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Table 1 Shear stress and pore pressyre

.
[+1/Ps v 1/Ps caused by sea wave
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N N - {
10 4. 35 20.§ 2.09
8u 2 3.63 21.8 2.73
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6 2.11 16.9 2. 82
stress and pore pressure 5.5 1. 95 17.0 3.09
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CASE STUDY OF CLAYEY SEABOTTOM STABILITY

Gu Xiaoyun
(Institute of Mechanics, Academia sinica, Beijing 100080)

Abstract
In this paper the stability of clayey seabottom in the continental shelf area of South
China Sea in the Pearl River Mouth and in the Xiangshan Bay of the East Sea are ana-
lyzed. The causes of the instabilities are revealed. Diagrams for estimation of the stabil-
ity are given. Finally, the direction of further investigation is pointed out.
Key words Submarine slope, Slope stability, Marine clay, Limit equilibrium,

Wave action.



