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[1] We constrain the orientations and magnitudes of in situ stress tensors using borehole wall failures (bore-
hole breakouts and drilling‐induced tensile fractures) detected in four vertical boreholes (C0002, C0001,
C0004, and C0006 from NW to SE) drilled in the Nankai accretionary wedge. The directions of the max-
imum horizontal principal stress (SHmax), indicated by the azimuths of borehole wall failures, are consistent
in individual holes, but those in C0002 (margin‐parallel SHmax) are nearly perpendicular to those in all
other holes (margin‐normal SHmax). Constrained stress magnitudes in C0001 and C0002, using logged
breakout widths combined with empirical rock strength derived from sonic velocity, as well as the presence
of the drilling‐induced tensile fractures, suggest that the stress state in the shallow portion of the wedge
(fore‐arc basin and slope sediment formations) is predominantly in favor of normal faulting and that the
stress state in the deeper accretionary prism is in favor of probable strike‐slip faulting or possible reverse
faulting. Thus, the stress regime appears to be divided with depth by the major geological boundaries such
as unconformities or thrust faults. The margin‐perpendicular tectonic stress components in the two adja-
cent sites, C0001 and C0002, are different, suggesting that tectonic force driven by the plate pushing of the
Philippine Sea plate does not uniformly propagate. Rather, the stress field is inferred to be influenced by
additional factors such as local deformation caused by gravitation‐driven extension in the fore arc and
thrusting and bending within individual geologic domains.
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1. Introduction

[2] Knowledge of the present‐day stress state in tec-
tonically dynamic regions such as convergent plate
margins is important to understand the mechanics of
various geological/geophysical processes including
faulting and earthquakes [Zoback, 1992; Sassi and
Faure, 1996; Suppe, 2007]. The mechanics of
accretionary wedges that lie along the convergent
margin is commonly described by critical taper
theory [Davis et al., 1983; Dahlen et al., 1984; Zhao
et al., 1986], which explains the geometry of the
wedge, internal deformation and stress changes, and
the friction along the basal detachment. Wang and
Hu [2006] expanded the critical taper theory con-
sidering a dynamic change in stress boundary con-
ditions associated with earthquake cycles to explain
the temporal and spatial variation of stress states
within the wedge. Verification of the models is often
made through comparing the models with observed
kinematic or mechanical boundary conditions, which
can also be utilized to refine the models [e.g.,
Seyferth and Henk, 2000]. This is especially true for
complicated accretionary wedge systems, where the
internal deformation is inherently heterogeneous
[Kukowski et al., 2002].

[3] In the present study, we report our results on the
state of stress in the Nankai accretionary wedge,
southwest of Kii Peninsula, Japan, where the Phi-
lippine Sea plate is subducting below the Eurasian
Plate. Previous efforts to determine present‐day stress
orientations in the Nankai region revealed diverse
results depending on locations of stress indicators:
margin‐parallel maximum horizontal compression
from earthquake focal mechanism solutions in the
fore arc [Wang and He, 1999] and margin‐normal
maximum horizontal compression in the more sea-
ward outer arc from relatively shallow borehole stress
indicators [Ienaga et al., 2006] and focal mechanisms
of very low frequency earthquakes [Ito et al., 2009].
These results suggest that the stress states in the
Nankai accretionary wedge are quite complicated,

presumably due to various effects such as strength of
plate coupling [Wang and Suyehiro, 1999; Wang,
2000] and possibly variable deformations in differ-
ent geologic domains.

[4] A recent Integrated Ocean Drilling Program
(IODP) project, the Nankai Trough Seismogenic
Zone Experiment (NanTroSEIZE), provides an
opportunity to estimate in situ stress states, over the
different geologic domains at the shallow Nankai
accretionary wedge. Several vertical boreholes
were drilled in the shallow portion of the wedge
along a line perpendicular to the plate boundary
(Figure 1) [Tobin et al., 2009]. In these holes, we
observed a series of drilling‐induced borehole wall
failures in logging‐while‐drilling (LWD) resistivity
images of the borehole wall. These drilling‐
induced borehole wall failures, either in compres-
sive (borehole breakouts) [Bell and Gough, 1979]
or tensile (drilling‐induced tensile fractures) mode
[Bell, 1996] have been utilized to yield present‐day
stress information. In particular, these drilling‐
induced features are indicators of the in situ stress
tensor, which can be used to accurately examine
horizontal stress orientations and to make estimates
of stress magnitudes [Zoback, 2007]. Approxi-
mately 20% of the World Stress Map (WSM) data
were determined from such drilling‐induced stress
indicators [Heidbach et al., 2008], and their con-
tribution to reliable stress estimates is growing as
increasing amounts of petroleum industry data are
added to the WSM database [Tingay et al., 2005;
Heidbach et al., 2010]. Such drilling‐induced stress
indicators were also often detected in the previous
IODP boreholes drilled in the subduction margins
[e.g., Goldberg et al., 2003; Ienaga et al., 2006;
Cook et al., 2008], but no previous attempts were
made to constrain stress magnitudes.

[5] In this paper, we present in situ stress orientations
and magnitudes constrained by these stress‐induced
features. We use the image logs that show borehole
wall failures, as well as other mechanical parameters,
either estimated or assumed, to constrain the possible
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ranges of stress magnitudes that can create the
observed failures. Despite the lack of available
parametric data, our analysis yields meaningful re-
sults that demonstrate a dynamic spatial variation of
the stress state in this tectonically dynamic region.

2. Observation of Borehole Wall
Failures and Stress Directions

[6] The drilling sites are located near the south-
ern edge of the Nankai fore arc, southwest of the

Kii Peninsula, Japan. In the first expedition of
NanTroSEIZE, multiple boreholes were drilled and
logged using the LWD technique. A rotary drill bit
was immediately followed by a series of logging
tools connected to the bottomhole assembly that
measured a number of different geophysical data
such as resistivity images, density, and sonic
velocity, as well as drilling parameters such as
borehole mud pressure during drilling. Drilling was
conducted in riserless mode using drilling vessel
Chikyu.

Figure 1. Study area: (a) borehole locations and the maximum horizontal stress directions determined from borehole
wall failures and (b) seismic reflection profile across the subduction zone and borehole locations. Our stress orien-
tation data for the four holes are all B ranked based on WSM quality‐ranking system for image logged borehole
breakouts. The right‐lateral strike‐slip fault zone between C0002 and C0001 is drawn after Martin et al. [2010].
The far‐field convergent vector between the Philippine Sea plate and Japan is marked with arrows in Figure 1a [Seno
et al., 1993].
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[7] In this paper, we present results from four
boreholes (C0002, C0001, C0004 and C0006, from
NW to SE), where the LWD resistivity logs capture
images of borehole wall failures (Figure 2). Based
on logged physical properties and seismic sections
in this site, the boreholes were found to penetrate
multiple geologic domains, which are divided by
major and minor structural boundaries such as un-
conformities, boundaries between different thrust
sheets, or the megasplay fault [Tobin et al., 2009].

[8] Resistivity imaging logs provide a high‐resolution
picture of the borehole wall based on resistivity
contrasts that allows for the direct observation of
borehole breakouts, which look as broad, parallel
conductive zones separated by 180° (as shown in the
unwrapped images in Figure 2). Breakouts are elec-
trically conductive, because the borehole fracturing
and spalling associated with the breakout results in
poor contact between the tool pads and the borehole
wall, which in turn causes the tool to partially or fully
measure the resistivity of the electrically conductive
borehole fluid rather than the formation [Tingay et al.,
2008]. Because borehole breakouts in a vertical hole
form at two diametrically opposed zones aligned with
the least in situ horizontal principal stress direction
where the local stress concentration is maximum [e.g.,
Bell and Gough, 1979; Mastin, 1984; Haimson and
Herrick, 1985], they can be utilized as an important
indicator of the direction of far‐field horizontal
stresses.

[9] Another feature of borehole wall failure is
vertical drilling‐induced tensile fractures (DITFs)
at some depths in borehole C0001 (Figure 2b). In a
vertical hole, DITFs tend to occur in the direction
parallel to the maximum horizontal principal stress,
when the local hoop stress there becomes tensional
and its magnitude exceeds tensile strength of the
rock [Bell, 1996; Brudy and Zoback, 1999]. Thus,
the DITFs can be utilized as an indicator of the in
situ stress orientation and possibly as a constraint
of its magnitude as well.

[10] The borehole failure is a result of interplay
between in situ stress, rock strength, and drilling
parameters such as borehole pressure [Zoback,
2007]. Riserless drilling has no direct control
over borehole pressure, which is normally intended
to be hydrostatic seawater pressure. At significant
depths (as shown in C0001 and C0002 in Figure 3),
however, the borehole pressure often increased
over the hydrostatic water pressure through surface
pumping of drilling mud. For example, the annulus
pressure (APRS) in C0002 increases approximately
linearly at a rate slightly higher than hydrostatic,

resulting in a value ∼2 MPa higher than hydrostatic
at the bottom hole. Although there were no
noticeable drilling problems in this hole, the ele-
vated borehole pressure over hydrostatic means
that even in riserless drilling, the borehole pressure
can be affected and controlled to some degree using
surface pumping. Some general observations on the
borehole wall failures in individual boreholes (from
NW to SE) are as follows.

2.1. C0002
[11] At C0002, borehole breakouts are detected
continuously below 200 mbsf (meters below sea-
floor) to the bottom of the hole (1401.5 mbsf). We
picked the azimuths and widths of the breakouts
and averaged them every 30 m depth interval to
utilize them for stress tensor estimation. To eval-
uate the averages of the azimuth and width, we
took the height of picked individual breakout zones
as weighting factor. As shown in Figure 3, the pairs
of BOs have nearly consistent azimuths throughout
this vertical hole, with averages of 133 ± 14° and
310 ± 13°, indicating that the direction of the
maximum horizontal principal stress (SHmax) at this
site is overall NE‐SW (41 ± 14°). There is a slight
and gradual change in azimuth with depth from
∼125° in the upper fore‐arc basin to ∼145° in the
lower part of the prism. The SHmax orientation
indicated by the breakouts at the lower prism is
notably margin‐parallel.

[12] The width of BOs varies with depth (see, e.g.,
changes in breakout width within logging unit II at
450 mbsf and at the boundary between logging
units II and III at 850 mbsf). Especially noted is a
sharp increase in BO width at the unconformity
between the fore‐arc basin and the old underlying
accretionary prism penetrated by the borehole
(boundary between logging unit III and IV in
Figure 3a). The average width is notably larger in
the lower section of the hole (70–100° in logging
unit IV) than in the upper section (30–50° in log-
ging unit II and III).

2.2. C0001
[13] Variation of borehole wall failure is more
drastic in C0001 (Figures 2b and 3b). The BOs
form almost continuously in logging unit I (slope
sediments) and II (upper accretionary prism), and
sporadically in logging unit III (lower accretionary
prism). The breakout orientations are consistent
throughout the hole, with averages of 63 ± 15° and
247 ± 16°. The average widths of breakouts vary in
a range of 25–50° in logging unit I and II (notably
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Figure 2. Unwrapped borehole resistivity images in (a) C0002, (b) C0001, (c) C0004, and (d) C0006, showing dril-
ling‐induced borehole wall failures. Borehole breakouts are manifested by a pair of vertical dark (electrically conduc-
tive) zones. Drilling‐induced tensile fractures (DITFs) are common in shallow slope sediments and the lower
accretionary prism. Some examples of DITFs are shown in close‐up views.
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at the boundary between logging units). In logging
unit III, BOs are rare, and even for the limited
number of breakout zones, their widths are signif-
icantly narrower than those in the upper units.

[14] Severe difficulties in drilling (increased surface
torque and stick‐slip on the drill pipe) were encoun-
tered below 520 mbsf. The surface pumping pressure
was raised to clean the hole, which consequently

Figure 3. Orientations and widths of borehole breakouts (squares) and drilling‐induced tensile fractures (vertical
bars in Figure 3b) averaged at every 30 m depth interval in (a) C0002, (b) C0001, (c) C0004, and (d) C0006. Hor-
izontal error bars indicate standard deviations in azimuth and breakout width. Juxtaposed are log‐based units (marked
as roman numerals), pressure profiles (annulus pressure (APRS), hydrostatic pressure, and vertical stress calculated
from overburden (Sv)), and sonic velocity profile (Vp). No density in C0004 and drilling parameters in C0006 were
measured.
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increased the annulus pressure to a value as high as
that corresponding to an equivalent circulating den-
sity (ECD) of 1.3 g/cm3. The annulus pressure in a
depth interval between 520 and 660 mbsf was above
the vertical stress (Sv) calculated from overburden
density (Figure 3b), which caused significant for-
mation damage and disruption probably associated
with horizontal hydrofracturing. Although it is diffi-
cult to clearly distinguish the horizontal hydraulic
fracturing from inherent horizontal features of the
formations such as bedding planes in the borehole
image, the overall dark color (low resistivity) in this
interval compared to the rest of the hole indicates
enhanced conductivity, which is attributed to flow‐
out through hydrofractures (see Figure 2b). Below
∼690 mbsf, the pressure gradient stayed at near‐
hydrostatic, but the values themselves were main-
tained at ∼5 MPa above hydrostatic water pressure.
This fact indicates that the depth interval below
∼690 mbsf was sealed somehow, for instance, due
to a tight hole.

[15] In the top 110 m interval and below ∼660 mbsf,
numerous drilling‐induced tensile fractures (DITFs)
are observed (Figure 2b). The DITFs are subvertical
(less than 3° of tilting) in this vertical hole, con-
firming that one of the principal stresses is also
vertical (Sv). DITFs in C0001 are common in log-
ging unit III, since the increased borehole pressure
over the hydrostatic tends to induce local tensile
hoop stresses at the borehole wall. It is also noted
that several steeply inclined natural fractures open
widely due to high borehole fluid pressure (see
example at 792–811mbsf in Figure 2b). Throughout
the borehole, the azimuths of the DITFs are con-
sistent, with averages of 168 ± 20° and 333 ± 10°.
There is a minor asymmetry of ∼15° in the average
orientations of DITFs, which might be attributed to
inhomogeneity of tensile strength over borehole
perimeter due to preexisting fractures. The azimuths
of BOs and DITFs are nearly perpendicular, con-
sistently indicating the minimum and maximum
horizontal principal stress directions. An immediate
result from the BOs and DITFs is that the SHmax

direction is NNW‐SSE (156 ± 16°) at site C0001,
which is nearly perpendicular to that at C0002.

2.3. C0004
[16] The logging units I, II and III, corresponding to
the three structural domains (slope sediments,
accretionary prism, and underthrust sediments,
respectively) show different patterns of borehole
breakouts (Figures 2c and 3c): no or weakly devel-
oped BOs in unit I, slightly variable BO orientation

in unit II, and clear and consistent shape and orien-
tation in unit III. The average breakout orientations
are 47 ± 15° and 226 ± 20°, indicating that SHmax

direction is NW‐SE (136 ± 15°). The width of
BOs is nearly constant with an average of 65° below
∼130 mbsf in the thrust wedge, but it decreases
slightly to 55° in the underthrust sediments.

2.4. C0006
[17] Borehole breakouts and associated wall failure
occur in logging unit II, III and IV (Figures 2d and
3d). In units II and III, breakouts are developed
with consistent orientations (60 ± 16°) and widths
(40 ± 21°). In unit IV, breakouts appear to be
enlarged in width and eventually take the form of
an elongated borehole washout, which is confirmed
by the four‐directional sonic caliper logs [Tobin
et al., 2009]. Unfortunately, data for drilling
parameters are not available in this hole (because of
malfunction of some of the logging tools), and no
detailed geomechanical analysis for these features
is possible. Based on the breakouts with finite
widths, the mean SHmax orientation is determined to
be NW‐SE (150 ± 16°), subparallel to that observed
at C0001 and C0004.

3. Use of Borehole Wall Failures
to Constrain Stress Magnitudes

3.1. Method Background
[18] We attempt to constrain in situ stress magni-
tudes in C0001 and C0002, where all necessary
data are available. Vertical stress (Sv) is calculated
from overburden (utilizing density logs). A normal
method of stress magnitude estimation is as fol-
lows. For a given least horizontal principal stress
(Shmin), which is often measured through various
borehole experiments (hydrofracturing tests and
leak‐off tests), a range of the SHmax value is esti-
mated based on the borehole wall failures [e.g.,
Brudy et al., 1997; Haimson and Chang, 2002].
Since no information on Shmin values is available in
riserless drilling here, we estimate both ranges of
Shmin and SHmax that could possibly result in the
observed borehole wall failures.

[19] We first assume that the stress state is limited
by Coulomb frictional sliding on optimally oriented
faults [Zoback, 2007]. This means that if the ratio
between the two extreme effective principal stresses
goes beyond certain values defined by the coeffi-
cient of friction (m) of nearby faults, sliding occurs
along critically oriented faults, which consequently
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limits the stress state. More explicitly, the condition
for frictional limit can be expressed:

�1

�3
¼ S1 � Pp

S3 � Pp
¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�2 þ 1

p
þ �

� �2
ð1Þ

where s1 and s3 are effective maximum and mini-
mum principal stresses; S1 and S3 are the maximum
and minimum in situ principal stresses, respectively;
Pp is pore pressure. With S1 and S3 being one of Sv,
SHmax and Shmin, depending on the stress regime,
equation (1) can be plotted as three lines in the SHmax

versus Shmin domain, defining the stress polygon
(Figure 4). For a given depth, the size of stress
polygon depends on m and Pp: either increasing m or
decreasing Pp makes the size of polygon larger.
Under stress conditions outside the stress polygon,
the rock would be at failure in its natural state. The
interior of the stress polygon defines allowable values
for horizontal principal stresses for conditions
favoring normal, strike‐slip, or reverse faulting.
Thus, the stress polygon encompasses the possible
states of stress at a given depth.

[20] Further constraints of stress magnitude can be
made using the presence of DITFs and widths of
BOs combined with rock strength information [e.g.,
Zoback, 2007; Shen, 2008]. The drilling‐induced

borehole wall failures are a signature of the local
stress conditions at the borehole wall, which is
derived from the far‐field in situ stress and borehole
conditions. With the assumption of plane strain
condition at the borehole wall (no strain in vertical
direction), the three effective principal stresses
acting on the initially circular borehole wall, s��
(hoop stress), szz (vertical stress), and srr (radial
stress), are expressed as [Jaeger et al., 2007]:

��� ¼ SHmax þ Shmin þ 2 SHmax � Shminð Þ cos 2�� Pp � APRS

�zz ¼ Sv þ 2� SHmax � Shminð Þ cos 2�� Pp ð2Þ
�rr ¼ APRS � Pp

where � is the azimuth angle from the Shmin direc-
tion; APRS is annulus pressure (or borehole pres-
sure applied by mud weight); n is Poisson’s ratio.
We assume hydrostatic pore pressure based on
recent MDT measurements at a nearby site [Saffer
et al., 2009]. It is also noted that pore pressure
monitoring instruments installed at the Nankai
frontal thrust at several depths down to ∼878 mbsf
recorded pressure levels slightly elevated (by less
than 0.2 MPa) above hydrostatic [Sawyer et al.,
2008], which is definitely within the uncertainty
range and does not affect our results significantly.
More analysis on pore pressure and its sensitivity on

Figure 4. Two examples of stress polygon defined by Coulomb friction law with a friction coefficient of 0.6 and
hydrostatic pore pressure, which encompass allowable SHmax and Shmin magnitudes for given Sv. The drilling‐induced
tensile fracture (DITF) criterion defines a threshold, above which local tensile hoop stress is induced. The uniaxial
compressive strength (UCS) red lines indicate the traces of SHmax magnitudes (as a function of Shmin) required to
cause breakouts with a certain width for the UCS values labeled. (a) The example at a depth of 110 m in C0001,
where both BOs and DITFs are observed, shows that SHmax and Shmin magnitudes are in the ranges marked by dotted
lines. (b) At 1382 m in C0002, where only BOs are observed, the constrained SHmax and Shmin range should lie in the
shaded area.
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in situ stress estimation are discussed later. The three
effective principal stresses given in equation (2) are
normally unequal (s�� ≠ szz ≠ srr); that is, borehole
wall rock is subjected to true triaxial stresses.

[21] DITFs occur when the hoop stress s�� at the
borehole wall exceeds tensile strength of the for-
mation. Throughout our analysis, we assume that
the tensile strength of the rock is negligible in these
weak sedimentary formations. This means that
DITFs occur essentially when the local hoop stress
at the borehole wall is tensile (i.e., s�� < 0). In
Figure 4, the DITF line defines the criterion for
creation of DITF, above which local hoop stress
can be tensile. The occurrence of DITFs in the
upper 110 mbsf of C0001 indicates that the state of
stress should lie somewhere above the DITF line in
the example shown in Figure 4a, but within the
stress polygon drawn with m = 0.6. The observation
of DITFs indicates that the coefficient of friction
should be at least 0.6 or higher in order to allow a
possible stress range that can induce tensile hoop
stresses at the borehole wall. Since weak sediments
tend to have low resistance to shear stress [Kopf
and Brown, 2003], we assume the minimum
value, m = 0.6, for the static friction coefficient.

[22] The widths of BOs have been utilized for
stress magnitude estimation when rock strength
information is available. The premise behind this
analysis is that the broken‐out zone is where the
local stress condition exceeds rock strength, and
the intact zone is where the former does not exceed
the latter. Thus the intersection between the initial
circular borehole cross section and borehole
breakout is the point where the stress state is equal
to rock strength [e.g., Haimson and Herrick, 1986;
Barton et al., 1988; Vernik and Zoback, 1992].
Thus, if rock strength information is available, it is
possible to further constrain stress conditions that
cause the observed widths of borehole breakout. In
section 3.2, we describe how we derive rock
strength.

3.2. Estimation of Rock Compressive
Strength
[23] The stress conditions at rock failure are
described by strength criteria, which are expressed
in terms of the maximum principal stress at failure
as a function of the other two principal stresses
[Scholz, 1990]. It is important to emphasize that
rock strength is affected not only by the least prin-
cipal stresses, but also by the intermediate principal
stresses based on numerous previous studies (see
reviews by Chang and Haimson [2000],Colmenares

and Zoback [2002], and Benz and Schwab [2008]).
Because the stress condition at the borehole wall is
true triaxial, a precise prediction of rock strength
requires the utilization of true triaxial strength crite-
ria, in which all the three principal stresses are
incorporated. Various such failure criteria of rock
have been proposed, and their characteristic features
have extensively been studied [Colmenares and
Zoback, 2002; Benz and Schwab, 2008]. We use
the modified Wiebols and Cook criterion [Zhou,
1994] because it was shown to be quite reliable
when compared to real rock strength data under
generalized stress conditions, which is especially
important for rock failure at the borehole wall
[Colmenares and Zoback, 2002]. The modified
Wiebols and Cook criterion has the form:

J 1=22 � A� BJ1 � CJ21 ¼ 0 ð3Þ

where

J1 ¼ �1 þ �2 þ �3ð Þ=3;
J2 ¼ �1 � �2ð Þ2 þ �2 � �3ð Þ2 þ �3 � �1ð Þ2

� �
=6;

C ¼
ffiffiffiffiffi
27

p

2C1 þ q� 1ð Þ�3 � UCSð Þ
� C1 þ q� 1ð Þ�3 � UCS

2C1 þ 2qþ 1ð Þ�3 � UCS
� q� 1

qþ 2

� �

with C1 ¼ 1þ 0:6�ið ÞUCS and q ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�2
i þ 1

q
þ �i

� �2

;

B ¼
ffiffiffi
3

p
q� 1ð Þ

qþ 2
� C

3
2UCS þ qþ 2ð Þ�3ð Þ; and

A ¼ UCSffiffiffi
3

p � UCS

3
B� UCS

3

� �2

C:

Although the modified Wiebols‐Cook criterion has a

somewhat complicated form, it is parameterized only
with the two material properties, uniaxial compres-
sive strength (UCS) and internal friction coefficient
(mi) [Jaeger et al., 2007], which can be determined
from conventional triaxial tests.

[24] A few conventional triaxial compression tests
were conducted on core samples extracted from the
boreholes from this transect to measure rock
strength and deformability, including UCS and mi.
All samples (even the extremely high porosity
sediments) failed in brittle mode with a major
inclined shear fracture, which reaffirms the pos-
sibility of breakout formation in shallow sedi-
ments. Table 1 lists physical/mechanical properties
derived from these tests on intact rock cores (those
from C0001 and C0002 kindly provided by
CDEX). Given the limited rock strength data, we
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estimate strength properties indirectly based on
empirical equations that relate rock strength with
sonic velocity, Vp. The basis for these relationships
is that many of the same factors that affect rock
strength also affect velocity [Chang et al., 2006].
Such an approach is well utilized in the petroleum
industry when no cores for rock testing are avail-
able, and it is practical since boreholes penetrate
different formations with continuously varying
mechanical properties. Figure 5 shows several
UCS‐Vp relations calibrated through laboratory
experiments on high‐porosity shaley sediments in
different basins worldwide [Lal, 1999; Horsrud,
2001; Chang et al., 2006]. Also plotted are
strength data from the Nankai trough cores (given
in Table 1) and other data collected from the lit-
erature [Lama and Vutukuri, 1978; Carmichael,
1982; Horsrud, 2001]. Although predicted UCS
values for a given velocity differ somewhat de-
pending on different relationships, there is a gen-
eral similarity in their overall increasing trend of
UCS with increasing velocity. The range of UCS
as a function of velocity, for both the empirical
relations and the majority of data set, is quite
well constrained within ±4 MPa in the velocity
range that covers the logged Vp ranges of the
boreholes. Based on the UCS data from C0001
and C0002 cores, we take the empirical relation-
ships A and C as the lower and upper bounds of
strength, respectively.

[25] For the internal friction coefficient (mi), we use
the average value of 0.4. It is noteworthy that the
impact of internal friction coefficient on strength
criterion has much less significance than that of
UCS [Chang et al., 2006]. Also if borehole pres-
sure is similar to pore pressure (i.e., sr ∼ 0) as in
most cases of the present study, the significance of
internal friction coefficient is minor.

3.3. Constraining Stress Magnitudes
[26] While Shmin magnitudes are relatively readily
estimated using various borehole techniques such

as leak‐off tests and hydraulic fracturing tests,
those for SHmax are known to be difficult to esti-
mate because no known clear and direct determi-
nation methods are available. Obviously when both
Shmin and SHmax are unknown as in our case, the
constrained stress magnitudes are subject to reli-
ability issue. However, accepting that the observed
borehole breakouts are those soon after drilling and
has not been altered by any other factors affecting
their widths and that their formation is due to brittle
failure of borehole wall rock as a response of the
localized stress around borehole as manifested by
previous laboratory experiments, we believe that
the constrained ranges of stress that will be shown

Table 1. Rock Mechanical Properties of Nankai Cores

Borehole Core Depth (mbsf) UCS (MPa) Internal Friction Coefficient Poisson’s Ratio Vp (m/s)

C0001a 334 3.2 0.53 0.34 1843
C0002a 763 7.26 0.46 0.32 2116

901 7.46 0.43 0.28 2128
1021 4.12 0.28 0.31 1929

C0006 476 5.97 0.32 0.43 1854
C0007 393 5.33 0.54 0.42 1726

aRock mechanics data in cores from C0001 and C0002 were provided by CDEX.

Figure 5. Empirical correlations that relate uniaxial
compressive strength (UCS) with sonic velocity (Vp)
that are calibrated for poorly consolidated shaley rocks:
A, Gulf of Mexico shale [Chang et al., 2006]; B, Gulf of
Mexico shale [Chang et al., 2006]; C, North Sea shale
[Horsrud, 2001]; D, compiled shale data worldwide
[Chang et al., 2006]; E, North Sea shale [Lal, 1999].
Experimental data on cores from C0001, C0002, C0006,
and C0007 (input site close to C0006 [Tobin et al.,
2009]), as well as data from literature (circle) [Lama
and Vutukuri, 1978; Carmichael, 1982; Horsrud,
2001], are overlapped. In this study, relationships A
and C are taken as the lower and upper bounds,
respectively, of UCS as a function of Vp.
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below give a good guideline to the in situ stress
magnitudes.

[27] If we assume that the local stress state at the
margin of breakouts (at � = BO width/2) is equal to
that of rock failure, it is possible to derive an
equation by combining equations (2) and (3),
which is depicted in the stress polygon by a stress
range bounded by UCS lines in the Figure 4. Thus,
for a depth of 110 m in C0001, where we observe
both BOs and DITFs, the possible SHmax and Shmin

magnitudes are extremely well constrained within
the range enclosed by the polygon, DITF criterion,
and UCS lines (Figure 4a). As another example in
Figure 4b, at a depth of 1382 m in C0002, where
we observed large BOs without DITFs, the possible
ranges of SHmax and Shmin are within the shaded
area in order to create the borehole failures we
observed. The ranges are relatively wide, but it is
clear that the stress regime there is in favor of either
strike‐slip, or reverse faulting.

[28] Using the same methods, stress magnitudes are
estimated in C0001 and C0002. Figure 6 shows the
possible ranges of SHmax and Shmin magnitudes at
several depths in C0002. It is obvious that the
magnitudes of SHmax and Shmin increase with depth.
The general shape of the stress ranges differs

between the fore‐arc basin and the accretionary
prism. In the fore‐arc basin, the UCS lines bounding
the upper and lower polygon are subhorizontal,
indicating that the range of SHmax does not change
significantly for different Shmin values. On the
contrary, the UCS lines for the accretionary prism
stress are steeply inclined, indicating that the SHmax

range should differ significantly depending on Shmin

values. For example, at a depth of 1382 mbsf, if
actual Shmin is close to its lower limit (say, 41 MPa),
the possible SHmax magnitudes should be quite
high (53–57 MPa), whereas if Shmin is high (say,
47 MPa), the possible SHmax values are low (48–
51 MPa). This emphasizes the importance of reli-
able measurements in Shmin value in the accretion-
ary prism.

[29] Figure 7 summarizes the constrained in situ
stress profile at all the depths we analyzed in
C0002 and C0001. In the fore‐arc basin sediments
between 400 mbsf and the unconformity in C0002,
the ranges of the two horizontal principal stresses
lie below Sv, indicating a normal faulting stress
regime. Above 400 mbsf, however, the stress
regime is not well distinguished, because the dif-
ferential stresses between principal stresses are
extremely small (meaning small sizes of stress
polygon). From just below the unconformity, the
ranges of the two horizontal principal stresses
appear to increase at higher rates with depth than
the Sv gradient. While a large portion of the pos-
sible Shmin lies below Sv, the SHmax range is pre-
dominantly higher than Sv, indicating that the stress
state in the accretionary prism is likely a strike‐slip
faulting stress regime. Still, there is some ambi-
guity in this stress profile, since the stress regime in
the accretionary prism can strictly be any of nor-
mal, strike‐slip or reverse faulting, depending on
SHmax and Shmin magnitudes. However, as we
showed above in Figure 6, the SHmax and Shmin are
not arbitrarily correlated, but defined by a range
enclosed with a characteristic shape of polygon. In
other words, both SHmax and Shmin cannot be at their
lower bounds simultaneously. More detailed dis-
cussion about stress regime will be covered later.

[30] For C0001 (Figure 7b), in the upper part of the
borehole (<500 mbsf), the ranges of SHmax and
Shmin are slightly lower than, or quite similar to Sv,
indicating that the stress regime is predominantly in
favor of normal faulting. In the lower accretionary
prism, it is clearly seen that SHmax is higher than Sv,
while Shmin in most depths remains lower than Sv,
indicating predominantly a strike‐slip faulting
stress regime, or possibly a reverse faulting stress
regime when Shmin > Sv.

Figure 6. Constrained SHmax and Shmin magnitudes in
C0002 based on the observed borehole breakouts at dif-
ferent depths.
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[31] In the lower accretionary prism, the resistivity
image shows that numerous steeply dipping natural
fractures striking to subparallel to SHmax direction
exhibit wide apertures (see open tensile fractures in
Figure 2b, for example). These fractures are inter-
preted to be natural fractures since some of them
are cut by other faults [Tobin et al., 2009], and
opened by the excess borehole pressure that was
raised significantly higher than hydrostatic. The
wide apertures of these fractures may be an indi-
cator of hydraulic fracturing process through these
fractures, which implies that the borehole pressure
is overcoming the least horizontal principal stress.
This provides a further constraint suggesting that
Shmin may be lower than the borehole pressure
(APRS), close to the lower bound of the estimated
Shmin range in Figure 7b.

[32] Our results overall suggest a variation of stress
regime in different geologic domains. To visualize
the change in stress regimes, Figure 8 shows the
ranges of SHmax and Shmin normalized by Sv at
different depths. In the fore‐arc basin at C0002, the
areas enclosed by the normalized polygons lie
mainly in the normal faulting stress regime where
both SHmax/Sv and Shmin/Sv are generally smaller
than unity. In the accretionary prism, the SHmax/Sv
ratio increases markedly above unity, resulting in
most likely a strike‐slip or a reverse faulting stress
regime depending on Shmin value.

[33] In the upper part of C0001 (slope sediment and
upper accretionary prism), the ratios of SHmax/Sv
and Shmin/Sv are generally less than unity, con-
firming that the stress state is in favor of normal
faulting. In the disrupted zone where the borehole
pressure increased over overburden, both horizon-

Figure 7. The constrained in situ stress profile with depth in (a) C0002 and (b) C0001. For stress estimation, pore
pressure is assumed hydrostatic throughout. In the shallow depths (fore‐arc basin in C0002 and slope sediments and
upper accretionary prism in C0001), the two horizontal principal stresses (SHmax and Shmin) are generally lower than
Sv that is calculated from overburden, suggesting a normal faulting stress regime. At the greater depths, SHmax appears
to be larger than Sv, suggesting that the stress regime there is in favor of most likely strike‐slip faulting. See text for
details.
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tal stresses increase markedly above Sv, leading to
a reverse faulting stress regime. In the lower
accretionary prism domain, the Shmin/Sv ratio pre-
dominantly decreases below unity, while the
SHmax/Sv ratio remains larger than unity, suggesting
a strike‐slip faulting stress regime.

4. Discussion

[34] Overall, the shallow portion of the sites is
characterized by a normal faulting stress regime, in
which sedimentation‐driven overburden is the
major component of the stress tensor. This is in
agreement with peak stress indicators from anelastic
strain recovery in cores extracted from the same
sites (C0001, C0002 and C0006) [Byrne et al.,
2009]. In the deeper accretionary prism, within the
depths we investigated, the SHmax appears to be the
maximum principal stress in both C0001 and
C0002, indicating a likely strike‐slip faulting stress
regime. However, the orientation of the SHmax is
nearly perpendicular at these two sites, suggesting
that the major tectonic forces acting may be dif-
ferent in these sites, although the distance between
them is only about 10 km.

[35] One of possible reasons responsible for the
margin‐parallel SHmax in the fore arc is a gravitation‐
driven, margin‐normal extension, as manifested by
the occurrence of active normal faults that strike to

subparallel to the margin [Tobin et al., 2009].Willett
[1999] discussed several different mechanisms that
may be responsible for such an extension near the
top of a critically tapered Coulombwedge. Thus, it is
expected that the margin‐normal tectonic stress
originated from pushing of the Philippine Sea plate
would not propagate uniformly across the wedge. To
examine this from our results, we compare the
margin‐normal stress components in C0001 and
C0002. The SHmax directions at C0001, C0004 and
C0006 sites are consistent with one another and
subparallel (slightly oblique) to the subduction
direction of the Philippine Sea plate, while at C0002,
Shmin direction is subparallel to these regional
maximum compression. In Figure 9, the SHmax

magnitudes in C0001 and the Shmin in C0002 are
overlaid as a function of depth below sea surface;
thus, depths are leveled equally. The difference in
water depth between these two sites is 261 m. While
these two stress components at shallow depths
above 2.7 km below sea surface are nearly com-
parable, there is a clear distinction (less compressive
in C0002 than in C0001) between them at greater
depths. This direct comparison may appear too
simplistic because the stress state at a location can
originate also from coupling between various fac-
tors such as gravity, pore pressure, and even the
interaction between stress components. However,
the stress difference in the two adjacent sites sug-
gests that the in situ stress states in the accretionary

Figure 8. Constrained SHmax and Shmin magnitudes normalized with Sv in (a) C0002 and (b) C0001, showing the
variation of stress regimes in different geological domains. The stress regime varies in different structural domains.
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wedge can be described not only by tectonic stress
transfer, but also by some additional factors that
affect stress states locally, as demonstrated by
Willett [1999].

[36] It is interesting to note that the stress direction
variation between the fore‐arc and the outer arc
domains remarkably resembles that seen in the
delta‐deepwater fold‐thrust belt systems. Tingay
et al. [2009] and King et al. [2010] showed that
the maximum horizontal stress direction in a Ter-
tiary delta, offshore northwestern Borneo, rotates
from margin‐parallel in the outer shelf (corre-
sponding to fore arc here) to margin‐normal in the
inner shelf (delta toe). They also interpreted the
margin‐parallel SHmax in the outer shelf in terms of
gravity‐driven extension. In fact, Bilotti and Shaw
[2005] showed that accretionary prisms as the crit-
ical taper wedge have a range of analogies with
delta‐deepwater fold‐thrust belt systems based on
their similarity in geometry. A major difference is
an extremely low taper angle (sum of the bathy-
metric slope and dip of the basal detachment ∼2°) in
the delta system, implying an extremely weak basal
detachment, compared to that of the accretionary
wedge. This major difference may cause different

strengths of plate coupling in the two systems, from
which we can infer that their stress states may not be
fully analogous at their whole scale. In fact, a recent
observation on borehole stress indicators in a more
landward Nankai fore‐arc basin showed a margin‐
normal SHmax again [Lin et al., 2010], which may be
an indicator of higher plate coupling in the accre-
tionary wedge than in the delta systems.

[37] Regarding the stress variation at smaller scale,
factors that affect stress tensors could possibly
include a deformation‐ (or mostly bending‐) asso-
ciated stress perturbation constrained within indi-
vidual geologic units. Examples are either a
localized bending within the anticlinal thrust sheets
[Cai et al., 1995] as in C0001, or a much larger
scale plate bending associated with subducting slab
that causes a stress localization depending on
characteristic geometry and motion pattern of the
slab [Xu and Kono, 2002; Zhao et al., 2003]. In
principle, these factors are related to inhomoge-
neous deformation that consequently induces local
perturbation of in situ stress.

[38] Another interpretation on the stress variation is
also possible from a geomechanics point view,
considering the role of major discontinuities, which
divide different structural domains and tend to
diminish uniform stress propagation by sliding.
One example is the trench‐parallel depression in
the seafloor between C0001 and C0002 sites,
which is interpreted as an out‐of‐plane strike‐slip
fault zone from 3‐D seismic image analysis
[Martin et al., 2010] (see Figure 1). It was sug-
gested that there is a significant tectonic decoupling
in the form of strain partitioning across the strike‐
slip fault zone. Such localized processes across the
major boundaries are a possible source of the
segmented stress regimes.

[39] The last issue we would like to discuss is pore
pressure condition in the accretionary prism at
depth this study covered. In our stress tensor esti-
mation based on the borehole wall images, we
assumed a hydrostatic pore pressure. However,
pore pressure can often be higher than hydrostatic,
particularly in the accretionary prism [Mouchet and
Mitchell, 1989]. A rule of thumb is that the pore
pressure cannot exceed annulus pressure for bal-
anced and successful drilling, which otherwise
would cause a number of severe drilling problems
such as influx into boreholes, well kick, and stuck
pipe. It is also obvious that the pore pressure in its
natural state should not exceed any in situ stress
components. Such a consideration may raise a
doubt about the assumption of hydrostatic pore

Figure 9. Comparison of the margin‐perpendicular
horizontal stress components between C0002 (Shmin)
and C0001 (SHmax), showing a discrepancy in stress
magnitudes in the accretionary prism between the two
sites. This suggests that tectonic stress field is not uni-
form between these two closely located sites.
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pressure in the accretionary prism blocks at C0001,
where borehole annulus pressure was significantly
higher than hydrostatic. In the lower accretionary
prism at C0001, the possible upper bound of pore
pressure could go up to value of either annulus
pressure or lithostatic stress (Sv), whichever is
lower. As we mentioned earlier, however, the
widely open natural fractures in the lower accre-
tionary prism, which are mostly aligned with per-
pendicular to the Shmin direction (Figure 2b),
suggest that the annulus pressure is likely to be
higher than the Shmin that in turn should be higher

than pore pressure. Thus, the pore pressure is pre-
sumably quite lower than the borehole pressure.

[40] Just for sensitivity analysis, we used the
extreme case of pore pressure that is equal to APRS
or Sv, whichever is lower, to check whether the
variation of stress regime in different structural
domains is still valid in C0001. The assumed high
pore pressure in the lower accretionary prism at
C0001 site corresponds to the values of the pore
pressure ratio (l*) of 0.57–1, where the pore
pressure ratio is defined as

�* ¼ pore pressure� hydrostatic pressureð Þ
= Sv � hydrostatic pressureð Þ: ð4Þ

The result of constrained in situ stress tensors with
high overpressure assumed is plotted in Figure 10.
When a larger pore pressure is used, the stress
polygon drawn with equation (1) shrinks in size,
which tends to reduce the difference between stress
components. Thus, the differences between the
three principal stresses are narrowed significantly
compared to those when hydrostatic pore pressure
is assumed (Figure 7b). Nonetheless, the general
pattern of stress regime variation remains the same.
That is, the lower accretionary prism is character-
ized by a strike‐slip faulting stress regime.

5. Conclusions

[41] There is some degree of uncertainty (or wide
ranges) in the constrained stress magnitudes, mainly
due to insufficient data such as well constrained rock
strength and some measured Shmin values. However,
the use of borehole wall failures provides detailed
information on stress states in different locations
and depths penetrated by the boreholes in the
Nankai margin. Our attempt to constrain in situ
stress orientations and magnitudes reveals that the in
situ stress states and their regime vary between
different geologic domains separated by the major
and minor structural boundaries across and with
depth in the Nankai fore arc. A normal faulting
stress regime dominates in the shallow portion of the
sites (shallow accretionary prism in C0001, fore‐arc
basin and slope sediments), in which sedimentation‐
driven overburden is the major component of stress
tensor. In deeper domains (accretionary prism), the
maximum horizontal principal stresses are the major
component of the stress tensor, but approximately
perpendicular between C0002 and C0001. In the
accretionary prism, for the depth investigated, the
stress state is most likely in favor of strike‐slip

Figure 10. In situ stress profile with depth in C0001,
where pore pressure may be higher than hydrostatic. In
this analysis, pore pressure is assumed to be equal to
either annulus pressure (APRS) or vertical stress (Sv),
whichever is lower, which is thought of as the upper
limit of possible pore pressure condition. The differ-
ences between the principal stresses are narrower than
those when hydrostatic pore pressure is assumed in
Figure 7b; however, the stress state in the lower accre-
tionary prism is still predominated by a strike‐slip
faulting stress regime.
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faulting. A comparison of the margin‐perpendicular
stress components between the two adjacent sites
(C0002 and C0001) suggests that the stress state is
not only driven by tectonic stress transfer, but
also by additional factors presumably associated
with localized deformation in different geological
domains (such as gravitation‐driven extension in
the fore arc, and bending and thrusting in indi-
vidual units).
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