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Abstract

The presence of particles on the surface of a tunnel slope renders it susceptible
to erosion by water flow, which is a major cause of soil and water loss. In this study,
a nonlinear mathematical model and a mechanical equilibrium model are developed
to investigate the distribution of flow fields and particle motion characteristics of
tunnel slopes, respectively. The mathematical model of flow fields comprises three
parts: a runoff region, a highly permeable soil layer, and a weakly permeable soil
layer. The Navier—Stokes equation controls fluid motion in the runoff region, while
the Brinkman-extended Darcy equation governs fast and slow seepage in the highly
and weakly permeable soil layers, respectively. Analytical solutions are derived for
the velocity profile and shear stress expression of the model flow field under the
boundary condition of continuous transition of velocity and stress at the fluid—solid
interface. The shear stress distribution shows that the shear stress at the tunnel-slope
surface is the largest, followed by the shear stress of the soil interface, indicating that
particles in these two locations are most vulnerable to erosion. A mechanical
equilibrium model of sliding and rolling of single particles is established at the fluid—
solid interface, and the safety factor of particle motion (sliding and rolling) is derived.
Sensitivity analysis shows that by increasing the runoff depth, slope angle, and soil
permeability, the erosion of soil particles will be aggravated on the tunnel-slope
surface, but by increasing the particle diameter, particle-specific gravity, and particle
stacking angle, the erosion resistance ability of the tunnel-slope surface particles will
be enhanced. This study can serve as a reference for the analysis of surface soil and
water loss in tunnel-slope systems.
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Highlights

* Nonlinear models were used to study the flow field distribution and particle
motion on slopes.

* The model includes three regions: runoff, highly permeable soil, and weakly
permeable soil.

 Sensitivity analysis indicates that erosion is affected by runoff depth, slope
angle, soil permeability, particle diameter, specific gravity, and stacking angle.

2022; Shen et al., 2019). Tunnel-slope erosion is highly
likely, random, and dangerous, which adversely affects

In recent years, soil and water loss has become a growing
problem (Liu et al., 2021; Tsai et al., 2022), with tunnel-
slope erosion being a direct cause of this phenomenon
(Ciampalini & Torri, 1998; Dunkerley, 2015; Lin et al.,

environmental protection (Akgun & Turk, 2011), hinders
traffic development (Guo et al., 2010), and threatens
people's life and property. A large number of engineering
cases have shown that tunnel-slope systems are prone to
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particle erosion under the action of water flow in the initial
stage, followed by instability and failure in the later stage
(Chen et al., 2022; Jiao et al., 2022; Wei et al., 2023).
Therefore, it is imperative to develop a model to evaluate
particle erosion in tunnel slopes.

Richard's equation is commonly used to describe the
unsaturated seepage in the initial period of rainfall on
tunnel-slope surfaces, while runoftf gradually forms on the
slope surface with the increase of the rainfall intensity. The
probability of slope erosion increases as the runoff depth
increases (Arnau-Rosalén et al., 2008). Although the
scouring of riverbeds has been studied extensively (Piqué
et al., 2016; Xiong et al., 2017; Zhao et al., 2019), scouring
problems of highway slopes, tunnel slopes, and reservoir
banks continue to emerge with the continuous develop-
ment of transportation and water conservancy (Chehlafi
et al., 2019; Liu et al., 2010; Wang et al., 2020).

Compared with clay tunnel slopes, sandy slopes have
almost negligible particle cohesion, thus being more prone to
soil erosion (Liu et al., 2019). The effects of tunnel-slope
gradients on scouring rate have been studied by Fox and
Bryan (2000), who found that the runoff velocity and soil
loss are positively correlated with the tunnel-slope gradient
during rainfall scour tests. Berger et al. (2010) conducted
rainfall simulation indoor scouring experiments on slopes
with varying slope gradients and rainfall intensities, dis-
covering that the change in rainfall intensity has a more
significant impact on sediment yield than the slope gradient.
Mendes et al. (2007) noted that the critical erosion shear
stress, which is affected by slope gradient, hydrostatic
pressure, and water density, can determine whether particles
will move or not. Patricia et al. (1987) studied the particle
motion of homogeneous/heterogeneous particles and derived
an analytical solution of the critical shear stress for
noncohesive sediment based on the force balance of a single
particle. Xie et al. (2009) proposed a formula for the critical
shield number used to evaluate the incipient motion of
cohesionless particles, which increases with the slope angle
and hydraulic gradient of seepage. When water acts on
tunnel-slope particles, additional forces, such as drag force,
lift force, and buoyancy force, come into play, leading to
particle instability (He & Tafti, 2018; Sugioka &
Komori, 2007; Zastawny et al., 2012). Seepage force can
also promote particle initiation and intensify slope erosion,
particularly when the slope has high permeability (Liu &
Chiew, 2012; Yergey et al., 2010). Theoretical models for
judging particle initiation are primarily derived from
mechanical equilibrium (Guo et al., 2019; Zhai et al., 2020).
The critical shear stress, critical velocity, critical water depth,
and particle start-up safety factor are commonly used
parameters to identify particle scouring, while the influence
of vegetation on slope particle erosion has also been studied
(Cheng et al., 2020; Kim et al., 2015, 2018).

Currently, the tunnel slope is regarded as a homoge-
neous soil layer in studies on flow field characteristics
and scouring erosion (Agudo & Wierschem, 2012;
Rabinovich & Kalman, 2009), with no reports on
double-layer rock and soil mass slopes with different
permeability characteristics. Moreover, the coupling
effect of runoff and seepage is not considered in current
studies on slope particle erosion (Cui et al., 2019).

In this study, a nonlinear mathematical model is
proposed to investigate the effects of free runoff on the
tunnel-slope surface coupled with saturated seepage in
tunnel-slope bodies, including highly and weakly permeable
soil layers. The runoff is governed by the Navier—Stokes
equation, while the seepage is described by the Brinkman-—
extended Darcy equation. Analytical solutions of pressure,
velocity, and shear stress are derived for cases where the
interface velocity and shear stress remain continuous.
Based on a single-particle mechanical equilibrium model,
in this study, the effects of various slopes, runoft depths,
and permeability on velocity and shear stress, as well as the
particle motion of the tunnel-slope surface are analyzed.
The expressions of the particle motion safety factor are
derived based on a sliding model and a rolling model, and
the parameter sensitivity of the particle rolling safety factor
is discussed.

2 | THEORETICAL ANALYSIS
OF THE FLOW FIELD

Tropical and subtropical regions are home to a significant
number of eluvial soil-strongly weathered rock stratum
slopes (Ma et al., 2018; Zhan et al., 2013). The cross-
section of the tunnel-slope system is illustrated in
Figure la, where the surface soil of the tunnel slope is
eluvial soil with high hydraulic conductivity ability.
Underneath the eluvial soil layer lies a strongly weathered
rock stratum, which can be regarded as a weakly
permeable layer. The bottom of the strongly weathered
rock stratum is an impermeable rock stratum. A locally
enlarged model of the studied tunnel slope is shown in
Figure 1b, which comprises three parts, that is, the runoff
region, the highly permeable soil layer (eluvial soil), and
the weakly permeable soil layer (strongly weathered rock
stratum). The fluid in the runoff region is unconstrained
free flow. However, the fluids in highly/weakly permeable
soil layers show fast/slow seepage, respectively. The model
length and total width are L and H, respectively; the slope
angle is #; the runoff depth is /; the velocities of runoff, fast
seepage, and slow seepage along the x direction are v,,,
Vexl, and Vg0, respectively; vy, is the fast seepage velocity
along the y direction; 3; is the interface velocity between
runoff and fast seepage; v is the actual seepage velocity;
and the widths of the highly/weakly permeable soil layers
are by and b,, respectively. As the fluid motion of runoff
and seepage in slopes is a complex problem, the theoretical
derivations are based on the following assumptions.

1. The highly/weakly soil layers are isotropic and
homogeneous porous media (Zhang & Liu, 2023).

2. The seepage flow is statured seepage (Ye et al., 2019).

3. Runoff and seepage are steady and laminar (Yuan
et al., 2019).

4. The fluid is an incompressible Newtonian fluid (Wei
et al., 2018).

5. The dissolution of chemicals and the formation of
bubbles in the fluid are ignored.

6. The fluid motion in the z direction is ignored (Liu
et al., 2023).
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FIGURE 1 Schematic diagram of the tunnel-slope system showing runoff and seepage: (a) slope cross-section and (b) locally enlarged model.

2.1 | Governing equation

Based on the fundamental laws of fluid mechanics and soil
mechanics, in this study, the parameters written in the text
as governing equations to describe the physical behavior
of the tunnel-slope system under the influence of water
flow are derived. Specifically, the Navier—Stokes equation
is used to describe the fluid flow in the runoff region, and
the Brinkman-extended Darcy equation is used to describe
the fast and slow seepage in the highly and weakly
permeable soil layers, respectively. The analytical solu-
tions derived from the governing equations provide insight
into the velocity profile and shear stress distribution of the
model flow field under different boundary conditions.

2.1.1 | Runoff flow on the slope surface

The incompressible runoff on the tunnel-slope surface
obeys the continuity equation:

Ve | Oy O
Ox oy oz

=0, (1

where v, v;,, and v, are the actual velocities along the x,
v, and z directions, respectively.

The fluid motion of the runoff is governed by the
Navier—Stokes equation (Zhang, Ye, et al., 2021):

;- 10py 0%y N 0%y . 0%y
Y pox “\"ox2 0y? 0z> o
OVry N OVry N OVryx N OVpy
= 4, Vex T Ve o |
or x| oy oz
~10py [6 Vip OV 0V
¥ 2 2 2
p Oy ox oy oz
3)

where f, and f, denote the mass forces of runoff along the
x and y directions, respectively; p is the density of the
fluid; ¢ is time; pg is the runoff fluid pressure; and v is the
kinematic viscosity of the runoff fluid.

According to the hypothesis of runoff laminar flow, the
runoff fluid only moves along the slope (x direction), that is,
the runoff velocity along other directions is 0 (v, = v.. = 0).
Hence, 0v,,/d0y=0v../0z=0. By substituting 0v,/dy =
0v;./0z =0 into Equation (1), dv./ox =0. This implies that
Ve does not change in the x direction, that is, 0%,,/0x> = 0.
As the fluid motion in the z direction is ignored, it can be
concluded that dv,,/dz = 0. The mass force of the fluids only
contains gravity. The component of the mass force in the x
direction f, = gsin @ and in the y direction f, = gcos6; g is
gravity acceleration. The velocity of fluid motion does not
change with time according to the steady flow assumption,
s0 dv. /ot = 0. By substituting these conditions into Equation
(2), the Navier—Stokes equation in the x direction can be
simplified as follows:

62er apo :
Up pE +§+pgsm0:0, “)

where ug is the fluid dynamic viscosity and u = po.
Similarly, the Navier-Stokes equation in the y direction
can be simplified as follows:

0
aiyo+pgcos9=0. %)

2.1.2 | Fast seepage flow in the highly
permeable soil layer

The fast seepage in the highly permeable soil layer satisfies
the continuity equation and the Brinkman-extended Darcy
equation (Zhang, Zhang, et al., 2021):

OVsx1 i OVy1 i OVs:1
Ox oy 0z

=0, (6)
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where vg,1, V5,1, and v, are the actual velocities of fast
seepage in the highly permeable soil layer along the x, y,
and z directions, respectively. K; is the permeability of
the highly permeable soil layer. p; is the fluid pressure of
the fast seepage; ucrp is the effective viscosity of the fast
seepage; and n; is the porosity of the highly permeable
soil layer.

As fast seepage is laminar flow moving along the
slope (x direction), the fast seepage fluid motion along
the other direction is 0 (v =51 =0), so dvg/dy =
0vg-1/0z = 0. Substituting these conditions into Equation
(6), it can be concluded that dv,,;/dx =0, implying that
vsx1 does not change along the x direction., that is,
0%v5,1/0x% = 0. As the seepage flow only moves in the x and
y directions, dvs,(/0z=0. The mass force of the seepage
fluid only contains gravity. The component of the mass
force in the x direction f = gsin § and in the y direction
J»=gcos 0. The fast seepage is steady seepage; therefore,
0ve1/0t = 0. By substituting these conditions into Equa-
tion (7), the governing equation of the fast seepage along
the x direction can be simplified in Equation (9):

dzvsxl apl . He
Herry dy2 + a_x + pg sin 0 — Evsxl =0. )
Similarly, the governing equation of the fast seepage
along the y direction can be simplified as follows:

3
aiyl + pg cos 6= 0. (10)

2.1.3 | Slow seepage flow in the weakly
permeable soil layer
The slow seepage in the weakly permeable soil layer can

be described by the continuity equation and the
Brinkman-extended Darcy equation:

ast2 + avs}"z + aVsz2

= O,
Oox oy oz (1)
. He a[72 62st2 azvsxz 62st2
- — - - + +
Pl Kz"sxz ox ﬂeffz( ax2 a2 022
_ ﬁ avst T avst v 6stZ Ty 8st2
A ot sx2 Ox sy2 ay sz2 oz P

(12)
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f, — LT ) + Ovya vy N 0vgy2
P y 1(2 sy2 ax /ueffz axz ayz 622
_ ﬁ 6Vsy2 +y avsyZ . avsyz oy 61}5}}2
m\ ot sx2 ox sy2 oy 522 - |

(13)

where vy, vs)2, and vy, are the actual velocities of slow
seepage in the weakly permeable soil layer along the x, y,
and z directions, respectively; K, is the permeability of
the weakly permeable soil layer. p, is the slow seepage
fluid pressure; e is the effective viscosity of the slow
seepage; and n, is the porosity of the weakly permeable
soil layer.

Similarly, the governing equations of the slow seepage
in the x and y directions can be simplified as follows:

szst ap 2 He

Hetr dy2 + E + pg sin 6 — Evsxz =0, (14)

0
aLyz-FngOS@:O. (15)

2.2 | Pressure
By integrating Equations (5), (10), and (15), the pressures
of different regions for the present model can be
obtained, which are as follows:

The pressure profile of the runoff region:

Py =(h—y)pgcosd (0<y<h). (16)

The pressure profile of the highly permeable soil layer
region:

p1 = —y)pgcost (=by<y<0). (17)

The pressure profile of the weakly permeable soil layer
region:

Py =(h—y)pgcos® (=by—by<y<by). (18)

In this model, it is known from Equations (16)—(18)
that the pressure profile is only a function of y and not x.
Thus, the derivative or rate of change of pressure p along
the x direction is 0:

ap
e 19
o~ 0. (19)

2.3 | Velocity

The following dimensionless parameters can transform the
dimensional Equations (4), (9), and (14), which represent
the governing equations of free runoff and saturated
seepage, into their dimensionless form.

y Hefii Ki 1
Y= 2 M= =", Dai= 5, Si =~
H ' H> ™" [M:Daq; 20)
HeV .
Y pgsmore (712
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where Y is the dimensionless position; M is the viscosity
ratio; Da is the Darcy number of the soil layer; S is the
particle shape coefficient; Vis the dimensionless velocity;
and i/ is the ith soil number.

Furthermore, the viscosity ratio M is related to
the porosity n (Almalki & Hamdan, 2016): M;=
£ J£13{f - 3 tanh |[f)), where f; = n/Da;, Da; and n
are the Darcy number and porosity of the ith porous soil
layer (i=1, 2), respectively.

The dimensionless expressions of the fluid motion
governing Equations (4), (9), and (14) are shown in
Equations (21), (22), and (23):

d2v;
d?1g 1
T TSm0 (Ye@0), (@)
2V 1
ar’ $?Vo=0 (YEnnD, (23

where V; is the dimensionless runoff velocity and V; and
Vs, are the dimensionless seepage velocities in the highly
and weakly permeable soil layers, respectively; yo, 71, and
y, are the runoff—fast seepage interface, fast-slow seepage
interface, and slow seepage-impervious wall interface,
respectively.

By integrating Equations (21)—(23), the analytical solu-
tions of the dimensionless velocity profile are as follows:

Vo

= hsp AT et (YebuD, (29

Vi

1 —
= MS]2 + A@eS]Y + X4C S1Y (YG (yl’ O)), (25)

1

where X, X5, X3, X4, X5, and Xy are undetermined
coefficients.

Substituting Equation (20) into Equations (24)—(26),
the dimensional analytical solutions of the runoff-
seepage velocities are as follows:

1
Vo = | ——=5 + XeSH + Xpe SV |pg sin OH?/,
52 (MzSzz 1 2 g Hy s

(27)
(v € [-b, b)),
1 .
Vg = [W + XgeSiH 4 X4eSlJ’/H)pg sin OH?/u, (28)
(v € (=01, 0)),
1
B 2 : 2
Ve [ 5 WIH)" + X5(yIH) + Xs |pg sin OH ug, (29)

(v €10, 7)),

To obtain the expressions of the undetermined
coefficients X;—Xs, the boundary conditions of the
present model for the runoff and seepage motion are as
follows:

1. At the interface between the weakly permeable soil layer
and the impervious bedrock wall (Y =y, = —(b, + b,)/H),
the velocity does not slip:

Vo =0. (30)

2. At the interface between the weakly permeable
soil layer and the highly permeable soil layer
Y =y,=-by/H), the velocity and shear stress
remain continuous:

Vo =V, (31)
dVy, dVgy

= 32

AJZdY ]\/[ldy. (32)

3. At the slope surface (Y=0), the velocity and shear
stress also remain continuous:

Va= T, (33)
vy d%

4 34

Yoy Tar % 34

4. At the runoff free surface (Y =1y,=h/H), the runoff
velocity reaches its maximum values:

dr

o =0 (35)

Substituting dimensionless velocity expressions Equa-
tions (24)—(26) into Equations (30)—(35), the following
matrix equations can be obtained:

AX =B, (36)
where A is a 6 X 6 coefficient matrix; X is a column vector

of undetermined coefficients with six elements; and Bis a
column vector with six elements.

eS2n e =S 0 0 0 0
esan e~ —eSin —e =S 0 0
4= MzSzCSwl —M252€7SZV1 —MlSleSWl MSle*SU'l 0 0
0 0 1 1 0 -1}’
0 0 M S, -MS -1 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
_ 2
X 1/(Ma53)
);2 1(57) - 1/(M53)
X=.|.B= 0
Xy
X ~1/(a57)
X6 O
Yo
(37)

The expressions of X;—Xs can be solved using the
Gaussian elimination method:
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*e’Sﬁlal + €7S2y3a2
X = 2
2M2 51S2a3
_e5271a4 + eSszaz
2]\42515%613
2MS? + as
4M,S?S,a; , (38)
2MS? + ag
4]\41 S%S2a3
X5 ==
__Grtay
M SiS>a;

X, =

3=

4=

X6:

where a,—ag are temporary variables.
a = S1[MyS; cosh(Siy)) + M Sy sinh(Siy)],  (39)

ar = My 5i %y + (M457 ~ M3) simh(Si7). - (40)

a3 = My, cosh(Siy)cosh(Say; — S27,) 1)
= My S sinh(Syy)sinh(S2y; = S2p),

as = S1[M> S, cosh(S1yy) — M, Sy sinh(S1yp)],  (42)
as = eSSt [eslyl(*M S?+ M, S %)

+ S18 (M S - Mzsz)yo]
(43)
+ e St Sy Sam [351?1(—]\11 Sl2 + %S%)

- $185 (M S + MzSz)Vo],

ag = e S StSan [eSm(—M S+ M, S%)

+e25mS, S, (M, S| — Mzsz)yo]
(44)

+ eS=San [MZS% (1 + 65171S| VO)

st (1 s )

a; = cosh(Syy, — Szyz)[— M S? + M, S3
(45)

(1 — cosh(Syy)) + Siy, Sinh(Sm))],

ag = ]MISI [S] + SZ(_SIV() COSh(Slyl)
(46)

+ sinh(Slyl))sinh(Szyl - Ssz)]-

The porosity values of highly permeable soil layer n;
and weakly permeable soil layer 7, are set as 0.40 and 0.35,
respectively. The permeability of highly permeable soil
layer K| is 3.57 X 10~® m? and that of weakly permeable soil
layer K is 4.26 x 107" m?. The height of the weakly/highly

permeable soil layers and the runoff depth are b, =0.5m,
by =0.5m, and /4=0.01 m, respectively. The slope ratio
S.=0.003; the fluid density is p = 1000 kg/m?; the gravity
acceleration is g = 9.81 m/s%; and the fluid dynamic viscosity
is ur=1.006x 107> kg/(m's). The velocity profiles under
various slopes, runoff depths, and permeabilities are
discussed.

The velocity profile of the present model under various
slopes is shown in Figure 2. The maximum velocity value
appears on the runoff surface. The greater the velocity
gradient, the closer the distance to the runoff surface; also,
the velocity value decreases sharply as the distance
approaches the soil and water interface. The velocity
profile in the highly permeable soil layer is similar to that
in the runoff region, while the velocity profile in the
weakly permeable soil layer is linearly distributed.
Generally, the model velocity increases with steeper
slopes, and the velocity in the runoff region is much
higher than that in the seepage region.

The runoff velocity increases as the runoff depth
increases (Figure 3a). This is because the increase in runoff
depth corresponds to an increase in fluid potential energy,
which is transformed into kinetic energy as the runoff
flows from high to low, leading to a continuous increase in
runoff velocity. Additionally, the seepage flow velocity
near the soil and water interface increases with an increase
in runoff depth (Figure 3b), which is attributed to the
viscosity of the fluid. In other words, a fast-moving fluid
will drive a slow-moving fluid. However, the seepage
velocity in the weakly permeable soil layer is almost
unaffected by varying the runoff depth (Figure 3c).

The model velocity distribution is shown in
Figure 4 when the permeability of the highly permeable
soil layer is different. With the increase in highly
permeable soil layer permeability, the runoff velocity
and seepage velocity in the weakly permeable soil layer
increase slightly, while the seepage velocity in the
highly permeable soil layer increases significantly. The
main reason for this is that the soil resistance to
particles decreases and the seepage velocity increases
when the soil permeability increases.

2.4 | Shear stress

The shear stress profile of the three regions for the
present model can be obtained by Newton's law of
internal friction (Equation (47)):

g 47

By substituting Equations (27)—-(29) into Equation (47),
the shear stress profile expressions can be shown as
follows:

o = (X e$VH — Yoo S:/H) po sin OHS,, (48)
(v € [=b1, b)),
T = (X3651)//H - X4e’sly/H) pg sin OHS;,

49
(v € (=0,0)), )
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FIGURE 2 Velocity profile under various slopes: (a) runoff flow; (b) seepage flow in the highly permeable soil layer; and (c) seepage flow in the

weakly permeable soil layer.
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FIGURE 3 Velocity profile under various runoff depths: (a) runoff flow; (b) seepage flow in the highly permeable soil layer; and (c) seepage flow

in the weakly permeable soil layer.
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FIGURE 4 Velocity profile under various permeabilities of the highly permeable soil layer: (a) runoff flow; (b) seepage flow in the highly
permeable soil layer; and (c) seepage flow in the weakly permeable soil layer.

7= (f% + X5)pg singH (v €[0,h]).  (50)

where 74, 751, and 7, denote the shear stresses of seepage
in the weakly/highly permeable soil layers and runoff at
the surface, respectively.

The shear stress profile under various slopes is
shown in Figure 5. The shear stress is linearly
distributed in the runoff region and reaches its maxi-
mum value at the soil and water interface, indicating
that this is where particle scouring often occurs. The
shear stress profile undergoes a gradual linear-to-
nonlinear transition from the runoff region to the
highly permeable soil layer and then to the weakly
permeable soil layer. In the runoff and highly permeable

soil regions, the shear stress increases toward the
bottom. However, in the weakly permeable soil region,
the shear stress near the top and bottom interfaces is
high, while the shear stress in the central region of the
soil layer is low, indicating that the soil interface is often
the main area of seepage failure.

The shear stress profile under different runoff depths
is shown in Figure 6. The shear stress in the runoff region
shows a linear growth trend with the increase in runoff
water depth, and the shear stress on the water and soil
interface gradually increases (Figure 6a), implying that
the increase in runoff depth can intensify slope erosion.
In addition, the increase in runoff depth has a slight
effect on the shear stress distribution in the highly
permeable soil layer (Figure 6b), while it has almost no
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FIGURE 5 Shear stress profile under various slopes: (a) runoff flow; (b) seepage flow in the highly permeable soil layer; and (c) seepage flow in

the weakly permeable soil layer.
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FIGURE 6 Shear stress profile under various runoff depths: (a) runoff flow; (b) seepage flow in the highly permeable soil layer; and (c) seepage

flow in the weakly permeable soil layer.
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FIGURE 7 Shear stress profile under various permeabilities of the highly permeable soil layer: (a) runoff flow; (b) seepage flow in the highly
permeable soil layer; and (c) seepage flow in the weakly permeable soil layer.

effect on the shear stress distribution in the weakly
permeable soil layer (Figure 6c).

The shear stress profile in the runoff region does not
change with increasing permeability of the highly permeable
soil layer (Figure 7a). With the increase in permeability for
the highly permeable soil layer, the shear stress within this
region gradually increases, and the closer it is to the region
bottom, the higher the shear stress value (Figure 7b).
Furthermore, an increase in K; has a slight effect on the
shear stress distribution at the top of the weakly permeable
soil layer (Figure 7c).

3 | PARTICLE MOTION MODEL

From the previous analysis, it is known that the maximum
shear stress appears at the water—soil interface, implying
that the particle in this interface is most likely to be
scoured. The force analysis of particles on the interface
between soil and water is shown in Figure 8. Choi and
Kwak (2001) noted that the incipient motion models of soil
particles under the runoff effect mainly include the sliding
model, the rolling model, and the lifting model. The
nonuniform particles on the slope surface are assumed to

85UB017 SUOWILOD @A) 8|qealdde ay) Aq peusenob e sojone O ‘8sn Jo sojni oy Akeiqi8uluQ 48|\ UO (SUONIPUOD-PUB-SLLLB)/LI0D" A8 1M Atelg 1 [euluo//Sdny) suonipuoD pue swwie | 8y 8es *[520z/y0/9T] uo Ariqiauljuo Ajim ‘Aiseaiun Ajod Buoy BuoH Aq zo0zT ZBnp/z00T 0T/10p/wod Ao imArelqpuljuoy/:sdny Wwoi) pepeojumod ‘v ‘v20g ‘8ZET0LLZ



DEEP UNDERGROUND SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING

DWSCEWILEY——2

(c)

FIGURE 8 Particle incipient motion condition: (a) particle motion model; (b) force analysis of the sliding model; and (c) force analysis of the

rolling model.

be standard spherical particles. There are mainly two types
of particle instability at the interface, that is, the sliding
model (Figure 8b) and the rolling model (Figure 8c).

The particles on the slope surface are mainly subjected
to drag force Fp, lift force Fy, effective gravity Fg,
support force Fy, and friction force Fy under the action of
water flow, which are shown in Equations (51)—(55):

1
= gnCDpdizvg, (51
1 2.2
K = gnCLpd,- Ve, (52)
1 3
FG = gn(yS - yw)dis (53)

FN:F(;COSQ—FL

1 1 54
=m0~ P)d; cos 0 — gﬂCLpdfzvg, >4

F=Fytang

1 1 55
= gn(ys - yw)a?,3 cos 0 — gnCLpd,»zvg tan ¢, (55)

where Cp and Cp are the drag force coefficient and the
lift force coefficient, respectively; Cp=0.4 and Cp =0.2
(Kirchner et al., 1990; Wiberg & Smith, 1985); d; is the
particle diameter; v, is the flow velocity at the particle center;
s and y,, are the unit weight of particle and the unit weight
of water, respectively; and ¢ is the internal friction angle.

The force balance equation of a single particle can be
expressed as follows when particle sliding instability
occurs in Figure 8b:

Fp+ Fssinf — F=0. (56)

By substituting Equations (51)—(55) into Equation (56),
the critical velocity v of particle motion under the sliding
model can be calculated using Equation (57):

(57)

| 4d; (3, — ) (cos O tan ¢ — sin 0)
Yes T 3p(Cp + G, tan ¢) ‘

According to Equation (29), the runoff velocity
expression v, at the sliding particle center on the slope
surface (y = d;/2) is shown in Equation (58):

1 X5
Vs = [ (di/ H)* + Es(di/H) + Xg |pg sin 0H?[y;.  (58)

8

The particle will slide when v, > v.. Therefore,
the particle sliding safety factor K can be defined as
follows:

\/4di(Gs*1)(cos€tan<p*sin 0)g
Ks = k = 3(Cp+ G tang)

Vis [—%(di/H)z + %(di/H) + X(,]pg sin 6H2/ﬂf’
(59)

where G; is the particle-specific gravity.

The moment balance equation of a single particle
at point O is as follows when particle rolling instability
occurs in Figure 8c:

(Fg — FL cos 0)l — Fphb — Fy sin 655 = 0. (60)

It can be inferred from geometric relations that
I = d;sinal2, b = 3d;/4, I = d; cos al2, where o denotes
the particle packing angle, which is in the range of 15°-40°
(Mitchell & Soga, 2005).

Substituting Equations (51)—(55) into Equation (60),
it can be concluded that

1 1
gn(yS - yw)d,3 - gnCLpdizv% cos 0 |d; sin a/2

1 1
- gnCDpd,»ngx/gd[M - gnCLpdl»ng sin 8d; cos a/2 = 0.
(61)

The critical velocity v, of the particle incipient motion
under the rolling model can be shown in Equation (62):
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8¢(G,— 1)d; sina
Ver = . (62)
3[2C, sin(a + 6) + /3 Cp]

According to Equation (29), the runoff velocity
expression v, at the rolling particle center on the slope
surface (y = 0) is shown in Equation (63):

Vir = Xopg sin OH?/y;. (63)

The particle will roll when v, >v.. Therefore, the
particle rolling safety factor K, can be defined as follows:

\/ 8g(Gs— 1)d; sin a
K = Ver _ 3[2C, sin(a+0) + /3 Cp] (64)
oy Xepg sin OH? [y

In fact, the particles on the slope surface are close to
each other. The rolling motion is almost always for
particle movement, while there are very few sliding
motions. Therefore, slope particle scouring focuses on
particle rolling. The slope particles are in a stable state,
and erosion will not occur when K, > 1. The slope surface
soil particles are in a critical state when K, =1, while the
slope surface particles will lose stability and rolling
motion under the action of water flow.

4 | VALIDATION

To further validate the developed nonlinear mathemati-
cal models and mechanical equilibrium models, these
models are compared with existing models by setting
the properties of the two soil layers the same, as shown
in Figure 9. Figure 9a compares the vertical velocity
distribution of the models, where n;=n,=0.35, K;=
K>,=6.12x107""m?, b;=5,=0.005m, #=0.015m, and
St =0.0002. The results of the current model are in good
agreement with the semianalytical solution model of
Hsieh and Yang (2013). Figure 9b compares the particle
mobilization safety factor of the models, where the basic
parameters are consistent with those of Liu et al. (2023).
The safety factor calculated by the current model is
identical to that of Ye et al. (2019), Yuan et al. (2019),

(@);s-

—— Present model
@ Hsieh and Yang (2013)

y (mm)

-10 !

0 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25

Vertical velcoity v (m/s)

and Liu et al. (2023) (8 =0, which is the stress jumping
coefficient).

5 | ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

As shown in Equation (64), the particle rolling safety
factor K, is mainly affected by the slope macroscopic
variables and particle mesoscopic parameters when the
tunnel-slope surface particles undergo scouring. The
tunnel-slope macroscopic parameters mainly include
runoff depth A, slope angle 6, and soil permeability of
the highly permeable region K;. The particle mesoscopic
parameters mainly include particle-specific gravity G,
particle diameter d;, and particle packing angle a. The
sensitivity analysis is conducted for the above 6 parame-
ters, whose ranges are listed in Table 1. Other parameters
are as follows: n, =0.35, K, =4.26x 10"°m?, and b, =
b2 =0.5m.

Under the action of water scouring, the influence of
slope macroscopic parameters on the safety factor of
particle rolling was studied and is shown in Figure 10. As
the runoff depth increases, the rolling safety factor of
particles gradually decreases, and the particles transition
from a static state to a moving one (Figure 10a). The main
reason for this is that increasing the water depth of runoff
causes the shear stress of the slope surface to increase, and
the particles are more prone to rolling instability. The
rolling safety factor decreases with increasing slope angle
(Figure 10b), indicating that steeper slopes are more prone
to particle instability. Fu et al. (2011) and El Kateb et al.
(2013) have also reported similar conclusions. Increasing
the permeability of the highly permeable soil region
decreases the rolling safety factor (Figure 10c), as the
resistance of particles to water flow is negatively correlated
with permeability. This leads to an increase in the fluid
drag force on the surface particles, making particles
more prone to instability. Therefore, increasing slope
macroscopic parameters (runoff depth /%, slope angle 6,
and permeability K;) can aggravate slope scoring erosion.

The influence of the particle mesoscopic parameters
on the particle rolling safety factor is shown in Figure 11.
The rolling safety factor of particles increases gradually

—
O
~

: Present model
m :Yeetal (2019); Yuan et al. (2019)
Lines: Liu et al. (2023)

N
T

B=-1.0

$=0.5 _ —

/

Safety factor of particle motion K,
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FIGURE 9 Model validation: (a) vertical velocity and (b) safety factor of particle motion.
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TABLE 1 Reference values of the parameters.
Slope macroscopic parameters Particle mesoscopic parameters
Basic value range h (103 m) Q) K, (1077 m?) d; (1073 m) G, a (°)
Mean value 10 30 1.1 5 2.6 25
Parameter range 1-20 20-40 0.9-1.3 3-7 24-2.8 15-35
(a) (b) (c)
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FIGURE 11
(c) particle packing angle a.

with increasing particle diameter on the slope surface
(Figure 1la), implying that the smaller the surface
particles, the more easily the particles are eroded. This
conclusion was reported by Li et al. (2019). The greater
the particle-specific gravity, the greater the rolling safety
factor, and the stronger the scour resistance of the
surface particles (Figure 11b). With increasing particle
stacking angle, the rolling safety factor increases
(Figure 11c). The main reason for this is that the larger
the stacking angle of the particle, the greater the buried
depth of the particle, and the greater the binding force of
the surrounding particles on the target particle. Then, the
anti-scouring ability of the target particle will thus be
stronger. Therefore, increasing the particle mesoscopic
parameters (particle diameter d;, particle-specific gravity
G;, and particle packing angle a) is beneficial to soil and
water conservation of slopes.
Limitations and future work:

1. The highly/weakly soil layers are assumed to be
isotropic and homogeneous porous media. However,
in reality, the soil layers of tunnel slopes may be

Slope angle 6 (°)

2.6
Particle specific gravity G

1 1
0.9 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3
Permeability K, (107 m?)

Influence of the slope macroscopic parameters on the particle state: (a) runoff depth /; (b) slope angle 8; and (c) permeability K.
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Influence of the particle mesoscopic parameters on the particle state: (a) particle diameter d; (b) particle-specific gravity G; and

anisotropic or heterogeneous, which could affect the
fluid flow and particle motion in the soil layers.
Future research could focus on investigation of the
effects of anisotropic and heterogeneous soil layers on
tunnel-slope erosion and development of a more
realistic model that takes into account the anisotropy
and heterogeneity of the soil layers.

The seepage flow is assumed to be saturated
seepage. However, unsaturated seepage may also
occur in tunnel slopes and could have a significant
impact on the erosion process. Future research
could focus on the study of the effects of
unsaturated seepage on tunnel-slope erosion and
development of a model that considers both
saturated and unsaturated seepage.

. The runoff and seepage are assumed to be steady

laminar. However, in reality, the flow of water on
tunnel slopes may be turbulent, which could affect the
erosion process. Future research could focus on
investigation of the effects of turbulent flow on
tunnel-slope erosion and development of a model
that considers both laminar and turbulent flow.
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6 | CONCLUSIONS

1. A nonlinear mathematical model was proposed to
investigate the velocity profile of the tunnel slope that
contains three parts, that is, runoff region, highly
permeable soil layer, and weakly permeable soil layer.
In the model, the Navier-Stokes equation was used to
govern runoff, while the Brinkman-extended Darcy
equation was used to govern fast/slow seepage in the
highly/weakly permeable soil layer.

2. The expressions of the velocity profile and shear stress
were derived when the interface velocity and shear
stress are continuous. The analysis reveals that the
steeper the tunnel slope, the greater the velocity;
the overall velocity in the runoff region gradually
increases with increasing runoff depth, especially at
the runoff free surface; increasing permeability in the
highly permeable region only increases the velocity
and stress in that region; and the maximum shear
stress occurs at the water—soil interface, followed by
the soil interface, and these interfaces are usually the
key areas for erosion.

3. A single-particle mechanical equilibrium model was
established to study the particle motion on the tunnel-
slope surface under coupling between flow and particle.
Safety factors of particle motion were derived based on
the sliding model and the rolling model. Parameter
sensitivity analysis shows that increasing runoff depth,
slope angle, and permeability can intensify slope-
scoring erosion, whereas increasing particle diameter,
particle-specific gravity, and particle packing angle can
enhance the erosion resistance of the slope surface.
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