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Research of the stability of dykes built on muddy
tidal shore. = Report 6 : - Distribution of
- vertical pressure heneath a loaded base

~ Takenobu Fujikawa
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beneath a loaded strip base.
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Fig. 5. Pressure distribution beneath a loaded strip bass.
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Résumé

The theories of vertical pressure distribution on the base of loaded strip
has been standing on various assumption.

Neumerical calculation due to those a#sumptions of different distribution
forms, such as rectangular, triangular ‘and parabolic, gives all different results.

The author added & new idea of lateral movement of soil, which advances
from edge to cemter of the base to the above assumption, and thoroughly
discoursed. . )

In case of shallow footed dykes on the muddy tidal shore, this treatment
was found to be promising more satisfactory applicability than the theory of
rectangular form of pressure distribution beneath a loaded strip base.



