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ABSTRACT

The squeezing phenomenon of rocks around tunnels is one of the most important problem in tunnelling.
Particularly, assessing the possibility of squeezing and its degree has always been a great problem for engineers.
For this purpose, the authors have proposed a method for the assessment of the possibility and the degree of
squeezing of rocks (Aydan et al. 1992). Some of mechanical properties such as the strength and friction angle at
residual state and parameters f and f* which are termed as post-yielding Poisson's ratios, have not been published
in the previous publications. In this paper, the authors will complete the necessary data for their proposed method

and illustrate the effect of these parameters on the tunnel wall deformation.
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Fig. 1 Triaxial behaviour and peak and residual yield functions of Funyu Tuff
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Fig. 2 Triaxial behaviour and peak and residual yield functions of Kobe Mudstone
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