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Abstract—Rock bolt and lining are very common and effective support ways, and they are often used
together in many projects because their bearing and reinforcement effects. However, the mechanism
of the two support methods in the surrounding rock is not clear, especially the theoretical analysis.
Therefore, a model is put forward to analyze the mechanical behavior of a deeply buried circular
hydraulic tunnel jointly supported by double-linings and point anchored rock bolts, in which rock
mass, double linings and bolts maintain elastic state and are in full contact with each other. And point
anchored rock bolts are creatively replaced by pairs of concentrated forces of equal magnitude and
opposite direction. By using the complex function method, the linear equations for solving the axial
force of the bolts and the relevant analytical function coefficients can be established, based on the
stress condition of the inner boundary of the secondary lining, continuity condition between the pri-
mary lining and the surrounding rock, and continuity condition between the primary lining and the
secondary lining, as well as the compatibility condition of the displacement between the bolts and the
surrounding rock. Then, using the analytical functions, the stress and displacement of any point in the
double linings and surrounding rock can be calculated. Besides, the influence of inner hydrostatic
pressure and exchange of Young’s modulus of double linings are discussed, in which the support laws
and mode of load transmission are analyzed. The results are in line with actual laws and can provide
guiding suggestions for the design and construction of support works.

Keywords: circular hydraulic tunnel, point anchored rock bolt, double linings, combined support,
axial force of bolt, stress and displacement solution
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1. INTRODUCTION
In the 1950s, the New Austrian Tunneling Method (NATM) (Rabcewicz) was proposed and has been

widely used in geotechnical engineering around the world, whose idea is to mobilize the strength and self-
bearing capacity of surrounding rock as much as possible [1–7]. Therefore, shotcrete (lining) and bolts
are widely recognized as effective support methods and are often used in support engineering at the same
time, which can effectively restrict the deformation and improve the stress state of surrounding rock [8].

The lining (shotcrete) is a ring-shaped supporting structure close to the tunnel, which deforms harmo-
niously with the surrounding rock. It can not only limit the deformation of rock mass and provide support
force for tunnel wall, but also close the surrounding rock and prevent its weathering. Through field test,
model test, theoretical analysis and numerical simulation, scholars have been exploring the support prin-
ciple of lining [2–5, 9–14]. These studies confirmed the role of lining, and considered various influencing
factors, such as the roughness of contact surface, the development degree of rock joints, the spatial effect
of excavation surface and the supporting time. Among them, the complex function method proposed by
Muskhelishvili is a useful analytical method to analyze the interaction between rock mass and lining [11–16].
At present, the analytical solutions of stress and displacement for an arbitrarily shaped tunnel with lining
in infinite domain can be obtained [13, 14]. Similar method will be used in this paper, and double linings
are taken into consideration. As for bolting support, by placing rod-shaped reinforcement in the surround-
ing rock and grouting, the bolts and the rock mass are bonded together. The integrity and strength of the
surrounding rock are enhanced by making full use of the characteristics of large stiffness and tension of
the bolts, so as to maintain the stability of the excavated tunnel. Two types of rock bolts can be distin-
guished [17]: (1) point anchored rock bolts; and (2) fully grouted rock bolts. And there have been a lot of
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Fig. 1. The equivalent action of point anchored rock bolts.
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researches on the anchoring principle of bolts [18–28]. Farmer [24] studied the shear stress distribution
of anchorage interface and axial force of bolts by pull-out test. Freeman [25] proposed the neutral point
theory through field observations. Bjurstrom [26] studied the effect of bolt on increasing the strength of
jointed rock mass through shear test. Benmokrane et al. [27] proposed bond-slip model of rock bolt to
establish the relationship between generated shear bond stress and relative displacement at the anchorage
interface. Bernaud et al. [28] presented the numerical modelling of bolts with homogenization approach
in a finite element procedure. In 2006, Bobet [29] first proposed an analytical method for analysis of point
anchored rock bolts in circular tunnel in elastic ground. Similarly, in 2019, Lu [23] obtained the analytical
method for analysis of the point anchored rock bolts in elliptical tunnel by using the complex function.
Their common idea is to simplify the load acting on the surrounding rock by the point anchored rock bolt
into a pair of concentrated forces with the equal magnitude and opposite direction, then solve the axial
forces of bolts. This paper will also continue this idea to solve the interaction problem between rock mass
and bolts.

NATM combines the advantages of bolt and lining and has been widely used. And researchers have
been doing works on its mechanical mechanism and obtained many important conclusions by different
ways. Chen et al. [30] presented the an equivalent constitutive model for jointed rock masses reinforced
by bolt and lining and its implementation in a finite element program. They discussed the effect of the
bolts and lining to the stiffness and shear resistance of the jointed rock mass. Holmgren and Ansell [31]
studied the bolt anchored reinforced shotcrete lining subjected to impact loading. They pointed out that
impact load caused the lining bond failure. And bolts can effectively absorb the impact load, but it needs
a certain anchorage length. Sun and Zhang [32] established a circle model of composite support system
consist of preliminary reinforcement, initial supports, secondary lining ring retainers and gave the internal
force and deformation expression of arbitrary circle model by solving the problem of concentric composite
rings. Ren et al. [33] conducted a three dimensional geomechanical model test based on similarity prin-
ciple and numerical simulation. They found segmental lining played a major bearing role, while bolts
played a role in strengthening rock mass. In addition, they discussed the influence of fault and plastic
zone. Despite all this, the bolt-lining support design still mainly bases on engineering analogy method and
engineering rock mass classification nowadays [34, 35], because the interaction mechanism between
anchorage body and surrounding rock under complex geological conditions is not clear. The model estab-
lished in this paper is based on the complex function method, which is a supplement to the principle
research of bolt-linings combined support and can provide guidance for the early design of support.

As shown in Fig.1, the model adopted in this paper is to firstly install the point anchored rock bolts
perpendicular to the tunnel wall,and then double linings support are applied. For the convenience of the
analysis, it is assumed that the bolts and the double linings are installed at the same time. After the bolts
are installed, they will deform along with the surrounding rock. Compared with the scale of surrounding
rock, the influence of rock bolt diameter can be ignored. So the interaction between point anchored rock
bolts and surrounding rock in deeply buried circular tunnel is simplified to a problem that multiple pairs
of concentrated forces act on the vicinity of circular hole in an infinite domain. Besides, hydrostatic pres-
sure p0 acts on the inner boundary of the secondary lining.

This paper assumes that the tunnel is deeply buried, rock mass, double linings and rock bolts are always
in elastic state under the in-situ stress, and the strain along axis direction of tunnel is zero. That is to say,
it is plane strain condition. The primary lining and surround rock is complete contact, which means the
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Fig. 2. Lined circular tunnel and ring-shaped region in the ζ plane.
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contact stress and the displacement at their interface is continuous. And the contact relationship between
the primary lining and the secondary lining is the same. In addition, the action positions of the concen-
trated forces are assumed to be at the two effective ends of the bolts, that is, at the tunnel wall and the mid-
point of the anchorage section. Despite some assumptions, the solution also has practical significance
because the key variables, which influence the combined support system, can be readily identified and
their relative importance can be quickly estimated.

2. FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES AND EQUATIONS

2.1 Analytic Functions Considering Lining Installation Process

Firstly, we recur to the conformal transformation to map the double linings and the outer region of the
tunnel into concentric circles and the outer region of a unit circle, respectively. See Fig. 2. And the map-
ping function is as follows

(2.1)

where R0, R1, R2 is the radius of the circular tunnel,primary lining and secondary lining, respectively; L2,

L1, L0 is the inner boundary of the secondary lining, contact interface of primary lining and secondary lin-
ing, contact interface of surrounding rock and primary lining, respectively. E0, E1, E2 is the Young’s mod-

ulus of the rock mass, primary lining and secondary lining, respectively. ζ = ρeiθ, i =  ρ is the radius
in the ζ plane and ρ = r/R0, where r is the polar radius in the z plane; θ is the polar angle in the ζ plane,

the same with the polar angle in the z plane. After mapping, the radius of the circular tunnel, primary lining

and secondary lining is set to 1, R(R1/R0), R'(R2/R0), respectively. And L2, L1, L0 corresponds to γ2, γ1, γ0.

After the primary lining support is applied, the surrounding rock interacts with the primary lining. The
two analytic functions corresponding to the surrounding rock mass under the action of primary lining can
be expressed as:

(2.2)

On the other hand, the two analytic functions corresponding to the primary lining can be expressed by
as:

(2.3)

And similarly, the two analytic functions corresponding to the secondary lining can be expressed by as:
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The above a0, ak, b0, bk, d0, ek, fk, g0 pk, qk, h0, mk, nk, r0, sk, tk are all real numbers to be determined by

the boundary conditions given below. The series is taken as a finite term Ne in this paper, as long as the
value of Ne is large enough, the result can be also accurate enough.

Using ϕ0(ζ) and ψ0(ζ), ϕ1(ζ) and ψ1(ζ), ϕ2(ζ) and ψ2(ζ), the displacement at any point within the sur-

rounding rock restricted by the primary lining and the displacements at any point within the double lin-
ings can be solved respectively as follows:

(2.5)

(2.6)

(2.7)

where ,  are the radial and tangential displacement components, respectively, in the z plane; K0 = 3–

4μ0, K1 = 3–4μ1, K2 = 3–4μ2; (μ0, G0, E0), (μ1, G1, E1), (μ2, G2, E2) are Poisson’s ratio, shear modulus and

Young’s modulus of the rock mass, primary lining and secondary lining, respectively. And G0 = E0/[2(1 +

μ0)], G1 = E1/[2(1 + μ1)], G2 = E2/[2(1 + μ2)].

2.2. Analytic Functions Considering Bolts Installation Process
The tunnel excavation brings about the deformation of surrounding rock, and the rock bolts installed

within the rock mass will restrain the deformation. At the same time, the deformation of surrounding rock
will exert loads on the bolts, so the axial forces are generated. As mentioned above, the effect of point
anchored rock bolts on the surrounding rock can be regarded as pairs concentrated forces with the equal
magnitude and opposite direction along the length of the bolts. The analytic functions corresponding to
the surrounding rock under the action of j-th concentrated force can be expressed as follows [22]:

(2.8)

(2.9)

where Xj, Yj are the component forces of j-th concentrated force acting on the surrounding rock on x and

y axis respectively; cj is radius vector from the position of the concentrated force to the center of circle tun-

nel. For the case that the concentrated force acts on the tunnel boundary, Eq. (2.8) and (2.9) are valid as
well, namely |cj| = R0.

Based on the simplified bolts model, one of the concentrated forces acts outwards at the boundary of
the tunnel, and the other one acts inwards at the midpoint of bond length (see Fig. 1). Let Nj denote the

axial force of the j-th rock bolt. If the spacing of the rock bolts in the axial direction of the tunnel is S, then
we have the following equations:

(2.10)
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(2.11)

where αj is the j-th (j = 1, 2, …, n) rock bolt installment angle, namely the angle between the outwards

direction of the bolt and the x axis; n is the installation number of the point anchored rock bolts; L is the
length between the effective ends of the bolts.

According to the superposition principle of elasticity, the analytic functions corresponding to the sur-
rounding rock under the action of point anchored rock bolts can be obtained as follows:

(2.12)

Therefore, the displacements at any point within the surrounding rock under the action of the bolts can
be solved as follows:

(2.13)

where ,  are the radial and tangential displacement components, respectively, in the z plane.

Combining Eqs. (2.8–2.13), the radial displacement  in any point (r, θ) can be given as follows:
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2.3. Analytic Functions Considering the Excavation of the Tunnel

The displacement  and  at any point in the surrounding rock mass due to circular tunnel excavation

can be obtained by two analytic functions [15]:

(2.15)

(2.16)

(2.17)

where  and σh are vertical and horizontal in-situ stress, respectively. The displacement shown in

Eq. (2.17) is the total displacement in the surrounding rock when the tunnel is unsupported. If the tunnel

displacement is supported after η (0 ≤ η ≤ 1) times of the total displacement, the displacement of the sur-

rounding rock before the support is . η is the displacement release coefficient [12–14], which

is determined by the distance between the working face and the lined section.

2.4. Equations of Solving , , , , ,  and 

2.4.1. Stress Condition of Inner Boundary of the Secondary Lining

Suppose that a uniform hydrostatic pressure p0 acts on the inner boundary of the secondary lining L2,

the stress boundary conditions along γ2 in the ζ plane can be expressed as:

(2.18)

Substituting Eq. (2.4) into Eq. (2.18) leads to:

(2.19)
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(2.20)

2.4.2. Contact Stress Continuity Conditions at the Interface Between
the Primary Lining and the Surrounding Rock

Since the analytic function corresponding to the interaction between the surrounding rock and the lin-

ing are ϕ0(ζ) and ψ0(ζ), the stress continuity conditions along the interface L0, corresponding to γ0 in the

 plane, can be expressed as:

(2.21)

Substituting Eq. (2.2) and Eq. (2.3) into Eq. (2.21) leads to:

(2.22)

2.4.3. Displacement Compatibility Conditions at the Interface Between
the Primary Lining and the Surrounding Rock

After the linings and rock bolts are applied, the surrounding rock and the primary lining still keep full

contact with each other along the contact surface L0, we can get the following equation by displacement
compatibility condition:

(2.23)

Substituting Eqs. (2.5), (2.6), (2.13) and (2.17) into Eq. (2.23), through sorting we have:

(2.24)

−

−

− − −
−

− +

− − −
− −

−

 + + =


+ =
 + =

− − + + = ≤ ≤
 + + + = ≤ ≤ −
 + =


+ =

2

0 2 0

1

1 1 0 2

2 2

2 2

( 2)

2

2

+2

(Ne 1) Ne 1

Ne 1 Ne 1

Ne Ne

Ne Ne

2 ' 0,

2 ' ' ,

' ' 0,

( 2) ' ' ' 0; 3 ,

' ( 2) ' ' 0; 1 2,

' ' 0,

' ' 0.

k k k
k k k

k k k
k k k

h n R r

n R s R p R

n R s R

k m R n R s R k Ne

m R k n R t R k Ne

m R t R

m R t R

ζ

ω σ ω σϕ σ + ϕ σ + ψ σ = ϕ σ + ϕ σ + ψ σ
ω σ ω σ0 0 0 1 1 1

( ) ( )' '( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ).
'( ) '( )

− −

+

− − −

+ = + +
 = +


= +
− − + = − − + ≤ ≤
 = + + + ≤ ≤ −


= +
 = +

0 0 0 2 0

1 2 1

2 2 2

2 2

2

e 1 e 1 e 1

e e e

2 ,

2 ,

,

( 2) ( 2) ; 3 ,

( 2) ; 1 2,

,

.

k k k i i

k k k k

N N N

N N N

a b d f g
b f p
b f p

k a b f k e p k Ne
a e k f q k Ne
a e q
a e q

ρ θ ρ θ ρ θ ρ θ− η + − + − + = +4 4 0 0 3 3 1 1(1 )( ) ( ) ( ) ( ).u iu u iu u iu u iu

[ ] [

]

= =

=

κ − θ + θ − + κ + κ θ − θ


+ + θ + + θ − − θ + θ 


 



0 0 0 0

1 10 0

0

1

1
(cos sin ) (cos sin )

2 2

(cos( 2) sin( 2) ) (cos sin )

n Ne
j

j j j
j k

Ne

k k
k

N
m i t w a k i k

G S G

k k i k a b b k i k

[ ]

[ ]

=

=

− κ + κ θ − θ + + θ + + θ


+ κ θ + θ − − θ + − θ −





1 0 1

11

1 0

1

1
(cos sin ) (cos( 2) sin( 2) )

2

(cos sin ) (cos(2 ) sin(2 ) )

Ne

k
k

Ne

k
k

d k i k k k i k e
G

k i k k k i k f g
MECHANICS OF SOLIDS  Vol. 58  No. 1  2023



288 LIU et al.
where

(2.25)

(2.26)

(2.27)

Besides, the effect of the lining on the surrounding rock decreases as ζ increases, that is, as ζ → ∞,

corresponding to the infinity in the z plane, we have  → 0 and  → 0. According to Eq. (2.5), the fol-
lowing equation can be obtained:

(2.28)
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Since ,  and , according to Eq. (2.28),we have:

(2.29)

2.4.4. Displacement Compatibility Condition Between the Bolts and the Surrounding Rock

Due to the excavation of the tunnel, point anchored rock bolts interact with the surrounding rock.
Before the failure of bolts, the points of connection (bolt head and midpoint of the anchorage section)
between the surrounding rock and the adjacent bolts will always be bonded and deform together. Based
on the displacement compatibility condition, we have:

(2.30)

where ∆u(δ) is the elongation of the δ-th rock bolt, which can be calculated as follows:

(2.31)

where E3, d represent the Young’s modulus and the diameter of the rock bolt, respectively.

Combine Eqs. (2.2), (2.5), (2.14–2.17) and (2.30–2.31), the displacement compatibility condition
between δ-th rock bolt and the rock mass can be obtained:

(2.32)

2.4.5. Contact Condition Between the Primary Lining and the Secondary Lining

Since the primary lining and the secondary lining maintain complete contact at the interface, the fol-
lowing displacement coordination equation is satisfied:

(2.33)

Substituting Eqs. (2.3), (2.4) into Eq. (2.33), through sorting we have:
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(2.34)

For the same reason, the interface between the primary lining and the secondary lining meets the stress

continuity condition:

(2.35)

Substituting Eqs. (2.3), (2.4) into Eq. (2.35), through sorting we have:

(2.36)

To solve ϕ0(ζ) and ψ0(ζ), ϕ1(ζ) and ψ1(ζ), ϕ2(ζ) and ψ2(ζ), and Nj (j = 1, 2, …, n), 10Ne + 6 + n
unknown numbers need to be solved, that is: a0, ak, b0, bk, d0, ek, fk, g0, pk, qk, h0, mk, nk, r0, sk, tk (k = 1, 2,

…, Ne), as well as Nj (j = 1, 2, …, n). Accordingly, 10Ne + 6+ n linear equations can be established to solve

these unknown numbers. That is: 2Ne + 1 liner equations about stress condition of inner boundary of the

secondary lining in Eq. (2.20); 2Ne + 1 liner equations about contact stress condition at the interface

between the primary lining and the surrounding rock in Eq. (2.22); 2Ne + 1 liner equations about dis-

placement compatibility condition of the interface between the primary lining and the surrounding rock

in Eq. (2.24) {let θ = 2kπ/(2Ne + 1), (k = 1, 2, …, 2Ne + 1) respectively, note that: avoid being too close

to the anchoring head}; 1 liner equation about the effect of the primary lining on the surrounding rock at

infinity in Eq. (2.29); n liner equations about the displacement compatibility condition between the bolts

and the surrounding rock in Eq. (2.32) (Let δ be equal to 1, 2, …, n, respectively); 2Ne + 1 liner equations

about displacement compatibility condition of the interface between the primary lining and the secondary

lining in Eq. (2.34); and 2Ne + 1 liner equations about contact stress condition of the interface between

the primary lining and the secondary lining in Eq. (2.36).
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2.5. Solutions for the Stresses and Displacements in the Linings and Surrounding Rock
Since the analytic functions ϕ0(ζ) and ψ0(ζ), ϕ1(ζ) and ψ1(ζ), ϕ2(ζ) and ψ2(ζ) are derived, with given

values of (R0, R1, R2, , σh, p0, μ0, μ1, μ2, E0, E1, E2, E3, η, Νe, S, n, L, d), the stresses and displacements

in the linings and surrounding rock can be obtained.

2.5.1. Stress and Displacement Components in the Linings
For primary lining:

(2.36)

(2.37)

For secondary lining:

(2.38)

(2.39)

where σθ, σρ, τρθ are the stress components in orthogonal curvilinear coordinates in the z plane. And the

displacement for any point within the primary lining and secondary lining can be solved by substituting
ϕ1(ζ) and ψ1(ζ), ϕ2(ζ) and ψ2(ζ) into Eq. (2.6) and (2.7), respectively.

2.5.2. Stress and Displacement Components in the Surrounding Rock
The stress component at any point in the surrounding rock can be solved as follows:

(2.40)

(2.41)

where

(2.42)

(2.43)

 and . The first term of Eqs. (2.42) and (2.43) represent the correspond-
ing analytic function before excavation, and the remaining terms reflect the effects of the primary lining,
bolts, and the excavation on the surrounding rock mass, respectively.

3. EXAMPLE AND ANALYSIS

Use the following values for the relevant parameters: the radius of circular tunnel R0 = 2.3 m; the thick-

ness of primary lining is 0.3m (R1 = 2.0 m); the thickness of secondary lining is 0.4 m (R2 = 1.6 m); the

vertical in-situ stress  = 3 MPa; the horizontal in-situ stress σh = 2 MPa; the inner hydrostatic pressure

p0 = 0.1 MPa; the Young’s modulus of the rock mass, primary lining and secondary lining are E0 = 5 GPa,

E1 = 20 GPa, E2 = 10 GPa, respectively; the Poisson’s ratio of the rock mass and the double linings are

μ1 = μ2 = μ3= 0.25; the coefficient of displacement released η = 0.0; the terms of the series Ne = 8; 12

bolts are installed into the tunnel, and each bolt is arranged every 30° from the horizontal; the length of
bolts L = 1.5 m; the diameter of bolts d = 2.5 cm; the row spacing of bolts S = 1.0 m; the Young’s modulus
of the bolts is E3 = 210 GPa. And Fig. 3 present the displacement solution and stress solution on the

boundary of secondary lining and primary lining (both inner and outer). Due to symmetry, results from
θ = 0° to θ = 90° are shown.
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Fig. 3. Displacement and stress solution within the double linings.
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It can be seen from the Fig. 3a, the closer to the center of the hydraulic tunnel, the greater the displace-
ment of the lining boundary, and the displacement of the linings in the direction of the maximum in-situ
stress (90°) is the largest, the displacement of the lining in the direction of the minimum in-situ stress (0°)
is the smallest, which is consistent with the actual situation. From the Figs. 3a and 3d, it can be found that
the radial stress and shear stress of the inner boundary of the secondary lining is 0.1 MPa and 0 MPa,
respectively, which conforms to our preset boundary conditions. In addition, by comparing the results of
radial displacements, radial stresses and shear stresses of contact interface of double linings in Figs. 3a, 3b
and 3d, we can easily find that they are basically equal (green symbol and black line basically coincide),
that is, they meet the displacement and stress continuity condition, that is so called “complete contact”.

Besides, the axial force of 12 point anchored rock bolts can be calculated by the method proposed in
this paper. Similarly, due to symmetry, only the axial force of bolts installment in the direction of 0°, 30°,
60° and 90° are provided here, that is: 7.53 kN, 11.26 kN, 18.80 kN and 22.68 kN respectively. From these
data, we know that the axial forces distribution of the bolts obtained are in line with the actual laws: the
bolt with the maximum axial forces is in the direction of the maximum in-situ stress, and the bolt with the
minimum axial force is in the direction of the minimum in-situ stress.

To a large extent, the effectiveness of this modeling is proved.

3.1.The Effect of Inner Hydrostatic Pressure
Use the same values for the relevant parameters, except for hydrostatic pressure on the inner boundary

of the secondary lining. Let p0 = 0.1 MPa, 0.3 MPa, 0.5 MPa respectively. And then adopt the proposed

approach, the axial forces of the bolts at different angles, radial displacement, and difference between
maximum principal stress and minimum principal stress σ1−σ3 for the points at the boundary of the dou-

ble linings can be plotted as follows.

It can be seen from the Fig. 4a, the axial forces of the bolts drop with the increase of the hydrostatic
pressure, which is the same with the radial displacement for the points at the boundary of the double lin-
ings with different p0 in Fig. 4b. Similarly, σ1−σ3 of the points on different boundary decrease with the

increase of inner hydrostatic pressure p0. By the way, since the radial displacement of the interface between

primary lining and primary lining is continuous, only the results of one boundary are showed in Fig. 4b.

R1 and  means at the outer boundary of the secondary lining and inner boundary of the primary lining,1
'R
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Fig. 4. Results with different inner hydrostatic pressures (a) axial force; (b) displacement (c) σ1−σ3.
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Fig. 5. Comparison of results before and after exchange of Young’s modulus of double linings (a) axial force; (b) displace-
ment (c) σ1−σ3.
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respectively. The fact is that the smaller the difference (σ1−σ3), the less prone to yield and failure. There-

fore, the internal water pressure in a certain range can support the lining and surrounding rock.

3.2. The Effect Young’s Modulus of the Linings
Similarly, use the same values for the relevant parameters, except for the Young’s modulus of the dou-

ble linings. Exchange the Young’s modulus of primary lining and secondary lining, that is: E1 = 10 GPa,

E2 = 20 GPa. And then adopt the proposed approach, compare the results after changing the Young’s

modulus with the results in example.

It can be seen from the Fig. 5a, after exchange of Young’s modulus of double linings, the change of
axial force of bolts is not obvious with only slightly reduce. The same law with the displacement results in
Fig. 5b. But the displacements of points on the outer boundary of primary lining exceed that of interface
of double linings. And as for σ1−σ3 of the points within secondary lining, no matter outer and inner

boundary, it increases a lot. On the contrary, σ1−σ3 of the points within primary boundary decreases.

That is to say, after exchange of Young’s modulus of double linings, the support provided by the linings for
the surrounding rock doesn’t not change much. Only the stress distribution is adjusted in the two-layer
lining itself. The one with large Young’s modulus, that is, relatively hard, bears more loads.

4. CONCLUSIONS

A mechanical model for a deeply buried circular hydraulic tunnel supported by double linings and
point anchored bolts is proposed by using the complex function method. The surrounding rock, primary
lining and secondary lining, as well as bolts are linked together based on the complete contact condition.
Through the contact surface continuity conditions and boundary conditions, the coefficients of the rele-
vant analytical functions are solved, which attributes to the establishment of relevant linear equations.
And then the axial forces of bolts, displacement and stress components of any point in the surrounding
rock and double linings are derived.

Besides, the effect of inner hydrostatic pressure on the inner boundary of secondary lining and the
influence of exchange of Young’s modulus of double linings are discussed and achieve the following con-
clusions: (1) the internal water pressure can help support the lining and surrounding rock, decreasing the
axial force of bolts, the displacement and σ1−σ3 of linings and surrounding rock. But it needs to be within

a certain range, otherwise there will be a negative effect with generating tensile stress. (2) the exchange of
Young’s modulus of double linings, the support provided by the linings for the surrounding rock doesn’t
not change much. But the stress distribution will adjust itself within the two-layer lining. The one with
larger Young’s modulus, that is, relatively hard, bears more loads.
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