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	In today's era, the use and design of underground space is one of the most concerned issues in big cities in every country in the world. This is a complex issue because it involves many complex factors. Excavation and support of tunnels is one of those issues. Tunnels are dug to serve traffic so they have high technical and aesthetic requirements. This article has mentioned the method of forecasting the safety of tunnels. Therefore, it is topical and practical in today's society. 
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