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1. This paper describes an experimental methodology that allows for visualisation and quantification of changes in soil state during suction bucket installation, validated in sand.
2. The installation process is responsible for changes in relative density and permeability within the bucket.
3. This project aims to numerically simulate strain-softening-hardening in fine-grained soils, providing engineers with science-based tools to unlock the natural gas 'stranded' in deep oceans.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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This article provides a detailed description of an experimental methodology used to observe changes in soil state during suction bucket installation, validated in sand. The authors provide evidence from particle image velocimetry analyses and discuss the results of suction bucket installation in sand. The article also outlines two research projects funded by the Australian Research Council (ARC) which aim to provide engineers with science-based tools to unlock the natural gas 'stranded' in deep oceans.
The article appears to be well researched and reliable, as it provides evidence from particle image velocimetry analyses and discusses the results of suction bucket installation in sand. Furthermore, it is clear that the authors have conducted extensive research into their topics, as evidenced by their discussion of two research projects funded by ARC.
However, there are some potential biases present in this article which should be noted. Firstly, the authors do not explore any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on their topics; instead they focus solely on presenting their own findings and conclusions without considering other points of view or evidence which may contradict them. Additionally, while they do mention two research projects funded by ARC, they do not provide any information about other sources of funding or support which may have influenced their work or conclusions. Finally, while they do discuss potential risks associated with suction bucket installation in sand, they do not mention any possible risks associated with unlocking natural gas 'stranded' in deep oceans – a topic which could benefit from further exploration and discussion.
In conclusion, this article appears to be well researched and reliable overall; however there are some potential biases present which should be noted when assessing its trustworthiness and reliability.
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· Alternative perspectives on suction bucket installation
· Risks associated with unlocking natural gas
· Sources of funding for research projects
· Counterarguments to suction bucket installation
· Environmental impacts of natural gas extraction
· Engineering tools for deep ocean gas extraction
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