y AlgqA|

1.00E-3

100.00

80.00] *

60.00 *

depth{m)

40.004 « e

20.00 *

0.00
1L.OOE &

 LOOES 1LO0E 4 1.00E-3
permeability{m / sec)
(b) FTA T2l A x9s] APA

38 6. ¥4 —RQD, A =9 AwaA

2% 6% F2T W F5AG RQD, £
Aol AEshs] BAE A7l optte) Ape
A5t ok @ AABE S TE F5)
8 Al 49le Bo] WF Yol B



E . FAse) AubEga e 28
WE| 7ol | RQD | da | 42 | 53
(m) | (%) | 2k4* | Aed* | (m/s)
1 24.0 97.63 27 25 587E06
2 24.5 100 21 23 303E-06
3 27.0 10 4 10 1LISE04
4 250 17.17 7 11 417E05
5 24.3 27 7 2 7.13E05
6 19.5 43.3 15 12 1.60E-04
7 17.5 294 5 6 LL1ZE-04
8 28 215 5 7AQ0E-05
35.6 5547 i0 12 3.37E-05
10 | 40.85 48.7 9 5 3.03E-05
11 22.1 33.53 10 3.28E-05
12 34 725 10 20 1.23E-05
13 26 65.44 10 20 L91E-05
14 34 88.38 1¢ 25 7.59E-06
15 26 86.5 16 25 9.53E-06
16 27 34.63 8 10 1.B4E-05
17 | 625 19.9 10 3.31E-06
18 78 8,73 5 8 1.28E-05
19 | 66.8 35.3 10 12 #.48E-06
20 81.9 66.25 20 20 1.29E-06
21 | 765 5244 10 3.29E-05
22 | 645 49.37 12 2.76E-05
23 8.5 97.24 10 15 231EA05
24 35 3.3 10 6 9.52E-05
25 43 69.35 10 20 1.79E-05
26 40.5 80.95 10 20 2.33E-05
27 41 86.63 12 20 1.21E05
28 47 65.1 8 20 1.70E-05
29 31 37.05 11 7 1.92E-05
30 | 30,85 | 5681 11 8 382E45
31 235 35 5 16 7.04E-0b
32| 195 2 5 4 202E04
331 195 0 5 3 2.33E-04
343 205 2.75 3 5 743E-G5
35 17 10 5 5 1.41E-04
36 275 422 8 11 4.15E05
* RMR 9] 25 A%k 3k

33t o 3o %ﬂ#ﬂ-@ ok = gich ol R}
B3 FrATE 537 AaAe FrA
2t Fae) alf 7Fed B8 dAE o] 53F)
<A Ba3h, 7] AAg el qlFAl
7Hubela} & - 9k E 14 A ABE F
FAHT AL S As52 mddlslyd o,
RQD2} He|d7H L& Agdde]l v B
(Priest, 1993)7} =oigle o g }&3} o] 5
712 CaseZ +Hro] oAl L AAEd T,
a2 AAE vz AEFe A FHHe o2
A 8.3} QA=AE Al Al st} shed o)
pCasel : A1 e, RQDEYE SFd o &
P Case?2:RQD, Adejile] 2HE] 545
of &
P Case3: A%, RQD, Ae|Ate) =256 §F
A ol &
PCased i 4k, HtA, s =4E
AT dE
P Caseb: dx, RQD, A=714, il =
HE] A mﬂ-é
¥ ozl s el A= ghas A717] 918 A8
o} e ebEA HEE ﬂf{} 8-S FAs
7] $lal A AFEH 37} Tl 51871 )2} =
a4 AN E o] IHZE g R A
ES Atk
Foizl 7 A5 5] g EBP sty ¢
2l5e] 248 sl 1A &49F PES
AA7xe] 271x], g, Euld g5 H
THES HAAFoAo} s, ol E F dpEH
oy g dje] A% shgsle A7}
et xo2le] AEE Algztes uyleg
Fatedo} ok

42 OflAsHA 2t R HE

EBP stg obae]de] 248 ¢ &
e ARg File] TR W gEH e
Atehg &A Aelshd & 29 )

3 2o A vtepd WAER] Fre g FAE Al
Ao 2 RE] 7} Case' E oA 84S %5
shpol] O gt Yot 19 73 3o

BEMHAE TSEE 83



E 2. Cased W3k

' Case 1 Case 2 Case 3 Case 4 Case 5
g ela} A 270 274 370 37 474
WA 2% PEA 24 18 19 19 2%
A 24Z PES 12 10 11 9 11
£l A5 174 17 174 174 171
A E 2 4 224121 218101 319111 31991 426111
AAzbwe] 273 —1.0~10 Alo] 2] F4
s & 0.2
zoiiy 0.9
3-8 AR A 7z} 18 set
PAEL AR Ay z} 18 set
AE Ax Al m e
SEREREES Rab Rap RQD RQD
el ahe A e abel el 74 ERER:
A 2] Abe 2] Arel
AR e e 73 W
15 . [ | 2 w3 o} F4-& ek ey el
—Gmel | R0 eA F ANRE dxsAe o
- Case 5 2 =g A% o) Lol ole} gl &
5§ 10 ~ Case 5 - w5 AEZVH FEAYS gl A
= | @& AR FHASE Cased T ol %3
z AvHe g ¥ 8~a7 129 $3 vie)
Eooal 1 @k o] Azke Fdssh Apnide AR
2 AN g % ol Fol AHER Zolth,
R e | ol 23} Zo] AFAAY o] £ o] 43}
00! Soal o TNIImeN FEASE AT Yot WP F4 AP
0 2000 4000 6000 myE} AAE el xje) AE} Y Fgh(aver-
Iteration No. age summed square error: ASSE)S 4] 62
28 7. Casedl wRASA @ gpen 12O CaseB 2 viEhild & 33} 2.

% 55 #ashd Case 33} Case 57} 3
ol 49 RelF T 3lom, el CaseSe
557 60,0008 o)A} 5] efof 2k 2 xjgh
oAf FH3E el g} sgAIER S
7b AEY zpe|& aldle] Case 2 wHE 3}
el WE expe) Fefrt ofbE THE Vhepy
of, q12}5o] Zrisledw 243 PES 7} o}

84 R34 P28 - 1997# 48

ASSE=% (iiK—) (6)

Aq7NA K. A g K2 @23 ne 1=
LR 8] AN el

Z} Caset & A8 A= vz, 47}
4] QA8 BF 7HA+ Case 57} 714 $& o
% AANE ¥eFa gle, o] H$E A3t
H Case 39 & A7) 713 F82 4 5



Predicted Permeability(m/s)

Predicted Permeability(m/s)

1078
I Average Summed Square
" Error=12.61%
F _.'"
1044 o .
-. . .. "- i
L »
K [ ]
.
0% o e
16-° R T
10°° 10°° 107

Measured Permeability(m/s)
(a) T A5 Sty

1673

Predicted Permeability{m/s)

107%

r Average ’
Summed Square wn
Error=238.65% .

107 .
- = -
.. ‘- g
- . .
10—5 | . ]
. ._;".
-'-
1078 N RS R
107° 1078 1074 1073

Measured Permeability{m/s)
(b} BpHls A8 o

28 8. F5AF G askat Aol gl wlit(Case 1) ¥k Y%, RQD

0, T T T
Average Summed Square
Error=16.11% .

107} .

. ...’...
. '.-.;c e

107° |- R

107

L ]
. [
o R S| M| el
107’ 107 107 107

Measured Permeability(m/s)
(a) Twid AR 2t

1073

Predicted Permeability(m/s)

107? -
- Average
| Summed Square -
" Error=28.54% s
' L]
1074} - -
: = 8 .
[ ] B
| ‘ L
107 "
L]
10-6 :.L’.::M.J_L__IMLJ.J.J.LL_%J‘_..AM.L.L.A_LIJI_‘_LL._A_J. PR NN W
10°¢ 107° 10 10°*

Measured Permeability{m/s}
(b) A =8 o<

717 9. FAl Al ekt A3l g v (Case 2) 1Y AL RQD, A4

REMS THeE 85



Predicted Permeability(m/s)

Predicted Permeability{m/s)

1073 e 1079 e ——
Average Summed Square = Average Summed Square
Error=11.17% ) =z Error=1265% R

e E . .
2 ]
107 | e £ 107 e
I e B L
" g .
‘e ® g »
O i
10751, .. E; 1o L. - .
L ] - _a I
: , @
£ -
10’5 b vaaand v v agsl vl 10_5 1 |41|,=i TR TIT | L1 ogadin
107 107® o™ 107 10° 1078 10 1
Measured Permeability(m/s) Measured Permeability{m/s)
(a) Bps] A2 o4 (b) #ud A8 &
220100 FAa Al Sgkat A ghel g v E(Case 3) UHAR : A%, RQD, U] Ared
) PRl — 107 [ ——
t Average Summed Square - Average .
Error =40.09% . Q * Summed Square .
. - .
e @ . g Error=25.35% -
L s - s 5 7
10 4 {' . ‘ ;é 10 -
¢ * § "
* . & R 4
. 5 -w.
e A
-4 = -5
10 E . . "é 10 . o
4
M
...-‘.-' I ..._
10_5 ol NPT | b 1076 L. T S RS U] S B A R R T
1078 197 107 1078 107° 10°* It 107

Measured Permeability(m/s)
{a) E94A Als o4

Measured Permeability{m/s}
{b) g} A8 o}

Izt 11 S ol agrst abg kel gt wlm(Case 4) HAE - A=, A3H, A4

86 B34 E2W - 1997F 45



-1

10 s
—~ Average Summed Square i
m
~ Error=10.56% -
g
g
= 107 .
= L W )
g L
5 se ®
= %
T *
St 4
]
E i -

. -
1078 Y B SR
197¢ 10°° 107 107
Measured Permeability{m/s)}
(a) A A5 s
a8 12

H 3. Cased &7 AHgke] A HF LA}

372 2} { ASSE)
T FeEA | Bl gl Ak
ALg g | AR ey
Casel| 12,61 % 3865 % A%, RQD
Case?] 16.11% 28.54% RQD, d2)4te
Case3| 11.17% 12.65% | A{;% g_QE“D'
o | A= gens,

Cased| 40.09% 25.35% A el Aol

= (/) a }‘JL RQD‘

ased| 10.56% 11.24%; el 7, A2

slth. RQD+ A7 E ofjn] masts 317
u] #ol RMRE A2 xe 5% Feity
& Apalade) 2kAe] ehuzt rating¥t ol 2E
RQDHv} A d3E v|xe= o2 gdd
v}, o] gl kg 2] W47} Case 33} zhol 3
el Case 47} Case 3ol ¥l3}ed vl A&
Bol 9J&& B o o= Ax o]2{F} o] H2}
2alglcl s Ak Eic) Case 134 Case 2= 57}
2 glaeiAlute 2 v vty $2 Hapg Ho

107!

. | Average Summed Square
2 I Error=11.242%
2 . N
- o
2 07 "
T g e
: o
& .y U
-
3 107 v
&
L ]
].0_E "". o1oa sl oy sl PR ..H-J
1978 1078 107 107

Measured Permeability(m/s)

{(b) FeulA Abw s

S ol 23t ARkl g w12 (Case 5) HAR A=, RQD, Aeixdz, A 4}e

F3 9le] Case 3o)v} Case H2} 72 =2HE&
w272 F3be 2o ASoE A S
‘%‘ ]%'@-o] 7]"_*1#"4 _1;!-0:]‘[‘..]_ ‘ﬂfr]-

X 3ol R%e] FFLxe] WHHArE 10
56%~40.09%% el 9lont 71&2) B
Al ol Zell HE HEAF(COV: coefficient
of variation}2] E¥7} 90%~300%7+2] WA
23S B of(Lee et al. 1983; Harr, 1987)
vz AHEI) dE5US od ¢ e Fre
Wei 3(1995)e] #|Al§} 4] 55 +1-4-317] #)
Ay K& Asfol sl £ =i X 1
9 2A8E F 7MW Axd A 4R 54
A(HE 6)9F 2 W] AxE 4] 54 gz}
of K& Faleden, 11 Kt 304x10"m/s®)
Adrk Wei 5o} A A|jt A 58 Al&-sle] K4
A5 €& Aol B A4 Case 5
of & A& wlsts) 2 % 49} 17 139}
Eig=3

X 49} 7Y 138 Aaslw B =FoA A
Algk vho] F-A e oSl it v 2 A
g HoAFI 8IS o 5 st o9} 2
A7) oA 5 F3F o)§ 2y, Wei 5o

BRI TAEE 87



H 4. Wei 59 o 23t3} Caselo] ol &zkal of3h =

‘} CTIYA
T ik e =1 s e 4
Average* 115 1.33
Caseh ) ~
cov 58% 549
Wei & Average* 5.43 3.89
Hudson cov | 153 109%
v Averagew [K{dl&3b) /K(ZHgh]E b
4% ol
107
" [« Neural
- o Wei & Hudson
=
& R
Z 'L o g 8%
= oo 0
2 2
E N
g o o 9 2 *
A ..‘;
B 10 o0 "
g .
1.
[xH
‘ .
107l vl ol
10°¢ 107% 10 107

Measured Permeability(m/s)
a) grid Ats sy

813 ¥

B el de JF A4 o2& 483
stube] FAlg ol 3 dhlel] oi§ Yoz
229 dIH(EBP) sgdaeFe o848 ¥
A G el dhsted A7F s L
o, o] Wil vt AEE SiEte] dgsp
Al Azjeh A A (FF RS @ A,

RQD, delddl, A&7t )&l 7-‘4%6}“1 e
= Aot Fod3 YA HH7E 3
of vaLd] A% oA ol Sl S B
FAZ, HH+HF 47 QA BFEE A

88 WL PLW - 1997F 4R

xﬂ"]’?} correlation F4]-& wE =
1?:]6}1 73o] oL ubyel| B odTtel A

EEE F 4 AR 2E AR 2oz o
e GRS o F AL A5g A
s QAEE 4 AUE 5 s ol 4ol
el AT ¢ 5 olo,

-3
07—

F|® Neural

) | |o Wei & Hudson -
~
B - u
& 107 - ©o g ' C‘.;g v
- o L] "
=] I CRL N
g I g
g 8
g g 0
=% . -
g 107 -
5 3 « "
b
~ o

10’5 RN EERyt | Lo Laiant Ly L_jJ_I_I_LJ

10°¢ 1078 107 1078
Measured Permeability(m/s)
(b) FlA AR 4

A G A &gk AAA gkl g v)E : Case 52 Wei & Hudson

& & akezE AR 2 4H-E el
gF 47b3] elAbE Ae)7kE g A2’ A4k
7t 2 oo R 2 ASNE Mo, £ #4He
A RMR 25" oA A5l A7
2|3t Rating gle] FFA4 oS AWl Ae]
Hes Hoesivt 4= RQD, RQDe} 4
elatel o] Fr1A) gl kg ks dl4fAlel
A= vlwz] F& A4S 45}14401 ofz] <l
Aol o g ApEgle] FoH el AAlul-E o] S8k
#Hote] 7Afol % FapAl el i3t ol o) 7hE
= X Fgich

2 AT AurFE Heopol 417 3 mu) o}



2 A& rheAds AR A3 AR
Aure| A o Fell A48 ¥ A2 2 A
4 7Fedol iEE et &, & =el A Al
b w2 A RbEARAle] el A g 9l AN
RQD, dz 4 (RMR +3]), 2174 (RMR
F4]) 52 7IE 24 AR S dube] Foel
G ol o] 7hgEh, o] & AskEt 5o A
Alell Z27] AA AR o)fo] 7hodhE Mo 5
det. oivh, AR el A ol 7 U=
2 S fste] o @92 d3FAE A
o} vhekgh Aubel o] A Lo HF HEZ} 2}
F oA+t A & e A

LA 2
B AT 19969 % AR A (A5

0 961-1201003-1) <d-7w] x| Yol 2]ate] 3
Eglern g o]o zHALE Hihth

Ik
ror

P F

L o)A g, o|AR(1994), “Q1FAAT o] ES o]
S o] SRy (1) -2, ¢
x| ub-g-atE 2], A 109, 4.4,

2. o)A %(1994), A Systematic Evaluation of
Pile Bearing Capacity, 2AeHe] =5, 3rejd
ahar,

3 Abyal A =r)ey e H(1993), M-S
Abzb AN ard g A A0GE-T HA-A Alda
Al B A

4. Bieniawski, Z. T. (1974), "Geomechnics Clas-

sification of Roek Masses and Its Appli-
cation in Tunnelling”, In Advanced in Rock
Mechanics 2 (A), 27-32, Washington, D.C.:
Nat. Acad. Sci.

. E. Heek & E. T. Brown(1980), “Under-

in Rock”, the Insti-

tution of Mining and Metallurgy.

o

ground Excavations

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

, Goh, A. T. C.(1904), "Seismic Liquifaction

Potential Assessed by Neural Networks”,
Journal of Geotechnical Engineering Div,
ASCE, Vol. 120, No. 9, pp.1467-1480.

. Heitfeld, K.-H., Heitfeld, M., “In Situ Per-

meability Testing of Weathered(Soft) Roc-

k", Geotechnical FEngineering of Hard

Soils Soft Rocks, Anagnostopoulos et al.

., Lippmann, R. P.(1987), “An Introduction to

Computing with Neural Nets™, IEEE ASSP
MAGAZINE, 4.

. Makurat A., Barton N. Tunbridge L. Vik

G., and Bandis 5.(1990), “The measurement
of mechanical and hydraulic properties of
rock joints at different scales ina the Stripa
project”, Proc. ISRM, Rock Joints (Edited
by Loen, Baron and Stephansscn), pp.
541-548, Rotterdam, Balkema.

Pao, Y. H.(1988), Adaptive Pattern Recog-
nition and Neural Networks, Adisson-Wes-
ley.

Priest, S. D.{1993), "Discontinuity Analysis
for Rock Engineering”, Chapman & Hall.
Rumelhart, D. E., McClelland, J. L. & the
FPDP Research Group(1986), “Parallel Dis-
tributed Processing”, Exploration in the
Microstructure of Cognition, Vol.l, Founda-
tions, MIT Press.

Wasserman, P. D.{1989), Neural Computing:
Theory and Practice, Van Nostrand Reinhol-
d.

Wei, Z. Q., Egger, P., Descoeudres, F.(1995},
“Permeability Predictions for Jointed Rock
Masses”, Int. J. Rock Mech. Min. Sci. &
Geomech. Abstr. Val. 32, No. 3, pp.2b1-261.
Wei, Z. Q. Hudson, J. A.(1988), “Per-
meability of Jointed Rock Masses", Proc,
ISEM Symp., Rock Mechanics and Power
Plants, Madrid, pp.613-625.

(%l 1996. 10. 28)

WEME S eriE 8



