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Study on Mohr-Coulomb and Duncan-Chang Models
in Tunnel Analysis
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Abstract In this paper, the numerical results using the Mohr-Coulomb and the Duncan-Chang models, on the
stresses and strains of a tunnel under a deep open-cut site and the surrounding ground, were compared with
each other. The Mohr-Coulomb model produced larger values than the Duncan-Chang model in stress and
displacement of tunnel and ground.
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