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Prioritizing Risks of Underground Tunnel Construction with Tunnel Boring Machine

Using Hybrid Multiple Criteria Decision-Making Approach
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Abstract

This study proposed a hybrid multiple criteria decision-making approach for prioritizing risks of
underground tunnel construction with a tunnel boring machine (TBM). The proposed approach consisted of
analytic hierarchy process (AHP) and technique for order of preference by similarity to ideal solution (TOPSIS). The
AHP was employed to determine weights of decision criteria by pairwise comparisons of decision criteria and risks
while the TOPSIS was used to prioritize risks of underground construction with TBM. Ranks of the risks were
considered by sorting the closeness coefficients in descending order. Finally, the proposed approach was applied
to rank risks of underground tunnel construction with TBM in the mass rapid-transit (MRT) orange line project for
the east section. The result demonstrated that the proposed approach could rationally prioritize risks by the
closeness coefficients, which were calculated by the weights of all the decision-making elements. The benefits of
this study are the guidelines to prevent undesired events of the underground tunnel constructions with TBM by

considering the most important risks.

Keywords: Multiple criteria decision-making, Risk, Underground tunnel construction, Analytic hierarchy process,

Technique for order of preference by similarity to ideal solution
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Table 1 Pairwise comparison matrix
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Table 2 Importance scale

Scale Definition

—_

Equal importance
Equal to moderate importance
Moderate importance
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Strong importance
Strong to very strong importance
Very strong importance

Very strong to extreme Importance

O 00 N O U AW N

Extreme importance
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2 x 2 foRfianudenndesiuveuraNaaNyIaiLUY [38]
Fadmndnsndauanuaenndosiureanaualiiiuly
panaeifiinun {induladesmuniunisiiouiie
ANNAIADY AUNITNTIAIUAIUADAARBINUYDINAHE
sgfiandulumuiitmua [39]

Table 3 Random consistency index
Size 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Rl 058 090 1.12 124 132 141 1.45 1.49

2.6. afaamsndnsanaulauiuussingu

damfnarudfyanudesnteldinueinis
daaulaudazinusidiuialdlutuneuiiiiuuign
st ludeyadndveisnsdndulanuuitesdiu
Audrdyiisuidsagauad (0] 99 HusinsUfu
UssingTufIaunTs (a)

n; =
(4)
Tail
nj = deyavinusuussviagruveseudesd | neld
nasnsiaduled
xj = Yoyatudrwesnnudesi i nnoldinaseinng

saauladl j (hutnewdidyresnnudesd i aneld
wnasinsanadla j)
2.7. ahraunsndnisangulauiuussiingiuaas
vt
lutuneuilumindmsinauladsuussingiudas
hwiin (V) gnasistuannwaguszninsdoyatnidiui
vssagIuanuafuminauddyusazinueinig
dndula faaunsd (5) [41]

V = [vijl = Njj X W (5)
Tned
Vi = deyatndiuussvingiuasdiviinues

a a - v s o a a -
AnuEssn | nelsnauminissnaulad j

2.8. AMUINAIIANARLTIUINLALLTAY

Agauaidauan (A) Wueavesdayaindusu
vssinguisninifiengegalussasinasinsdndula
Tuvaugiirgauadideay (A) Wuwavesdoyaindiu
vssingudsminiifeshanluwiasinusinisindula
nsfMAgaNARilIuINLazIBa Lansdauns
(6) uazauMST (7) padneiy
A ={vi,v3, ., v} (6)

={max;vij1j €B), min;vjj1 j ENB)}

A ={vi, v, s Vi} ")
={min;vjj 1 j € NB), (max;vij | j € B)}

o
B = nawinsdndulainidunaselovd
NB= nasinisenaulanliidunalsslevd

dmSumsanuiseildusindfeuve wne
nssnaulananun (Cy - Co) \unauginnsinduladilyl
Junauszlovd uadoyaindt nioauautfAveaiiy
Gos (maden) meldinasinisiadulanauadigiun
ns1ennaedsnisandulanvunatgnaninuaiLuy
mammuﬁﬁ%auaﬁy’mi‘]uﬁmﬂ’ﬂmmﬁﬁmaqmmL?im
aelfinasinisdadula SnsieTnguszasduoinis
ﬁwﬁ%’aﬁﬁaqmﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁummﬁﬂﬁﬁymaamwmﬁmmaa
nsfeasieglusdldfudsndenazalusd fefuis
fmuslinasinsiaaulatomadunasinsdnaulad
Wunauselevidensdnaula

2.9. ATUIITTELHNIRINAYANARLTIUINLAY
1Weau

Tudumeuiszozvinsanagauaiidsuan (d)
wagsruyinsAtgauARdsay (di) %gﬂﬁwmm%mm
Foyatindrwivusingiudidminusuifisuiue
PANARLTIVINLALITIAY 1A 1ABLWIAAYBINITIA

i

JLYLNYATA UARIAIANNTTN (8) UazaunIT# (9)

n 1/2

di+ = Z(Vij 'V}r)2 (8)
j=1
n 12

dim =9 (v - V)’ ©
j=1

. e £ - =
2.10. AMuuArdudszansidilnduuifngaunad
Tudupouiilfunisdndriuanuddyaiuide

lunisneadreglusdaldfudlsiaiouatzglusd Loy

<
a K

fsuArduUsransInlnduwifngauaf (Closeness
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Coefficient: CC) auidssniianudAnyanniigaagien
Arduuszavddnlnduuifngaunfigafian wiaiduainy

a

\eanllszuginaanunfngauafllsauties gauasl

FEYLNNINUWIANGANARUINTIAN dIUAINEFIDY 9
sefldrduanudidyanawnauadulszandidilng
wnAngaNARININATigaluntesiign [42] nsduam
AduusyAvdidlnduunfngaued Lansfaunsd (10)

di’

CCi=—"—
d"+ di

(10)

3. NANT5I9Y
WnsinaulanuunaeNANIN UL UUNANNETY
Ifgnuszgndlunisdndrdiuanuidssvesnisneaing
oludldRuseieionazelusdlassnsneairagluadld
Ausaliianeddudiung TuoonvaAud TusIsuwms
Uszmalnefeduy3 Tneddnduladaduifosvgyidl
Usgaunsallun1svinauaiunisneas1elanulaznig
550INe19g9ey 10 U 91u7u 3 518 (DM;, DM; Lag
DMs) fasilSsuiisunnudfyveanaminisanaulaidu
eguazisuiisuaudfyanudsadusegaiels
wnaainsiadulandazinuel foduialunsindnns
Wisuidisunasinisdnaulasazanudsanigldinael
nsdmaulatanuasiuay 21 wnsnd Yszneulusae
wsnddmiuUTeuiisuinasinisindulavesdndula
3918 §IUIU 3 LUNING wazlunIngdmsuiTeuiisu
anudssngldinasinsdadulari 6 inurivesdiindula
W3 3 578 U 18 WiENg fegaavisndmsieuiien
mméﬁmiﬁmaﬂwaﬂQﬁm%ﬂ%wEJ'17'i 1 (Table 4)

Table 4 Pairwise comparison matrix of decision

criteria from the first decision maker

Ct C GC C4 GCs GCs

Cy 1 2 2 2 1 il
C, 1/2 1 3 2 1 3
C 12 13 1 3 1/2 3
Cs 172 12 1/3 1 1/3 1
Cs 1 1 2 3 1 1
Cs /4  1/3  1/3 1 1 1

furaimdnanuddyvennusinsfaaula
waraudssnelfinaueinisdndulaninanuifiuves
QL%mm&yLm'awaé'hsjﬂﬁxmumiﬁ’]ﬁu%u@@mwﬁ
dmifnanudidyve wnmsinisdadulanarsnsndau
ANUARAASRINUYBAVANE (Table 5)
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Table 5 Weights of each decision criterion

Ci. C C C GC Ceg CR
DM; 0.261 0.213 0.150 0.083 0.204 0.089 0.077
DM, 0.176 0.132 0.229 0.140 0.226 0.096 0.085
DMs 0.127 0.233 0.235 0.100 0.105 0.200 0.092
Avg. 0.188 0.193 0.204 0.107 0.178 0.129

maﬂ'ﬁﬁi’wmmﬁmﬁfﬂmmﬁwﬁmmaamm%mi
andulanudn wy = 0.188, W, = 0.193, Ws = 0.204, Wq
- 0.107, Ws = 0.178 uag W = 0.129 suasiy luvaed
B auddyuesaudssmelfinasinisdadule
(Table 6) L¥u ﬁmﬁﬂmmﬁwﬁ’ayﬂ'mJL?%mﬁ'mﬁsaﬁwa'1
aeldnasinisdnaulalonialunisiiamiudesdien
Windu 0.174 ﬁuuﬁmﬁﬂmmﬁwﬁ'iymwm%ﬂaﬁmﬁa
ansofinnsanldfeifieatu venantdwuhsnndiu
ArwdenadesiutesvauaauaiialiiAuiisivun 39
agUldimintineuddnyiidiuanldfienududeiogs
ansnilulfluduneuseluld sesnussgnduudnues
Wnsdndulanuuitesdduiiouife wuIAngauARsn
iWodndduanudssvesnisneaiieglusdlifudie
wionaglusdlnsfiansuanindenaintanin
ANdaIAgvesesalsznavlunisdndulanuunaiy
wanNs R anun ﬁqﬁuﬁmﬁfﬂmméﬁmﬁuawwLﬁaﬂ
melfinasinisdadulafidualéfmuagniinundu
Toyainduavasradumnindnisdndula (Table 7)
Mntuhnmsfuussiagiuiieatrianindnisiadula
Ufuusafiagiu (Table 8) dnuthiuiinauddaes
nausnsfadulafisinnlfnnszuaunisdduduis
Anseiguiutoyminduvusiaguiann tioadhg
wisngnsinaulaiuussiagiudiaimin (Table 9)
ANARANARTIUINTAg A s oyattn
'U%"uUssﬁﬂgwud’mﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬁmgjaqﬂiul,wiaxLﬂmeﬁmi
dindule fefu A* = 0.090, 0.085, 0.114, 0.054, 0.086,
0.062} druA1gauAffIaUiasTayaud1Usy
ussingudasimiinfideigluuazinasininauls
oty A = {0.046, 0.047, 0.033, 0.014, 0.030, 0.021}
definrsandgauaiidsuinuazidsauivdeya
ﬁwLﬁﬁﬂﬂ%ussﬁmgmdmﬁmﬁﬂLLé"Jmmmﬁ']mmm
5¥8£UNINQAUARLTIVINLAZITIAUAINLUIAANITIA
FYULNNYARA HANTATUIUTLILUNAINUUIANGANAR
\WIUINLazLsaU (Table 10)
vn1sdunadilsransidilnduuiAngaund
NTNTNEAIUTENINTTLNINUUIANYAUARLT AU
HATINYDITLEEUNIINUUIANGANARLTIUINLALLTIAY

<
a £

WesryAIdslaudAyaandeilAduUsyansidn

£ v

TnduwwiAngauARuINign KansAwINAEUUTEENEL
Induufngauai (Table 11)
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NnuadNETeiuansaasUlfiaudssiu anuddyanasnaudifu lneanudesiiudy o §
nseenLUULASBsdnsiinTmddINTiga Aadsaiy anudfytiosiign Fauannsaideududydnvalld
nsUfTRnuiianuddydifuiiaes anuidseiiu Fall As> As> Ars As> Al > Ag > Ar > Ag
Tassadrsiugudanuddgdiduiian luvmeiiany AR

FH9RIUNONUNBKAZN I3 AUEBRAIUSIAINYN
AUFSIAULATHEND UaZAIINEALIAUAE5TIUYIAL

Table 6 Weights of each risk under all decision criteria
Ay Ao As As As As A7 As CR
DM; 0.193 0.115 0.095 0.086 0.100 0.139 0.134 0.137 0.094
C: DM, 0.182 0.135 0.110 0.219 0.111 0.068 0.057 0.117 0.096
DMs 0.147 0.116 0.145 0.201 0.139 0.125 0.075 0.051 0.100
Avg. 0.174 0.122 0.117 0.169 0.117 0.111 0.089 0.102

DM, 0.071 0.178 0.193 0.172 0.161 0.084 0.098 0.043 0.089
C, DM, 0.173 0.151 0.183 0.177 0.115 0.100 0.052 0.047 0.063

DM3 0.106 0.125 0.099 0.104 0.077 0.077 0.201 0.210 0.065

Avg. 0.117 0.152 0.159 0.151 0.118 0.087 0.117 0.100

DM, 0.143 0.111 0.272 0.141 0.125 0.076 0.076 0.056 0.070
Cs DM, 0.132 0.197 0.167 0.128 0.119 0.119 0.072 0.066 0.052

DM;3 0.092 0.172 0.189 0.182 0.137 0.103 0.065 0.062 0.082

Avg. 0.122 0.160 0.209 0.150 0.127 0.099 0.071 0.061

DM, 0.162 0.168 0.112 0.150 0.185 0.123 0.045 0.054 0.080
Cs DM, 0.114 0.109 0.106 0.167 0.189 0.175 0.107 0.033 0.075

DM;3 0.184 0.121 0.120 0.131 0.182 0.112 0.098 0.053 0.090

Avg. 0.153 0.132 0.113 0.149 0.185 0.137 0.083 0.047

DM, 0.121 0.177 0.182 0.174 0.109 0.074 0.076 0.086 0.076
Cs DM, 0.188 0.107 0.141 0.160 0.190 0.096 0.071 0.047 0.083

DM3 0.130 0.130 0.113 0.206 0.212 0.083 0.072 0.056 0.061

Avg. 0.146 0.138 0.145 0.180 0.170 0.084 0.073 0.063

DM, 0.148 0.165 0.212 0.131 0.095 0.113 0.078 0.058 0.100
Cs DM, 0.163 0.152 0.127 0.131 0.212 0.088 0.063 0.064 0.098

DM;3 0.101 0.169 0.120 0.157 0.234 0.071 0.085 0.062 0.093

Avg. 0.137 0.162 0.153 0.140 0.180 0.091 0.075 0.061

Table 7 Decision matrix Table 8 Normalized decision matrix

Cc C GC C4 GCs GCs Ct C GC Ci GCs GCs
A1 0174 0117 0.122 0.153 0.146 0.137 A1 0481 0324 0325 0413 0392 0.369
A 0122 0152 0.160 0.132 0.138 0.162 A 0336 0421 0425 0356 0370 0.436
Az 0117 0159 0209 0.113 0.145 0.153 Az 0322 0440 0556 0.303 0389 0.412
As 0169 0.151 0.150 0.149 0.180 0.140 As 0466 0420 0399 0402 0482 0.376
As 0117 0.118 0.127 0.185 0.170 0.180 As 0322 0326 0338 0499 0456 0.485
As 0.111 0.087 0.099 0.137 0.084 0.091 As 0305 0242 0.263 0368 0225 0.244
A7 0089 0.117 0071 0083 0.073 0.075 A; 0245 0325 0.188 0.224 0.196 0.203
As 0.102 0.100 0.061 0.047 0.063 0.061 As 0281 0277 0162 0.126 0.169 0.164
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Table 9 Weighted normalized decision matrix

C: C. Cs Cs Cs Cs

A1 0090 0.063 0066 0044 0.070 0.048
Az 0063 0081 0087 0038 0066 0.056
As 0060 0.085 0.114 0033 0.069 0.053
As; 0088 0081 0082 0043 0086 0.048
As 0060 0.063 0069 0054 0081 0.062
As 0057 0047 0.054 0.040 0.040 0.031
A7 0046 0063 0038 0024 0035 0.026
As 0053 0054 0033 0014 0.030 0.021

Table 10 Distances from positive and negative ideal

solutions
i d i d
A1 0057 0081 As 0.058  0.088
A; 0046 0087 As 0.097  0.038
As 0041  0.105 A7 0.114  0.021
As 0037  0.100 As 0.124  0.010
Table 11 Closeness coefficients
CC Rank CC Rank
Ar 0585 5 As 0601 4
Ay 0651 3 As 0281 6
As 0718 2 A7 0155 7
As 0730 1 As 0072 8

fatinanisindduaundsdudretututueg i
anuivresinduls auAnudssenadsundasld
mnesdUsznovlunsinaulatinisideundas fadunns
Bas19innla (Sensitivity Analysis) lagninanldlunis
nageuauseulmzesmeunsliaulluiveud
Andu Tnensredeudiduresranudsadietinn
anuddgyvennusinisindulaninuliuiueuiiens
\AnTusgninensiau (Wa) fisseusing 9 aust 0.100 -
0.900 V'?qﬁl,ﬁaamﬂmwflmiﬁmﬁﬂaﬁ&ﬂa'nﬁmmﬁ']ﬁ'm
wnfign luvagiitmiineuddyvounasinsinaule
Buq Wasuwlaslumusnsnaumesnnuiuulsiiny
aunsafnwswazdenmnszinndlifiiuduldann
$UIT8v09 Dehdasht wagAme [43] NANISILATIEN
aails (Figure 1) iofwunls S1 - So wnuaauniseld
B muddyrennasinisiadulannalduiueud
919LAATUsENI19n15YN Uil AR Y 0.100 - 0.900
AUEIAY

wamﬁmeﬁmmhwujWLﬁaﬁmﬁﬂmmﬁnﬁm
voanasinisinaulannliuiueuiienainiusewing
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panuuUIATesinsdailanmdAyuiniign udAnnis
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Figure 1 Sensitivity analysis results
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