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Table 1. Geomechanical characteristics of geological

units of tunnel path of the second part of Emamzadeh

Hashem
uou”. W9Lo.a
= S Jeb . "
) . . SPo b
;j& 5 )5 S ()""") )9]9“J él““ £
(o (Jswl )
e Yo T A 5
‘}.,.;9,:1 o)l.\f
" I P
v/5 WY 5. RSP Hoy
N
\lie o ayv. d90 Kjle  H-¥
v/5 Vo VE. Sile ujle  H-Vs
\4 VY. \-v- &gy il H-Y
\/2 ¥ YA- KJ sl H-w
\lie Y. Y. Sgb bjle  H-V
PPN
v/5 Y. ¥ ERE2 -
LLs

P e (olidope lsbo =Y =Y

& il S a5 aad o L (o) (59 sbas pSojlul
B Oygo 4 Ly Gl dlitel o uasgl cnl s sl
Bl S &S Joxe cpa jemee WD 65 Hlows ol
b gow 4 (50 g (gl 2545 0 05 055 o diald y> I
algd 3)05 5 JuS ALY 2935 b Jig5 oo s lidiipn) Jdg (olsl
B ame jl g0 Foe dga 3l (JuS claasl 4 angi b oS cusl
SuiSg8; Glasuio F Jodo jd add o LSl JuS slaasl |,
ol o 03] (£) bl 03ljplel g5 pgd dxkad LS (claansl

(&) pwila 03150k Jigi 095 dxlad olid lw (B 2o Y
Slodls arwgy 7l 5l sy (&) wila odljplol oly igi pod dalad
lodle @aly> a5 J& 5 Jo cud )b (raljil adlsg o canl )58
d9as g Jabo 3yl sage g 1) () peble odljplol juddinls o3gce
Ol gl (B8 Jlob 039450 )3 (SIS0 CumBge Llod 4y g 10 YV -
015 @ly Sl (355 g 00 9 (Jlad ) slite 03 Jolb s> 3
Al e Olus @ 5l 068 as, SliwngS Sl i adbaie oyl ool
5 e WIVY dga> (glin B L (g9l Oyp0 4 Jigh (o8 oo
L g 0jlSe ©ygor Jigi szl g, sl 203 V10 Jig5 (Jobo o

I¥] ol spsSls s o plas (gl ol S, 5l o0lits

b5 paans guoli Sz =) =Y
2 &8 Sl jpdl (g )lidlo il I Gend (cw)p 3)90 42U
4oty bl 5l s e slarly e |y ol s
Slyle cwiy @ a8 s daled Bes ol yu 15k Vi plodl Glalllas
B3k d9y3 Wjle cpwes] T cmld Boi gl 03l05 g by ‘g 1)l
oo s [¥] ol 3l 5 (sliznsS &Y S5 gy 5 5 s
Joda 5 ol o 00l LS (g) psla odljplel oly g5 pod axlad [ig
odljplel Jigs pgd skl ppuns ilize slaioly SuiSigs; clasude )
Ll 005 53)51 (&)ML&

15%
10%
5%
\\-qajjrﬁﬂr PR 0%
IERRNEEREESEEE
ERRIEE AR RREE
145 I
13 W\.} 23
© 9 37

b lo 4y by o) 438, IS & g ol (lylh 1) JSd
YN UYeef gl slagings ;5 ((SeSoi
Fig. 1. The abundance of the parameters used (geotech-

nical hazards) in the research years 2004 to 2015
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Table 2. Geotechnical characteristics of fault zones of

the second part of Emamzadeh Hashem tunnel
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Table 4. Calculated values for different sections of

the tunnel
die Sussdbne lpge Jiglull
Loails)  (abp i) (Slpe i)
H-¥ ARz «[+¥0 ek
H-» -1 y/5 ooy
H-v vIY a-¥ ¥
H-\s VYA - /%0 ofeoy
H-v A F¥/Y ofeey
H- g N5o ofee¥
H-a LIy NRRY "

(&) o 2315 plol Jigi y> ghadle (3255 8 yble yy (ot —F
PROMETHEE s, j1 o3l
el S el by (Byme =) —F

ul Cage &8 Canl (S maenad (i sla by, 5l (S el
welgs Jdd o lolul (g, ol il osds (sabas;y la by, > g5
alos jCuwl 039 )Ml«w.@y Lm(j L, Clagw ogad 4 5 (B,

vay

ol o31j0lel Jigi 93 aslad Jigi (SwiSTgi; O bloee Y
(&)
Sl chblre b adien com ol 05l gilofig
S S8l plgie ) (g ol ) Siledis 0jan g8 canl 0392 5
ol &y ol p (S5 ool blyd )l il wse Vb clacise
o o By () ILL (S srasl @ 2y 0 Gomen (63)le 3L
& lis Ao &S Aitn bl dlas l Susd dlloee B 5
lidme) Slallae 4y ax g L [F] Wl g Yok o 4] b5
e B9y o0y 9 (€) il oljplel g po> aslad )3 45 el
P (B ()bl b lols (SuSig5 s Jatme sl ¥ olass
Gblie siun clblbre ool aler j (Swigh dbre 5 (xejpj <
ol e Rl )l oy 1) By ol JSide wins
Slgioe S (oo Sop o)lyd b g hhe (i) Gjge 4 plde o dlus
AL YL Sy @A &Sy ) 35 plia S lials (31815 cage
SYob slacidy cel Mg ggdge cpl w3 &) Gl ©ype 4y
il gblis 35 (g) wile odljplel s dalad Jig yraa )3 095 e
odol Cuwdy ol ¥ Jgdo 53 0l 3955 cglate (Sl clasuin b
glaiio b SS& 4 (Swgdalome g O pyza fime oSl (S el

Cwl o.\.oi



5 QLR (ow I el Uhg) 0)lire Az (S mrenal SIS
ol il xS b oby Ve 5 48,5 )18 (g il dagi 390 liixe
OYlEs 5 SleMbld Jods )0 .Cuwl ol i ()8 OMoxe j3 o,
o1 03y9] el (6 S aonad gy b LS 3 odsy by & owidie

s @l bl o o9 ot FB @ lie hey onl SR e bl
b9y ol (8] 3,5 o)Ll aiiSwS 5 ojlul I Ml 4y s pas
G R b il &S bajlae 5 by 55 dga0me dsgecme S gl
gl iz 357 (295 aualie (sl p gy ol olil 9y B4 )1
Sl 3 I5] Wabe by cilie slajlne obel p ladijS ad

PROMETHEE (g 15 taouai (w95 3580 33 dduwwy Sl dy OY 0 10 Jooa
Table 5. Published Articles related to PROMETHEE Method

s e

IVIV D ¢ ol (6 S ol o9y S8y b CublB bl oolal (SlaSiw (aas)

TAT Sl lo o3l pivaw wbesl ;> PROMETHEE § AHP (6,5 suonas (sla gy dulio

{3] PROMETHEE) (¢jlo e byl gy siuds) Cuglyl

[V ] (wiige slapianw 5D ()39 bylne Crusl (sl (B9

DNV el o)bre s> (65 mromal (B9 (gl 0 Dol o,

D] olee 3 diogy 625 mouadl (09 )l38le 5 3 Sos

[\¥]PROMETHEE 3 AHP 5, Laug cyno glysiial s, ol

DY (ol (638 mronad (g, 5l oolitl b (g)0y dlgo g ails (L5Y 3,5 Suid jslaiody Slunwl Qo]

O] ely xS mranal Jg) 3l o3kl b (g5l S pan (gildinge

DV] el (6508 maouas gy 3l ookl b lasd b caslie 180 Gl

DW]PROMETHEE § AHP (4 8 pass (sl s, §l o0liiol b o swlio (s 3806

S egdy Jloiol Sl (295 amlio ua Silo 1V Joa
1 yLone
Table 7. Paired comparison matrix for the probability of
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Table 8. paired comparison matrix for the probability of

detecting the risk of each of the criteria
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Table 9. Fuzzy Paired Comparison Matrix
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Table 11. Decision matrix
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Table 12. Weighted Normalized Decision Matrix
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Table 15. Inputting & Outputting flow
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