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Evaluation of Seabed Stability of Offshore Wind Farm for Donghai Bridge
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Building Engineering, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract: According to the wave-induced soil shear failure criterion based on the total stress
method and the liquefaction criterion based on the effective stress method, authors analyzed the
seabed stability of offshore wind farm for Donghai Bridge, and discussed effective normal stress,
oscillating normal stress and stress angle contours of the soil under three wave conditions,
namely, mean wave height, once-in-a-century wave height and breaking wave height, and the
influence of wave height on the seabed stability was obtained. Results show that the method can
provide reference for the foundation design of offshore wind farm and location.

Key words: offshore wind farm; seabed stability; Biot consolidation theory; analytical method;

numerical method; soil

0 3

AT AR BRI PR R A R 5 S 1 9B AR
o TR ASE R TR0 Tz o E
T VR 2R AR ) U S DUR RIAE R 45D DR i L
g PR WD IO 3o R 5 1S IR T A SR it T R R R . Dk
TS b AT HE IR L7 A R F M kT,
B s g 32 5| 7 I PR R AL B K s o A A5 T Y
AR BEAE L BRTIR T 04 3 K B e A RO ST R DK
N GER TR AT RE 2 R AR AR L R WAL . — B

Y #s H H#9 :2011-10-20
BEEUAR T — 1" EZEBH TR H (2006BAA0TA23)

i

Je AL s - URL AT R RE 1R U AR — T T A
78 B A TR A A B TR R R AL AR . I
FEMRSE R R IR LRI A KA. A RS ER
W] A R 2R R A 25 ol AT 10 DX 3830 388 A7 7+ A P VK 38
AT DXL R 3 X B 2 B GOK I TR R AR
L 1 225 H ) 3 52 4B 3 A By R

H 20 fit28 40 AEAQLRIK . & B HF TN B2 2 T A
[ A AR BE AR Hh 1 2 7o 0 B0 PR AR A TRTAR B Y . e
T R ARBE R T L0 2 2 RV AgR R S 2R (SR HE
JKRRE TR ) R [ 25 A6 TR (SRR AU T R R i A A TR

YEE B A7 iR A (1982-) , 55 i g T 3 A L2 1+, E-mail : zhyleg@126. com,



%14

AR, RiBERNE LR W E R HEIEN 51

fBE A2 g AN AT TR 45 A o - BEAS %5 18 B SRas Bl
B 5 {LBUK B i3 1R85 R0 B A 5 B8 OK 5 12 Bl
R A3 Sl i3 o R o [ A R R B AL B
IR AT T 246 228 W o T JBE )52 ) L B 7K 30
AR VU E A R G P O 7 O Biot [HI&5T5 . A
20 {48 70 AEAQRIK X — BB Bz T F 5
BB R KRG, PR RE 2R T —R51
e T [958 £ S A 0 A RS T 32 SR I S e BT IR
RAGIRD L, SR A6 SR A e A e v o RS0 SR T A
[e] F) iy P B2 » HAT SR (LA A & T L ST A4 A 285
RZURBHERERIE 48 e N = 2 A
8T TR 75 Ah L B SR i v B A 2% 1
He 0 i HE A 2 A RS S BT A 45 R 5 S P i BUATAE
BRI 2253 - AN BE B 11 T ¥ IR PR A . A SO
BB AR SR T — T RE T RN 125 0 B A B DT AR
HEN S 5 2 1 LI D00 o UK 2% AR e AR B B R
FL B3 A B V)4 A S 1 4 22 05 1 DR 3R A R T O
254 Okusa™ BF $2 Hy 9 5 T 28007 J7 12 B4 9 Ak o
U] of AR Vg AT T b KRS 37 T PR A PR AT VR A
AR SCHR Y 5 1 AT Dy T b KR 3 £ R i B AL R4
#HE%,

1 KiR-BAREEERIE &KL

L1 #E=HARE

PR IR Ay 2 5 R R )2 A LB K 1 i 30 £
5 17K F-J7 1] 93 3l #0215 18] A998 3L LB K I
gy 51 I PR A AL BK s ) FA 88 T i A2 A .
SE T IR 0 22 AL 3 A T FL K AT s 4« LB 7K 3 30
R AR PO S () B 5 A O < A R A B 0 2
R WP L PR K TRIE DN by W RIS N d i i
PRTA N 7 1) o [ 45 0 1 - 30 BT R T N = J7 1] .
] b IE IR AL ==0, FLEBKWE R 4R 1958 i
LR

It p I*p
k. ax’ Tk dz?
S,

o dp__ _ de,
Tun 5, = g,

i (1)
BZ%#J; (2)
o e, N HIRBYIRRAS sk, s ke 43 51 R K S AR H
B E RS F & EENER k. =k p
FHBFLBR A T 570 HKBITE R sn R HARFLER B
R FLBRIK B 45 2 5 ¢ SRk a] 5 KSR LB 7K G s 4R
TR S, AR RN B, Un S5 PR o o€ a1 A,
WS, =1;P HAXTFLBR K E ST

T ARBYIR R A e, BT IZRIR N

_Jdu | Jw

€y (3)

C9dx Iz

ER:piA]

<< K A
\V4

RIS 328 7K JE T
1 EREERK
Fig.1 Wave and Seabed
a0 23 53 kg e AOK SRS 5 1] B LR
M4 Biot [ 25 B L A I PR 1A (4 A7 50N
DA (ALY NN VR R
9o, dx_dp

Jdxr dz Jdx (4
do. | dr_dp
dz | dx Iz (5)

K co0 w0 2350 0 A A K 08 BT 18] B AT R0
VARSI

B B 2R AR BEAR Y A% 16 [ 1 A R A T
U] A PR BTG MR ) A A 7 A A

L
g”'_ZG(aerle,f") (6)
0. =260+t ) %

Jdz 1 2/1
rm=2G€E+9wﬁ=m‘ (8)
az E)I

G R RO e AR s W E
T W HIEE = s N J o, HEH T = f H
W« T s R .

(6~ @ 7R ARK ), (5, AT 1%

G de_dp (9

~ 2 _
GV qul*ZIar?x Jdx

G de._dp
1*2/1(72 dz

(1), (9) 5 (10) Jir 21 B 1) AR k43 7 R 20 B O 18
TR T PRAF TR P IR 2850 1 42 1 7 B L AE — 8 I3 3 Ok
PEF SR A U 7 R 20 RO BB A5 2 I TR AE R I IR 4R
F18 W] 3
1.2 HhRE4%

VR DA 3% 1T - 1A (9 A I Ry S A B R S 380k 0,
FLBR K T3 5 e 0 AT G RV PR 3 160 W 2 40 T 1 3

GV w+ (10)



52 EHAAFE IREER 2012 #
HEM
6.=0,2=0 l o3 (19)
T =0,2=0 D U"Jiﬁi’#%ﬁﬁ’]ﬂ“th*TUi%/Tﬁ
P:PZ,Z’:O[ . 01~ 03
sin(@) = 20)

X PO SR AR T 1 PR 1) 37K T
LAEWAE T W P AT LR

__nH
2cosh(kh)

e H O X000 50 IR A AR s = R
HUFIRIFERE d R RIN IR AR B AL 58
Y92 0 TR IR THT AN G5 7K BV AT 3 J2 U0 120 5 A1

cos(kx—wt) (12)

u=0,2=—d

w=0,2=—d 13)

Ip_ _

gf(),zf d

PR A4 22 A T 000 A ol R R R A R A

u=0 1
o, — 00 (14)
ap_ J
dx —0

2 REH B A N

FE I E ) R S B Rl B, — AR
B TAR R T i R RPN . I il IR R F
TR R ER Y M BR . Bk b iR R AR AT LA
O3 3 R B IR L )2 WAL F vh R AR S
A1 TR IR AR 1 5T YD SR 5 2 WA [a)
2.1 ETYIEEIR

ST H D), (9) . (10) BT 20 8 /Y 4 ) 7 FE 4
FEF (LD ~ (1) FF R 1 i1 5 4R 5 g AL 4 1%
ALK LR AR T o, st o AR A RN ) 5
P, A SR IE R D7 BT 7 AT 43 A an =X (15) ~
(173K 15
=y, v ) KizFo, ty.(h—2)+p (15)
:_(}’s_)’w)sza.:Jf)/w(h—z)ﬁLj) (16)
e T Tae 17)
e o, o0 2050 R A K 88 T 1) A B T
T N IRB BT R Sy, A £ E K A # R
e + 6 R K = /(1 — w8 Ky =1—
sinCo )y N M B A R0 E 2 A, Ko — i U{E VB
I 40.4~1.0,

R S D) e, B RS N IR RN

H\Q\Q

‘;“fﬂ—%%i (18)

o1 tos+2¢/tan(P)
A @ S LARI N T) A se SRR TT

5 ~ (7D B WIRAE FTT L A B i P i iz
R R 78 8T 1K A ﬁiﬁﬂﬁmﬁiwm
5 BE AR 8 ] [ 25 AN HE KSR BE 8 bR o 7R B 25 A HE K
o R e o A S A R e o B R 2
AL Aok R

1= otan(P;) 2D
Koo 50500 B IR TE b Y BT R g R OE R
J1 5@ Sy AR N EE A

VA5 A A0 5 B 18 5 2 0T, R A 35 Y
RmEI BVHOR R Ty c BUE N 00 K c=0 KX
(18), (1D AR A (20) 7] 15

1oV (o.—6)
o1 to; o.to.

NI IR B R AL IR LR NI D T N EEE
oK 2 iR, X4 o> i, SEEREY R Sk &
KT AR HTBT R LIRS R AT UIR . R,
BOARME T o A A 3 U O 1 o I AT A 87 oy

sin(@) =2 (22)

=Py (23)
7 _Aék 0 73
%= g, tan(@,)
RN W)
P iy e L. ot
Pz :' LA A b
\NiI ' g
G A\
% S o
PSR G E N
—(r,— v )Kzty (i) tp
—(7,—y)zty(h—2)+p ,

B2 HRSBMERNERE
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Fig. 4 Soil Stress Angle Contours Under Different
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